Google 


This  is  a  digital  copy  of  a  book  that  was  preserved  for  generations  on  library  shelves  before  it  was  carefully  scanned  by  Google  as  part  of  a  project 

to  make  the  world's  books  discoverable  online. 

It  has  survived  long  enough  for  the  copyright  to  expire  and  the  book  to  enter  the  public  domain.  A  public  domain  book  is  one  that  was  never  subject 

to  copyright  or  whose  legal  copyright  term  has  expired.  Whether  a  book  is  in  the  public  domain  may  vary  country  to  country.  Public  domain  books 

are  our  gateways  to  the  past,  representing  a  wealth  of  history,  culture  and  knowledge  that's  often  difficult  to  discover. 

Marks,  notations  and  other  maiginalia  present  in  the  original  volume  will  appear  in  this  file  -  a  reminder  of  this  book's  long  journey  from  the 

publisher  to  a  library  and  finally  to  you. 

Usage  guidelines 

Google  is  proud  to  partner  with  libraries  to  digitize  public  domain  materials  and  make  them  widely  accessible.  Public  domain  books  belong  to  the 
public  and  we  are  merely  their  custodians.  Nevertheless,  this  work  is  expensive,  so  in  order  to  keep  providing  tliis  resource,  we  liave  taken  steps  to 
prevent  abuse  by  commercial  parties,  including  placing  technical  restrictions  on  automated  querying. 
We  also  ask  that  you: 

+  Make  non-commercial  use  of  the  files  We  designed  Google  Book  Search  for  use  by  individuals,  and  we  request  that  you  use  these  files  for 
personal,  non-commercial  purposes. 

+  Refrain  fivm  automated  querying  Do  not  send  automated  queries  of  any  sort  to  Google's  system:  If  you  are  conducting  research  on  machine 
translation,  optical  character  recognition  or  other  areas  where  access  to  a  large  amount  of  text  is  helpful,  please  contact  us.  We  encourage  the 
use  of  public  domain  materials  for  these  purposes  and  may  be  able  to  help. 

+  Maintain  attributionTht  GoogXt  "watermark"  you  see  on  each  file  is  essential  for  in  forming  people  about  this  project  and  helping  them  find 
additional  materials  through  Google  Book  Search.  Please  do  not  remove  it. 

+  Keep  it  legal  Whatever  your  use,  remember  that  you  are  responsible  for  ensuring  that  what  you  are  doing  is  legal.  Do  not  assume  that  just 
because  we  believe  a  book  is  in  the  public  domain  for  users  in  the  United  States,  that  the  work  is  also  in  the  public  domain  for  users  in  other 
countries.  Whether  a  book  is  still  in  copyright  varies  from  country  to  country,  and  we  can't  offer  guidance  on  whether  any  specific  use  of 
any  specific  book  is  allowed.  Please  do  not  assume  that  a  book's  appearance  in  Google  Book  Search  means  it  can  be  used  in  any  manner 
anywhere  in  the  world.  Copyright  infringement  liabili^  can  be  quite  severe. 

About  Google  Book  Search 

Google's  mission  is  to  organize  the  world's  information  and  to  make  it  universally  accessible  and  useful.   Google  Book  Search  helps  readers 
discover  the  world's  books  while  helping  authors  and  publishers  reach  new  audiences.  You  can  search  through  the  full  text  of  this  book  on  the  web 

at|http: //books  .google  .com/I 


^    :>     / 


'^'  ' "      ^  l"    ' 


HANSARD'S 


PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 


THIRD    SERIES: 


COMMENCING   WITH   THE  ACCESSION   OF 


WILLIAM  IV. 


40«   VICTORIiE,   1877. 


VOL.  CCXXXIV. 

COMPHISIMO    THE    PEBIOD    FHOH 

THE   TWENTY-SEVENTH   DAY   OF    APRIL   1877, 

TO 

THE  EIGHTEENTH  DAY  OF  JUNE  1877. 


Cfitrli  Volume  of  tl)t  ^t^^ion* 


LONDON: 
PUBLISHED   BT   COBNELIUS   BUCK, 

AT   TBI  OrriCE  rOR  "  HANBABO'S  PABLIAMKMTART  DBBATBS/ 

22,  PATEBNOSTXB  BOW.      [CO.] 

1877. 


TABLE   OF   CONTENTS 


TO 


VOLUME  CCXXXIV. 


THIRD  SERIES, 


L0BD8,  FBIDAT,  APEIL  27.  Pag$ 

Thb  lUiTBBir  QuBsnoir— Ths  Bxtssun  Oiboitlab— Questions,  Obserrationsy 

Lord  Campbell,  Earl  Oranyille ;  Beply,  The  Earl  of  Derby  . .        1 

Baxlwat  AooiDBirrs— RisoLXTTioir — 

Jf0f«rf  to  rMolTe,  "That  direot  lagiilativt  interference  with  the  detaili  of  railway 
management  tendi  rather  to  increaee  than  diminiih  the  danger  of  aoddent  by  dividing 
rtfponeibility ;  that  Parliament  in  dealing  with  regulations  for  the  prevention  of  rail- 
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matio  orerwork  of  railway  serrants,") — {Tht  Duh  of  Saint  Albam,) 

After  debate,  Amendment  (by  leave  of  Uie  House)  mthdraum. 
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safety  of  their  traffic,  it  is  expe<uent  that  further  precautions  should  be  taken  for  the 
prevention  of  aocidenta  on  rauways  by  enforcing  on  railway  companies  by  legislative 
anactment  the  adoption  of  those  mechanical  contrivances  and  r«>cognised  improve- 
ments,  Uie  value  of  which  has  been  thoroughly  ascertained.  That  the  recommenda- 
tions contained  in  the  Report  of  the  Roval  Commission  on  Accidents  on  Kailwavs 
are  deserving  of  the  fullest  and  most  ^vourable  consideration ;  and  if  they  do 
adopted  by  rarliament,  subject  to  such  modifications  and  amendments  as  on  fur- 
ther inauiry  it  may  be  proper  to  sugrat,  manv  causes  of  accident  will  be  removed, 
and  adaitional  seourity  wul  be  afforded  to  all  persons  who  have  occasion  to  travel 
by  railway,  and  to  the  servants  of  Uie  railway  companies,**)— (7*A#  Lord  Cott0ilot.) 

After  a  short  debatOi  the  said  Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with' 

Vr  0SVW« 

Then  the  original  Motion  (by  leare  of  the  House)  wiiMrawn, 
Proriilonal  Orders  (Ireland)  Conflrmation  (Holywoodi  JboJ  BQl— iVssmistf  (Th4 

Lord  Frmdmi) ;  read  1\  and  rrftrrod  to  the  Examiners  •  •       29 
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After   debate,    Moved,    ''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr. 

DUUoyn  :)^ After  Aurther  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  witKdrawn. 
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Ordirtd,  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  be  postponed  until  after  the  Notioe  of  Motion  re- 
lating to  the  Eastern  Question. 

Thb  Bbsoltttions — 

(1.^  '*That  this  House  finds  just  cause  of  dissatisfsction  and  complaint  in  the  oon- 
auct  of  the  Ottoman  Porte  with  regard  to  the  Despatch  written  bjr  the  Earl  of 
Derby  on  the  2lBt  day  of  September  1876,  and  relating  to  the  massacres  in  Bulgaria.** 

'*  2.  That,  until  such  conduct  shall  have  been  essentially  changed,  and  guarantees  on 
behalf  of  the  subject  populations  other  than  the  promises  or  ostensible  measures  of  the 
Porte  shall  have  be^  provided,  that  Ghovemment  will  be  deemed  by  this  House  to 
have  lost  all  claim  to  receive  either  the  material  or  the  moral  support  of  the  British 
Crown.** 

<*  8.  That,  in  the  midst  of  the  complications  which  exist  and  the  war  which  has  actu- 
ally begun,  this  House  earnestly  desires  the  influence  of  the  British  Crown  in  the 
Counsels  df  Europe  to  be  employed  with  a  view  to  the  early  and  effectual  develop- 
ment of  local  liberty  and  practical  self-govemment  in  the  disturbed  Provinces  of 
Turkey,  by  putting  an  end  to  the  oppression  which  they  now  suffer,  without  the  im- 
position upon  them  of  any  other  Foreign  Dominion.'* 

*'  4.  That,  bearing  in  mind  the  wise  and  honourable  policy  of  this  Country  in  the 
Protocol  of  Apm  1826,  and  the  Trea^  of  July  1827,  with  respect  to  Greece,  this  House 
furthermore  earnestly  desires  that  the  influence  of  the  British  Crown  may  be  ad- 
dressed to  promoting  the  concert  of  the  European  Powers  in  exacting  from  tne  Otto- 
man Porte,  by  their  united  authority,  such  changes  in  the  Government  of  Turkey  as 
they  may  deem  to  be  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  humanity  and  justice,  for  effectual 
defence  against  intrigue,  and  for  the  peace  of  the  world.'* 

**  6.  That  an  humble  address,  setting  forth  the  prayer  of  this  House  according  to  the 
tenour  of  the  foregoing  Resolutions,  be  prepared  and  presented  to  Her  Majesty,*' 
— (Jfr.  OUdstons,) 

Mo9^^  "  That  this  House  finds  just  oause  of  dissatisfaction  and  complaint  in  the  conduct 
of  Uie  Ottoman  Porte  with  regard  to  the  Despatch  written  by  Uie  Earl  of  Derby  on 
the  2l8t  day  of  September  1876,  and  relating  to  the  massacres  in  Bulgaria,*' — {Mr, 
GUditone)  ,,  .,      402 
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words  **  declines  to  entertain  any  Resolutions  whic^  may  embarrass  Her  Mi^esty*s 
Government  in  the  maintenance  of  peace  and  in  the  protection  of  British  interests, 
without  indicating  any  alternative  line  of  policy,'* — {Sir  Hmry  ^o(^,)— instead 
thereof. 

Question jproposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question." 
After  debate.  Moved,   ''That  the    Debate  be    now  adjourned," — {Mr. 

Childers :) — After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  a^^eed  to : — Deoate 

adfoumed  till  To-morrow, 

Oustoms,  Inland  Revenue,  and  Savings  Banks  BUI  [Bill  148]— 

Bill  eomidored  in  Oommittee  [Progreee  Srd  May"]  . .     476 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Oommittee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
To-wwrrow. 
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After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com- 
miited  to  a  Oomouttee  of  the  Whole  House  on  I\mday  next 


TABLE  OF  OONTENTS. 
[JKy  8.]  Pag$ 

South  AMoa  BiU  (No.  40>- 
Honse  in  Oommittee  (aooordinff  to  Order)  • .     479 

Further  Amendments  made ;  the  Beport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Tusiday 
next ;  and  Bill  to  heprtnUd,  aa  amended.    (No.  67.) 

Thi  Eastibn  QxTBsnoir — Dsspatoh  of  1st  May,  1877— Observations,  The 

Duke  of  Butland ;  Beply,  The  Earl  of  Derby :— Short  debate  thereon       481 

Oas  and  Water  Orders  Ckmflrmation  (Abingdon,  Ac.)  Bill  {,n,h.]—Fr4$0nud  {Th$ 

Lord  Blpkintton$) ;  vesd  1%  and  rtjnfd  to  the  Ezajninen  (Ko.  66)  . .  498 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  MAT  8. 

Natt — ^Mb.  Olaeb's  PBTinoif — Questions,  Mr.  Biggar;  Answers,  Mr.  A. 

F.  Egerton,  Mr.  Assheton  Gross  494 

AmMT — ^Tboops  foe  Sbbvzob  Abroad — Question,  Mr.  Hajter ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Oathome  Hardj  495 

Thb  Jbsuits— 10  Gbo.  IV. — Question,  Mr.  Whalley;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  . .  496 

Abxt — ComcAin)  of  thb  Homb  Disteiot — Question,  Mr.  Stacpoole ;   An- 
swer, Mr.  Gkithome  Hardy  497 

Coal  Mibbs — ^Thb  Ttldbslbt  Explosiob*— Question,  Mr.  Macdonald ;  An- 
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The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  497 
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refoiniiig  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  Uie  Eaatem  Queetion,— (Jfr.  Cham$Uor  of  th$ 
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Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 

Question  [7th  May]. 
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After  lonjr  debate,  Mov$d^  ''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (ifr. 

MundMa ;)— Motion  agr$$d  to : — Debate  a((f'aum$d  till  Tkunday, 
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at  Quarter  Seemona  for  the  oounty  of  Antrim,  and  the  ffrounda  of  lame : 
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wey  to  obtain  transfer  of,  and  removal  of,  ipirit  licence  to  premieet  eitaate  on  Shore 
Koad,  Belfaat : 

''And,  of  the  deciaion  in  Queen's  Bench  in  relation  to  refunl  of  laid  transfer,  and 
the  affidaTita  relating  thereto,  between  the  first  application  at  October  Quarter  Ses- 
sions in  1874  and  present  time,"— (Jf r.  Biggar)  • .     588 
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140;  Minority  138.— (Dir.  list,  No.  117.) 

Summary  Jurisdiction  (Ireland)  (No*  2)  Wi—Ord^rtd  {Sir  Coimm  ctUgKUn,  Mr. 

MrringUm) ;  prmmt$4,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  169]  ..     684 
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and  read  the  flnt  time  [Bm  171]       ..  ..   1089 

L0ED8,  THUE8DAT,  MAY  17. 
Pmr^ATX  Bills — 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orden  Not.  92.  and  OS.  be  iiupended ;  and  that  the  time  for 
depontlng  petition!  praying  to  be  heard  againit  Prirate  and  Proviiional  Order 
Oonflrmanon  Billa,  whiim  would  otherwiie  expire  daring  the  a(^oumment  of  the 
Houae  at  Whiteontide,  be  extended  to  the  flnt  day  on  which  the  Uouie  ihaU  lit 
after  the  receat. 

Borial  Acts  OonioUdation  Bill  (No.  27)— 

Moved,  ''That  the  House  do  now  resolre  itself  into  Oommittee  on  the 
—x^B\!ll,''^{The  Lord Preeident)  ..1040 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to ;  House  in  Oommittee  aooordinffly. 

Amendments  moved,  and  negatived;  Amendments  made:  the  Aeport 
thereof  to  be  received  on  Monday  the  18M  of  June  next;  and  Bill  to 
\>9  printed,  as  amended.    (No.  80.) 
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Customs,  Inland  Bevenue,  and  Savings  Banks  Bill  [Bill  143]— 

Bill  comidered  in  Oommittee    . .  . .  . .  1 130 

After  short  time  npent  therein,  BiU reported;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Thmeday  Slst  May. 

Colonial  Fortifloations  Bill— O^d^^f  (Jfr.  Seentary  ffardy.  Lord  Emtact  Cecily  Mr, 

SUmUy)\  pr$$9nUd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  174]  ..    1131 

Local  Oovemment  Prorisional  Order  (Sewage)  Bill— ^<^^  (Mr,  muiam 

Emry  Smith,  Sir  Mieha$l  Eieka-Btach) ;  printed,  and  read  the  fint  time  [Bill  175]  1 131 

Blind  and  Deaf  Xute  Cihildren  (Education)  Bill  —  Ordered  {Mr,  wh4$ihouM, 

Jfr. /MMM^);i»rM#fiM,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  176]  ..   1132 

COMMONS,  THUE8DAT,  MAY  31. 

SuFPLT — Order  for  Oommittee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair : '' — 

Thb  lUsTBRir  Question — ^Thx  Dsspatohes — ^Motion  fob  ak  Address — 
Amendment  proposed. 

To  leare  out  from  the  word  *'  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **an  humble  Address  bo  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Uer  Mi^esty 
that  8he  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  giro  directions  that  there  do  laid  before 
this  House,  Copies  of  any  Minutes  of  the  conversation  between  Lord  Salisbury  and 
the  Duo  Deoazes  at  raris,  and  between  Lord  Salisbury  and  Prince  Bismarck 
at  Berlin,"— (JTr.  i9a»M(/brif,)— instead  thereof  ..1132 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :'' — After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  witharaum. 

Post   Office  —  Tsleo&aphio    Ookkunioation   wrru   Lxtkdy   Island— 

Besolution — Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  of  national  importance  that  a  telegraphic 
oommunication  should  be  established  between  Lundy  Island  and  the  mainland,'* — 
(Jfr.  2>i//m^,)— instead  thereof     ..  ..  ..1142 

Question  projposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question : '' — After  short  debate,  Question  put : — The  House  di' 
vided:  Ayes  107,  Noes  75  ;  Majority  82.— (Div.  list,  No.  141.) 

MiUTABT  AND  Nayal  PREPARATIONS — Observations,  Lord  Eloho,  Sir 
George  Oampbell ;  Beply,  Mr.  Oathome  Hardy  . .  1146 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair,''  put,  and 
ayreedto. 

SUPPLY — comidered  in  Oommittee— Oiyil  Sbryioe  Estimates— Olass  II. — 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Qosstion  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exoeeding  £2,745,  be 
granted  to  Her  Mi^esty,  to  denmy  the  Ohargo  which  will  oome  in  coarse  of  pay- 
ment daring  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1878,  for  tho  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Lord  Privy  Seal "  ..  ..     1150 
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After  thort  debate,  Qaestion  put :— The  Committee  di^idtd;  AyeB  104,  Noee  40 ;  li». 
joritv  68.— (Div.  List,  No.  142.) 

^2.^  £27,255,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Charity  Commission,  agreed  to, 
(30  £20,280,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Civil  Service  Commission. — After  short  debate. 

Vote  agreed  to  IIM 

(4.)  £14,982,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Copyhold,  Indosure,  and  Tithe  Commisaioii, 
agreed  to. 

(5*)  £7,180,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Indosure  and  Drainage  Acts,  Imprest  Ex- 
penses, agreed  to. 

(6.)  £41,819,  to  complete  the   sum   for   the  Exchequer   and  Audit  Department, 
agreed  k>. 

(7.J  £4,910,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Registry  of  Friendly  Societies,  agreed  to. 
(8.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £564,986, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  paj'mont  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1878,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Local  Government  Board,  in- 
eluding  various  Grants  in  aid  of  Local  laxation  "     . .  . .  . .      1 166 

After  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  put, "  That  the  Item  of  £16,500,  Public 
Vaccination,   bo  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £10,000," — {Mr.  Pamell :) — ^The  Com- 
mittee </irid^ ;  Ayes  2,  Noes  115;  Majority  113. — (Div.  List,  No.  143.) 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(9.)  £12,494,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Lunacy  Commission,  agreed  to. 
(to.)  £41,700,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Mint,  including  Coinage. — After  short 
debate.  Vote  agretd  to  . .  . .     1166 

(11.)  £13,857,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  National  Debt  Office,  agreed  to. 
(la.)  £18,069,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Patent  Office. — After  short  debate.  Vote 
agreed  to  ..  ..  ..     1167 


(13.^  £17,258,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Parmaster  General's  Office,  agreed  to, 

(14.)  £18,719,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Public  Record  Office,  agreed  to. 

(15.)  £8,136,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Public  Works  Loain  Conmussion,  kc — 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  ..  . .  . .  . .     1169 

(16.)  £38,611,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Register  Office  General,  agreed  to. 

(i7.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  •*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £377.729, 
be  granted  to  Iler  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  endmg  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1878,  for  Stationery,  Printing,  Binding,  and  Printed  Books  for  the  several 
Departments  of  Government  in  Engknd,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  and  some  Depen- 
dencies, and  for  Stationery,  Binding,  IMnting,  and  Paper  for  the  two  Housee 
of  Parliament,  including  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Stationery  Office'*  1169 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'That  the  Item  of  £2,116,  for  the  Salaries  of 
the  Gazette  Offices,  London,  Edinburgh,  and  Dublin,  be  omitted  from  the  proposed 
Vote,** — {Mr.  Dillwgn  ;) — After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(18.)  £20,593,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Woods,  Forests,  &c.  Office. — After  short 
debate  Vote  a^rffrf  fo  ..  ..  ..  ..     1171 

(to.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sura,  not  exceeding  £31,395, 
be  panted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  tne  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1878,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Commisftioners  of  Her 
Majesty's  Works  and  Public  Buildings  "  . .     1 1 73 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exoeeding  £30,885,  be 
granted,  &c.,** — {Mr.  Mellor :] — After  short  debate,  Question  put : — The  Ccnnmittee 
divided;  Ayes  40,  Noes  122  ;  Majority  82.— (Div.  List,  No.  144.) 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £20,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  31st  March  1878,  for  Her 
Majesty's  Foreign  and  other  Secret  Services  *'        . .  .  •     1 174 

After  short  debate,  Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow ;  Committee  aUo 
report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow, 

Customs,  Inland  Bevenue,  and  Savings  Banks  Bill  [Bill  143]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  eonsidered  . .   1176 

An  Amendment  made :   Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  Ih^morrow. 

Bubllo  Works  Loans  Bill  [Bill  146]— 

Bill  eona'dered  in  Committee     ..  ..  ..  ,.1178 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow, 
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B^&olniion  agreed  tOy  and  reported  .''-^BUl  ordered  (Mr.  Stapelef/  Mill,  Mr.  Mundella); 
prMwi^,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  177]  ..  ..   1178 

COMMONS,  FEIDAY,  JUNE  1. 

Tannanian  Main  Line  Railway  Bill  \_Lordf\  {hy  Order) — 

Movedi  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time  "       . .  . .   1 179 

After  short  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Lord 

JSdmond  Fitzmaurice :) — Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Debate  adjourned 

till  Friday  next. 

Parltament — Aekangement  of  Public  Business — Question,  Mr.  Knatch- 

bull-Hugessen ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  1180 

Supply — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

Harbouks  on  the  Noeth-East  Coast — Eesolution — 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  *'  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  '*  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  unprotected  condition  of  the  North  East 
Coast,  as  regards  Harhour  Accommodation,  demands  the  serious  consideration  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government," — (Xorrf  Claud  Eamilton,) — instead  thereof  . .    1181 

After  long  debate.  Question  put,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " — The  House  divided;  Ayes  99,  Noes  28  ; 
Majority  71.— (Div.  list,  No.  146.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :" — 

FonEST  Of  DsAN — Observations,  Colonel  Kingscote  . .  . .   1224 

[House  counted  outj 
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BuBiAL  Acts  Consolidation  Bill — Question,  Explanation,  Earl  Granville ; 

Answer,  The  Duke  of  Eichmond  and  Gordon  . .  . .   1227 

Joint  Stations  at  Eailways —Standing  Order — Eesolution — 

Moved  to  resolve,  That  in  the  opinion  of  the  House  there  should  he  a  Standing  Order 
that  in  future  any  Railway  BUI  proposing  to  authorise  the  intrusion  of  a  new  railway 
into  an  existing  station  of  another  railway  shall  he  referred  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  a  report  from  that  department  (similar  to  those  which  are 
now  made  in  the  case  of  Bills  which  authorise  level  crossings  upon  railways),  whe- 
ther the  accommodation  upon  the  line  affected  by  the  intrusion  be  sufficient  for  the 
increased  traffic  proposed  to  be  brought  upon  it ;  and,  if  not,  that  it  is  further  the 
opinion  of  the  House  that  provision  should  be  made  in  any  such  Bill,  before  it  leaves 
Committee,  for  the  due  extension  of  the  works  and  premises;  also  for  definitely 
fixing  the  responsibility  of  maintaining  such  premises,  and  of  making  future  exten- 
sions should  such  become  necessary  ;  and  that  power  should  be  given  by  the  Act  to 
any  company  under  such  responsibility  to  compel  any  other  company  using  its  line  to 
contribute  to  the  expense  of  the  necessary  works,  or  to  submit  to  arbitration  in  the 
matter,** ^ {The  £arl  of  Belmore)        ..  ..  ..  ..    1228 

After  short  debate.  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 
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Lord  Bishop  of  Gloucester  and  Bristol) ;  read  1»  (No.  85)  . .  . .     1281 
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aminers    (Ko.  87)     •  •  •  •  •  •  •  •  *      •  •     1^^ 
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Ltdla  —  The   Indian   Budget— Question,  Mr.  Courtney;    Answer,  Lord 

George  Hamilton  . .  . .  . .  . .   1238 

Parliament — Morning  Sittings — Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .   1233 

Parliament — Order — Questions — ^Federal  Union  of  Liberal  Associa- 
tions (Birmingham) — Notice  of  Question,  Sir  George  Bowyer ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Knatchbull-Hugessen ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  . .   1239 

Navy  —  Beported  Mutiny  on  Board  H.M.S.  "Alexandra" — Question, 

Mr.  Pease ;  Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton    . .  . .  . .   1239 

XTniverBities  of   Oxford  and  Cambridge  {n-eommitud)  Bill- 
Bill  considered  in  Committee  [^Proarees  \7th  Jfay"]  . .  • .    1240 
After  long  time  spent  therein,  BiU  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday  next,  and  to  he  printed,    [Bill  183.] 

PubUc  Works  Loans  Bill  [Bill  145]—  * 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time,"— (ifr.  Solat^- 
Booth)  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1290 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  the  third  time, 
and  paued. 

Bishoprics  Bill  [Bill  153]— 
Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Aaheton 

Croee)  . .  •  •  •  •  . .  . .   1292 

Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (Mr.  JHUwyn :) — ^After 

short   debate.   Question   put,  and  agreed  to.*— Debate  aqfoumed  till 

To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Companies  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  171]^ 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  1293 
After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time, 
and  committed  for  Thursday. 

Blind  and  Deaf  Mute  Children  (Education)  Bill  [Bill  176]— 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  WheeUumee)  1294 
Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (Jfr.  Dodde :) — ^After 

short  debate.  Question  put :  —  The  House  divided ;   Ayes  24,  Noes 

58  ;  Mwority  29.— (Div.  List,  No.  151.) 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom* 

mitted  for  To-morrow. 
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and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  187]       ..  ..  ..  ..     1295 

Building  Societies  Act  (1874)  Amendment  "BSIL— Ordered  {Mr,  Dairympie,  Mr. 

Waddy,  Mr,  Teaman) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  488]    . .  . .     1295 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  JXJNE  5. 
Local  Oovemment  Board's  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Artisans  and 

Labourers  Dwellings)  Bill  [h.l.]— iV^xm^  (The  Earl  of  Jersey) ;  read  1%  and 
referred  to  the  Examiners  (No.  91)        . .  . .  . ,  . .     1296 

Local  Oovemment  Board's  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Joint  Boards) 

Bill  {JL,^,^— Presented  (The  Earl  of  Jersey) ;  read  1%  and  referred  to  the  Examiners 

(No.  92)  .,  ..  ..  ..  ..     1296 

Local  Oovemment  Board's  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Bishop  Auck- 
land, ftc.)  Bill  {fLi^-l—Ftesented  (The  Earl  of  Jersey) ;  read  1%  and  rtferred  to  the 
Examiners  (No.  93)   ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     1296 

Local  Oovemment  Board's  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Caistor  Union, 

ftc.)  Bill  [aJ*,}—JPresented  (The  Earl  of  Jersey) ;  read  1«,  and  referred  to  the  Exa- 
miners (No.  94)  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     1296 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JUNE  5. 

Oattlb  Diseases  (iBBLAin))  Acts — Ordeb  in  Oounoil  Deobhbeb  14,  1876 

— Questions,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answers,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  .  •  1297 

The  Eastebn  Question  —  Pbince  Gortohakoff's  Circulab — ^Lord  Derby's 

Answer — Question,  Mr.  Whalley ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  1298 

CoMMERCiAii  Eeports   OF  THE  FoREiON  Offioe  —  Questiou,  Mr.  Dodson ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  . .  . .  . .  1299 

BiTSSiA  AND  Turkey — The  Declaration  of   Paris — The  Suez  Canal — 

Question,  Observations,  Mr.  Gourley ;  Beply,  Mr.  Bourke  . .   1299 

Moved,  **That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — (Mr,  Edward  Jenkins:) — 
After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Ordonal  Law — Case  of  S.  G.  Merrbtt — Question,  Mr.  Monk;  Answer, 

Mr.  Assheton  Cross  ..  ..  ..  ..  1808 

Navy  —  Beported  Mutiny  on  Board  H.M.S.  ''Alexandra" — Question, 

Mr.  Pease ;  Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton    . .  . .  . .  1308 

Prisons  BiU  [Bill  1211- 
Maved,  **  That  the  Bill  Be  now  taken  into  Consideration," — (Mr,  Aeeheton 
Orose)  • .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1309 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  ''That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  no  leg^islation  dealing  with  the  management 
and  discipline  of  Prisons  can  be  satisfactory  which  does  not  extend  to  convict  estab- 
lishments,"—(ifr.  O'Connor  Poioer,) — ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question:" — After  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — BiU  considered. 

After  short  debate.  It  being  after  ten  minutes  before  Seven  of  the  dock, 
farther  Prooeeding  on  Consideration  of  the  BiU,  as  amended,  stood 
adjourned  tiU  this  aay. 

The  House  suspended  its  sitting  at  Seven  of  the  dock. 

The  House  resumed  its  sitting  at  Nine  of  the  dock. 
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SiTFPLY — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Queetion  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair : " — 

Irish  Taxation — Resolutions — 

Movid,  **  That  the  burden  of  Imperial  Taxation  impofled  on  Ireland  is  exoesiTe, 
and  oat  of  proportion  to  her  financial  ability  to  bear  it  as  compared  with  ^igland^" 
—{Mr,  MiteheU  Henry)  ..  ..  ..    1333 

After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  84,  Noes  152; 
Majority  118.— (Div.  List,  No.  168.) 

Companies  Acts,  1862  and  1867 — Nomination  of  Sblbct  CoMMnrBE — 

Moved,  that  the  Select  Committee  do  consist  of  Nineteen  Members, — (Mr. 
Oregory)         . .  . ,  . .  . .  . .    1859 

Moved,  "  To  insert  the  name  of  Mr.  Charles  Lewis  instead  of  that  of  Mr. 
Knowles,*' — {Mr,  Anderson,) 

Question  put,  ''  That  Mr.  Knowles  be  one  other  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee." 

The  House  divided;  Ayes  111,  Noes  21;  Majority  90.  — (Diy.  list, 
No.  164.) 

The   Tiohboenb  Pkoskoutiok— The  Db  Mobqan   Pbtition— Resolution, 

Mr.  Whalley  ..  ,.  ..   I860 

[House  counted  out.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  6. 

BiTssiA  AND  TuRKBT  —  Thb  War  — The  Sttbz  Canal— Quostiou,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ; 
Notice,  Sir  William  Haroourt  . .  . .  . .   1861 

Women's  Disabilities  Removal  Bill  [BiU  17]— 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,'' — {Mr,  Jacob  Bright)     1362 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this  day  three  months," — {Mr, 

Manhurg,) 
Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 
After  lone  debate.  It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the  dock, 

the  Debate  stood  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

LORDS,  THUESDAY,  JUNE  7. 
Qame  Laws  (Scotland)  Amendment  Bill  (No.  44)— 

Moved,  **  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  said 
Bm,''^{Tke  i:arl  of  Itoeeberif)  ..  ..  141*6 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — House  in  Committee  accordingly. 

Amendments  made  ;  the  Eeport  thereof  to  be  received  on  IViday  the  22nd 
inetant ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended.    (No.  97.) 

Bar  Education  and  Discipline  Bill  (No.  69)— 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (TA^  Lord  Chancellor)  , .   1431 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow, 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Felmingham,  Ac) 

Bill  [n.h,y^Fre$mt$d  {!%$  Lord  Prmd4Ht);   read  l\  and  referred  to  the  Exuni- 
nen    (No.  96)  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     1486 

Inns  of  Court  Bill  [u.l.]— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Houae  to  be  pat  into  a  Oonunittee  read,  and  dteekurged  ;  and 
BUI  (by  leare  of  the  Houae)  withdrmim, 

General  School  of  Law  Bill  [rl.]— 

House  in  Committeo  (according  to  ordtr) ;  Bill  reported  without  amendment ;  amend* 
mcntd  made ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed,  at  amended  (No.  98.) 
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BussiA   AND   Turkey  —  The   War — The    Suez    Canal  —  Questions,   Sir 

William  Harcourt,  Mr.  Whalley,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff,  Lord  Eobert 

Montagu ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Bourke,  Mr. 

Gourley  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1448 

Supply — ^Thb    Navy  Estimates — Question,   Mr.  Gosohen;    Answer,   The 
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Prisons  BiU  [BiU  121]— 

Further  Proceeding  on  Consideration,  as  amended,  resumed  . .   1447 

Amendments  made ;  Further  Consideration  of  Bill,  as  amended,  aifaum0d 
till  To-morrotp. 

New  Forest  Bill- 
Nomination  of  Select  Committee  . .  . .  . .  1477 

Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Cowper-Temple  be  one  other  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee." 
After  short  debate,  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 

Joseph  Cowen :) — Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 
Mr.  Cowper-Temple  nominated  one  other  Member  of  the  Committee. 

Emly  Cathedral,  ftC*  'BUm—Ordered  {Mr,  Arthnr  Moore,  Sir  Colman  CZoffhUn,  The 

0* Conor  Bon) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  189]  . .    147$ 
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Casxtaltiss  Ef  Industrial  Occupations — ^Motion  for  Bbtubns — 

Moved  that  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  Return  of  persons  (specifying  adults  and 
diildren)  killed  or  injured  in  industrial  occupations  in  the  years  1873, 1874, 1876,  and 
1876,  under  tiie  foUowing  heads : 

By  Boilers.    In  Mines.    On  Railways.    At  Factories. 

{The  Earl  Be  La  Warr)  . .  . .    1479 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

Bailways — ^B&AXE  PowEB — Observations,  The  Doke  of  Somerset;  Beplj, 

The  Duke  of  Biohmond  and  Gordon  ..  ..  ..  1483 
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Viscount  Enfield ;  Beply,  The  Earl  of  Jersey  . .  . .  1484 
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Bichmond  and  Qordon         . .  . .  • .  . .  1485 
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Motion  agreed  to. 

OaiMiKAL  Law— PooB  Law  Guabbiaks — Queetioni  Mr.  Hopwood ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  • .  . .   1487 

BussiA   AND   TuBEEY  —  Thb   Wab — ^Thb   Subz   Oanal — Quostion,  Lord 

Bobert  Montagu ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .   1488 

The  Navt — Offioebs  on  thb   Bbtibed   List — Question,  Captain  Pirn; 

Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton  . .   1 489 

Fall  of  a  Bbidoe  at  Bath — Question,  Mr.  Paget ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 

Cross  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1489 

Inland  Beyentte— Blending   Spibtts    in  Bond — Question,    Mr.    J.    P. 

Corry ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer         • .  . .    1 490 

Abict  (Ibsland) — ^The  88th  Beoiment — Question,  Captain  Nolan;    An- 
swer, Mr.  Qathome  Hardy  . .  . .  . .   1490 

Post  Office — ^Teleobaphio  Commxtnioation  with  South  Afbica — Questiony 

Mr.  Whalley ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther     . .  . .  • .   1490 

Local  (^oysbnhent  Act — ^BitiDLiNaTON  Distbiot — Question,  Mr.  Sykes; 

Answer,  Mr.  Sdater-Booth  . .  . .  .  •   1491 

Tbade  Mabks  Beoistbation  Act — Question,  Mr.  Hermon;  Answer,  The 

Attorn^  General  • .  . .  . .  . .  1491 

The  New  Fobest  Bill — ^Noionatiqn  of  the  Select  Oomhitteb — ^Personal 

Explanation,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  . .  .  •  • .  1492 

Supply — Order  for  Committee  read : — ^Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  :  " — 

Openino  of  National  Museums,  &o.,  on  Sxtndays — Resolution — 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  That  '*  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  ''  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  desirable  to  give  greater  facilities  for  the 
recreation  and  instruction  of  the  people  by  opening  for  some  hours  on  Sunday 
the  National  Museums  and  Qalleries,*' — (Mr.  F.  A,  Taylor,) — instoad  Uiereof        ..   1494 

After  long  debate,  Question  put,  ''  That  the  words  jproposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Question :  " — The  House  divided;  Ayes  229,  Noes 
87;  Majority  142.— (Div.  List,  No.  161.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair  :*' — 

OuBRENOY  Laws — Observations,  Mr.  Delahunty;  Beply,  TheOhanoellorof 
the  Exohequer  . .  . .  . .  1586 

The  Hiqh  Court  of  Justioe — Despatch  of  Business— Observations, 
Sir  Eardley  Wilmot ;  Keply,  The  Attorney  General : — Short  debate 
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Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn: — Oommittee  deferred  till  Monday 
next. 

Saint  Stephen's  Green  (Dublin)  Bill  [Bill  167]— 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Oommittee. 

And,  on  Juno  12,  Committee  nomitMted: — ^Listof  the  Oommittee  •  •  1560 
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Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  . .   1561 

Inhabited  House  Duty   Exemptions— Question,  Mr.  Thomson  Hankey; 

Answer,  The  Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  1582 

Education   Dsparticxnt  —  Tbaohino   of  Cookery  in  Board  Schools — 

Question,  Mr.  Leveson  Gower ;  Answer,  Yisoount  Sandon  . .   1582 

BussiA  AND  Turkey — The  War — ^Blockade  in  the  Black  Sea — Question, 

Mr.  D.  Jenkins  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke      . .  • .  . .  1583 

Naty  —  Marinb    Officers  —  Beport    of    CoiacrmB  —  Question,    Mr. 

Oorst ;  Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton  . .  1584 

Goal   Mines — Tynewydd   Colliery   Explosion — Question,  Mr.  Hussey 

Yivian ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross        . .  . .  1584 

Parliaicxnt — Order   of   Business — Question,  Mr.  Whitbread;  Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  .  •  . .  1584 

Suffly— >Order  for  Committee  read : — ^Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  the  Chair : '' — 

Adminibtration  of  Irish  Affairs^Besolution — Amendment  proposed, 

To  leare  <mt  from  tho  word  **ThAt "  to  the  end  of  the  Qaeetion,  in  order  to  add  the 
wturdA  '*  in  ^e  opinion  of  tiiii  Hotue,  it  would  oondnoe  to  the  better  adminietration 
of  Irish  afikin  if  a  department,  luch  aa  tho  Local  Government  Boaid  and  the  Com- 
miasionert  of  Public  Worki,  were  prtMiidcd  ovrr,  as  is  tho  case  of  corrotiponding 
drpartmenU  in  Kngland,  by  n  rc^poumblo  Minister  not  incapable  of  sitting  in  Par- 
lianumt,"—(J£r.  i^M//,)— instead  thereof  ..  ..  ..   1685 
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Supply — Order  for  Committee  read — eoniinued. 

After  short  debate,  Question,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Question/'  put,  and  agreed  to. 

BoYAL   Irish   Constabulary — ObservationSy    Sir   Colman    O'Loghlen ; 
Eeplj,  Sir  Miohael  Hicks-Beach  . .  . .  .  •    1597 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair/'  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

SUPPLY — considered  in  Committee — ^Civil  Sbrviob  Estimates — 

(Li  the  Committee.) 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £20,000, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
whidi  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1878,  for  Her  Majesty's  Foreign  and  other  Secret  Services''  ••      1603 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £16,000,  Ac.,*' 
— {Mr,  Pamelli) — After  short  debate,  Question  put:  —  The  Committee  dwidtd; 
Ajes  43,  Noes  92  ;  Majority  49.— (Div.  List,  No.  162.) 

Original  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  96,  Noes  40 ;  Majority  66. — 
(Div.  list,  No.  163.) 

(a.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £6,207,  be 
granted  to  Her  Mi^esty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  tiie  3l8t  day  of 
Much  1878,  for  the  Salaries  and  Eixpenses  of  the  Department  of  the  Queen's  and 
Lord  Treasurer's  Remembrancer  in  Exchequer,  Scotland,  of  certain  Officers  in 
Scotland,  and  other  Charges  formerly  on  the  Hereditary  Revenue"  . .     1615 

Movedt  **  That  the  Item  of  £218,  for  Queen's  Plates,  be  omitted  Yrom  the  proposed 
Vote," — (Mr,  DiWtryw;) — After  short  debate.  Question  put: — ^The  Committee 
divided  .—Ayes  63,  Noes  141 ;  Majority  88.— (Div.  List,  No.  164.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

{$.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £10,618,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Cluugo 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  endinff  on  the  Slst  day  of 
Mai«h  1878,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Fishery  Board  in  Scotluid  "       . .     1621 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £7,613,  be 
granted,  &c.," — {Fiecount  Macduff:)  —  After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

After  further  short  debate,  Original  Question  pdt,  and  agreed  to, 

U-)  £4,626,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Uie  Lunacy  Commission,  Scotland. 

}xS  £6,401,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Register  Office,  Oeneral,  Scotland. 

(6.)  £63,828,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Board  of  Supervision  for  Relief  of  the  Poor 
and  Public  Health,  Scotland. 
(7.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £6,798,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defeay  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of 
March  1878,  for  the  Sahiries  of  the  Officers  and  Attendants  of  the  Househola  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  and  other  Expenses  "  . .  . .     1626 

Movedy  **  That  the  Item  of  £1,662,  for  Queen's  Plates,  be  omitted  from  the  pro- 
posed Vote," — (Lord  Randolph  Churchill :) — After  short  debate,  Question  put : — 
The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  46,  Noes  163 ;  Minority  108.— (Div.  List,  No.  166.) 

Original  Question  a^ain  poposed : — Movedy  **  That  the  Cluunnan  do  report  Pzogress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,^— (ifr.  Biggar :) — Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow^  at  Two  of  the  dock ;  Oommittee 
to  sit  again  upon  Jredneeday. 

Publio  Beoord  Offioe  Bill  {Lords)  [BiU  182]— 

Moved,  <'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond  time,"  — (Jfr.  WtlUam 
Benry  Smith)  ..  ..  ••  ..  1633 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  a^eed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  seoond  time, 
and  committed  for  Monday  next. 

COftl  in  Actions  for  Libel  (Ireland)  WiH-Ord^^d  (Sir  Oolman  O'LogKkn,  Mr, 

Mitchell  Henrgy  Mr,  Orag) ;  praented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  194]  . .    1 634 

PnUiO  Health  Act  (1875)  Amendment  Wl— Ordered  (Mr,  Alexander  Brown,  Mr, 

Igen  Blagfair,  Mr,  Bgder,  Mr,  Cowen) ;  presented^  and  read  the  flirt  time  [Bill  103]  .  •   1634 
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Assheton  Cross  ..  ..  ..  1687 

Poor  Law  PaosBounoirs — ^Farrinodoit  Board  of  Ouardiaks — Question, 

Mr.  Hopwood;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .   1638 

Irish  Ookstabulary  Act,  1874  —  Coktinuanob — Question,   Mr.  French; 

Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .  1639 

EoTFT — Fm AVOiAL  POSITION  OF  EoTPT — Quostions,  Lord  Bobert  Montagu ; 

Answers,  Mr.  Bourke  ..  1689 

Prisoxifl  Bill  [Bill  121]— 

Further  proceeding  on  Consideration,  as  amended,  resumed  . .  1640 

Amendments  made :  Further  Consideration  deferred  till  Thureday. 

Canal  Boate  Bill  [Bill  162]— 

Order  for  Committee  read       . .  . .  . .  •  •  1668 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,"— (Jfr. 
Rylande :) — After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Order  ditohargea : — 
Bill  commuted  to  a  Select  Committee : — ^lost  of  the  Committee. 

Phtaltt  of  Dxath — ^BssoLimoir — 

Me90d,  "  That  while  it  Li  not  powdble  at  the  preeent  time  to  remove  the  penalty  of 
death  altog^ether  from  the  Statute  Book,  it  la  desirable  to  consider  whether  the  Laws 
uider  which  offenders  are  liable  to  capital  punishment  should  not  undergo  revision/' — 
(^i>  £4rdUy  Wilmot)  . .    1 668 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  <*  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
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Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
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Menry)  . .  . .  . •  1716 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave   out  the  word  ''now,''  and  at  the  end 

of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day  three  months," — {Mr. 

David  Plmkct.) 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question : " 

— After  deoate,  Amendment,  by  leare,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com* 

mitted  for  Monday  next. 
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The  Colonial  Office — ^Mn.  W.  W.  Woods— Motion  for  Papers— 
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Waterlow,) 
Question  pressed,  **  That  the  word '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :" 

— ^After  short  debate,  Amendm^it,  by  leave,  withdraum. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — BiU  eomidered. 

Public  Health — ^Vaccination — Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Sdater-Booth  . .  • .  . .  . .   1759 
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Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  •.  ••  •.  1763 
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Exdwquer      ..  ,.  ..  ..  .^  1764 

Movedy  "  That  thia  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Mr.  Itichard  Smfffh :) — 
After  debate,  Motion,  b j  leaye,  witMrtmn, 

Oattle    Plaoue    and   Importation    of    Live    Stock  —  Question,    Mr. 

Stanton ;  Answer,  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson  . .  . .  1778 

BxTSsiA  AND  TuBKET — Thb  Wab — Thb   Sttbz  Oanal — QuosfioB,  Mr. 

Gourley ;  Answer,  The  OhanceHor  of  the  Exchequer     . .  . .  1779 

Egypt — The  Egyptian  Coevbttb,  "Latief" — Question,  Lord  Eslington; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  , ,  . .  . .  1779 

Prisons  Bill  [BiU  121]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  further  considered  . .  . .  . .  1779 

AmendjBBients  made :  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  Ume  upcm  Menday  ikezi 

Universities   of  (hdTord   and   Ciunbrldge    {re-eonmitted)   BUI 

[Bill  183]-- 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered  . .  .  •  . .  1802 

Amendments  made :  Bill  to  be  read  l&e  third  time  upoi;  Mfrnday  next. 

J/)EDS,  ESIDAT,  JTJNB  15- 
BiTssiA  (United  Gbsbk  Ohubok)-^Addbbss  fob  a  Papsb — 

Moved  ihBt  an  htiin^le  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Ksjesty  for  the  omitted  despatdi 
of  the  Earl  (Granville  in  reply  to  lieut.-Golonel  Mansfield's  despatches  ol  ^IHh 
January  and  18th  February  1874,— (2%#  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  . .    1812 

After  short  debate.  Motion  (by  le»7e  of  the  House)  withdrawn, 

CHTTBeH  OF  Scotland    (Th]?  Paboohpo.  Blectokatb) — Observations,  The 

Earl  of  Hinto ;  B^j,  The  Duke  of  Bichmond  and  Gordon  . .   1826 

India — ^Thb  Ameeb  of  Afghanistan — Question,  Observations,   The  Du^^e 

of  Argyll ;  Beply,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury : — Debate  thereon        . .  1829 

Imbecile,  Lunatic,  and  other  Afflicted  Classes  (Lrelaad)  Bill  [h.l.]— iVM#»tMf 

{The  Lord  0*Eagan)\  read  1«  (No.  110)  . .  . .    1846 

COMMONS, -FBID AY,  JUNE  1^. 

BoTAL  Irish  Constabttlaby — Oase   of   Constable   Moloney — Question, 

Mr.  Cbray ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .  1846 

The  Constabttlaby  CANTErar,  Dublin  —  Canteen  Funds  —  Question,  Mr. 

Cbray ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .  . .  1848 

Inland  Navigation  (Ibeland) — Balunamobe  Canal — Question,  Captain 

O'Beime ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .  . .  1848 

H.M.   Stationeby  Office — Appointment   of  Contbolleb — Question,  Sir 

Colman  O'Loghlen ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  . .  . .  1849 

Mbbchant  SHippiNe  Acn,  1876  —  Detention  of  Vessels — Question,  Mr. 

T.  E.  Smith ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  . .  . .  1860 

Boadd  and  Bridges  (ScoOrad)  BiU  [Bill  65]— 

Movedf  "  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {2^  Lord 
Advocate)  . .  . .   1861 

After  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and 
committed  for  Driday  next,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 
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Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair,  "—(Jfr.  Assheton  Crou)  . .  . .  . .   18S1 

Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  Bipgar ;) — Question 
put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  11,  Noes  207;  Majority  196. — (Div. 
List,  No.  180.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed: — ^After  short  debate.  It  being  tan 
minutes  before  Seven  of  we  dock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourn^  till 
thie  day. 

Supply— Navy  Estimatbs— Observation,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  . .    ISM 

And  it  being  now  Seven  of  the  dock,  the  House  suspended  its  sitting. 

The  House  resumed  its  sitting  at  Nine  of  the  dook. 

SxTPPLY — Order  for  Committee  read : — ^Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

Borough  FaANomsB  (Ibsland) — ^Besolution — ^Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  the  rertricted  nature  of  the  Borough  FranohiBO  of  Ireland,  at  compared 
with  that  existing  in  England  and  Scotland^  is  a  subject  deserving  the  imme- 
diate attention  of  Parliament,  with  a  view  of  establishing^  a  fair  and  just  equality 
of  the  Franchise  in  the  three  Countries," — (Jfr.  i£rMtm,) — mstead  thereof  1883 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question:" — ^After  loxig  debate.  Question  put: — The  House 
divided:  Ayes  239,  Noes  165 ;  Majority  74.— (Div.  List,  No.  181.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " 
— Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum : — Committee  deferred  till  Mon^ 
dayneixt. 

Bankruptcy  Act  (1869)  Amendment  Bill— • 

Motion  for  Leave  {Mr,  Sampeon  Lloyd)         .  •  . .    1917 

Motion  agreed  to: — Bill  to  amend  ''The  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,''  ordered 

{Mr,  Sampeon  Lloyd,  Mr,  Norwood,  Mr,  Ripley,  Mr,  JFhitwett) ;  preeented, 

and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  199.] 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  18. 
Burial  Acts  Consolidation  Bill  (No.  80)— 

Amendments  r^por^d"  (according  to  Order)    ..  ..  ..1918 

Amendments  made :  Further  consideration  of  the  Report  put  off  to  Monday 
next. 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  18. 

Pabliamsnt — Obder — Sals  of  ImroxiOATiKa  Liquobs  on  Sttndat  (Ibe- 

LAND^  Bill — Question,   Observations,  The  O'Donoghue;   Reply,  Mr. 

Speaker ;  Question,  Mr.  R.  Smyth ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

lixchequer  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1984 

CooLiB  Immigration  to  QuBENSLANB-^Question,  Mr.  E.  Jenkins ;  Answer, 

Mr.  J.  Lowther  . .  . .  . .  .  •   1936 

India  —  Commeboial   Tbeatt   with    Pobtuoal  —  Question,    Mr.   Grant 

Duff;  Answer,  Lord  Oeorge  Hamilton     . .  . .  . .  1937 

Pbxston  County  Ooxtbt — Question,  Mr.  Hermon;   Answer,  Mr.  (}erard 

Noel  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1937 

South  Afbioa — Delaqoa  Bat— Question,  Mr.  A.  M'Arthur ;  Answer,  Mr. 

J.  Lowther  . .  . .  . .  1938 

Polynesian   Laboubbbs — New   Caledonia  —  Question,    Mr.    Errington; 

Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  ••  ••  ••  ••  1938 
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Mbtbopolis — Hyde  Pabk — Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answer, 

Mr.  Gerard  Noel  ..  ..  ..  ..  1940 
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Question,  Sir  Henry  Havelook ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  . .  1941 

Pbbu — ^AcnoK  with  ths  ''Huasgab''— Question,  Sir  John  Hay;  Answer, 

Mr.  Hunt        ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1941 

Tttbkxt — Ma.  Latabd — Questions,  Mr.  Bylands;  Answers,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  1941 
Abmt   (Auxiliaby   Foboes)  —  ADJUTAifrs   op   ExronnsBB  VoLxmTEEBs  — 

Question,  Mr.  Palmer ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy    . .  . .  1942 

H.M.   Statiokbby  Office — Afpointicxnt  of  Oontbolleb — Question,  Mr. 

J.  Holms ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith       . .  . .  1943 

Abmy  Pbomotioit  Aio)  Bbtibement  —  Hoyal  Wabbaiti — Question,  Major 

O'Gorman  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  . .  1944 

Abmy   (Auxillaby   Foboes) — ^Bifle    Rakoe,    MiLTOK-NSXT-GBAVssEia) — 

Question,  Captain  Pim ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  . .    1946 

Nayy  —  H.M.S.    "Thetis" — Question,    Captain   Pim;    Answer,    Mr. 

Hunt  •.  .,  ,.  ..  ..   1946 

Cattle   Tbaffio   (Ibblahd)  —  Question,    Mr.  Peel ;    Answer,    Viscount 

Sandon  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1946 

OniMnrAL   Law  —  Pbison   Laboub  —  Pbisoitebs  —  Question,   Sir  George 

Jenkinson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  1946 

SorrH  Afbican  Cokfedebatioit — The  Tbansvaal  Bepublio  —  Questions, 

Mr.  Courtney;  Answers,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  . .  . .  1947 

South    Afbioa  —  Natal  —  FnrAirciAL    Position  —  Question,  Sir  Joseph 

M'Elenna;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  . .  . .  1948 

Nayy — Hobabt  Pasha — Question,  Mr.  Mundella;  Answer,   Mr.  A.  F. 

Egerton  . .  . .  . .  . .  1948 

Sale  of  Intoxioating  Liqaora  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  (rt'eom- 
mitUd)  Bill  [Bill  160]— 

MovhI,  **  That  the  Ordor  for  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hooae  on  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating 
liqnon  on  Sunday  (Ireland  {re'CommittHt)  Bill,  upon  Wedneaday  next,  be  read,  and 
ii$eharged;'-'(8ir  Micfml HiekB-Btaeh)  ..  ..  ..1949 

Motion  agreed  to* 

(Mhrtdt  That  the  Bill  be  re-oommitted  to  the  former  Committee,  in  reapect  of  Clauaee  4 
and  6  of  the  said  Bill,  as  amended  in  Committee. 

Moved,  ''That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Sir  Wilfrid Lawson :) — 
After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leare,  withdrawn. 

SurPLT — Order  for  Oommittee  read : — Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*^  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair :  " — 

Natt — NoioKATioK  OF  Oadbts — BssoLVTiON — ^Amendment  proposed. 

To  leaTe  out  from  the  word  *<  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Qnoation,  in  order  to  add  the 
words,  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  Uonae,  the  aboHtion  of  limited  competition  for  the 
appointmenU  of  Cadets  to  the  Navy  has  been  ii^orions  to  the  interests  ol  the 
Fublic  SerTice,''--(jrr.  iSA^M^  X#/#rr^)--instead  thereof  ..   1964 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — After  short  debate.  Question  put : — ^The  House 
divided:  Ayes  171,  Noes  130;  Majority  41.— (Diy.  list.  No.  182.) 

Nayt — Thx  Botal  MARurss— PBOMonoK  and  Bixiebmbht— Obsenra- 

tions.  Admiral  Efferton : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  1970 

Natt — Olaucs  of  Mr.  Johk  OulEX — Obsenrations,  Mr.  Biggar  . .  1978 

Natt  —  Bepo&t  of  thb  Abotic  OoBaarm  —  Obsenrations,  Mr.  Lyon 
Flayfair ;  Beply,  Mr.  Hunt :— Short  debate  thereon  . .  1974 

Main  Question,  ^'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaTe  the  Ohair,"  put,  and 
agrevdio. 
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flexible" — 


(In  the  Oommittee.) 


(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  som,  not  exceeding  £1,341,680, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  de&ay  the  Expenses  of  the  Dockyards  and  KaTftl 
Yanls  at  Home  and  Abroad,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  tlM 
year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1878  **        ,,  10S7 

Alter  short  debate  Question  put: — The  Oommittee  divitUd;  Ayes  231,  Noes  U; 
Mwority  217.— (Biv.  List,  No.  183.) 

(a.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,207,800,  be 
sranted  to  Her  M^jest^,  to  dentiy  the  Expense  of  Naval  Stores  for  Building, 
Repairing,  and  Outfitting  the  Fleet  and  Ck>ast  Guard,  which  will  oome  in  eoorte 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1878." 

The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  229,  Noes  5 ;  Maiority  224.— (Div.  List,  No.  18i.) 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exoee^ng  £1,042,000, 
be  granted  to  Her  Mi^esty,  to  defray  the  Expense  of  Steam  Machinery  and  Ships 
built  by  Contract,  which  will  oome  m  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1878  "    . .  . .  . .     9010 

Moved f  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again^" — {Mr. 
FameU :) — ^Aiter  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Beaolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow^  at  Two  of  the  dock ;  Oommittee  to 
sit  again  upon  Wedneiday. 

80LDIXB8,  Sailors,  and  Mabhtbs  (Oivil  Ehfloticbnt)— Iirsnttrcnnoir  to 
Select  Committee — 

Movedt  **  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Select  Committee  on  Soldiers,  Sailors,  and 
liaiines  (Civil  Employment),  That  they  have  power  to  inquire  into  the  expedieocy 
of  employing  Naval  and  Military  Officers  in  Civil  Departments,'' — (Jfr.  Chmen)  . .     t013 

After  short  debate,  Queetion  put,  and  ne^atked. 
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Tlie  Lord  Sudeley,  after  the  death  of  his  Brother. 

Monday,  June  4. 
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Monday,  June  18. 
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Representative  Peer  for  Ireland  {^Certificate,) 
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Wednesday,  June  13. 
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Thursday,  May  17. 
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Reion  of 

HER  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA. 


THIBD    VOLUME     OP     THE     SESSION. 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 
Friday,  21th  April,  1877. 


minutes.]— Public  Billi— /lir#/  RHtding— 
Looftl  OoTemment  Proyiiioiud  Orden  (Hor- 
borjr,  ^^0  *  (^^)t  and  r*f$rr$d  to  the  £z«- 
minen;  PlroTiiioiud  Orden  (Ireland)  Con- 
ilmuition  (Holyirood,  Ac.)f*  and  rtfnrtd  to 
tha  Ezaminen. 


the  eastern  question— the 
russian  circular. 

QUSSnOlfB.      0B8KEVATI0N8. 

LORD  CAMPBELL :  I  wish  to  put  a 
Question  to  mv  noble  Friend  Uie 
Secretary  of  State,  of  which  I  have  given 
him  pnrate  Notice.  On  Wednesday 
there  appeared  in  the  morning  journals  a 
Russian  Oiroolar,  and  in  that  document 
it  is  alleged  that  the  Emperor  of  Russia 
represents  the  yiews  and  interests  of 
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Euroi>e.  As  regards  ''interests/'  the 
assertion  may  be  passed  over— every 
aggressor  and  spoliator  is  in  the  habit  of 
asserting  that  he  was  aotinff  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  world.  But  me  assertion 
in  the  Circular  that  the  Czar  represented 
the  ''  views  "  of  Europe  involyes  the  dig- 
nity and  compromises  the  policy  of  every 
Powerthatdoes  notdistinctly  repudiateit. 
I  therefore  wish  to  ask  my  noble  Friend 
how  far  the  assertion  is  correct  as  re* 
gards  tiie  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vemment?        

Eabl  GRANVILLE:  It  appears  to 
to  me  that  the  Question  of  the  noble 
Lord  is  one  that  opens  up  considerable 
matter  of  debate,  and  I  would  therefore 
ask  whether  it  is  one  which  should  be 
put  without  public  Notice  to  your  Lord- 
ships? 

fwt  Eabl  of  DERBY:  When  my 
noble  Friend  gave  me  private  Notice  of 
the  Question  ne  was  about  to  put  it 
struck  me  that  in  point  of  form  it  was 
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one  of  a  somewhat  unusual  character; 
because  my  noble  Friend  does  not  ask 
what  the  Government  has  done,  or 
what  it  is  doing,  or  what  it  proposes 
to  do,  but  asks  whether  it  concurs  in 
certain  statements  expressed  in  a  docu- 
ment which  has  been  addressed  to  us, 
and  to  all  the  European  Powers  by 
a  foreign  Qovemment.  It  is  obvious, 
as  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  has 
observed,  that  this  is  a  question  which 
it  is  not  easy  to  answer  by  a  simple 
**  Yes  "  or  **  No,"  and  one  which  might 
lead  to  a  very  considerable  debate.  I 
think,  therefore,  that  I  shall  best  deal 
with  the  question  of  my  noble  Friend  by 
saying  this — that  we  are  in  no  way 
bound  by  the  expression  of  opinion  issued 
by  the  Eussian  Government,  and  that,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  we  do  not  accept  or 
admit  the  arguments  and  conclusions 
embodied  in  that  document. 

RAILWAY   ACCIDENTS.— RESOLUTION. 

Viscount  BUEY  said,  that  in  calling 
the  attention  of  their  Lordships  to  the 
Beport  of  the  Boyal  Commission  on 
Hailway  Accidents  and  to  move  a  Beso- 
lution,  he  felt  that  on  this  subject  he 
was  speaking  to  an  assembly  of  ex- 
perts, so  large  had  been  the  share  taken 
by  their  Loi^ships  in  railway  legislation 
and  in  inquiries  as  to  the  working  of 
railways.  He  had,  however,  brought 
forwarid  his  Motion  in  order  that  the 
matter  might  be  fully  and  fairly  discussed. 
The  principle  on  which  Parliament  had 
hitherto  acted  was  that  they  should  exer- 
cise a  general  supervision  over  railways, 
but  that  it  would  be  injudicious  to  inter- 
fere by  legislation  with  the  details  of 
railway  management.  That  principle 
had  received  the  sanction  of  several 
Boyal  Commissions  and  Parliamentary 
Committees ;  and  the  Boyal  Commission, 
to  the  Beport  of  which  he  was  about  to 
call  attention,  and  which  was  appointed 
in  1874,  having  given  a  summary  of 
what  had  been  done  by  the  Committee 
of  1857-8  and  by  the  Committee  of  1870, 
and  of  the  results  attained  by  the  labours 
of  those  Committees  and  by  several 
statutes,  commenced  the  second  part  of 
its  Beport  by  laying  down  in  broad  and 
simple  terms  that  it  would  be  highly  in- 
judicious for  Parliament  to  interfere  with 
the  details  of  railway  management. 
But  having  done  that,  the  Commiasion — 
strangely  enough — ^proceeded  to  contra- 
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diet  its  own  proposition  and  to  make  a 
series  of  recommendations  which  were  a 
direct  interference  with  the  details  of 
railway  management.  His  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Cottesloe)  had  given  Notice  of  an 
Amendment  to  the  Motion,  which  pro- 
posed in  effect  the  adoption  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Koyal  CornxniBsioD. 
He  (Viscount  Bury)  thought  he  was 
entitled  to  ask  his  noble  Friend  what 

Eart  of  those  recommendations  he  would 
ave  Parliament  adopt.    Was  it  that 
part  which  condemned  the  interferenoe 
of  Parliament  or  that  which,  if  adopted, 
would  be  a  direct  interferenoe  on  the 
part  of  the  Legislature  ?    It  miKht  be 
well,  in  the  first  place,  to  consider  in 
what    our    railway    system    oonsiBted. 
When,  in  1846,  railway  losses  beoame 
so  severe  and  the  profits  on  railways 
almost  iit7,  shareholders'  railwaya  were 
no  longer  constructed.    Small  lines  were 
then  amalgamated,  and  the  sreat  trunk 
systems  were  formed  by  amaigamatioxia. 
The  public  was  not  satisfied  with  that 
state   of  things;    every  market    town 
wished  to  have  its  line  to  the  Metropolis ; 
and  railway  contractors  discovered  the 
means  of  ''financing"  railwaya  and  so 
perpetuating  the  schemes  by  which  they 
had  become  rich  and  prosperous.     Thus 
the  railway  system  of  the  country  was 
extended  in  a  hap-hazard  manner,  and 
was  not  based  on  any  sound  conditions. 
Taking  all  Europe,  there    were  three 
systems  of  railway  management.    Under 
one    of  those,  railways  were    entirely 
subject  to  Oovemment  control.    Under 
another  the  railwavs  were  governed  by 
Bailway  Boards,   but  were  subject  to 
Government  supervision ;  and  under  the 
third  the  Bailway  Boards  were  subject 
only  to  Government  interference.    Now, 
he  thought  it  coidd  be   easily  shown 
that  from  the  earliest  period  of  railway 
legislation  in  this  country  the  principle 
steadily  adhered  to  had  been  that  Parha- 
ment  should  not  interfere  in  the  details 
of  railway  management  or  tako  in  any 
degree  from  the  responsibility  of  a  Bail- 
way  Company  for  the  safety  of  its  traffic. 
Lord  Campbell's  Act,  under  which  oom- 
pensation  could  be  obtained  for  injuries 
on  railways,  went  on  that  principle ;  and 
it  was  obvious  that  for  the  State  to  enter 
into  the  details  of  railway  management 
would  be  a  hopelees  undertaking  unless 
it  took  the  railways  into  its  own  hands. 
Except  in  the  latter  oiroumstaneea,  it 
must   acquire  its   experience   through 
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raQwaj  managers,  and  could  only  be 
their  mere  mouthpiece.  What  he  ob- 
jected to,  therefore,  in  the  Beport  of  the 
Boyal  Oommission  was  that,  by  the  12 
Besolutions  therein  contained,  tiie  Com- 
mission subverted  and  controverted  the 
general  principle  with  which  its  Beport 
set  out.  The  Commission  had  shown 
very  considerable  industry,  for  it  had 
asked  about  40,000  questions.  The  noble 
Earl  (Earl  De  La  Warr),  who  succeeded 
the  Duke  of  Buckingham  as  Chairman 
of  the  Commission,  had  also  shown  great 
ability  throughout  the  inquiry,  and  upon 
upon  him,  in  the  first  instance,  devolved 
the  labour  of  drawing  up  a  Beport ;  but 
unfortunately  the  Commissioners  were 
not  of  one  mind,  and  instead  of  having 
one  Beport  to  guide  them,  their  Lord- 
ships would  have  to  consider  a  number 
of  Keports.  Only  four  of  the  Commis- 
sioners signed  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mission without  comment ;  and  Mr. 
Ayrton,  one  of  the  ablest  men  on  the 
Commission,  refused  either  to  si^  the 
Beport  or  give  any  written  opimon  of 
his  own,  though  he  had  closely  attended 
to  the  labours  of  the  Commission  during 
the  examination  of  the  witnesses.  The 
noble  Earl  (Earl  De  La  Warr)  drew  up 
a  separate  Beport ;  and  Mr.  Harrison — 
a  late  President  of  the  Institute  of 
Civil  Engineers  and  a  most  able  man — 
though  he  signed  the  Beport  of  the 
Commission,  signed  a  separate  one  also, 
in  which  he  quarrelled  with  the  Com- 
missioners on  nearly  every  point  of 
their  Beport.  So  that  the  Beport 
was  not  only  discordant  with  itself, 
but  was  signed  without  comment  by 
only  four  of  the  Commissioners.  He 
would  remind  their  Lordships  as  to 
the  present  state  of  the  law  and  as  to 
the  authority  imder  which  the  Bailway 
Companies  carried  out  their  functions. 
As  their  Lordships  were  aware,  a  special 
Board  was  constituted  in  1845  which 
exercised  powers  similar  to  those  now 
vested  in  the  Board  of  Trade.  But  in 
1861  this  separate  Board  was  abolished, 
and  the  Board  of  Trade  was  restored  to 
the  provision  assigned  to  it  by  former 
legislation,  and  resumed  the  authority 
which  it  had  formerly  exercised.  The 
functions  of  the  Boaid  of  Trade  in  this 
respect  were  derived  under  several  Acts 
of  Parliament.  The  Board  granted  cer- 
tificates to  Bailway  Companies  autho- 
rising them  to  enter  into  agreements 
with  each  other,  and  to  enter  into  provi- 


sional contracts.  No  railway  might  open 
for  trafiic  till  the  Board  of  Trade  gave  it 
a  certificate.  In  the  case  of  a  disagree- 
ment between  various  Bail  ways  the 
Board  of  Trade  might,  with  their  con- 
sent, arbitrate  between  them.  The 
Board  of  Trade  might  authorize  the 
construction  of  bridges  over  level  cross- 
ings, condemn  illegal  and  dangerous 
gauges,  regulate  the  speed  of  mail 
trains,  sanction  bye-laws,  and,  in  certain 
circumstances,  authorize  the  abandon- 
ment of  schemes  and  extend  the  time 
for  taking  lands.  But  no  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment conferred  anything  like  executive 
authority  on  the  Board  of  Trade  in  re- 
spect of  railways.  It  could  not  initiate 
any  new  policy  or  command  anything  to 
be  done.  To  confer  executive  authority 
on  the  Board  of  Trade  could  only  be 
justified  by  some  failure  of  the  present 
law  that  could  only  be  obviated  by  such 
a  step.  Was  it  true  that  railway  acci- 
dents had  increased  so  much  of  late 
years  as  to  render  it  necessary  to  depart 
from  the  present  system?  He  found 
from  the  Beport  of  the  Commission  that 
the  number  of  passenger  journeys  in 
the.  years  1872-3-4-5  were,  in  round 
numbers,  1,863,000,000;  and  during  the 
same  period  the  number  of  deaths  caused 
by  accidents  to  trains  was  155  :  so  that 
the  proportion  of  passengers  killed  by 
causes  beyond  their  own  control  amounted 
to  1  in  11,500,000,  and  the  proportion  of 

Sassengers  inj ured  35  in  1 1 ,500, 000.  No 
oubt  the  total  number  of  persons  in- 
jured was  considerable;  but  when  the 
extent  of  railway  travelling  in  the  United 
Kingdom  was  considered,  he  thought  it 
could  hardly  be  said  that  our  railway 
travelling  was  otherwise  than  extremely 
safe.  In  speaking  of  the  causes  of  rail- 
way accidents  the  Commissioners,  adopt- 
ing a  word  invented  by  Captain  Tyler, 
stated  that ''  human  fallibility  "  was  the 
great  cause.  It  was  impossible  to  elimi- 
nate the  carelessness  of  human  beings 
from  the  calculation  of  railway  accidents. 
Human  fallibility  was  the  principal  thing 
to  be  guarded  against.  That  might  be 
done  by  discipline  and  improved  machi- 
nery; but  legislation  would  not  be  effec- 
tual against  it.  The  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mission recommended  the  extension  of 
the  civil  liability  of  Bailway  Companies 
for  accidents  to  their  servants  and  of  the 
criminal  liability  of  the  latter  for  negli- 
gence endangering  human  life.  The 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  St.  Albans) 
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bad  before  their  Lordships  a  Bill  re- 
lating to  the  liability  of  Kailway  Com- 
panies in  respect  of  their  servants.  If 
there  was  to  be  legislation  on  that  sub- 
ject, it  would  be  better  in  the  form  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  Duke  than  in  that 
recommended  by  the  Commission;  but 
he  did  not  believe  that  such  a  Bill  was 
necessary,  because  the  subject  could  be 
dealt  with  in  the  general  question  of 
masters  and  servants,  which  was  before 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.  Then, 
as  to  the  recommendation  that  there 
should  be  a  tribunal  for  the  trial  of 
cases  of  unpunotuality  by  railways,  that 
was  not  desirable — and  for  the  obvious 
reason  that  where  the  traveller  passed 
over  several  lines  in  the  course  of  his 
journey  the  question  of  responsibility 
for  the  unpunotuality  might  oe  an  in- 
tricate one.  To  fasten  the  offence  on 
the  last  of  the  concurring  lines  might 
be  very  unjust;  and  therefore  he  did 
not  think  that  any  tribunal  could  deal 
cheaply,  speedily,  and  satisfactorily  with 
such  questions.  Then,  as  to  brake 
power,  the  Bailway  Companies  were 
at  present  in  communication  with  the 
Board  of  Trade  on  that  subject;  he 
thought  the  Board  of  Trade  would  be 
able  to  come  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion ; 
but  he  thought  the  Railway  Companies 
themselves  might  be  left  to  make  their 
own  reg^ations  on  that  head.  An  im- 
portant point  involved  in  the  question  of 
brake  power  was  the  excessive  speed  at 
which  trains  were  now  run.  He  believed 
that  if  the  speed  were  diminished  the 
enormous  brake  power  of  which  their 
Lordships  had  heard  so  much  would  not 
be  required,  and  that  a  great  source  of 
danger  would  be  thereby  eliminated. 
The  Commissioners  did  not  report  that 
excessive  speed  was  a  source  of  danger ; 
but  he  thought  common  sense  showed 
that  excessive  speed  constituted  a  real 
and  fruitful  source  of  serious  casualties. 
Only  for  excessive  speed  there  would 
be  no  occasion  for  extraordinary  brake 
power.  When  trains  were  driven  at  a 
speed  of  56  or  60  miles  an  hour  great 
weight  must  be  placed  on  the  driving 
wheel  of  the  engine  to  make  it  bite  the 
rail,  and  the  engines  of  such  trains  must 
have  driving  wheels  of  very  large  dia- 
meter, or  otherwise  they  could  not  effect 
the  revolutions  with  sufficient  velocity. 
The  consequence  was  that  those  express 
trains  running  at  enormous  velocity 
knocked  the  line  about  in  a  manner 
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that  trains  running  at  moderate 
say  40  miles  an  hour— did  not     There 
were  a  great  many  railways  on  whick 
trains  were  run  at  a  velocity  exceeding 
40  miles  an  hour;  but  in  his  opinion, 
and  in  the  opinion  of  many  competent 
engineers,  40  miles  an  hour  constitated 
the  limit  which  could  be  obtained  with 
safety.    If  the  public,  however,  insisted 
on  being  carried  at  the  rate  of  55  or  60 
miles  an  hour  it  was  only  right  thej 
should  know  that  that  could  not  be  done 
without  the  risk  of  imminent  peril,  and 
that  when  under  such  ciroumstancee  an 
accident   happened    the    responsibility 
rested  morally  on  those  who  insisted 
upon  being  driven  at  such  an  enormous 
speed.    Again,  as  to  continuous  brakes 
— he  held  that  great  danger  might  result 
from  their  use.     There  were  engine- 
drivers  who  would  drive  at  the  highest 
speed  to  the  last  moment,  and  there  'was 
in  consequence  every  chance  of  running 
30  or  40  yards  beyond  the  station   at 
which  the  train  was  to  stop,  and  then 
the  brake  would  be  put  on,  and  every 
time  they  were  used  on  a  train  travelling 
at  high  velocity,  they  would  cause   a 
strain  that  would  initiate  mischief  to  the 
rolling   stock.     The  strain  of  a  con- 
tinuous  brake    on    oarriages    recentij 
taken  fix)m  a  siding  and  attached  to  a 
train  which  had  been  travelling  would 
be  greater  than  on  the  other  portions 
of  the  train,  and  might  cause  axles  to 
break.    His  opinion,  and  that  of  men 
who  were  much  more  competent  to  form 
an  opinion  on  the  subject,  was  that  oon* 
tinuous  brakes  would  be  a  source  rather 
of  danger  than  of  safety.    There  was 
another  consideration — namely,  that  if 
the  use  of  any  particular  appHance  was 
made  compulsory  on  Bailway  Companies 
the  effect  would  be  to  stop  all  improye* 
ment  in  that  direction.     Captain  Tyler 
considered  that  if  the  annual  reports 
of  Bailway  Companies  were  continued^ 
those  Companies  which  had  adopted  im- 
provements would,  in  consequence    of 
their  own  experience,  go  on  improving, 
instead  of  relying  on  what  they  had 
already  done.    But  Captain  Tyler  con- 
sidered that  it  would  be  extremely  un- 
wise to  impose  on  the  Board  of  Trade 
the  duty  of  deciding  between  rival  ap- 
pliances of  brake  power.  Having  quoted 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  Farrer  and  others 
against  allowing  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
determine  wheuier  increased  station  ac- 
commodation was  required,  the  noble 
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Lord  said  that  all  the  evidence  came  to 
this — that  if  such  a  power  was  giyen 
them  the  Board  of  Trade  must  assume 
the  total  responsibility  of  the  line.  With 
regard  to  the  appellate  jurisdiction, 
Captain  Tyler's  evidence  was  conclusive, 
for  he  said  that  if  that  was  given,  the 
Companies  would  be  relieved  of  their  re- 
sponsibility, further  invention  and  im- 
provement would  be  discouraged,  and 
undue  responsibility  would  undoubtedly 
be  thrown  on  the  tribunal.  There  was 
a  great  deal  more  to  the  same  effect; 
and  all  the  evidence  he  had  been  able 
to  collect  proved  that  if  you  increased 
the  power  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
gave  it,  not  a  consultative,  but  executive 
authority,  you  must  go  further,  and 
assume  the  control  of  the  railways  by 
the  State.  The  amoimt  of  money  at 
present  invested  in  railways  was  so 
enormous  that  such  a  proposal  would 
not  for  a  moment  be  entertained.  But 
that  was  not  the  question  now.  The 
question  was  whether  the  position  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  should  be  changed 
— whether,  instead  of  being  a  merely 
consultative  body,  with  power  of  investi- 
gation, report,  and  constant  supervision, 
it  should  be  enabled  to  say  to  the  Rail- 
way Companies  that  such  and  such 
things  must  be  done.  His  belief  was 
that  the  principle  laid  down  by  the 
Boyal  Commission  was  the  right  one, 
but  that  the  Hesolutions  they  founded 
on  it  were  not  rieht.  His  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Cottesloe)  would,  he  believed 
contend  that  the  Hesolutions  of  the 
Eoyal  Commission  ought  to  be  carried 
out.  It  appeared  to  him,  however,  that, 
instead  of  giving  further  powers  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  it  would  be  far  more 
reasonable  to  embody  in  a  Bill  such  re- 
quirements as  ought  to  be  demanded 
n*om  Bailway  Companies,  and  then  to 
give  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  as  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Legislature,  the  power 
of  remitting  those  requirements  where 
it  thought  mat  could  properly  be  done. 
Such  a  course  would  save  the  principle, 
which  he  believed  to  be  a  lust  one ; 
would  not  impose  on  the  Boara  of  Trade 
other  duties  than  those  which  from  the 
earliest  times  of  our  railway  history  had 
been  recognized  to  be  right,  and  would 

{>re8erve  the  logical  consistency  of  our 
egislation.  Let  it  not  be  supposed  that 
in  the  arguments  he  had  used  he  had 
spoken  in  the  interests  of  the  Eailway 
dompanies.     He  had  spoken   in  the 


interest  of  the  public  safety,  because 
he  believed  that  interference  in  the 
details  of  railway  management  would 
introduce  a  new  danger  into  railway 
travelling.  He  thought  the  Royal  Com- 
mission deserved  every  credit  for  what 
they  had  done,  but  it  was  their  prin- 
ciples and  not  their  Resolutions  that 
should  be  carried  into  effect. 

Moved  to  resolve,  "  That  direct  legislative  in- 
terference with  the  details  of  railway  manage- 
ment tends  rather  to  increase  than  diminish  the 
danger  of  accident  by  dividing  responsibility ; 
that  Parliament  in  dealing  with  regulations  for 
the  prevention  of  railway  accidents  has  hitherto 
always  recop;nized  this  principle;  and  that  in 
any  legislation  which  may  from  time  to  time 
become  necessary  on  the  subject,  the  necessity 
of  maintaining  the  undivided  responsibility  of 
Railway  Companies  for  the  safe  conduct  of  their 
traffic  ought  to  be  kept  steadily  in  view." — 
{Vitcount  JBuiy,) 

The  Duke  of  St.  ALBANS,  in 
moving  the  Amendment  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice,  to  insert  after  the 
words  **  the  details  of  railway  manage- 
ment "  the  words  **  except  in  so  far  as 
relates  to  the  systematic  overwork  of 
railway  servants,"  said:  It  is  not  my 
intention  to  trouble  your  Lordships  with 
the  battle  of  the  brakes  and  many  of  the 
subjects  which  this  Keport  deals  with 
in  connection  with  railway  management. 
I  would  ask  your  Lordships'  indul- 
gence to  refer  to  that  portion  which 
deals  with  the  overwork  of  railway  ser- 
vants, and  to  bring  before  your  notice 
the  disastrous  consequences  which  have 
arisen  in  consequence.  I  go,  to  a  certain 
extent,  with  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord  rViscount  Bury),  believing  that 
the  public  interest  will  be  best  served 
by  not  interfering  with  the  responsibility 
of  the  Bailway  Companies,  and  by  pun- 
ishing them  severely  when  they  fail. 
I  go,  however,  further,  and  think  when 
it  does  appear  that  by  the  action  of 
Eailway  Companies  life  and  property 
confided  to  its  charge  have  been  im- 
perilled, though  no  actual  loss  has  oc- 
curred, the  Company  ought  to  be  liable 
and  summarily  punished.  On  the  ques- 
tion of  the  *'  systematic  overwork  of  rail- 
way servants  *'  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commissioners  is  clear  —  the  Great 
Eastern  Company  holding  a  dishonour- 
able distinction.  The  Commissioners, 
after  much  care  and  after  many  difficul- 
ties thrown  in  their  way  by  some  Com- 
panies, have  proved  that  in  many  cases 
the  duties  orainarily  exacted  from  the 
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men  are  too  protracted.  Having  esta- 
blished this,  they  relinquish  the  result 
they  have  arrived  at,  and  say  it  is 
obviously  true  that  railway  managers 
and  superintendents  are  the  best  ju^|;e8 
of  the  capacity  of  their  employes.  The 
subject  of  overwork  has  come  before  the 
Commissioners  in  reference  to  accidents 
on  railways,  and  is  referred  to  in  the 
evidence.  I  have  to  ask  your  Lordships' 
permission  to  read  certain  facts  in  Cap- 
tain Tyler's  Reports  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  of  1875  and  1873,  and  your  Lord- 
ships will  judge  if  it  is  so. 

Captain  Tyler*i   General  Reporti  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  1876. 

Lancashire  and  Yorkshire : 

"January  lot. — SeTen  persons  injured.  The 
guard  was  to  blame  for  not  having  Ughted  the 
tail  lamps.  There  was  some  excuse,  noweTor, 
for  those  men.  They  had  at  the  lime  of  the 
collision  been  on  duty  for  an  uninterrupted 
period  of  22  hours. 

Potteries  and  North  Wales  Bailway, 

1876: 

"  28th  December.— Four  persons  injured.  The 
station  master  had  to  do  the  g^uard*8  duty  when 
he  was  taken  ill.  The  hours  of  the  signalman 
were  too  long." 

Midland  Great  Western,  Ireland : 

**30th  October.— One  lolled  and  seven  in- 
jured. The  engineer  and  his  firemen  had  been 
on  duty  18^  hours." 

Waterford  and  Limerick : 

"  4th  November. — Engine  driver  had  been  on 
continuous  duty  21  hours.** 

Lancashire  and  Yorkshire,  1878  : 

"6th  November. — Fourteen  passengers,  the 
driver  and  guard  injured.  The  engine  chriver 
of  the  goods  train  had  been  26  hours  on  duty.*' 

North  Eastern : 

**  21  st  December.— Six  persons  bruised.  The 
inquiry  disclcsed  the  obiectionable  practice  of 
keeping  a  signalman  on  duty  16  hours.*' 

North  Staffordshire : 

"  26th  September. — Guard  injured,  and  died 
in  consequence.  He  had  been  19  hours  on  duty, 
and  was  over-fatigued  and  omitted  to  apply  his 
break.  The  driver  of  the  pilot  engine  was  stated 
to  have  been  confused  by  drink  after  havinff 
been  on  duty  for  32  hours.  He  was  emnloyed 
altogether  for  40  hours.  The  fireman  haa  been 
asleep  on  the  engine,  and  was  unfit  for  duty." 

These  are  cases  which  have  been  brought 
under  our  notice,  because  acoidenta  oc- 
curred ;  we  hear  nothing  of  manyoarrow 
escapes.  I  wish  to  know  from  £[er  Ma- 
jesty's Government  if  they  intend  to 
remove  or  lessen  this  source  of  danger 
to  railway  travelling,  especially  aa  the 

TheDukeofSt.Albane 


Beport  states  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
have  no  power  in  the  matter.     I  am 
surprised  when  I  read  these  Beportt, 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  have  reetad  ooa- 
tent,  but  I  suppose  it  requires  a  PlimsoU 
to  rouse  that  apathetio  Department.  The 
Board  of  Trade  does,  no  doubt,  much 
useful  work ;  but  if  it  had  been  left  to 
that  Department,  rotten   ships    would 
still  continue  to  navigate  our  eeaa ;  and 
I  am  afraid  if  we  have  to  wait  for  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  move,  tired  points- 
men and  overworked  engine  drivers  will 
continue  to  hurry  the  public  to  destruc- 
tion.   It  is  true  that  the  CommiseionerB 
deprecate  interference  on  this  head,  since 
Parliament  has  never  applied  the  pxin- 
ciples  of  the  Factory  Acts  to  adult  labour. 
This  case  is,  however,  not  one  of  two 
parties,  eui  Jurie,  and  able  to  take  car«» 
of  themselves.    It  differs,  because  not 
only  Railway  Oompanies  and  their  ser- 
vants, but  also  the  public  in  the  matter 
of  their  safety  are  affected ;  and  ther<>- 
fore  it  is  not  one  of  those  cases  in  which 
contractor  and  oontractee  alone  haye  an 
interest.    Mr.  Cross,  in  1876,  acknow- 
ledged this  in  the  Conspiracy  Act  in 
which  he  drew  a  distinction  between 
workmen  employed  in  ordinary  work, 
and  workmen  engaged  in  supplying  a 
town  with  water,  gas  making,  &o.,  Ac— 
and  in  the  latter  case,  where  the  safety 
of  the  public  was  involved,  he  made 
them  punishable  in  a  criminal,  as  well 
as  in  a  Civil  Court.     I  have  had  the 
honour  to   lay  upon   your   Lordships* 
Table  a  Bill  on  this  subject,  which  I 
hope  to  explain  at  the  proper  time.    I 
should,  however,  be  most  fflad  to  be 
relieved  of  the  responsibility  by  the  Go- 
vernment incorporating  the  subject  in 
any  measure  they  bring  in.    I  should 
be  most  glad  if  some  simple  means  could 
be  adopted  to  restrain  Eailway  Com- 
panies fh)m  keeping  men  emi^oyed  20 
and  40  hours  at  great  risk  to  the  public 
safetv ;  but  when  a  strong  Government 
recoils  in  evident  terror  fh)m  interfering 
with  so  powerful  an  interest,  I  must  ac- 
knowledge the   difficulty  of  a  private 
Member  beinff  successful.    The  Crown 
cannot,  nor  does  it  desire  to,  influence 
the  decisions  of  Parliament.     It  is  a 
much  more  real  danger,  lest  some  great 
interest  created  by  the  flow  of  capital, 
in   this   country,    should   become   too 
powerful  in  Parliament.    Against  this 
no  safeRuard  exists.     Of  existing  in- 
terests the  Bailway  Companies  are  most 
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powerfally  represented  both  in  your 
Jtiordships'  House  and  ''elsewhere." 
I  do  not  mean  that  a  Member  of  either 
House  would  sacrifice  his  convictions 
because  he  is  a  Railway  Director,  but  it 
is  natural ;  and  to  be  consistent  a  Rail- 
way Director  must  support  in  Parliament 
the  policy  he  has  approved  on  his  Board. 
I  mean  they  do  not  come  with  indepen- 
dent views  having  prejudged  the  subject. 
I  am  not  surprised  that  in  the  face  of 
this  powerful  phalanx,  the  Government 
should  have  shifted  their  responsibility 
in  the  matter  on  to  a  Commission,  and 
now  we  have  the  Report  that  they  should 
be  anxious  to  deal  tenderly  with  the 
railway  interests.  The  travelling  public, 
however,  may  well  think  sufficient  time 
has  already  been  allowed  to  pass,  that 
the  courtesies  between  the  Board  of 
Trade  should  cease,  and  that  something 
should  be  done  in  ike  matter. 

An  Amendment  movedy  to  insert  after 
the  words  (''  the  details  of  railway 
management  ")  the  words  (''  except  so 
far  as  it  relates  to  the  systematic  over- 
work of  railway  servants.") — {The  Duke 
of  Saint  Albans,) 

Lord  COTTESLOE,  who  had  given 
Notice  to  move  an  Amendment,  to  leave 
out  all  the  words  after  the  words  (''di- 
viding responsibility  ")  and  to  insert — 

*•  Without,  however,  impairing  the  responsi- 
bility of  railway  companies  for  the  safety  of 
their  traffic,  it  is  expedient  that  further  pre- 
cautions should  be  taken  for  the  prevention  of 
accidents  on  railways  by  enforcing  on  railway 
companies  by  legislative  enactment  the  adop- 
tion of  those  mechanical  contrivances  and  re- 
cognized improvements,  the  value  of  which  has 
been  thoroughly  ascertained.  That  the  recom- 
mendations contained  in  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Accidents  on  Railways 
are  deserving  of  the  fullest  and  most  favourable 
consideration ;  and  if  they  be  adopted  by  Par- 
liament, subject  to  such  modifications  and 
amendments  as  on  further  inquiry  it  may  be 
proper  to  suggest,  many  causes  of  accident  will 
be  removed,  and  additional  security  will  be 
afforded  to  all  persons  who  have  occasion  to 
travel  by  railway,  and  to  the  servants  of  the 
railway  companies,'* 

said,  that  he  had  given  some  attention 
to  this  subject,  and  that  was  the  reason 
why  he  had  eiven  Notice  of  his  Amend- 
ment to  the  Motion  of  his  noble  Friend. 
With  regard  to  the  Besolution  of  his 
noble  Friend,  he  saw  no  objection  to  it ; 
it  seemed  to  be  carefully  drawn,  and  its 
principle  was  that  which  had  been  ad- 
mitted by  ike  Bailway  Commissioners. 


But  his  objection  was  that  if  it  should 
be  agreed  to,  it  would  be  saying,  in 
effect,  that  the  labours  of  the  Commis- 
sioners should  be  passed  over,  that  it 
was  unnecessary  to  make  any  changes, 
and  that  the  public  safety  was  sufficiently 
cared  for  and  required  no  additional 
protection.  But,  in  his  opinion,  the  Ee- 
port  of  the  Commissioners  contained 
many  recommendations  that  ought  to  be 
carried  out.  It  was  wonderful  that  as 
things  were  there  should  be  so  little  loss 
of  life.  The  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Bury) 
objected  to  a  Government  interference 
with  the  internal  management  of  rail- 
ways :  but  that  was  no  new  principle — 
it  was  done  already  in  the  cases  of  mines 
and  factories,  and  had  been  recently 
applied  to  shipping.  Now,  he  (Lord 
Cottesloe)  thought  that  as  there  were 
many  Departments  of  the  Government 
which  had  Inspectors  to  see  that  the 
provisions  of  certain  Acts  of  Parliament 
were  carried  into  effect,  so  the  Board  of 
Trade  ought  to  have  Inspectors  to  see 
that  the  Bailway  Companies  performed 
their  duties ;  and  it  should  be  left  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  say  whether  certain 
things  were  properly  done.  The  Eeport 
showed  that  stations  and  sidings  were 
much  too  small,  and  were  a  ereat  source 
of  danger;  and  the  Board  of  Trade 
could  be  properly  employed  in  seeing 
that  they  were  made  larger  and  gave 
more  accommodation  to  the  public. 
Ag^n,  the  Eeport  showed  that  the  rate 
of  speed  was  too  high,  and  also  that  the 
platforms  should  be  continuous.  At 
present  they  were  a  gratuitous  danger 
placed  in  the  way  of  the  public,  and 
nothing  could  be  easier  than  to  re- 
move it. 

ThbEaelofBEACONSFIELD:  My 
Lords,  your  Lordships'  attention  has 
been  called  to-night  to  a  great  subject — 
perhaps  the  greatest  domestic  subject 
that  can  come  under  your  consideration 
— and  I  would  wish  to  induce  your  Lord- 
ships not  to  arrive  at  any  rash  conclu- 
sion on  this  occasion.  My  noble  Friend 
behind  me  (Viscount  Bury)  who  brought 
forward  the  whole  matter  in  an  able 
speech,  appeared  to  wish  to  concentrate 
the  whole  responsibility  for  the  manage- 
ment of  the  railroads  on  the  Eailroad 
Directors.  He  wishes,  to  use  the  lan- 
guage of  his  Eesolution,  to  establish 
**  the  undivided  responsibility  of  Bail- 
way  Companies."  Now,  my  Lords,  I 
am  perfectly  willing  to  bear  my  test!* 
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mony — as  I  am  sure  all  your  Lordships 
would  be  equally  willing  to  do — to  the 
efficiency  with  which  the  Railway  Com- 
panies of  this  country  are  managed. 
At  the  same  time,  I  am  not  prepared  to 
support  any  change  which  would  remove 
that  degree  of  control — not,  in  my 
opinion,  an  extravagant  one — which  at 

S resent  exists,  and,  therefore,  I  feel  it  my 
uty  to  oppose  the  Motion  of  my  noble 
Friend.  I  must,  however,  bear  testi- 
mony to  the  able  manner  in  which  he 
has  introduced  the  subject  and  to  the  ac- 
quaintance with  its  details  which  he  has 
shown.  Well,  the  Amendment  of  which 
Notice  has  been  given  by  my  noble 
Friend  who  has  just  addressed  us  (Lord 
Oottesloe)  is  in  favour  of  a  policy  ex- 
actly opposite  to  that  which  is  recom- 
mended m  the  original  Resolution.  My 
noble  Friend  would  remove  to  a  great 
degree  the  responsibility  that  now  rests 
upon  the  Railway  Boards,  and  he  re- 
commends a  course  which  vour  Lordships 
would  at  once  see  would  be  a  great  de- 
parture from  that  policy  which  hitherto 
has  been  observed  wiw  respect  to  all 
these  enterprizes.  We  have  always 
held  that  the  responsibility  of  the  mana- 
gers of  the  railroads  should  be  as  great 
as  is  consistent  with  public  safety ;  but, 
having  regard  to  the  public  safety,  we 
have  established  a  contat>l  which,  though 
certainly  not  a  stringent  control,  is  yet  a 
salutary  one,  and  which  in  practice  is 
much  more  powerful  than  it  would 
appear  to  be  nx)m  the  letter  of  the  sta- 
tute—because, as  the  exponent  of  public 
sentiment  and  armed  with  great  ene- 
rience,  the  Board  of  Trade  is  listenea  to 
when  it  makes  suggestions  with  as  much 
attention  as  it  would  be  if  those  sug- 
gestions were  backed  by  legislation.  I 
am  unwilling  for  my  part  to  recommend 
or  sanction  in  any  way  any  deviation 
fh)m  the  policy  which  has  hiiherto  been 
pursued,  and  which  is  contrary  to  that 
which  is  recommended  in  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  noble  Friend  who  last 
addressed  us.  But  that  Amendment 
was  preceded  by  another — that  of  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  St.  Albans). 
I  regret  that  I  do  not  find  myself  in  a 
position  to  agree  to  any  of  the  courses 
which  have  been  proposed  this  evening. 
I  understand  the  plan  of  the  noble  Duke 
to  be  to  apply  the  provisions  of  the 
Factory  Acts  in  the  case  of  railway 
servants.  Now,  I  think  there  is  no 
Member  of  your  LordBhips'  House  who 
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is  a  warmer  supporter  of  thoae  Ada 
than  myself.     I  tnink  thej  liave  ooa- 
tributed  much  to  the  happmeaa  and  ia 
a  great  degree  to  the  prosperity  of  tJbit 
country.     But   hitherto,    although  w« 
have  applied  the  qualifications  and  con- 
ditions of  the  Factory  Acts  to  female 
and   infantile   labour — ^to  women    sad 
children — we  have  hitherto  been  always 
strictly  on  our  g^ard  not  to  extend  them 
to  adult  males;  and  I  cannot  beliere 
that  the  proposisil  in  the  present  case  if 
one  that  would  really  be  popular  with 
the  great  body  of  the  railway  servants, 
or  that  it  would  tend  to  the  conTenience 
or  safety  of  the  passengers ; — ^because  it 
is  easy   to  conceive   circumstanoes  in 
which  a  sudden  withdrawal  of  a  rail- 
way servant  from  his  duty  at  the  dose 
of  the  statutorv  hours  of  labour  might 
occasion     considerable     danger,     and, 
perhaps,  disaster.    The  prindnle  upon 
which  the  recommendation  of  the  noble 
Duke   is   founded  is   in    my    opinion 
a  vicious  one,  for  between  men  and 
their  employers,  the  law,  to  my  mind, 
should  not  interfere.     Well,  after  no- 
ticing the  original  Motion  and  the  two 
Amendments,  we  come  to  consider  the 
recommendations  of  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commissioners.    I  can  assure  mj 
noble  Friend  who  last  addressed  us  that 
I  have  no  wish  in  any  way  to  diminish 
the  authority  of  those  recommendations. 
In  answering  a  Question  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  Session,  when  Government 
were  pressed  to  act  upon  their  verjr  volu- 
minous and  elaborate  Report,  which  was 
founded  on  labours  extending  over  two 
years,  I  did  remark  that  the  Keport  was 
not  introduced  to  our  notice  by  a  una- 
nimous opinion  of  the  Royal  Oonunis- 
sioners.    Ify  Lords,  I  must  say  that  was 
a  fact  which  at  the  first  blush  would 
naturally  make  anyone  responsible  for 
actine  on  the  Report  hesitate  in  order 
that  he  might  well  consider  it.    There 
is  no  wish  on  my  part  to  undervalue  the 
labours  of  the  Commissioners — indeed, 
those  labours  cannot  be  too  much  appre- 
ciated, because  in  the  evidence  which 
was  collected,  and  collected  by  men  of 
acuteness  and  ability  from  persons  of 
much  experienoe,  there   is  an  inesti' 
mable  mass  of  knowledge  on  a  subject 
which  is  one  of  the  most  interestbg 
to  this  oountiy.    All  that  I  wanted  then 
and  wish  now  to  do  is  to  impress  upon 
your  Lordships  that  it  would  be  weU  not 
to  be  precipitate  in  aoting  upon  tfie  re- 


17  Railioay  AeeidenU, 


[Apkil27,  1877) 


Resolution. 


18 


commendations  or  suggestions  that  may 
be  in  that  Beport,  and  that  it  is  desir- 
able to  let  those  recommendations  and 
the  evidence  on  which  they  are  founded 
be  well  digested  both  by  Parliament  and 
the  Gbyemment,  in  order  that  such  pro- 
positions may  be  made  as  the  necessity 
of  the  case  may  require.  Now,  in  the 
first  place,  we  must  remember  that  in 
many  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commissioners  there  is  involyed  a  great 
transference  of  the  powers  of  the  con- 
trol of  Parliament  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  or  some  other  body,  and  I  would 
remind  your  Lordships  that  that  opera- 
tion alone  is  a  matter  which  induces 
considerations  of  the  utmost  nayity  and 
difficulty.  It  opens  the  whole  question 
of  Private  Bill  legislation  and  of  our 
system  of  Provisional  Orders.  Now,  it 
would  be  perfectly  unfair — and  would 
be  not  only  unfair  but  useless — to  call 
upon  the  Railway  Companies  to  increase, 
for  example,  their  sidings  and  their  sta- 
tions, to  build  bridges  and  lodges,  and 
greatly  to  alter  and  increase  the  accom- 
modation which  they  provide  for  the 
public,  without  at  the  same  time  giving 
them  the  necessary  powers  to  carry  these 
improvements  into  efifect.  You  must 
give  new  powers.  To  the  new  Depart- 
ment that  is  proposed  you  must  give 
power  to  buy  land  compulsorily  and  to 
raise  new  capital  adequate  for  the  oc- 
casion. All  these  are  important  con- 
siderations which  require  the  closest  at- 
tention before  such  a  plan  should  be 
adopted.  Suppose  you  say — **  We  will 
trust  these  new  powers  to  the  Board  of 
Trade — ^we  will  agree  to  a  transfer  of 
this  authority  from  Parliament  to  the 
Board  of  Trade."  You  would  have  to 
consider  then  whether  you  would  have 
new  legislation  independent  of  all  pre- 
ceding legislation  on  the  subject,  or 
whether  you  could  attain  your  ends  by 
an  extension  of  the  general  Acts  that 
now  exist ;  or  you  might  have  to  con- 
sider whether  you  could  not  effect  your 
object  without  forfeiting  your  authority 
in  Parliament ;  whether  the  Board  of 
Trade  might  not  have  power  to  consider 
these  particular  points  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  particiidar  railways,  and  whe- 
ther they  might  not  report  to  a  Parlia- 
mentary Committee.  Then  your  Lord- 
ships would  have  to  consider  whether 
it  should  be  a  Joint  Committee,  and  also 
the  powers  which  it  might  be  neces- 
saiy  for  that  Joint  Committee  to  pos- 
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sess.  These  are  the  first  inferences 
which  occur  to  me  from  the  speech  of 
my  noble  Friend.  Your  Lordships  will 
see  that  these  are  complicated  con- 
siderations, and  that  it  is  impossible, 
without  careful  discussion,  that  we  can 
arrive  at  clear  and  safe  results.  There 
was  another  point  referred  to  by  my 
noble  Friend  who  introduced  the  sub- 
ject, and  also  by  my  noble  Friend  who 
ast  addressed  us — the  question  of  the 
Appellate  Courts.  I  do  not  wish  to 
give  anything  like  a  definitive  opinion  on 
this  occasion ;  but  I  must  say  the  sug- 
gestion of  Appellate  Courts  in  the  Be- 
port  of  the  Boyal  Commission  is  not  to 
me  an  altogether  satisfactory  one.  It 
is  not  one  at  all  in  harmony  with  the 
Parliamentary  practice  of  this  country 
that  there  should  be  a  Department  of 
State  presided  over  by  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  sitting  in  one  of  the  Houses  of 
Parliament,  and  responsible — clearly  and 
evidently  and  momentarily  responsible — 
to  Parliament,  and  that  its  decisions 
should  be  subject  to  an  Appellate  Court 
which  is  altogether  irresponsible.  That 
is  not  the  way  in  which  hitherto  we  have 
been  accustomed  to  carry  on  the  public 
business  of  this  country,  and  I  should 
hesitate  very  much — I  should  require 
much  consideration — before  I  could  ac- 
cept an  Appellate  Court  such  as  the 
Royal  Commission  recommends.  Then 
there  are  in  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  suggestions  about  the  Rail- 
way Commissioners  which,  I  think,  are 
hardly  well  considered.  It  appears  to 
me  that  under  the  recommendations  of 
the  Royal  Commission  the  present  Rail- 
way Commissioners  might  reaDy  have  no 
small  share  in  the  management  of  rail- 
ways. Now,  the  duties  thrown  upon  the 
Railway  Commissioners  are  eminently 
and  essentially  judicial;  and  it  has  al- 
ways been  held  as  a  principle — and,  I 
befieve,  a  sound  principle  —  that  you 
should  refrain  as  much  as  possible  from 
mixing  up  judicial  duties  with  execu- 
tive functions.  I  foresee  great  confu- 
sion and  dissatisfaction  that  might  arise 
unless  we  guard  ourselves  carefully  in 
these  matters.  Then  there  is  the  block 
and  interlocking  system.  I  must  say 
that  my  noble  Friend,  who  is  well  in- 
formed on  all  the  detaUs  of  the  subject, 
did  not  appear  to  me  to  place  that  matter 
before  the  House  quite  in  the  light  in 
which  I  think  it  might  truly  be  placed. 
The  block  and  intenocking  system  is  not 
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a  new  subject  for  legislation.  We  have 
attempted  to  leeislate  for  it  in  this 
House  itself.  My  noble  Friend  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  De  La  Warr)  who 
takes  ffreat  interest  in  this  subject, 
dealt  with  it  in  a  Bill,  and  a  Bill  well 
worthy  of  consideration,  which  wjas  read 
a  second  time  and  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. That  Select  Committee  which  was 
presided  over  by  a  noble  Duke  who  sits, 
unfortunately,  opposite  (the  Duke  of 
Somerset),  but  whose  vigorous  mind  was 
particularly  well  qualified  to  deal  with 
the  subject,  took  evidence  of  the  highest 
quality  from  men  who  were  perfect  mas- 
ters of  the  subject ;  and  what  did  they 
report  ?  They  reported  that  it  was  ad- 
visable not  to  legislate,  because  the  evi- 
dence which  they  had  received  showed 
that  all  the  chief  railways  were  living 
great  attention  to  the  subject,  and  were 
making  experiments,  and  even  improve- 
ments ;  and  they  recommended  that  they 
should  place  themselves  in  constant  com- 
munication with  the  Board  of  Trade, — 
at  least,  that  is  my  recollection  of  the 
Keport  of  the  Committee,  and  I  believe 
it  to  be  accurate, — and  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  should  at  times  and  periods 
specifically  inform  Parliament  and  the 
country  of  the  progress  made  in  that 
respect.  Well,  I  am  not  myself  aware 
that  there  has  been  any  failure  of  the 
expectations  of  that  Committee,  and 
what  I  heard  from  my  noble  Friend  who 
last  addressed  us,  when  he  quoted  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  Moon,  was  an  eulogium 
of  the  admirable  manner  in  which  that 
gentleman,  distinguished  for  his  ma- 
nagement of  railways,  had  carried  into 
effect  all  the  recommendations  and  sug- 
gestions which  had  been  made  with  re- 
gard to  the  block  and  interlocking  sys- 
tem as  far  as  was  practicable.  There- 
fore, I  should  hesitate  before  taking  any 
too  decisive  a  step  in  that  direction. 
Well  now,  I  confess  that  although  my 
noble  Friend  who  last  addressed  us  did 
full  justice  to  the  subject,  I  cannot  bring 
myself  to  believe  that  continuous  foot- 
boards really  depend  upon  legislation. 
If  they  cannot  have  continuous  boards 
without  coming  to  Parliament,  I  really 
think  Bailway  Directors  must  be  in  a 
state  of  great  dep^neracy.  I  believe 
that  to  be  a  subject  which  Boards  of 
Directors  could  deal  with  amply  and 
e£flciently.  There  are  two  other  subjects 
of  great  importance  which,  though  at 
the  first  glance  they  appear  easy  to  deal 
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with,  the  House  will,  I  think,    admit 
should  not  be  dealt  with  too  hastilj. 
The  one  is  punctuality,  and  the  other  is 
continuous  brakes.  Now,  there  ia  not  th* 
slightest  doubt  but  that  a  great  Tiitiie— 
perhaps,  I  might  say  the  greatest  Tirtae — 
m  railway  management  is  punotaalitj. 
There  is  nothing,   evidently,  that  ooa- 
tributes  so  much  to  the  convenience  and 
to  the  safety  of  passengers  as  ponola- 
ality.    But  there  may  be  some  ciroiun- 
stances  in  which  an  artificial  ponotuality 
may  be  not  only  not  to  the  oonvemenoe, 
but  to  the  extreme  danger  of  paaaengen. 
That  punctuality  which  is  to  be  aeeiurod 
by  fines  and  penalties  in  case  of  ita  soc 
being  observed  stimulates  and   encou- 
rages imsafe  expedition.    Not  lon|^  ago 
a  great  railway  oisaster  occurred  beoanae 
the  driver  had  lost  time  through  a  aerere 
snowstorm,  and  had  put  on  steam  ia 
order  to  avoid   unpunctuality  and   its 
penalties.      Therefore,  it  is  not    quite 
clear  that  you  can  by  a  dash  of  the 
pen  or  the  issuing  of  an  order  obtain 
punctuality  on  railwavs.    It  is  a  subjeet 
which  requires  consideration,  and  mnst 
be  approached  with  that  feeling  with 
whicn  one  always  approaches  problems 
that  are  difficult  of  solution.    On  the 
question  of  continuous  brakes  there  is  a 
great  difference  of  opinion.     To  decide 
upon  an  efficient  form  of   continnons 
brake  is  no  doubt  one  of  the  chief  objects 
which  those  connected  with  railways  are 
desirous  of  accomplishing.    Are  not  the 
Directors  of  all  the  great  lines  giving 
their  attention  to  the  subject?      The 
Board  of  Trade  is,  I  know,  in  negotia- 
tion with  all  the  railways,  and  is  con- 
stantly receiving  reports,  upon  the  sub- 
ject.    Experiments  are  maldng;  inven- 
tions are  being  examined  and  tried;  and 
soon,  I  have  reason  to  believe,  a  Beport 
from  the  Board  of  Trade  in  reference  to 
these  matters  will  be  placed  on  the  Table 
of  your  Lordships'  House.    In  these  cir- 
cumstances I  hope  your  Lordships'  House 
will  not  be  required  to  express  an  opi- 
nion upon  the  questions  before  it.    The 
subject  of  railway  communication  is  one 
which  every  year  will  become  more  and 
more  important.    I  do  not  know  that  at 
this  moment  there  is  one  to  which  more 
science,  attention,  or  capital  are  ready  to 
be  devoted.     In  the  remarks  I  have 
made  I  do  not  mean  to  sav  that  it  may 
not  be  necessary  to  legislate  upon  the 
subject.  There  are  some  points  on  which 
it  is  clear  that  we  could  not  act  without 
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legiaUtion.  Extreme  or  excessive  speed 
on  bad  lines  is,  no  doubt,  a  subject 
which  requires  attention.  The  use  of 
brake  power  generally  is  a  matter  which 
requires  le^dation.  The  conditions  as 
to  the  opening  of  new  lines  are  again  a 
subject  on  which  legislative  power  is 
needed.  But  still,  even  in  these  in- 
stances, the  moral  influence  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  would  have  great  effect 
in  mitigating  evils.  What  I  wish  is 
that,  having  these  documents  before  us, 
having  the  Report,  with  this  immense 
body  of  evidence  which  the  (Government 
have  now  been  for  some  time  examining 
and  digesting,  we  may  not  at  this  period 
of  the  Session  be  called  upon  to  legis- 
late; but,  taking  the  general  view  I  have 
done  of  the  position,  which  I  believe  is 
a  just  and  candid  view,  we  shall  be  al- 
lowed an  opportunity  of  further  con- 
sidering this  matter. 

LoKD  OARLINQFORD  said,  their 
Lordships  would  probably  all  agree  that 
it  was  utr  better  in  the  interest  of  the 
public  and  of  Parliament  that  the  (Go- 
vernment should  maintain  their  entire 
freedom  of  opinion  and  decision  on  this 
extremely  difficult  subject  of  legislation. 
Their  only  wish  could  be  that  the  (Govern- 
ment should  feel  and  bear  the  responsi- 
bility of  forming  their  own  decisions  on 
the  extremely  difficult  matters  of  legis- 
lation which  were  contained  in  the  Be- 
port;  and  that  when  the  time  arrived 
the  (Government  might  find  themselves 
in  a  position  to  give  an  opinion  to  Par- 
liament either  in  favour  of  the  necessity 
of  legislation  or  against  it.  His  noble 
Friend  opposite  (Viscount  Bury)  desired 
to  hold  back  the  Government  altogether 
from  any  action  in  this  matter.  After 
the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  he  did 
not  think  that  the  Government  required 
much  holding  back.  It  would  be  ex- 
ceedingly unwise  for  the  House  to  give 
its  authority  to  all  the  recommendations 
of  the  Royal  Commission,  and  he  trusted 
it  would  turn  out  that  in  regard  to  many 
of  those  recommendations  legislation 
might  not  be  necessary.  As  to  some  of 
them,  there  were  great  reasons  for 
hoping  that  what  was  requisite  might 
be  done  by  the  voluntary  action  of  the 
Companies  themselves,  under  the  pres- 
sure of  the  opinion  of  the  public  and  of 
Parliament.  A  great  deal  had  already 
been  done,  and  was  still  being  done,  in 
respect  to  the  block  system,  and  the 
system  of  interlocking  points  and  sig- 


nals under  the  pressure  of  public  opi- 
nion and  of  the  Keport  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  that  House,  which  had  been 
alluded  to.  But  he  was  not  so  sure 
about  all  the  points  included  in  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Commission.  Con- 
tinuous brakes  would  no  doubt  be  an 
important  means  of  safety,  considering 
the  rate  at  which  many  trains  travelled ; 
and  in  that  matter  the  Companies  up  to 
this  moment  were  in  an  extremely  im- 
satisfactory  position;  and  he  was  not 
persuaded  by  what  had  fallen  from  his 
noble  Friend  opposite  that  that  arose 
from  any  idea  of  danger  to  the  public 
from  the  use  of  such  brakes.  On 
the  contrary,  he  believed  that  the  im- 
portance of  their  use  for  safety  in 
railway  travelling  was  established. 
There  were  a  number  of  competing  in- 
terests of  a  pecuniary  kind  which  made 
it  difficult  for  the  Companies  to  decide 
on  one  or  more  of  the  different  inven- 
tions which  had  been  introduced;  but 
if  the  Companies  held  out  and  refused 
to  meet  the  views  of  Parliament  and  the 
public  in  that  matter,  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  say  that  compulsonr  legislation 
might  not  be  necessary.  In  regard  to 
the  condition  of  the  permanent  way  and 
the  rate  of  speed  at  which  it  would  be 
safe  to  travel  over  it,  he  thought  that 
Parliament  might  do  more  than  it  had 
done  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  addi- 
tional securities  in  those  respects.  The 
Board  of  Trade  had  certain  powers  in 
that  direction  already  on  the  opening  of 
a  new  line ;  and  there  would  be  no  in- 
superable difficulty  in  the  Board  of 
Trade  afterwards  interfering  to  repeat 
the  process  if  necessary,  and  requiring 
the  Company  to  put  the  permanent  way 
in  a  safe  condition.  The  late  accident 
at  Long  Ashton,  though  it  was  not  at- 
tended with  great  loss  of  life,  was 
nevertheless  by  its  nature  one  of  the 
most  formidable  accidents  they  had  had, 
and  one  that  was  well  calculated  to 
alarm  the  travelliog  public;  and  he 
thought  the  Board  of  Trade,  or  what- 
ever other  body  might  be  entrusted  with 
such  functions,  should  have  the  power  of 
forbidding  a  Company  to  run  its  trains 
at  beyond  a  certain  rate  of  speed  on  a 
line  which  was  in  a  defective  state. 
There  was  another  point  to  which  he 
wished  to  direct  attention,  and  that  was 
as  to  the  body  which  should  exercise 
compulsory  powers.  He  did  not  think 
the  JBoard  of  Trade  was  adapted  for 
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tHat  purpose;  but  other  means  might 
be  found  for  carrying  into  efiPect  the  re- 
commendation on  the  subject.  In  the 
Railway  Commission— a  body  which  had 
acquired  the  confidence  both  of  the 
Railway  Companies  and  the  public — a 
tribunal  such  as  was  required  might,  he 
thought,  be  found.  The  Board  of 
Trade  might  be  kept  strictly  within  ad- 
ministrative limits;  it  might  bring 
cases  of  sufficient  importance  before  the 
tribunal  and  support  its  views  by  the 
ample  means  at  its  disposal,  while  the 
Companies  could  defend  themselves  in 
the  same  way.  The  objection  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield) 
would  not  apply  in  this  case,  because 
the  tribunal  would  be  judicial,  and  once 
it  had  given  its  decisions  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  carry  them  into  effect.  He 
was  content,  however,  to  leave  the  Go- 
vernment free  on  their  own  responsibi- 
lity to  deal  with  all  these  points.  He 
did  not  think,  from  what  they  had 
heard  to-night,  that  there  was  any  rea- 
son to  fear  rash  or  rapid  legislation. 

The  Eakl  of  ABERDEEN  said,  that 
as  a  Member  of  the  Commission  which 
had  inquired  into  the  subject  he  desired 
to  make  a  few  remarks.  And,  first,  with 
regard  to  the  objection  pointed  out  by 
his  noble  Friend  (Viscount  Bury)  that 
many,  or  some,  of  the  recommendations 
made  by  the  Railway  Conmiissioners 
were  inconsistent  with  flie  principle  they 
had  laid  down — namely,  that  the  respon- 
sibility of  Railway  Companies  in  work- 
ing their  traffic  ought  not  to  be  impaired. 
But  he  denied  that  that  was  the  case. 
For  instance,  as  regarded  the  application 
of  mechanical  inventions  and  appliances 
the  Commissioners  carefully  abstained 
from  specifying  any,  so  as  to  leave  free 
scope  for  ihe  ingenuity  of  inventors. 
Then  came  the  question  as  to  excessive 
speed.  On  that  point  he  might  remind 
their  Lordships  that  the  most  eminent 
and  experienced  engineers  in  the  country 
held  that  speed  in  itself  was  not  a  source 
of  danger,  provided  the  permanent  way 
was  in  good  condition,  and  capable  of 
beariuK  the  strain  thrown  upon  it.  Next 
came  tne  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
missioners with  regard  to  brake  power. 
But  the  Commissioners  did  not  pre- 
tend to  say  that  Parliament  ought  to 
specify  the  means  by  which  trains 
shoula  be  stopped  within  a  certain  dis- 
tance. The  Companies  were  left  f^e  to 
devise  whatever  means  they  might  find 
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best    for    accomplishing    that    object. 
Neither  did  they  say  that  contmuous 
brakes  were    the    only  means  —  scope 
was    thus    left    for   future    ingenoitj. 
The  noble  Earl  had  alluded  to  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Commissioners  of 
continuous  footboards.    It  might  seem 
as  if  that  matter  was  too  trivial  for 
legislation ;  but  the  want  of  continaoas 
footboards  was  a  matter  that  was  con- 
stantly insisted  upon  in  the  Reports  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  it  must  there- 
fore be  supposed   that   they  attached 
considerable  importance  to  these  foot* 
boards  as  a  means  of  safety.   Continuous 
footboards  were,  no  doubt,  veiy  useful 
and  very  important;   but  he  did  not 
think  they  would  be  sufficient  in  them- 
selves to  remove  all  cause  of  danger  so 
far  as   the  oarriaffes  were  concerned. 
As  some  reference  had  been  made  to  Uie 
relations  subsisting  between  the  Board 
of   Trade  and    the   Railway  Commis- 
sioners, he  would  bee  to  observe  that  he 
spoke    for   his   brother  Commissioners 
when  he  said  that  in  the  recommenda- 
tions they  had  made,  the  last  thing  that 
could  have  entered  their  minds  was  to 
show  any  disrespect  towards  the  Board 
of  Trade,  or  any  want  of  appreciation  of 
the  importance  and  dignity  of  its  func- 
tions.   The  fact   that  they  wished  to 
confer  additional  powers  on  the  Board 
showed  (what  confidence  they  felt  in  the 
Department.    He  thought  that  the  Re- 
ports of  the  Board  of  Trade  would  have 
additional  dignity  and  weight    if  the 
name  of  the  President  instead  of  the 
officers  of  the  Board  was  attached  to 
them.    Looking  now  at  the  question  of 
the  railway  servants,  and  the  remarks 
that  had  been  made  on  the  subject,  not 
only  by  the  noble  Duke,  but  also  by 
some    other    noble    Lords    who    had 
spoken,   it  was  no    doubt  true  that  a 
great  many  accidents  were  attributable 
to  the  failure   of  railway  servants  to 
perform  their  duty  accurately.    But  it 
should  be  remembered  that  it  was  easj 
to  suppose  an  accident  which  should  bo 
caused  apparently  by  the  failure  of  a 
railway  servant  to  do  his  duty;  while,  at 
the  same  time,  by  looking  into  the  mat- 
ter a  little  more  closely,  they  mi^ht  find 
that  the  servant  had  not  at  hand  all  the 
means  necessaiy  to  enable  him  to  per- 
form his  duty.    For  instance,  there  was 
the  case  of  an  accident  arising  from  a 
servant  having  given  the  wrone  signal : 
the  accident  was  therefore  attxibuted  to 
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the  siffnal;  but  the  Inspector  pointed 
out  in  his  Beport  that  the  accident  could 
have  been  prevented  if  some  particular 
contrivance  had  been  adopted.  That 
was  one  instance,  and  several  might  be 
adduced;  and  it  was  a  reason  why 
further  attention  should  be  devoted  to 
all  such  cases.  With  regard  to  railway 
servants,  it  was  sometimes  said  that  in 
these  days  they  expected  every  advan- 
tage and  even  luxury.  That  was  not 
true :  on  the  other  hand,  increased  de- 
mands were  made  upon  tiiem,  owing  to 
increased  tra£Glc  and  an  increased  num- 
ber of  trains  and  of  signals.  But  though 
our  ancestors  used  rushes  for  carpets, 
and  rode  in  waggons,  a  good  carpet  was 
not  looked  upon  as  a  luxury — and  there 
were  certain  lines  upon  which  the  Direc- 
tors might  improve  the  condition  of  their 
servants  by  a  comparatively  small  out- 
lay— such  as  giving  protection  for  their 
engineers,  which  had  been  adopted  on 
some  lines,  but  not  on  others.  Many 
points  had  been  brought  out  by  the  Be- 
port on  Accidents  which  deserved  to  be 
inquired  into ;  but  at  that  late  hour  he 
would  not  further  detain  their  Lordships. 
For  the  last  15  years  he  had  oppor- 
tunities of  studying  railway  work  in  all 
its  branches,  and  these  opportunities 
had  been  given  him  by  the  courtesy  of 
gentlemen  responsible  for  the  manage- 
ment of  railways.  But  men  of  the 
greatest  experience  who  had  been  in  the 
habit  of  observing  things  from  one  point 
of  view  might,  perhaps,  receive  useful 
suggestions  from  others  who  had  no 
interest  or  bias  in  any  direction. 

LoKD  HOUGHTON  said,  that  the 
tone  of  the  debate  would  be  most  grateful 
to  all  persons  connected  with  railway 
management,  and  he  could  assure  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  who 
had  conducted  the  labours  of  the  Com- 
mission with  so  much  intelligence,  that 
the  Companies  would  do  all  they  could 
to  carry  into  effect  the  recommendations 
of  the  Commissioners.  With  regard  to 
the  use  of  continous  brakes,  he  wished 
to  state  that  on  two-thirds  of  the  whole 
railway  mileage  experiments  were  going 
on  under  the  direction  of  the  most  skilfm 
engineers,  and  if  there  was  delay  in  the 
adoption  of  any  one  particular  brake,  it 
proceeded  not  from  negligence,. or  from 
any  mistaken  economy,  but  solely  from 
the  conflicting  opinions  of  experts  as  to 
which  brake  was  the  most  effective.  As 
to  speed,  he  was  sure  that  Englishmen 


could  no  more  be  prevented  from  de- 
siring to  travel  at  a  high  rate  of  speed, 
even  at  considerable  risk,  than  their 
Lordships  from  desiring  to  go  across 
country  at  the  best  speed  of  the  best  and 
fastest  hunter.  It  was  the  habit  of  the 
English,  and  they  would  indulge  it. 
The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  St.  Albans) 
had  alluded  to  the  Lancashire  and  York- 
shire Bailway.  He  regretted  the  acci- 
dent which  had  occurred  as  much  as 
anyone,  but  every  possible  precaution 
had  been  taken.  The  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site had  given  due  credit  to  the  Bailway 
Companies  for  their  zeal,  which  zeal, 
strange  to  say,  was  sometimes  the  cause 
of  accidents.  And  there  were  many 
other  causes,  of  which  one  was,  in  very 
exceptional  cases,  over  labour. 

The  Eabl  of  BELMOEE  said,  that 
having  been  one  of  the  Commission,  he 
desired  to  offer  a  few  remarks.  The 
noble  Viscount  (Viscount  Bury)  stated 
that  the  principle  had  been  laid  down 
that  the  responsibility  of  the  EaiLway 
Companies  was  by  the  Commission  not 
to  be  impaired;  but  he  thought  he 
should  have  referred  him  to  the  chapter 
of  the  Beport  in  which  that  responsi- 
bility was  laid  down.  There  were  some 
exceptional  cases  in  which  Bailway 
Companies  had  been  found  not  to  act 
up  to  their  responsibility,  and  in  those 
cases  it  was  recommended  that  power 
should  be  given  by  which  certain  steps 
could  be  taken.  He  would  like  to  say  a 
few  words  on  the  question  which  he 
thought  the  most  important  of  all — 
namely,  the  question  of  brake  power. 
The  Commission  had  recommended  the 
adoption  of  no  particular  brake — they 
simply  recommended,  what  had  been 
proved  to  be  practicable,  that  every  train 
should  be  supplied  with  a  brake  capable 
of  bringing  the  train  to  a  stand-still 
within  500  yards.  Two  years  ago  very 
extensive  experiments  had  been  made 
at  Newark,  and  though  no  particular 
brake  was  adopted,  it  was  found  per- 
fectly possible  to  bring  up  the  train 
within  that  distance.  Officers  of  the 
Gbeat  Western  and  Great  Northern 
Bailway  Companies  had  told  him  as 
witnesses  the  result  of  certain  experi- 
ments. A  Gbeat  Western  Bailway  train 
of  ordinary  weight,  with  seven  car- 
riages, one  with  a  brake,  one  brake 
van,  and  tender  brake,  travelling  on  the 
broad  gauge  at  55  miles  an  hour, 
stopped  in  890  yards  in  58  seconds ;  at 
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64  miles  an  hour  stopped  in  1,186  yards 
in  67  seconds ;  on  the  narrow  gauge  a 
similar  train  travelling  at  62  miles  an 
hour  stopped  in  966  yards  in  70  seconds, 
at  47  mues  an  hour  it  stopped  in  863 
yards  in  68  seconds.  On  the  Great 
Northern  Railway  a  train  of  16  carriages 
with  Smith's  vacuum  brake,  travelling 
at  66  miles  an  hour,  stopped  in  366  yards 
in  21  seconds;  at  40  miles  an  hour 
stopped  in  1 63  yards  in  1 7  seconds ;  at 
46  miles  an  hour  stopped  in  271  yards 
in  16  seconds;  at  60  miles  an  hour 
stopped  in  346  yards  in  23  seconds.  In 
the  face  of  these  facts,  he  hoped  that 
brakes  for  stopping  trains  in  600  yards 
would  be  adopted.  With  regard  to  the 
recommendations  relating  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  it  was  clear  that  some  tribunal 
should  have  authority  over  the  Railway 
Companies.,  and  what  the  Commissioners 
meant  was,  that  some  steps  should  be 
taken  in  the  direction  recommended  by 
the  Commission  to  modify  the  power 
already  possessed  by  the  Board.  When 
a  Parliamentary  Committee  had  allowed 
a  new  Company  to  come  into  an  existing 
Company's  stations  and  goods  sheds, 
and  had  made  no  regulation  as  to  the 
responsibility  or  management,  a  great 
deal  of  difficulty  and  risk  of  public  dan- 
ger had  arisen.  There  were,  of  course, 
two  engineers  and  two  Boards  of  Direc- 
tors to  consult ; — and  he  might  mention 
Huddersfield  station  as  an  instance  of 
an  arrangement  of  this  kind.  Indeed, 
it  was  the  case  of  Huddersfield  which 
mainlv  led  to  the  recommendations  con- 
tained in  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. As  to  the  rate  of  speed,  the 
Report  showed  what  the  opinions  of  the 
Commissioners  were,  and  their  recom- 
mendations in  that  respect  would,  no 
doubt,  be  duly,  consider^.  The  noble 
Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Gbvemment  had 
made  some  remarks  on  the  powers  which 
the  Commissioners  proposed  to  confer 
on  the  Board  of  Trade  or  some  other 
tribunal,  and  had  observed  that  this 
would  deprive  Parliament  of  powers 
which  it  at  present  possessed.  It  was 
true  that  the  Commissioners  did  make 
some  recommendations  to  allow  Compa- 
nies, with  the  permission  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  to  purchase  land  for  the  pur- 
pose of  affordmg  increased  accommoda- 
tion. They  did  not  for  a  moment  pro- 
pose, however,  that  an^  tribunal  should 
be  enabled  to  authorise  Companies  to 
raise    capital    without    Parliamentary 
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sanction.     It  was  felt  by  aomo  of  the 
Commissioners  that  if  Pariiament  g«T« 
extensive  powers  to  the  Board  of  Trmd« 
to   compel  Railway  Companies  to   in- 
crease their  station  aooommodation.  ther« 
ought  to  be  some  mode  of  appeal  on 
the  part   of  the    Company  from  what 
they  might  consider  an  unjust  order. 
This  Court  was  proposed  entirely  in  the 
interest  of  the  Kailway  Companies ;  bat 
his  views   had  been   rather    modified 
since  Mr.  Harrison,  who  had  particolfuij 
represented  the  railway  interest  on   tM 
Commission,  had  stated  in  his  oonnter 
Report  that  he  was  not  in  favour  of  an 
Appellate  Court;   and  he  nowthoug^ht 
that  if  the  Railway  Companies  did  not 
really  want  an  appeal,  but  would  be 
content  to  act  upon  the  sugg^estions  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  without  one,   the 
matter  of  the  proposed  Court  might  be 
allowed  to  drop.     The  Commissioneri 
had    anticipated  the  objection  of    tiie 
noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  (Govern- 
ment as  to  the  difficulty  of  making  any 
Court  superior  to  the  Board  of  Trade. 
One  object  in  recommending  the  Board 
of  Trade  in  preference  to  a  new  Court 
was  that  it  was  presided   over  bj  a 
Minister  who  was  responsible  to  Parlia- 
ment.    Of  course,  the  question  immedi- 
ately arose  as  to  how  an  appeal  oould 
lie  from  the  Minister  himself,  and  he 
admitted  that  there  could  be  no  Court  of 
Appeal,  unless  it  were  presided  over  by 
a  Judge  equal  in  rank  to  the  Judges  of 
the  Supreme  Court.    There  were  some 
other  points  in  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners to  which  he  would  have  di- 
rected their  Lordships'  attention;  but 
in  the  present  state  of  the  House,  and 
considering  the   full  manner  in  which 
this  question  had  been   discussed,   he 
would  not  trouble  their  Lordships  with 
any  further  remarks. 

Eabl  DE  la  WARR  said,  that  as 
one  of  the  Members  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Railway  Accidents,  he  would 
gladly  have  made  a  few  remarks  to 
their  Lordships ;  but  in  consequence  of 
the  late  hour  and  the  present  state  of 
the  benches  on  either  side  of  the  House, 
he  would  defer  his  observations  to  some 
future  occasion.  After  what  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the 
Government,  he  hoped  his  noble  Friend 
would  not  press  his  Amendment  to  a 
division. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
wiihdraum. 
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Then  an  Amendment  tnoved^- 

To  letT«  out  all  the  words  alter  the  words 
(**  dividing  responsibility/')  and  to  insert  (**with- 
ottt,  howerer,  impairing  the  reeponsil^ty  of 
railway  eompanies  for  the  safety  of  their  traffic, 
it  is  expedient  that  farther  precautions  should 
be  taken  for  the  prevention  of  accidents  on  rail- 
ways by  enforcing  on  railway  companies  by 
legislative  enactment  the  adoption  of  those  me- 
chanical contrivances  and  recognised  improve- 
ments, the  value  of  which  has  been  thoroughly 
ascertained.  That  the  recommendations  con- 
tained in  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Ck>mmis8ion 
on  Accidents  on  Railways  are  deserving  of  the 
fullest  and  most  ^vonrable  consideration ;  and 
if  they  be  adopted  bv  Parliament,  subject  to 
such  modifications  and  amendments  as  on  fur- 
ther inquiry  it  may  be  proper  to  sugg^est,  many 
causes  of  accident  will  be  removed,  and  addi- 
tional security  will  be  afforded  to  all  persons 
who  have  occasion  to  travel  by  railway,  and  to 
the  servants  of  the  railway  companies."}— (TA^ 
Lord  CottesloeJ) 

After  a  short  debate,  the  said  Amend- 
ment (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

Then  the  original  Motion  (by  leave 
of  the  House)  withdrawn, 

PROViaiONAL    ORDERS    (IRELAKD)    OONFIR- 
MATION   (HOLTWOOD,   &0.)  BILIi. 

A  Bill  for  confirming  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  for  Ire- 
land relating  to  Waterworks  in  the  Town  of 
Holywood  and  Gh^ystones — ^Was  presented  by 
The  Lord  Phesidbnt  ;  read  1* ;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Nine  o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

FVidaf,  27th  April,  1877. 

MINUTES.]— Nbw  Writ  Issued— /Vr  Tip- 

J  perary,  v.  the  Honble.  Wilfrid  Frederick 
Ormond  O'Callaghan,  deceased. 

Public  Bills — 8e^nd  R$ad%ng — Summary  Juris- 
diction (Ireland)  ♦  [127]. 

Referred  to  Select  Committee— }^oxio\k  and  Suffolk 
Fidieries»[ll7]. 

Considered  —  Puluic  Libraries  Act  (Ireland) 
Amendment  *  [149]. 

QUESTIONS. 


THE  SUGAR  CONVENTION.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  wait  asked  the  XTndOT  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  AffairS;  If  be  is  in  a 


position  to  give  the  House  any  informa- 
tion as  to  the  present  state  of  the  Sugar 
Bounty  question ;  and,  if  he  can  hold 
out  any  prospect  that  the  Convention  on 
this  subject  is  likely  to  be  ratified  ? 

Me.  BOURKE:  Sir,  the  draft  Con- 
vention was  drawn  up  by  the  delegates 
representing  the  various  Powers  at 
Paris,  and  it  is  now  under  the  considera- 
tion of  those  Powers.  Until  their 
Bepresentatives  have  expressed  their 
opinions  upon  that  Convention,  it  is  im- 
possible for  me  to  say  whether  it  is 
likely  to  be  ratified. 


RUSSIA  AND  TURKEY— THE  WAR- 
REGULATIONS  RESPECTING  THE  PORT 
OF  ODESSA.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  GOURLEY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  he  can  inform  the  House  whether  it 
be  true  that  the  Russian  authorities  have 
ordered  neutral  ships  arriving  off  and 
bound  to  Odessa  not  to  enter  that  port ; 
if  he  has,  or  is,  nefi;otiating  with  the 
Russian  and  Turkish  Governments  to 
allow  neutral  vessels  a  specified  period 
in  which  to  enter  and  leave  harbours 
protected  by  torpedoes  or  blockaded  by 
ships  of  war ;  and,  if  he  has  ascertained 
whether  the  belligerents  intend  ob- 
serving the  Maritime  Rules  of  the 
Declaration  of  Paris  during  the  continu- 
ance of  hostilities ;  and  if  the  Turkish 
Government  intends  treating  the  Darda- 
nelles and  Bosphorus  as  inland  waters 
for  ships  of  all  nations,  or  only  as  against 
those  belligerent  Powers  ? 

Mb.  BOURKE :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
first  part  of  'the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland,  I  have  to  say 
that  in  answer  to  a  message  that  was 
sent  from  the  Foreign  Office  two  days 
ago,  Consul  General  Stanley  at  Odessa 
reports  to  us  that  no  English  vessel  has 
been  prevented  from  entering  in  or  going 
out  of  that  port ;  and  that  yesterday  in 
fact  an  English  vessel  was  unloading 
there  and  would  proceed,  when  her  cargo 
was  unloaded,  to  go  out  of  the  port.  He 
adds  that  all  vessels  are  obliged  upon 
entering  the  port  to  enter  with  Russian 
crews,  and  that  while  they  are  going 
through  the  channel,  termed  the 
''Mined"  Channel,  which  I  suppose 
is  a  channel  where  torpedoes  are  laid 
down,  their  own  crews  are  oblig^  to  go 
below,  and  that  these  regulations  apply 
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to  Busaian  as  well  as  to  foreign  Tesaels. 
With  regard  to  the  second  part  of  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  we  have 
no  notice  with  regard  to  any  harbours 
that  are  protected  by  torpedoes,  except 
Odessa,  tne  one  just  mentioned,  nor 
have  we  received  any  information  of  a 
blockade  being  established,  either  by 
Eussia,  or  by  &rkey.  Then  with  regard 
to  the  third  part  of  the  Question,  we 
have  received  telegrams  from  Mr.  Lay- 
ard,  who  says  that  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Turkish  Government  to  issue  a  pro- 
clamation declaring  that  it  does  mean  to 
be  bound  by  the  maritime  rules  laid 
down  in  the  Declaration  of  Paris.  Mr. 
Layard  adds,  in  the  telegram  to  which  I 
have  just  alluded,  that  regulations  are 
about  to  be  issued  by  the  I^orte  stating 
what  their  intention  is  with  regard  to 
the  right  of  search  for  contraband  of 
war.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  de- 
sirable that  I  should  say  anything  about 
those  regulations  until  I  receive  them, 
and  therefore  I  can  only  sav  that  when- 
ever we  hear  of  those  regulations  being 
published — and  we  understand  they  are 
to  be  published  immediately — ^by  the 
Porte,  we  shall  make  them  publicly 
known  in  this  country  without  the 
slightest  delay. 


Captain  Sohoris. 


» 


COAL  MINES— THE  TYNEWYDD  COL- 
LIERY    INQUEST— QUESTION. 

Mb.  MAGDONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  he  will  direct  that  some  one 
will  attend  the  inquest  to  be  held  on  the 
Srd  proximo,  to  find  out  the  cause  of  the 
deatn  of  the  men  who  lost  their  lives  in 
the  Tynewydd  Colliery,  South  Wales; 
and,  if  he  will  order  Uiat  the  inquiry 
will  be  of  the  most  searching  character, 
to  see  if  the  provisions  of  "  The  Mines 
Act,  1872,"  in  respect  to  bodies  of 
water,  were  being  fully  carried  out  prior 
to  the  inundation  ? 

SiE  HENEY  BELWIN-IBBET80N, 
in  reply,  said,  that  in  accordance  with 
the  Answer  already  given  by  the  Home 
Secretary,  and  by  Uie  instructions  of  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  (Sir  Henry 
Selwin-Ibbetson)  had  that  day  given 
directions  that  a  lawyer  shoula  attend 
the  inquest  respecting  the  death  of  the 
men  who  lost  their  hves  in  the  oolliezy 
referred  to  in  the  Question,  as  was  done 
in  the  case  of  the  last  colliery  explosion 
inquiry. 

Mr,  Bourh 


NAVY— DOCKYARDS— ADMISSION  OT 
FOREIGN  VISITORS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  OWEN  LEWIS  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  If  it  is  the 
that — 


«sh« 


to 

b 


"A  Rauian  officer  has  received  permiaBon 
make  a  tour  of  inapeotion  of  aU  oor 
and  Buoh  Oovemment  eftabliahmentt 
dedre  to  viait ; " 

if  he  considers  it  advisable,  under  txrasent 
circumstances,  that  such  unlimitea  aooeas 
to  these  establishments  should  be  granted 
to  foreigners;  if  similar  faoiliti68  ftze 
afforded  to  Ihiglishmen  in  Bussia  mnd 
other  continental  countries;  and,  if  he 
has  any  objection  to  communicate  the 
Bussian  officer's  name  to  the  Houae? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEE :  Sir,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  I  am  marrj 
to  say,  is  not  able  to  be  present  here  to- 
night. He  would  have  been  better  quali- 
fi^  to  answer  this  Question  than  I  am ; 
but  I  understand  that  about  three  weeks 
ago  a  Eussian  officer.  Lieutenant  Art- 
sayooloff,    was    recommended    by    the 
Foreign  Office  to  the  Admiralty  to  re> 
ceive  permission  to  see  the  dockyards 
at  Chatham,  Sheemess,  Portsmouth,  and 
Devonport.    It  is  the  practice   of   the 
Admiralty  to  grant  permission  to    see 
the  Doc%ards  to  persons    so    reoom* 
mended,  and,  moreover,  I  may  mention 
that  it  is  the  practice  to  allow  naval 
attaches  to  the  Embassies  to  visit  the 
Dockyards  without  any  special  recom- 
mendation or  permission.    These  facili- 
ties are  ffiven  reciprocally  by  other  na- 
tions, and  I  believe  it  is  the  case  that 
the    same  facilities  are  given  by   the 
Eussian  Gbvemment  to  English  omoers. 
Under  these  circumstances  the  permis- 
sion was  given,  and,  as  far  as  I  under- 
stand, this  gentleman  was  allowed  to 
visit  those  establishments.    I  do  not  see 
that  there  is  any  object  at  present  in 
making  any  alteration  in  the  existing 
practice. 

ARMY— THE  COURT  MARTIAL  ON 
CAPTAIN  ROBERTS,  94th  REGIMENT. 

QUESTIOir. 

Majob  O'GOBMAN  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is 
intended  that  Lord  John  Taylour,  who 
was  in  command  of  the  94th  Eegiment 
at  Belfast,  while  the  Court  Martial  on 
Captain  Roberts  was  being  proceeded 
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with/ is  to  be  placed  in  command  of  a 
Brig^e  Depot:  and,  if  so,  whether, 
considering  the  evidence  ^ven  before 
the  Court  Martial  in  question,  relating 
to  the  noble  Lord's  conduct  as  com- 
manding officer,  his  appointment  to  a 
Brigade  Depot  will  be  delajed  imtil  the 
Motion  of  die  honourable  Member  for 
Dundee  has  been  discussed  by  the  House 
of  Commons  ? 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  :  Sir, 
Lord  John  Taylour,  not  being  on  half- 
pay,  is  not  qualified  to  be  appointed  to 
a  Brigade  Depot,  and  no  such  intention 
has  been  entertained. 

MEECHANT  SHIPPING  ACT,  1876— THE 

FBENCH  STEAMER  "  LABRADOR." 

OBSEBTATIONS.      QUESTION. 

Mb.  mac  IVER  said,  that  in  putting 
a  Question  on  this  subject  to  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  he  wished 
to  make  a  personal  explanation.  On  the 
previous  day  he  had  had  to  put  a  Ques- 
tion to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  which 
was  of  g^at  importance  to  the  shipping 
interest,  and  he  thought  he  was  entitled 
to  receive  a  courteous  and  accurate 
answer.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
plied that  the  facts  of  the  case  were  the 
reverse  of  those  stated  in  the  Question. 
He  (Mr.  Mac  Ivor)  would  be  unworthy 
of  his  place  in  that  House  if  he  were  to 
put  a  Question  of  the  description  implied 
in  that  Answer,  and  he  felt  sure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  on  reflection, 
would  see  that  the  terms  of  his  answer 
were  not  altogether  justified.  The  Ques- 
tion was  misunderstood  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  for  he  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  was 
not  complaining  specially  of  the  Zahra- 
dor,  against  which  vessel  he  had  no 
charge.  She  had  been  properly  sur- 
veyed, and  if  all  emigrant  ships 

Mb.  SPEAKEE,  interposing,  said, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  entering  into 
matters  of  argument  and  debate. 

Mb.  mac  IYEE  said,  his  Question 
had  reference  to  the  state  of  the  law, 
rather  than  to  the  particular  case  of 
the  Labrador,  which,  however,  was  the 
first  vessel  to  come  under  the  law. 
He  now  wished  to  ask,  Whether  it 
would  be  permitted  to  any  British 
steamer  to  commence  her  voyage  at 
a  foreign  port  and  to  embark  steer- 
age passengers  at  any  British  port 
of  call  on  the  same  conditions  as  those 
upon  which  the  French  steamer  ''  La- 
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brador  "  did  so  at  Plymouth  on  Sunday 
15th  instant ;  whether  it  is  not  true  that 
specific  compliance  with  the  Passengers 
Acts  of  1855,  1863,  and  1870  has  always 
hitherto  been  required  from  all  vessels 
alike,  without  distinction  of  nationality, 
and  that  there  was  no  such  compliance 
in  the  case  of  the  **  Labrador,"  but  only 
a  general  compliance  ;  whether  it  is 
intended  to  continue  to  enforce  specific 
compliance  as  regards  British  vessels 
generally,  or  whether  any  exception  will 
be  made  in  the  case  of  vessels  registered 
in  Canada  and  trading  from  continental 
ports,  via  Gbeat  Britain,  under  circum- 
stances where  it  can  be  shown  that  the 
ordinary  Board  of  Trade  requirements 
have  been  substantially  complied  with ; 
and,  whether  foreign  certificates  counter- 
signed by  British  Consuls,  as  in  the  case 
of  the  **  Labrador,"  are  in  all  cases  to 
be  regarded  as  conclusive  evidence  of 
general  compliance  with  such  require- 
ments? 
Sib  CHAELES  ADDEELEY,  in  re- 

ey,  said,  he  was  extremely  sorry  the  hon. 
ember  should  have  felt  that  there  was 
anything  discourteous  in  his  answer. 
He  thought  he  had  merely  taken  the 
shortest  possible  way  of  putting  the 
House  in  possession  of  the  facts,  as  the 
hon.  Member  had  entirely  misconceived 
the  law,  which  his  argumentative  Ques- 
tion attempted  to  impugn ;  and  they  dis- 
tinctly showed  that  the  truth  was  the 
exact  reverse  of  what  was  implied  in 
the  Question.  The  hon.  Gentleman  now 
resumed  his  argument  in  another  form, 
as  against  the  19th  section  of  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Act  of  last  year. 
That  section  was  fully  discussed  at  the 
time  and  agreed  to,  its  purport  being  to 
relieve  foreign  passenger  ships  calling 
at  an  English  port  from  a  second  survey. 
If  British  steamers  took  to  starting  from 
foreign  ports  with  emigrants  and  called 
at  British  ports  for  more,  if  they  had 
been  surveyed  sufficiently  at  the  port  of 
departure  they  would  not  be  subjected  to 
the  same  survey  again.     A  specific  com- 

Eliance  with  the  law  for  the  time  being 
ad  been,  and  would  be,  required  from 
all  passenger  ships.  The  Labrador  under 
the  Act  of  last  year  was  exempted  from 
a  second  survey  of  hull  and  machinery 
at  the  port  of  call ;  but  the  emigration 
officer  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  to  ex- 
amine and  be  satisfied  about  the  ar- 
rangements made  for  any  fresh  passen- 
gers taken  in,  and  no  further  survey 
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oould  be  of  any  use  or  validity.  The 
ship  would  have  to  be  unloaded  to 
make  the  survey  anything^  but  a  useless 
annoyance.  The  19th  section  of  the  Act 
of  last  year  plaoed  duly  surveyed  foreign 
ships  calling  here  for  additional  emi- 
grants on  the  same  footing  as  France  had 
always  placed  duly  surveyed  English 
ships  calling  at  a  French  port,  so  far  as 
survey  was  concerned.  Canadian  regis- 
tered ships  would  come  under  precisely 
the  same  conditions  as  other  British  ships. 
The  attestation  of  a  British  Consul  was 
not  conclusive.  The  Board  of  Trade 
must  be  satisfied,  and  did  satisfy  itself, 
that  the  requirements  were  substantially 
complied  with,  and  Her  Majesty  might, 
by  Order  in  Council,  direct  Uiat  the  sec- 
tion should  not  apply  where  correspond- 
ing provisions  were  not  extended  to 
British  ships. 

ABOLITION  OF  PUKCHASE  ACT  —  THE 
REGULATIONS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  CALLAN  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether,  in  view  of  the 
present  critical  position  of  foreign  affairs. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  taken 
into  consideration  the  advisability  of 
taking  the  necessary  steps  to  enable 
officers  who  had  purchased  their  com- 
missions previous  to  the  Abolition  of 
Purchase  Act,  1871,  the  value  of  which 
was  guaranteed  to  these  officers  by  the 
Act  of  Parliament,  to  bequeath  or  other- 
wise assign  the  value  of  their  commis- 
sions, to  which  they  would  be  entitled 
were  they  now  to  sell  out  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HAEDY,  in  reply, 
said,  that,  as  he  understood  the  Act  for 
the  Abolition  of  Purchase,  officers  were 
to  be  secured  in  the  same  rights  which 
they  enjoyed  before  that  abolition.  So 
far  as  payment  was  made  for  the  pur- 
chase of  a  commission,  the  regulation 
that  was  in  force  previous  to  1871  was 
still  in  force,  and  therefore  officers  and 
their  families  would  be  treated  in  ex- 
actly the  same  way  as  they  would 
have  been  if  purchase  had  never  been 
abolished.  It  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  make  any  change  in 
this  respect. 

RUSSIA  AND  TURKEY— THE  WAR. 

KOnOES. 

The  Maequess  of  HAETINGTON: 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  beg  to  give  Notioe  that 

Sir  ChorUi  AtkUrhy 


I  shall,  on  Monday,  ask  the  Ghmnodlor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  the  Qowerm- 
ment  have  received  official  intalligenM 
of  the  outbreak  of  hostilities  between 
Kussia  and  Turkey ;  and  whether  it  ia 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  iasae 
a  Proclamation  of  Neutrality  ? 

Mb.  C.  HOWABD:  On  behalf  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  £or 
Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone),  who  is  ab- 
sent from  indisposition,  I  beg  to  g^rm 
Notice  that  it  is  his  intention  to  more 
Besolutions  on  the  Eastern  Qoestiaii 
and  the  prospective  policy  of  the  Biitiah 
Government.  The  terms  of  the  Beaolii- 
tions  will  be  ffiven  by  the  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  on  Monday. 


ORDERS    OF    TEE    DAY. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 


n 


THE  IRISH  LAND  QUESTION. 
BssoLunoir. 

The  O'DONOGHUE,    in   rising    to 
move — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  in  osdcr  to 
ensure  to  the  Irish  tenantry  the  benefits  Intendad 
to  be  oonferred  on  them  by  the  Land  Act  of 
1870,  it  is  essential  that  steps  should  be  taken 
to  prevent  the  exaction  of  rents  which  virtoall  j 
confiscate  the  improvements  declared  by  that 
Act  to  be  the  property  of  the  tenant,  and  ate 
that  steps  should  be  taken  to  prevent  the  eric* 
tion  of  tenants  for  refusing  to  submit  to  snoli 
rente," 

said  :  Sir,  I  think  I  am  strictly  aoourate 
in  saying  that  the  Irish  agrioultural  oo* 
oupiers,  who  represent  a  population  of 
little  less  than  4,000,000,  live  in  con- 
stant apprehension  of  beinff  called  upon 
to  pay  increased  rent,  and  of  being  turned 
out  of  their  holdings    if  they  reftise. 
This  does  not  arise  from  a  natural  aver- 
sion to  rent  in  any  shape,  but  is  a  fear 
engendered  by  the  power  exerdsed  by 
landlords  of  asking  for  whatever  rent 
thev  want,  and  compelling  its  payment 
under  pain  of  eviction.    &e  great  aim 
of  modem  land  legislation  has  been  to 
make  land,  as  far  as  possible,  an  ordinair 
marketable  commodity  for  the  landlord^ 
freed  from  such  incumbrance  as  occu* 
piers  with  even  the  slightest  hold  upon 
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the  soil.  This  has  been  accomplished 
hy  devising  a  system  of  rapid  eviction, 
which  has  practically  detached  the  whole 
of  the  agricultural  population  from  the 
land,  and  which  prepares  them  for  utter 
ruin  by  putting  them  through  a  short 
preliminary  process  of  legal  torture.  Jn 
the  opinion  of  some,  one  of  the  unpar- 
donable sins  committed  by  the  nght 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich (Mr.  Gladstone)  has  been  his  partial 
recognition  of  a  continuous  right  of  occu- 
pation in  the  occupier  by  giving  him,  in 
certain  cases,  a  claim  to  compensation 
for  disturbance.  What  is  the  effect  of 
this  rapid  system  of  eviction  upon  the 
tenant  r  It  forces  him  to  pay  whatever 
rent  the  landlord  makes  up  his  mind  to 
ask  for.  This  is  a  consequence  of  which 
the  injustice  is  so  self-evident  that  a 
doctrine  has  had  to  be  invented  for  its 
defence,  and  is  constantly  being  repeated 
by  a  chorus  of  landlords  and  agents.  It 
is  that  the  value  of  the  land  is  whatever 
the  landlord  can  get  for  it.  This  is  the 
landlords'  contribution  to  the  principles 
of  political  economy,  and  a  veiy  handy 
one  it  is  for  their  purposes.  It  rests 
upon  the  monstrous  assumption  that  the 
limd  belongs  absolutely  to  the  landlord, 
and  may  be  dealt  with  by  him  in  what- 
ever way  is  most  advantajreous  to  his 
pocket.  We  are  referred  &r  its  iusti£- 
cation  to  the  fact  that  owing  to  the  in- 
tense craving  for  land  there  is  always 
some  one  found  to  gratify  the  cupidity 
of  the  landlord.  With  an  air  of  the 
utmost  innocence,  and  as  if  he  was  the 
helpless  victim  of  an  irresistible  law,  the 
evicting  landlord  says  in  effect,  if  not 
actuaUy — ''I  am  offered  so  much  more 
for  this  farm  than  you  say  you  are  able  to 
give  me,  and  am  I  to  be  prevented  from 
making  money,  because  if  I  take  your 
farm  m>m  you,  you  and  your  family  will 
be  consigned  to  utter  misery  ?  "  Sir,  when 
in  the  interest  of  humanity  we  resist  the 
doctrine  that  the  value  of  the  land  is 
whatever  the  landlord  can  get  for  it,  and 
assail  it  as  a  false  and  mischievous  pro- 
position, we  are  treated  by  some  with  as 
much  derision  as  if  we  had  been  guilty 
of  an  absurdity  as  great  as  the  denial  of 
a  mathematical  axiom.  But  the  common 
sense  and  the  innate  sense  of  justice  of 
mankind  will  never  permit  the  selfish 
interests  of  landlords  to  be  weighed 
against  the  rights  which  occupancy  con- 
fers upon  the  £umer.  I  have  frequently 
argued  in  this  House  that  Ireland  must 


be  dealt  with  as,  what  she  is,  a  fully 
occupied  country,  and  not  dealt  with  as 
an  uninhabited  country,  put  up  to  auction 
to  be  knocked  down  in  various  allot- 
ments to  the  highest  bidder.  I  can 
imagine  an  uninhabited  island,  or  an 
uninhabited  portion  of  a  Continent,  the 
ownership  of  which  is  vested  in  a  few 
individuals  —  if  they  want  tenants, 
and  there  is  competition,  they  will,  of 
course,  let  to  the  highest  bidder;  but 
that  the  tenant  should  be  liable  to  lose 
his  land  merely  by  being  outbid  supposes 
a  state  of  things  incompatible  with 
the  peaceful  enjoyment  of  life,  with  the 
adequate  remuneration  of  labour,  and 
for  which  history  outside  those  islands 
furnishes  nothing  approaching  to  an 
example.  And  yet  this  is  the  principle 
upon  which  some  Irish  landlords  main- 
taia  they  have  a  right  to  traffic  in  the 
soil  of  Ireland,  with  this  incident  of 
aggpravation — that  in  innumerable  in- 
stances the  ownership  of  the  landlords 
is  but  a  thing  of  yesterday  when  com- 
pared with  the  occupation  of  the  tenants. 
The  longer  the  occupancy  the  deeper  its 
roots,  and  the  greater  and  more  painful 
the  wrench  required  to  separate  the 
farmer  from  his  home.  Sir,  I  believe 
that  the  very  nature  of  the  man  so 
treated  is  changed,  that  he  is  at 
the  mercy  of  the  fiercest  passions,  and 
becomes  the  irreconcilable  enemy  of  the 
State  that  refuses  him  protection.  Well, 
when  we  consider  that  every  farmer  in 
Ireland  is  liable  to  be  torn  from  his  home, 
if  he  fails  to  furnish  the  rent  deemed 
necessary  by  the  landlord  for  his  general 
convenience,  we  may  form  a  very  clear 
idea  of  the  feelings  entertained  by  the 
Irish  farmers  towards  a  Government 
which  allows  such  a  system  to  exist. 
Sir,  the  Irish  farmers  are,  and  ever  have 
been,  prepared  to  give  the  landlord  his 
fair  share  of  the  value  of  the  land,  but 
they  insist  that  its  value  is  only  to  be 
determined  by  ascertaining  the  pro- 
ducing power  of  the  soil  in  the  case  of 
each  particular  farm.  I  am  not  to  be 
met  by  beinff  told  that  neither  Mr.  This 
nor  my  Lord  That  is  a  rack-renter.  I 
do  not  know  whether  they  are  or  not. 
I  know  that  the  law  enables  the  land- 
lord to  fix  his  rent  to  suit  his  necessities, 
and  it  needs  no  profound  knowledge  of 
human  nature  to  see  what  this  must 
lead  to.  I  take  it  to  be  almost  as  certain 
as  any  of  the  immutable  laws  of  the 
physical  world  that  where  there  is  power 
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of  rapid  eviction  there  will  be  rack- 
renting.  It  cannot  be  denied  that  the 
landlords  have  the  power  of  rack- 
rentine,  and  what  we  want  to  do  is  to 
take  this  power  from  them  and  from 
their  heirs  and  successors  in  ownership. 
It  is  a  standing  menace  to  the  happiness 
of  the  farmers — that  is,  to  the  happiness 
of  4,000,000  of  people;  to  the  quiet 
enjoyment  of  their  property,  which  may 
at  any  moment  be  confiscated  by  an 
undue  increase  of  rent ;  to  the  safety  of 
the  State,  by  placing  in  the  hands  of  a 
small  class  a  controlling  influence  which 
must  be  injurious  to  public  liberty.  So 
overpowering  is  the  terror  with  which 
the  prospect  of  eviction  inspires  the 
farmers,  from  the  fact  that,  generally 
speaking,  they  are  very  poor  men,  that 
they  silently  submit  themselves  to  bur- 
dens with  which  they  struggle  through 
life  rather  than  expose  themselves  to  the 
dreadful  consequences  that  rapidly  and 
inevitably  follow  any  serious  opposition 
to  the  wishes  of  the  landlords.  From  a 
practical,  common-sense  point  of  view 
what  may  we  assume  as  most  likely  to 
be  the  nature  of  the  rent  of  the  tenant 
who  has  to  choose  between  agreeing  to 
the  rent  proposed  to  him  or  relinquishing 
his  only  means  of  providing  for  the 
support  of  himself  and  his  family? 
We  are  bound  to  assume  as  reasonable 
men  that  a  rent  agreed  to  by  a  tenant 
so  situated  will  be  unfair  in  its  nature, 
and  the  dilemma  I  have  mentioned  is 
one  which  the  occupiers  of  Ireland,  with 
scarcely  an  exception,  have  presented  to 
them.  The  power  of  rapid  eviction 
and  the  ruin  which  eviction  entails  form 
a  lever  with  which  the  landlord  can 
raise  his  rent  to  any  height  he  pleases. 
The  knowledge  that  he  has  this  instru- 
ment at  his  command  banishes  the  idea 
of  resistance  from  the  mind  of  the 
tenant,  who  falls  back  upon  the  most 
abject  submission  as  the  only  policy 
he  can  with  safety  pursue.  I  may 
be  told  that  the  landlords  do  not  and 
will  not  avail  themselves  of  the  facilities 
the  law  offers  them  for  oppressing  the 
farmers  by  exorbitant  exactions.  Can  I 
be  told  they  have  not  done  so  ?  And  if 
I  cannot,  what  guarantee  can  be  given 
that  they  will  not  do  so  again  ?  When 
the  rack -renter  has  been  K>und  out — no 
one  is  so  devoid  of  decency  as  to  defend 
him.  All  admit  that  he  has  done  wrong — 
that  he  has  committed  an  act  that  ought 
never  to  be  repeated — that  any  honest 
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man  will  avoid.    The  idea  sag^ested  to 
the  public  mind  is  that  of  an  imporer^ 
ished  man  from  whom  another  has  ex- 
torted money,  to  which  he  had  no  right, 
by  means  which  are  technicallj  legal, 
but  which  are  felt  by  all  to  be  a  gTo«s 
outrage  upon  justice.     The  threat   of 
eviction  is  Uie  means  employed »  oftea 
used  directly,  always  implied.     8ir»  ia  it 
not  impossible  to  resist  the  condusiofn 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  those  responaiUe 
for  the  happiness  and  welfare  of  the 
people  to  prevent  the  perpetration   of 
those  acts  ?    Of  one  thing  at  all  events 
I    am  certain — that   the    Irish  people 
believe  this  to  be  the  duty  of  a  OoireTQ- 
ment  claiming  their  confidence.     Rack- 
renting  is  an  evil  of  long  standing.     In 
the  correspondence  of  the  Duke  of 'Wel- 
lington, when  Chief  Secretary,  with  the 
Chiefs  of  his  Administration,  I  find  nu- 
merous   references    to    the    exorbitant 
rents — that  is  the  phrase  he  used — which 
the  landlords  endeavoured  to  exact.  Bat 
then  eviction  had  not  been  made  eaaj — 
it  was  alwajjrs  a  difficult  matter,  often 
an  impossibility ;  and  rack-renting  fre- 
quently resulted  in  great  accumuLation 
of  arrears,  in  periodical  seizures  of  the 
tenant's  stock,   and  in   embarrassment 
often    not    very    unfairly    distributed 
between  landlord  and  tenant.  Although 
the  House  cannot  be  so  oblivious  of  the 
past  as  to  receive  with  incredulity  the 
statement  that  Irish  landlords  are  capa- 
ble of  rack-renting,  I  shall  refer  to  two 
or  three  recent  cases  which  in  the  shape 
of   appeals  came  before  Chief   Justice 
Moms  at  the  Spring  Assizes,  1876,  in 
Armagh.    John  Wamock,  a  tenant  on 
the  Harte  estate,  held  a  farm  at  a  yearly 
rent  of  £10  Si.    The  entire  holding  had 
been  reclaimed  by  himself  and  his  father, 
and  the  fact  was  not  disputed.     He  was 
served  with  a  notice  increasing  the  rent 
to  £15  per  annum.    In  the  Court  below 
the  Chairman  suggested,  by  way  of  com- 
promise,  that  the  tenant   should    pay 
£12  lOi.  d(f.,  but  he  rejected  the  offer 
and  was  refused  any  compensation.     On 
the  hearing  of  the  appeal  the  Judge 
suggested  a  rent  of  £11  8«.    The  claim- 
ant said  he  would  pay  that  rent  sooner 
than  leave  his  farm ;  but  the  agent  said 
he  could  not  ag^ee  to  it.    During  the 
hearing  of  the  appeal  the  Judge  made 
some  very  strone  remarks  on  the  caae, 
and  said  he  did  not  see  the  justice  of 
charging  a  man  for  his  own  improve- 
ments by  an  increased  rent,  when  he  had 
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reclaimed  his  holding  and  put  up  all 
buildings  on  it.  In  Meatb,  on  the 
estate  of  Lord  Gormanstown,  there  has 
been  considerable  rent  raising.  The 
tenants  at  first  resisted,  but  when  four 
were  evicted  the  remainder  had  to  suc- 
cumb, the  increase  varying  from  19  to 
100  per  cent  over  Griffith's  valuation. 
I  will  detain  the  House  while  I  give 
Griffith's  valuation,  the  present  rent  of 
seven  tenants  on  the  estate  of  Captain 
Humphrey,  in  the  county  of  Kilkenny, 
and  the  rent  demanded : — Wm.  Tynbol — 
Griffith's  valuation,  including  buildings 
erected  by  tenant,  £34;  present  rent, 
£49;  rent  demanded,  £76.  James  Pool 
— Griffith's  valuation,  including  build- 
ings erected  by  tenant,  £37;  present 
rent,  £57  17 s,  lOd, ;  rent  demanded, 
£77  4*.  Widow  Shelly—Griffith's  valua- 
tion, including  buildings  erected  by 
tenant,  £14 ;  present  rent,  £20  4«.  4d. ; 
rent  demanded,  £29  4s.  4d.  Thomas 
Lalor — Griffith's  valuation,  including 
buildings  erected  by  tenant,  £12;  present 
rent,  £16  16«. ;  rent  demanded,  £25. 
Bobert  Shane — Ghriffith's  valuation,  in- 
cluding buildings  erected  by  tenant,  £33 ; 
present  rent,  £53  5i. ;  rent  demanded, 
£68  Is.  Michael  Dwyer— Griffith's  valua- 
tion, including  buildings  erected  by 
tenant,  £7  18«. ;  present  rent,  £7  19«; 
rent  demanded,  £28.  John  Comerford 
— Griffith's  valuation,  including  build- 
ings erected  by  tenant,  £19  15«. ;  pre- 
sent rent,  £29  7s. ;  rent  demanded,  £35. 
The  tenants  will  have  to  comply  with 
these  exorbitant  demands  or  quit  their 
homes.  Upon  the  property  of  Mrs. 
O'Brien,  of  Ballinasloe,  11  tenants  are 
under  notice  to  quit  for  refusing  to  agree 
to  increased  rent.  One  of  them  is  a  man 
named  Killan.  Griffith's  valuation  of  his 
holding  is  £13  10«. ;  his  present  rent  is 
£23  I5s.  2d. ;  and  the  rent  demanded  is 
£43.  An  increase  of  rent  varying  very 
little  from  this  is  demanded  in  the  other 
10  cases.  Of  course,  the  tenants  must 
pay  or  go.  In  all  the  cases  I  have  re- 
ferred to  the  improvements  had  been 
wholly  affected  by  the  tenants.  No  doubt 
before  this  debate  closes  many  other  in- 
stances of  rack-renting  will  be  cited;  but 
the  House  must  keep  before  it  the  fact 
that  the  tenants  are  afi*aid  to  complain, 
and  do  not  like  to  be  referred  to  speci- 
fically. Let  the  House  remember  that 
the  only  cases  of  rack-renting  that  meet 
the  public  eye  are  those  in  which  the 
tenant  actually  breaks  down.    Until  he 


falls  under  his  load  nothing  is  known  of 
his  misfortunes  outside  his  own  circle. 
There  cannot,  however,  be  a  doubt  that 
multitudes  of  farmers  in  Ireland  are  in 
a  tottering  state  from  the  excessive  rents 
which  they  are  forced  to  undertake;  and 
that  this  must  continue  till  an  impartial 
tribunal  has  been  established  to  which 
the  tenant  can  appeal  against  the  ex- 
actions of  the  landlord.  It  seems  to  me 
that  we  have  reached  a  point  at  which 
the  Legislature,  in  order  to  give  proper 
effect  to  its  own  actions — in  order  to 
prevent  their  being  nullified — must  take 
away  from  the  landlord  the  power  he 
now  exercises  of  himself  fixing  the  rent 
he  will  have.  We  know  that  this  power 
has  constantly  been  abused  in  the  past. 
It  would  be  a  renunciation  of  the  faculty 
of  reasoning  not  to  infer  that  it  will  be 
abused  in  the  future ;  and  I  feel  that  I 
would  be  guilty  of  a  suppression  of  the 
truth  if  I  did  not  express  my  firm  con- 
viction that  at  this  moment  it  is  being 
abused  in  innumerable  instances.  The 
Act  of  1870  declared  the  improvements 
made  by  the  tenant  to  be  absolutely  his 
property — that  is,  that  he  alone  is  en- 
titled to  derive  any  pecuniary  benefit 
from  them.  This  being  so,  is  it  not  highly 
probable  that,  since  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  1870,  every  increase  in  the  rent 
of  an  improving  tenant  has  been  an 
appropriation  by  the  landlord  of  pro- 
perty declared  by  Parliament  to  be  the 
tenant's?  Whenever  rent  is  raised,  no 
matter  what  the  real  reason  may  be, 
some  plausible  reason  must,  at  all  events, 
be  assigned  for  the  proceeding.  No  one 
has  the  effrontery  to  say,  point  blank — 
**I  want  money  for  this,  that,  or  the 
other  purpose;  I  want  money  to  meet 
this,  that,  or  the  other  liability."  If 
the  reason  given  is  the  improved  con« 
dition  of  the  farm  there  is  an  open  vio- 
lation of  the  Act  of  Parliament,  and 
appropriation  of  the  tenant's  property. 
It  may  be  said  the  improvements  made 
by  the  tenant  have  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  proposed  increase  of  rent — it  is 
looked  for  solely  in  consequence  of  the 
rise  in  prices.  But,  Sir,  this  does  not 
dispose  of  the  difficulty,  because  the 
quantity  and  quality  of  the  commodities 
produced  in  the  case  of  each  particular 
farm  will  have  been  increased  and  en- 
hanced by  the  improvements  of  the 
tenant,  so  that,  even  when  the  rise  in 
rent  is  ostensibly  based  upon  prices,  the 
I  greatest  precautions  must  be  taken  to 
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prerent  encroachment  upon  the  property 
of  the  tenant.  It  is  clear  that  the  sum 
derived  from  the  increased  produotiveness 
of  the  farm  and  the  enhanced  value  of  the 
commodities  produced  upon  it  is  the  pro- 
perty of  the  tenant,  as  it  is  the  result  of 
his  improvements.  I  ask,  is  there  not  a 
manifest  necessity  for  the  establishment 
of  some  means  of  fcdrly  deciding  the 

Suestions  which,  since  the  passing  of 
le  Act  of  1870,  must  arise  whenever  a 
landlord  proceeds  to  raise  his  rent  ?  If 
a  dispute  occurs  between  landlord  and 
tenant  as  to  the  fact  of  improvements 
having  been  made,  or  as  to  their  value, 
what  chance  under  the  present  system 
has  the  tenant  of  maintaining  his  view 
in  opposition  to  that  of  the  landlord? 
The  landlord  says  that  there  are  no  im- 
provements at  all,  or  that  they  are  only 
worth  so  much.  The  tenant  says  the 
improvements  are  considerable,  and  that 
their  value  is  so  much.  If  the  tenant 
insists  upon  getting  the  fair  value  of 
what  he  believes  to  be  his  own — that 
is,  if  he  insists  upon  the  rent  not 
being  raised  to  a  point  which  will  give 
the  landlord  the  benefit  of  the  im- 
provements, he  does  so  at  the  peril 
of  being  driven  from  his  home,  and  as 
this  is  a  peril  which  no  man  who  loves 
hie  wife  and  children  can  encounter, 
what  comes  to  pass  is  this — the  tenant's 
property  is  confiscated,  the  intentions  of 
I^arliament  are  defeated  by  the  superior 
authority  of  the  landlord,  and  the  tenant 
naturally  resolves  that  he  will  not  ex- 
haust his  strength  nor  his  capital  in 
labour  of  which  the  fruits  are  to  be  en- 
loyed  by  another,  and  that  other,  his 
landlord.  It  is  evident  that,  under  the 
operation  of  the  Act  of  1870,  difficult 
and  delicate  questions  must  arise  touch- 
ing the  tendency  of  increased  rent  to 
absorb  the  property  of  the  tenant ;  and 
is  it  in  accordance  with  received  notions 
of  fair  play,  with  the  ordinary  method 
of  transacting  business,  that  the  decision 
of  these  questions  should  be  left  abso- 
lutely to  one  of  the  parties  interested  ? 
I  venture  to  say  that  if  the  parties  con- 
cerned did  not  happen  to  be  an  Irish 
landlord  and  an  Irish  tenant  there  would 
be  a  general  agreement  that  to  leave  the 
decision  of  a  dispute  involving  the  title 
to  property  to  one  of  the  parties  inter- 
ested was  simply  to  give  the  property  to 
the  person  to  whom  the  decision  of  the 
dispute  was  left.  Let  me  impress  upon 
the  House  that  the  Irish  farmer  ooes 
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not,  as  is  pretended,  obieot  to  paj  rest, 
but  that  wnat  he  does  objeot  to  is,  in  tke 
first  place,  to  pay  rent  which  is  nol 
solely  based  upon  the  value  of  the  wo- 
duce  of  the  land,  and,  in  the  next  pbee, 
that  he  objects  to  such  an  increase  of 
rent  as  wiU  deprive  him  of  the  beasfit 
of  improvements  which  he  knows,  sb4 
which  Parliament  declares,  to   be  his 
property.    But  what  is  his  position  f    It 
is  this — that  he  cannot  assert  his  otaim 
to  his   property  without    running  th« 
serious  risk  of  being  turned  ont  of  his 
farm.      Surely  it  is  nothing   short  of 
mockery — and  of  wilful  mockery  Pulis- 
ment  could  not  even  be  suspected — to 
tell  the  Irish  farmers  that  the  improTe- 
ments  made  by  them  are  their  property, 
and  then  to  turn  round  and   tell  th« 
landlords  they  may  evict  the  tenants 
who  resist  the  confiscation  of  that  pro- 
perty by  the  imposition  of  an  exoeasive 
rent.    I  cannot  see  how  Parliament  can 
sanction  the  eviction  of  tenants  tind«r 
such  circumstances  without  stultifyixtir 
itself,   without   being    exposed    to   the 
charge  of  the    grossest  mconsiBtencT, 
without  admitting  the  truth  of  the  state- 
ment that  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
1870,  which  declare  the  improvements  of 
the  tenant  to  be  his  property,  are  so 
much  waste  paper  until  the  tenant  ha^ 
been  evicted,     until  this  time  arnreis 
the  tenant  as  the  law  now  stands  can  1st 
no  claim  to  his  improvements.     When 
this  calamity  has  befallen  him  he  may. 
after  a  desperate  wrangle,  get  something. 
Those  who  are  aoquainted  with  the  work 
of  the  Land  Act  must  acknowledge  that 
it  does  nothing  whatever  to  secore  for 
the  farmers  the  ownership  of  their  im- 
provements till,  as  I  have  already  pointed 
out,  they  are  no  longer  occupiers  of  the 
soil.    Is  not  this  a  glaring  defect  in  the 
Act  of  1 870,  and  is  Parliament  not  bound 
to  find  a  remedy  ?    Under  the  Act,  as  it 
works  at  present,  a  farmer  stands  aohance 
of  getting^Bomething  after  he  has  been 
evicted.     V^at  is  it  that  we  want  to  do  ? 
We  want  to  amend  the  Act,  so  as  to 
secure  for  the  tenant  the  enjoyment  of 
his  improvements  while  he  continues  in 
occupation,  b^  preventing  the  landlord 
from  appropnating  those  improvements 
wholly  or  in  part  by  an  increase  of  rent. 
He  has  no  right  to  take  the  smallest 
portion  of  what  belongs  to  the  tenant. 
The  Act  of  1870  provides  that,  in  osrtsia 
oases,  it  is  open  to  the  Ooort  to  consider 
the  character  of  the  rent  fbr  non-payment 
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of  which  the  tenant  has  been  evicted. 
If  the  Court  considers  the  rent  unfair,  it 
must  impose  upon  the  landlord  for  hav- 
ing been  ffuilty  of  eriotion,  a  fine,  which 
the  law  has  fixed  at  a  very  limited 
amount,  and  which  the  Oourt  may  still 
further  limit  at  its  discretion.  What  is 
it  we  seek  to  do  ?  We  seek  to  amend 
the  Act,  so  that  in  no  case  shall  the 
landlord  have  the  power  of  evicting 
while  the  tenant  pays  a  fair  rent,  and 
we  propose  to  give  the  tenant  the  riffht 
of  referring  the  decision  of  the  question 
what  is  a  fair  rent  to  a  tribunal  equally 
representing  landlord  and  tenant.  As 
the  House  is  aware,  the  tenant  has 
hitherto  had  no  voice  in  the  decision  of 
the  vital  question — What  is  a  fair  rent  ? 
The  landlord  makes  up  his  mind  what 
he  will  have ;  the  tenant  has  to  pay  or 
go,  and  this  in  itself  ought  to  satisfy 
everyone  who  realises  what  are  the  con- 
sequences of  eviction  to  Irish  tenants, 
who  know  how  industrious  they  are, 
that  in  the  vast  majority  of  cases  of 
eviction  for  non-payment  of  rent  under 
such  conditions  of  assessment,  the  tenant 
is  the  victim  of  unjust  demands.  If  it 
be  true  that  the  number  of  evictions  for 
non-payment  of  rent  as  compared  with 
the  number  of  holdings  is  not  great,  the 
reason  is  that  the  farmer,  knowing  to 
what  eviction  certainly  leads,  makes  al- 
most superhuman  efforts  to  meet  his  en- 
gagements, and  clings  to  his  land  with 
the  tenacity  of  a  drowning  man  to  the 
plank  which  affords  him  his  only  chance 
of  life.  I  believe  that  I  am  strictly 
accurate  in  stating  that  it  is  only  after  a 
hard  struggle,  that  the  vast  majority  of 
Irish  tenants  are  able  to  pay  their  rents, 
and  that  they  have  to  deny  themselves 
and  their  families  many  of  the  neces- 
saries of  life  in  order  to  be  able  to  do 
this.  Is  not  this  the  inevitable  result  of 
a  system  that  enables  the  landlord  to  fix 
his  rent  irrespective  of  the  value  of  the 
produce  of  the  land--of  a  system  that 
permits  him  to  settle  his  rent,  to  meet 
liabilities  he  may  have  incurred,  that  he 
may  have  inherited,  that  he  may  have 
had  imposed  upon  him — of  a  system  that 
enables  him  to  apply  to  the  occupier  the 
■pur  of  competition,  and  threaten  him 
with  such  a  dreadful  weapon  as  rapid 
eviction.  Sir,  there  is  no  getting  rid  of 
this  fact — that  the  power  the  landlord 
exercises  of  determinmff  the  rent  he  will 
have  renders  the  Land  Act  almost  use- 
less in  three  out  of  the  four  Provinces  of 


Ireland.  In  the  words  of  Chief  Justice 
Morris,  the  landlord  can  charge  the 
tenant  for  his  own  improvements  by 
putting  increased  rent  upon  him.     It  is 

Slain,  then,  that  as  long  as  this  can  be 
one,  the  portion  of  the  Act  which  de- 
clares the  improvements  made  by  the 
tenant  to  be  nis  property  is  so  much 
waste  paper.  The  state  of  the  case  is 
simply  and  shortly  this — that  the  tenant 
has  to  choose  between  eviction  or  sub- 
mitting quietly  to  the  appropriation  of 
his  improvements  by  the  landlord.  But 
in  every  way  the  Act  of  1870  is  rendered 
worthless  by  the  rent-raising  power  of 
the  landlord.  In  1870  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  this  House  recommended  the 
division  of  rates  between  owner  and 
occupier.  The  Act  of  1870  enacts  that 
in  all  new  lettings  of  agriculture  and 
pastoral  holdings  the  Grand  Jury  cess 
shall  be  divided  between  landlord  and 
tenant.  This  sounds  very  well,  but 
there  is  not  a  tenant  in  Ireland  who  is 
not  convinced  that  the  landlord  will  add 
the  barony  and  county  rate  to  the  new 
rent,  and  I  for  one  do  not  entertain  a 
doubt  that  every  burden  imposed  by  tho 
State  upon  the  landlord  will  be  trans- 
ferred by  him  to  the  tenant  at  the 
earliest  possible  opportunity.  There  is 
the  case  of  the  National  teachers.  The 
Government  are  anxious  to  add  to  their 
emoluments,  and  propose  a  rate,  to  bo 
equally  divided  oetweon  owner  and 
occupier.  The  occupiers  cannot  be  got 
to  entertain  the  proposal,  because  they 
feel  certain  that  eventually  they  will 
have  the  whole  of  the  rate  thrown  upon 
them,  no  matter  what  may  be  its  amount. 
The  House  may  rest  assured  that  tho 
landlord  will  never  allow  his  income  to 
be  diminished  as  long  as  he  can  raise  his 
rent  at  pleasure.  We  admit  that  the  prin- 
ciples underlying  the  provisionsof  the  Act 
of  1870  are  admirable,  and  also  the  ar- 
rangements for  tho  equal  division  of 
burdens  between  landlord  and  tenant; 
but  what  is  wanting  is  an  independent 
system  of  arbitration  to  insure  to  the 
tenant  tho  advantage  of  those  prin- 
ciples and  those  excellent  arrangements, 
and  an  authoritative  declaration  of  the 
Legislature  which  will  put  an  end  to 
what  all  professedly  condemn — the 
eviction  of  a  tenant  who  is  willing  to 
pay  a  fair  rent.  Sir,  the  bish 
farmers  are  making  strenuous  efforts  to 
push  the  principles  of  the  Act  of  1870  to 
their  natural  conclusion.    The  tenant* 
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right  movement  was  neyer  so  vigorous 
as  it  is  now ;  and  this  is  owing  not,  as 
some  afBrm,  to  the  machinations  of  de- 
signing agitators,  but  to  the  recent  ac- 
quisition by  the  farmers  of  a  share  of 
political  influence,  and  to  their  determi- 
nation to  use  that  influence  for  the  most 
legitimate  of  all  purposes — the  protec- 
tion of  themselves  and  their  property. 
The  farmers  see  with  alarm  that  their 
property  can  by  an  increase  of  rent  be 
appropriated  by  the  landlords,  and  cer- 
tainly their  apprehensions  have  not  been 
diminished  by  the  Valuation  Bill  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  The  Schedule 
giving  the  prices  upon  which  the  valua- 
tion is  to  be  based  leads  the  farmers  to 
think  that  the  object  of  the  Government 
is  to  make  the  valuation  as  high  as  pos- 
sible. Thev  do  not  object  to  a  fair 
valuation;  but  experience  has  taught 
them  that  a  high  valuation  must  have  a 
tendency  to  increase  rent,  because  the 
landlords  have  laid  it  down  as  an  axiom 
— and  I  challenge  them  to  deny  it — that 
the  valuation  cannot  be  taken  as  repre- 
senting the  letting  value  of  the  land.  It 
is  true  that  the  valuation  represents  the 
value  of  the  land  calculated  upon  the 
prices  the  farmer  obtains  for  his  com- 
modities. There  is,  however,  a  fancy 
value  which  the  land  acquires  from  the 
forcing  qualities  of  competition  and  the 
threat  of  eviction — 30,  50,  100,  often 
200  per  cent  above  what  must  be  ad- 
mitted to  be  its  real  value — and  this 
fancy  value,  from  long  habit,  the  land- 
lords have  come  to  claim  as  their  lawful 
perquisite.  Sir,  I  have  to  apologue  to 
the  House  for  having  occupied  their  at- 
tention so  long ;  but  I  hope  I  have  said 
something  to  show  that  I  did  not  put 
my  Notice  on  the  Paper  without  some 
reason,  and  that  there  are  grounds  for 
the  active  interference  of  Parliament. 
I  shall  only  refer  for  a  moment  to  what 
the  legislation  of  1870  was  intended  to 
accomplish.  It  was  intended  to  check 
eviction;  it  was  intended  to  give  the 
tenant  an  indefeasible  title  to  his  im- 
provements. The  provisions  respecting 
improvements  evidently  had  a  three- fold 
object — in  the  first  place,  to  prevent  the 
landlord  from  committing,  what  the  late 
Lord  Clarendon  described  as  a  felonious 
act,  by  appropriating  the  property  of  the 
tenant ;  in  the  next  place,  to  stimulate 
the  exertions  of  the  tenant,  by  assuring 
him  that  he  would  reap  the  full  rewara 
of  his  labour ;  and,  lastly,  to  serve  the 


whole  oommunity  by  that  increaaed 
duotiveness  which  it  was  thought 
result  from  the  renovated  indaatxy  of 
the   tenant.     Well,  Sir,   it   haa    beoi 
proved  by  Beturns  made  to  this  Hoom 
that  eviction  has  not  been  checked,  aod 
all  who  have  any  knowledge  of  Iralaxid 
are  aware  that  the  landlord  evicts  with 
as  much  rapidity  as  he  ever  did,  and 
incurs    no  pecuniary  loss  whatever  by 
eviction.    It  is  absurd  to  say  that  thut 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  1870  respecting 
improvements   have    succeeded,   seeing 
that  the  tenant  cannot  avail  himself  of 
them  till  he  is,  in  fact,  no  longer  aa 
occupier.    Bent-raising  is  going  on  all 
over  the  country,  and  the  landlords  ar« 
making  as  free  with  the  improvementa 
of  the  tenant  as  if  the  Act  of  1870  had 
never  been  passed,  and  as  if  the  tenant 
had  no  more  right  to  resist  the  appro- 
priation of  his  improvements  bj  the 
landlord  than  to  oppose  the  sale  of  the 
fee-simple  interest.    The  tenant,  there- 
fore, sees  that  now,  as  formerly,  he  is 
working  altogether  for  the  landlord,  so 
far  as  improvements  are  concerned,  and 
there  is  an  absence  of  that  incentiTe  of 
self-interest  to  which  Parliament  looked 
to  rouse  the  farmers  to  efforts  of  which 
men  only  are  capable  when  they  feel 
that  their  labour  will  result  in  la^^g 
advantage  to  themselves.    But,  Sir,  th« 
defeat  of  the  Act  of  1870  has  not  merely 
been   injurious  to  the  occupiers — that 
defeat  affects  the  whole  oommunity  pre- 
judicially by  retarding  the  development 
of  the  agricultural  resources  of  Ixeland. 
Since  the  improvement  of  the  soil  of 
Ireland  mainly  depends  upon  the  occu- 
piers, it  becomes  tne  duty  of  the  Govern* 
ment  to  afford  them  every  encourage- 
ment to  put  forth  their  whole  powers, 
and  to  remove  every  obstacle  to  their 
doing  so.    As  a  class,  the  owners  of  land 
are  too  poor  to  do  more  than  now  and 
then  put  up  a  gate  or  slato  a  house. 
Here  and  tnere  one  meets  through  the 
country  what   is  called  an  improving 
landlord,  but  he  is  held  in  abhorrence 
b^  the  peofjle,  who  have  learned  from 
bittor  experience  that  the  improvements 
of  the  improving  landlord  are  not  in- 
tended to  confer  any  permanent  good  on 
the  occupiers.    The  improvinp^  landlord 
is  regaraed  as  a  man  who  wishes  to  be 
in  a  position  to  say — **  I  have  done  these 
things  myself;  you  have  no  daim  upon 
me,  no  hold  upon  the  soil,  and  no  right 
to  complain  if  at  any  moment  I  turn  jou 
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out  and  get  anotlier  tenant."  The  occu- 
piers do  not  ask  to  have  the  land  im- 
proved for  them ;  on  the  contrary,  their 
most  earnest  desire  is  to  improve  it 
themselves,  on  the  understantHng  that 
the  right  to  live  on  the  land  and  enjoy 
the  improvements  shall  be  guaranteed 
to  them  and  their  children.  It  was 
thought  the  Act  of  1870  would  have 
done  this,  and  no  doubt  this  would  have 
been  its  natural  effect.  The  farmers 
never  imagined  that  Parliament,  after 
declaring  the  improvements  made  by 
them  to  be  their  property,  would  allow 
them  to  be  evicted  for  resisting  an  in- 
crease of  rent  which  is  virtualfy  a  con- 
fiscation of  that  property.  I  submit 
that  the  Act  of  1870  renders  it  impos- 
sible, morally  impossible,  for  Parliament 
to  sanction  the  eviction  of  tenants  for 
the  non-payment  of  such  rent,  and  that 
Parliament  is  bound  to  confer  upon  the 
tenant  the  right  of  referring  to  arbitra- 
tion all  disputes  with  his  landlord  re- 
lating to  rent.  In  this  way  alone  can 
the  improvements  of  the  tenant  be  se- 
cured against  confiscation.  Sir,  that 
Ireland  is  England's  difficulty  is  a  phrase 
so  hackneyed  that  I  am  almost  ashamed 
to  repeat  it.  The  staleness  may  be  some- 
what relieved  by  giving  what  I  have  not 
very  often  seen  assigned — the  cause  of 
the  difficulty.  No  one  who  has  studied 
the  history  of  Ireland  can  doubt  that  the 
oppression  of  the  occupying  tenantry  by 
the  landlords  has  made  Ireland  Eng- 
land's difficulty.  So  long  has  Parlia- 
ment sanctioned  this  oppression  that  the 
bdief  is  universal  ana  deeply  imbedded 
in  the  popular  mind  that  England  prefers 
gratifying  the  cupidity  and  upholding 
the  sway  of  landlordism  to  securing  the 
happiness  of  the  great  body  oi  the 
people.  You  know  that  from  time  to 
time  the  conscience  of  the  nation  is 
startled  by  the  revelation  of  deeds  that 
have  been  done  beneath  a  very  smooth 
surface.  The  public  gaze  is  fixed 
with  horror  upon  the  scene  and  the 
actors.  There  is  an  abundant  outpour- 
ing of  pity,  of  generous  indignation — 
and  all  is  quiet  again.  The  spirit  of 
the  age,  the  searching  properties  of  a 
free  Press,  suggest  3ie  necessity  for 
caution,  for  temporary  moderation,  for 
temporary  abstention  from  overt  acts  of 
sheer  tyranny;  but  all  the  while  the 
farmOTs  feel  that  they  are  held  as  in  a 
vice,  which  may  at  any  moment  be 
pressed  upon  them.    I  am  anxious  to 


release  them  from  this  miserable  con- 
dition, in  order  to  insure  the  happiness 
of  Ireland,  to  satisfy  the  requirements 
of  justice,  and  lay  the  foundation  of  a 
thorough  union  between  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  Three  Kingdoms.  I  beg  to 
offer  my  Eesolution  to  the  House. 

Me.  ERRINGTON,  in  rising  to  second 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  (the 
O'Donoghue),  said,  it  was  a  matter  of 
sincere  congratulation  that  this  form  had 
been  chosen  for  bringing  the  question 
forward,  for  though  long  acquaintance 
with  the  evils  of  the  present  land  system 
in  Ireland,  sometimes  led  him  to  fear 
that  some  solution  might  ultimately  be 
needed  more  radical  than  anything  con- 
tained in  the  terms  of  tlus  Motion; 
still  he  felt  that  if  they  desired  to  do 
anything  useful  or  practical  in  the 
House  on  this  question  it  could  only 
be  by  proceeding  as  tentatively  and 
judiciously  as  possible.  Now,  he  could 
conceive  no  course  more  judicious  and 
none  more  thoroughly  in  accordance 
with  the  best  spirit  of  their  Parlia- 
mentary usage  than  for  his  hon.  Friend 
to  take  his  stand  as  he  did  on  the  Land 
Act  of  1870  ;  and  when  he  (Mr.  Erring- 
ton)  remembered  that  the  principle  of 
that  Act  was  affirmed  by  the  united 
action  of  both  sides  of  that  House,  and 
when  he  remembered  the  long  and 
anxious  discussions  which  took  place  in 
order  to  make  its  provisions  as  effective 
as  possible  to  carry  out  its  principle, 
then  he  could  not  help  believing  ihat 
when  they  were  obliged,  as  they  now 
were,  to  come  down  to  the  House,  and 
say — **  We  accepted  that  Act  hopefully 
and  thankfully ;  so  far  as  they  went,  its 
provisions  were  excellent ;  we  have  tried 
them  fairly  for  six  years,  we  find  them 
insufficient;  we  therefore  ask  you  to 
extend  and  amend  them  in  such  and  such 
ways,"  they  would  have  that  con- 
sideration which  the  House  always  ffave 
to  important  matters  when  treated  m  a 
business-like  way.  These  then  appeared 
to  be  the  three  practical  points  into 
which  the  question  divided  itself,  and 
the  burden  of  proof  of  which  might 
fairly  be  said  to  rest  on  them.  They 
must  first  confirm  and  strengthen  the 
admission  made  in  1870,  but  since  often 
denied,  that  the  agrarian  condition  of 
Ireland  was  so  exceptional  as  to  need  some 
exceptional  treatment ;  second,  they  must 
show  that  the  Act  of  1870  had  failed  to 
afford  the  necessary  exceptional  treat- 
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ment ;  and,  third,  they  must  be  prepared 
to  propose  ^ch  amendments  as  should 
efifect  their  purpose,  and  at  the  same  time 
they  must  satisfy  the  House  that  such 
amendments  would  not  injuriously  affect 
other  interests,  which  he  for  one  could 
never  consent  to  sacrifice.  His  hon. 
Friend  had,  in  his  interesting  and 
eloquent  speech,  so  fully  dealt  with  the 
two  first  of  these  points,  that  he  (Mr. 
ErriDgton)  desired  to  say  a  few  words 
on  the  last,  the  more  so  as  it  was  of 
vital  importance  that  once  for  all  the 
House  and  country  should  realize  how 
broad  and  sound  were  the  foundations 
of  the  question,  and  how  entirely  genuine 
was  this  demand.  It  was  often  said  this 
demand  was  the  result  of  a  spurious 
agitation.  Nothing  could  be  further 
from  the  fact.  Of  course  there  was 
agitation  connected  with  it;  but  he 
wished  to  know  what  question  could  in 
these  days  be  important  or  popular 
without  becoming  the  centre  for  agita- 
tion? Why  should  this  question  be  an 
exception?  It  was  the  same  as  with 
Petitions  to  the  House.  If  an  hon. 
Member  was  seen  staggering  up  under 
a  load  of  Petitions,  he  was  told  that  his 
signatures  had  been  obtained  by  a  care- 
ful organization,  and,  therefore  they  did 
not  mean  an3rthing ;  on  the  other  hand, 
if  no  Petitions  were  presented,  then  he 
was  told  no  one  cared  for  his  Bill; 
in  the  same  way,  if  there  were  not 
agitation,  they  would  be  told  the 
people  of  Ireland  did  not  take  much 
interest  in  this  question.  He  was 
now  going  to  state  a  fact,  which  he 
believed  was  patent  to  every  one  who 
knew  Ireland,  when  he  said  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  asking,  not  for 
something  merely  which  they  wished  to 
have,  not  for  something  which  they  hoped 
the  House  of  Commons  would  some  day 
give  them,  but  for  something  which  they 
were  convinced  actually  belonged  to 
them.  This  was  the  perfectly  honest 
and  genuine  expression  of  the  national 
conscience.  Now  he  did  not  contend  that 
every  expression  of  national  feeling 
or  conviction,  no  matter  how  genmne 
or  universal,  must  always  be  accepted  as 
conclusive  of  the  justice  of  the  demand ; 
but  he  did  say  this,  that  when  that 
feeling  could  be  shown  to  rest  on,  and 
be  confirmed  by,  a  long  course  of  his- 
torical and  other  circumstances,  he  did 
not  know  to  what  tribunal  they  could 
appeal  against  its  justice.    Fortunately 
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they  were  now  in  a  position  to  account 
for^and  justify  this  feeling  most  com- 
pletely.   New  and  curious  evidence  Had 
recently  become  available,  and  it    liad 
been  developed  in  the  most  convincing; 
manner  by  some  of  the  gpreatest  living 
authorities,  among  whom  he  need   only 
mention  the  name  of  Sir  Henry  M^aine. 
Now,  when  he  remembered  how  many 
persons  there  were  in   and  out  of  tlie 
House  who,  anxious  to  take  a  fair  ajid 
kind  view  of  Irish  affairs,  yet  owin^  to 
ignorance  of  facts,  were  apt  to  regard 
this  demand  of   theirs    as    savouring 
somewhat  of  Communism,  as  as  founded 
rather  on  vagpie  theories  of  the  future 
than  on  solid  facts  of  the  past,  lie   at 
once  felt  the  mat  importajice  of  this 
justification  and  asked  attention  to  it  for 
a  moment.  Up  to  the  time  when  Eng^lish 
law  was  finally  introduced  into  Ireland, 
the  land,  by  Irish  laws,  was  divided 
between  the  numerous  Ohiefs  and  the 
members  and  families  of  the  varioQs 
tribes  and  clans.     But  owing    to    the 
circumstaooes  of  the  time,  the  wealth  of 
the  Chief  consisted  far  more  in  cattle  and 
sheep  than  in  land;  hence  arose  a  curious 
custom  known  as  ''  giving  "  and  *'  taking 
stock,"  and  to  this  tney  could  point  with 
absolute  certainty  as  the  origin  of  the 
present  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant  in  Ireland.    Sometimes,   owing 
to  poverty  or  distress,  sometimes  to  the 
direct  power  of  the  Chief,  the  indepen- 
dent tribesman  was  compelled  to  accept 
a  certain   Quantity  of  cattle  or  sheep 
from  the  Chief  and  to  pay  him  in  re- 
turn a  tribute  or  rent  m  kind.      This 
established  a   relation    of   dependence 
between   them,    which  was   regulated 
down  the  minutest  of  details ;  but  what 
he  wished   to    call    attention  to  was, 
that,  in  this  contract,  it  was  the  tenant 
who   contributed  the  land — the   Chief 
only  contributed  the  stock ;  and  that  all 
through  the  details  to  which  he  alluded 
they  found  no  allusion  to  anv  power  of 
eviction,  which,  doubtless,  did  not  exist. 
He  would  venture  to  (|uote  a  few  words 
from  Sir   Henry  Maine,  who  on  this 
subject  observed — 

"  The  rent  in  kind,  or  food  rent,  which  w« 
thus  proportioned  to  the  stock  received  nn- 
doubtedly  developed  in  time  to  a  rent  pajablo 
in  respect  of  the  tenant's  hmd ;  but  it  oertoinlr 
is  a  curious  and  unexpected  fact  that  the  rent  m 
the  class  which  is  believed  to  have  embr^ed  t 
very  larppe  part  of  the  ancient  Irish  tenantryt 
did  not,  in  its  earliest  form  correspond  in  snr 
way  to  the  value  of  the  tenant's  land,  but  solely 
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to  the  value  of  the  Chiefs  property  deposited  with 
the  tenant." 

There  was,  however,  another  feature  in 
the  picture.  In  addition  to  his  own 
share  of  land  the  Chief  had  certain 
rights  over  the  waste  lands  of  the  tribe, 
and  used  to  settle  on  them  the  waifs  and 
strays  and  outcasts  from  other  tribes, 
who  became  his  dependents  in  a  very 
absolute  manner;  they  were  called 
"Fuidhirs";  the  power  of  the  Chief 
over  them  was  recognized  and  sanctioned 
to  an  extreme  degree  in  these  old  laws ; 
but  even  in  this  case  we  find  no  mention 
of  eviction.  Qradually  as  the  •power 
of  the  Chief  increased,  the  position  of 
the  more  independent  class  first  alluded 
to  called  "Saer"  and  '*  Daer  Ceiles" 
became  degp*aded  and  assimilated  in 
many  respects  to  that  of  the  **  Fuid- 
hirs";  but  even  still  there  was  no 
mention  of  eviction.  Now,  when  by 
the  end  of  the  sixteenth  century  all  the 
Irish  estates  had  been  either  confiscated 
or  surrendered  to  the  English  Crown, 
and  re-granted  subject  to  English  law, 
of  course  the  landlords  obtained  the 
power  of  eviction;  but  he  contended 
that  at  least  over  a  considerable  part  of 
Ireland,  and  for  a  long  period  more 
than  150  years,  this  right  was  little 
exercised.  And  the  reason  was  clear. 
The  population  was  so  exceedingly 
small,  that  though  a  tenant  might  be 
oppressed,  he  was  too  valuable  to  turn 
out.  But  this  was  not  the  only  land- 
lord's right  which  was  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent in  abeyance.  It  was  known  that 
almost  indefinite  sub-division  of  farms 
took  place.  This  was  due  partly  to  po- 
litical objects,  but  also,  and  still  more, 
to  the  neglect  and  carelessness  of  Irish 
landlords  in  the  management  of  their 
properties.  Provided  the  tenant  paid  a 
certain  amount  of  rent,  he  might  sub- 
let, sub-divide,  and  do  almost  as  he 
pleased  with  his  land ;  in  fact,  exercise 
over  it  those  rights  which  in  England 
not  only  belonged  to  the  landlord,  but 
were  always  most  jealously  guarded  and 
exercised  by  him.  Now,  he  contended 
that  this  practical  non-user  for  so  long 
of  many  rights  by  the  landlord,  and  Uieir 
user  by  the  tenant,  went  far  to  justify 
the  traditional  belief  of  the  tenant  in  the 

g)rmanent  character  of  his  occupation, 
ut  there  was  another  point  which 
tended  in  the  same  direction.  In  Eng- 
land the  landlord  always  provided  build- 
ings, fences,  gates,  and  other  permanent 


works  for  cultivation  of  the  farm,  and 
kept  them  in  repair ;  in  Ireland,  on  the 
contrary,  all  this  had  to  be  found  by  the 
tenant.  This  was  usually  cited  as  an 
argument  in  favour  of  giving  the  Irish 
tenant  compensation  for  his  improve- 
ments; but  to  his  (Mr.  Errington's) 
mind  it  had  a  deeper  significance,  for  it 
went  far  to  set  up  the  presumption  that 
a  tenure  under  such  circumstances  was 
more  permanent  than  if  the  tenant  had, 
as  in  Ihigland,  stepped  into  a  farm  with 
everything  ready  to  his  hand.  This 
might  be  illustrated  by  the  difference 
they  all  felt  in  the  present  day  between 
taking  a  furnished  or  an  unfurnished 
house ;  and  naturally  the  Irish  tenant 
would  have  the  same  feeling  when  he 
saw  all  the  wretched  comforts  and  ac- 
commodation he  had,  had  grown  up 
under  his  hands,  or  by  the  work  of  his 
family,  perhaps  for  generations.  Now, 
as  population  increased,  had  there  been, 
as  in  England,  other  outlets  for  it  be- 
sides agriculture,  such  as  trade  and 
manufactures,  none  of  these  difficulties 
would  have  arisen.  As  in  England 
some  of  these  rights  would  have  crystal- 
lized into  a  sort  of  copyhold,  others 
would  have  disappeared,  but  by  a  pro- 
cess not  harsh,  because  not  stimulated 
by  undue  pressure.  This  was  not  so, 
however,  and  one  of  the  reasons  un- 
doubtedly was  the  policy  of  England, 
which  to  protect  its  own  trade,  passed  a 
series  of  laws  intended  to,  and  which 
had  the  efiect  of  destroying  all  Irish 
trade.  He  did  not  say  that  Ireland 
would  ever  have  been  a  veiy  flourishing 
commercial  country — certainly  it  could 
never  have  competed  with  England; 
but  the  laws  to  which  he  alluded  un- 
doubt^y   did    suppress    several   very 

Promising  branches  of  industry.  He 
id  not  say  this  from  any  spirit  of  recri- 
mination. He  trusted  the  days  of  bit- 
terness were  past,  and  that  Englishmen 
and  Irishmen  could  now  look  back  to  the 
past,  with  regret,  of  course,  but  chiefly 
with  a  desire  to  join  in  remedying  its 
results.  And  now  he  would  ask— could 
there  be  a  stronger  chain  of  evidence 
than  this  he  had  adduced,  to  justify  the 
traditional  belief,  which  he  asserted 
still  existed  in  the  mind  of  the  Irish 
tenant,  that  he  had  a  moral  right  at 
least  to  some  security  of  occupation? 
And  could  they  wonder  that  when  in- 
crease of  population  caused  the  land- 
lords to  assert,  often  harshly,  their  some- 
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times  long  dormant  and  always  ques- 
tioned rights,   they  were  met  by  this 
traditional  belief,  strengthened  by  what 
soon    became    a    fearful    struggle    for 
existence,  and  that  after  years  of  a  his- 
tory too  sad  to  look  back  to,  the  country 
now  found  itself  in  a  state  of  chronic, 
and,  as  far  as  he  could  see,  hopeless  un- 
certainty and  dissatisfaction  ?     This  was 
no  mere  Communistic  theory ;  it  was  a 
hard  and  stern  reality  which  lowered  the 
value  of  all  property,  and  affected  the 
interests,  not  of  tenants  only,  not  only 
of  Irishmen,  but  of  all  who  were  con- 
cerned in  the  welfare  and  advancement 
of  every  portion  of  the  Empire.     But, 
after  all,  to  what  practical  conclusion 
did  this  lead  ?    Why,  simply  to  this — it 
placed  them  face  to  face  with  two  sets  of 
equal  and  conflicting  rights.     If  this 
was  not  an  exceptional  state  of  thinss, 
requiring  exceptional  treatment,  he  did 
not  know  what  was.     It  clearly  was  a 
case  for  compromise,  if  ever  there  was 
one.    After  all,  the  case  might  be  worse. 
Instead    of   being   merely    conflicting, 
these  rights  might  be  contradictory  and 
absolutely  irreconcilable.    In  that  case 
they  would  be  obliged  to  stand  by  and 
see  one  or  other  of  these  rights  sacri- 
ficed.   They  had  already  stood  by  too 
long.    The  policy  of  sacrificing  one  of 
these  rights  had  failed  in  the  past,  and 
there  was  no  reason  to  hope  it  would 
succeed  in  the  future.    That  was  why 
he  urged  most  strongly  that  this  com- 
promise be  accepted.    But  he  would  be 
told  the  Act  of  1870  was  a  compromise. 
It    was    a    well-meant    attempt  at    a 
compromise,     but     his     hon.     Friend 
had  shown  clearly    how  that  attempt 
had  failed  ;  he  had  also  pointed  out  how 
it  should  be  made  effective.    He  would 
only  observe — having  already  too  long 
trespassed  on  the  time  of  the  House — 
that  the  compromise  of  1870  was  meant 
by  a  graduated  scale  of  payments  to  dis- 
courage eviction  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
lord, and  to  compensate  the  tenant  for 
such  eviction  if  it  took  place.     In  both 
these  points  the  Act  had  failed.     The 
money  fine  was  totally  inadequate  to 
prevent  the  landlord  who  was  determined 
to  do  so  from  evicting  his  tenant ;  and 
the  more  he  considered  the  case  the 
more  he  felt  that  no  mere  sum  of  money 
could  compensate  the  Irish  tenant  for 
eviction,  unless  the  sum  was  so  large 
as  to  be  virtually  prohibitive  of  all  evio* 
tion.    In  that  case  he  far  preferred  to 
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accept  the  straightforward  proposal  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  and  to  say  that  no  evic- 
tion should  take  place,  in  the  case  of  smaO 
residential  farmers,  except  for  non-paj> 
mentof  rent.  It  followed  that  the  rent  most 
be  adjusted  by  some  system  of  arbitration. 
This  did  not,  in  practice,  offer  any  real 
difficulty.   He  would  be  content  to  leave 
the  matter  to  be  settled  by  two  arbitrators, 
one  to  be  named  by  the  landlord,  o&e 
by  the  tenant ;  with  reference,  as  umpire, 
to  the  Chairman  of  the  County.     He 
would  add  one  word  as  to  the  faimeas  of 
this  compromise  ;  for,  as   be   had    ob- 
served! it  was  incumbent  on   tbem  to 
show  that  their  proposals  would  not  in- 
juriously affect  the  landlord.     It   was 
usually  said  that  everyone  who  spoks 
on  this  side  of  the  question  must  be  either 
a  tenant  or  entirely  unconnected  irith 
land.    Now,  he  (Mr.  Errington)  spoke 
as  an  Irish  landlord  who  bad  more  than 
10  years' practical  exprience  with  all  the 
details  oi  managing  property  and  re- 
ceiving rents  personally,  and  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  this  proposal 
would  increase  the  value  of  property. 
It  would  do  so  in  three  ways :  Ist.   The 
security  they  proposed  to   give  would 
encourage   the  tenant  to  improve   his 
farm,  and  to  expend,  in  doing  so,  the 
money  which — if  he  had  it — was  now, 
for  want  of  such  security,  left  idle  in  the 
banks ;  thus,  the  landlord  would  obtain  a 
better  security  for  his  rent.  2nd.  It  would 
render  a  fair  increase  of  rent  much  easier 
to  obtain.    The  power  of  raising  rent£» 
had  been  so  grossly  abused,  that  even 
the  fair  use  of  that  power  was  now  diffi- 
cult and  odious.    He  had  quite  enough 
faith  in  the  honesty  of  this  demand  to 
believe  what  the  tenants  always  asserted 
in  public  and  private — that  they  had  no 
desire  or  expectation  of  having  their 
land  at  unduly  low  rents,  but  only  asked 
to  be  protected  from  the  risk  of  harinff 
their  rents  exorbitantly  raised.    He  had 
no  doubt  that,  after  a  few  years  of  this 
compromise,  not  only  would  his  tenants 
be  much  better  off,  but  his  own  income 
would  be  much  increased.     The  third 
point  was,  as  to  the  selling  or  capital- 
ized value  of  land.  Hon.  Members  fkom 
Scotland  and  England  could  have  little 
idea  of  the  absuraly  low  value  atpresent 
of  real  property  in  Ireland.    Me  ven* 
tured,  though  reluctantly,  to  cite  an  in- 
stance of  his  own,  as  affording  a  striking 
contrast.      Within  the  last  two  yean 
property  of  his  had  been  sold  in  an  out* 
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of-the-waj  part  of  England,  high  up  in 
the  dales,  six  miles  from  a  railway  sta- 
tion, without  special  local  advantages,  for 
prices  varying  from  35  to  42  years'  pur- 
chase, on  a  revised  rental.    Now,  if  he 
wished  to  sell  property  in  Ireland,  much 
hetter  circumstanced,  with  a  good  solvent 
tenantry,  he  would  be  too  happy  to  ac- 
cept 20  or  21  years'  piirchase.    This 
was  a  strange  difference.  He  could  only 
attribute  it  to  the  chronic  state  of  uncer- 
tainty and  dissatisfaction  arising  from 
the  conflict  of  the  two  rights  to  which 
he  had  alluded.    There  was  no  prospect 
that    this  would   improve    by  leaving 
things  alone ;  and,  therefore,  he  strongly 
urged  the  acceptance  of  this  moderate 
proposal.    He  would    now  strike    the 
oalance  of  the  compromise.    The  land- 
lord  would   lose    a   right   which,  for- 
tunately, few  landlords  thought  it  right 
to  exercise,  and  which  fewer  still  found 
it  in  the  long  run  profitable  to  exercise. 
It  was  a  ri^t  of  which  he  might  say 
with  regard  to  landlord  and  tenants — 
'*  It    not    enriches    him,    and    makes 
them  poor  indeed."     On  the  other  hand, 
the  landlord  would  gain — 1st.  Increased 
security  for  his  rent ;  2nd.  A  fair  and 
easy  increase  of  rent ;  Srd.  An  increased 
capitalized  or  selling  value  for  his  pro- 
perty.   If  this  was  confiscation  of  the 
lancUord's  property,  all  he  could  say  was 
the  sooner  such  confiscation  took  place 
the  better. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  in  the'opinion  of  this  House,  in  order  to  ensure 
to  the  Irish  tenantry  the  benefits  intended  to  be 
conferred  on  them  by  the  lAnd  Act  of  1870,  it 
is  essential  that  steps  should  be  taken  to  prevent 
the  exaction  of  rents  which  virtually  confiscate 
the  improvements  declared  by  that  Act  to  be 
the  property  of  the  tenant,  and  also  that  steps 
shoiUd  be  taken  to  prevent  the  eviction  of 
tenants  for  refusing  to  submit  to  such  rents,'* — 
{The  (yDofwghue^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  FLUNKET  confessed  he  was 
disappointed  in  listening  to  the  speech 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tralee  (the 
O'Donoghue).  For  several  reasons  he 
had  expected  the  hon.  Member  to  take 
a  course  different  from  that  he  had 
pursued.  Having  listened  to  his  speech, 


and  to  the  most  fair  and  concilia- 
tory address  they  had  just  heard  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
Errington),  he  was  obliged  to  suppose 
that  the  Motion  was  merely  a  peg  upon 
which  to  hang  those  speeches,  which 
failed  to  come  off  on  the  occasion  when 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick  was 
debated.  The  speeches  were  now  di- 
rected to  a  simpler  proposal  than  the 
proposed  Bill. 

TheO'DONOGHUE:  As  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  appear  to  be  di- 
rected to  me,  I  may  be  allowed  to  say 
that  if  he  means  I  wanted  to  deliver  my 
speech  on  the  occasion  to  which  it  re- 
ferred, he  is  quite  mistaken. 

Me.  FLUNKET  could  not,  of  course, 
state  what  had  been  the  intentions  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  in  reference  to  the 
debate  on  the  Bill  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  but  there  was  not  any- 
one who  heard  his  speech  that  evening 
but  would  admit  that  it  would  have  been 
an  effective  and  pertinent  one  if  delivered 
on  the  occasion  to  which  he  referred, 
though  he  took  leave  to  say  it  was  more 
violent  than  any  of  the  speeches  made 
on  that  former  occasion.  He  very  much 
regretted  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Kerry  (Mr.  Herbert)  was  not 
present  to  reply  to  that  speech,  as  he  was 
one  of  those  improving  landlords  who 
were,  as  they  had  been  told  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  held  in  detestation  by  their 
tenants.  He  had  never  heard  greater — 
he  must  use  the  word — rubbish  uttered 
in  Farliament.  He  knew  not  what  might 
be  the  hon.  Gentleman's  motives  in  at- 
tacking the  Irish  landlords  as  he  had 
done ;  but  he  supposed  he  would  not  be 
wrong  if  he  regarded  what  he  had  now 
said  as  a  reconciliation  speech,  because 
while  he  was  listening  to  it  there  came 
back  to  his  ears  the  echoes  of  another 
speech  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Tralee 
made  in  that  House  in  1 874  on  the  Mo- 
tion for  Home  Rule.  The  memory  of 
that  address  had  not  faded  from  hismind. 
He  would  not  refer  to  parts  of  it  which 
might  be  regarded  as  attacks  on  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  but  would  give  a 
passage  from  it  which  was  typical  of  its 
general  tone  and  tenour.  In  resisting 
the  Motion  for  Home  Eule  on  the  2nd  of 
July,  1874,  the  hon.  Member  for  Tralee 
observed  that — 

''The  whole  fabric  of  Government  was  at- 
tacked, Parliament  was  pointed  at  as  the  very 
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fountain  of  evil,  and  the  voice  of  hate  was 
poured  unceaainglv  upon  the  pofjular  ear,  ao 
that  the  most  beneficent  acts  of  legislation  were 
like  seed  scattered  upon  barren  or  stony  soil. 
The  Imperial  Parliament  thought  it  had  done  a 
great  thing  when  it  passed  the  Ohuroh  and  Land 
Acts,  and  he  was  of  the  same  opinion;  but  the 
orators  of  the  Home  Rule  Association  were  at 
their  posts,  and  shouted  into  the  ear  of  the 
people  that  those  Acts  were  oonoessions  to  fear, 
and  thus  called  on  the  nation  to  gird  itself  for  a 
final  and  crowning  effort  of  intimidation. — 
[3  Hamard,  ccxx.  929.] 

That  evening,  howeyer,  they  were  told 
by  the  same  hon.  Member  that  under 
the  Land  Aot  of  1 870,  whioh  did  so  muoh 
good  three  or  four  years  ago,  the  Irish 
landlords  had  not  ceased  from  their  old 
evil  ways,  but  had  entirely  defeated  the 
good  effects  of  that   *'most  beneficent 
legislation."  [*'  Hear,  hear!  ^^  from  h$lotp 
ih$  Gangway. ']    He  was  fflad  that  he  had 
extorted  from  hon.  GonUemen  opposite, 
by  a  single  sentence,  a  more  hearty  cheer 
than  they  had   accorded  to  the  whole 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tralee. 
But  that  hon.  Member   went  a  little 
further.    He  was  not  content  with  as- 
sailing  the  landlords.    The  hon.  Oentle- 
man  said  that  every  speech  made  and 
every  word  used  in  that  House  was 
watched,  read,  and  remembered  in  Ire- 
land, and  he  went  on  to  tell  the  people 
of  that  country  that  they  resisted  and 
were  hostile  to  the  British  Gbvemment 
because  it  was  supposed  to  have  done 
nothin^^  to  mitigate   the  oppression  of 
the  Irish  landlords.    It  would  be  an 
utter  waste  of  time  to  contrast  the  speech 
to  which  they  had  just  listened  with  that 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  delivered  in 
1874,  and  he  would  therefore  pass  away 
iVom  the  question  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's inconstancy.    But  what  did  the 
Motion  now  before  the  House  come  to  ? 
What  was  the  drift  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tralee  ?    It  was  that 
the  landlords  of  Ireland,  without  a  single 
exception,  had  defeated  the  good  int^- 
tions  of  the  Act  of  1870.    That  was  a 
grave  and  serious  charge  to  make.    On 
what  did  the  hon.  Member  found  the 
assertion?    He  referred  to  three  cases 
—only  three— of  which  he  had  never 
heard  before.    Had  no  efforts  been  made 
to  obtain  cases  on  which  to  found  such 
attacks  ?    A  circular  had  been  issued  by 
the  Committee  of  the  Central  Association 
of  Tenant  Farmers  calling  on  the  people 
of  Ireland  to  fUmish  any  materials  that 
could  be  collected  to  sustain  charges  of 
this  nature.    There  was  no  want  of  ma- 

Mr.  Fhmht 


ohinexy  for  that  purpose.  In  £act>  than 
was  a  club  in  every  village  of  Xrekad 
that  could  be  brought  into  requisition. 
Tet,  after  all,  only  Uiree  cases  kad  been 
cited.  It  was  impossible  for  anyone  to 
reply  to  such  charges  of  whioh  no  Notice 
had  been  given.  He  was  not  prepared 
to  say  there  could  not  have  been  such 
cases ;  but  he  was  not  prepared  to  adout 
them  until  he  knew  all  the  surroonding 
ciroiunstances.  Did  the  hon.  Member 
never  think  that  it  would  be  but  fair  to 
give  the  landlords  of  Ireland  the  chance 
of  clearing  their  character?  Such  a 
course  was  unjust  in  the  highest  deg;Tee, 
and  could  not  advance  the  cause  of  thoae 
who  resorted  to  it.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Tralee,  founding  his  Motion  on  tiioee 
three  cases,  maintained  that — 

**in  order  to  eoBure  to  the  Irish  tenantry  the 
benefits  intended  to  be  conferred  on  themhj 
the  Land  Aot  of  1870,  it  is  essential  that  steps 
should  be  taken  to  prevent  the  exaction  of  rents 
which  virtually  confiscate  the  improvements  d#^ 
dared  by  that  Aot  to  be  the  property  of  tha 
tenant,  and  also  that  steps  should  be  taken  to 
prevent  the  eviction  of  tenants  for  rofoaizi^  to 
submit  to  such  rents." 

The  hon.  Member  for  Tralee  had  pointed 
out  no  better  plan  for  accomplishing  the 
objects  intended  to  be  secured  by  the 
Land  Act  of  1870;  he  simply  asserted 
before  the  House  and  the  country  that 
the  improvement  intended  to  be  seoored 
to  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  by  the  Act  of 
1870  had  not  been  effected.    He  Rave 
no    proof  whatever  of  his  assertion; 
without  adducing  a  tittle  of  evidence 
he  left  the   grievance  alleged  without 
the    suggestion   of   any   remedy.     He 
believed   there   were    veiy   few    oases 
indeed  of  what  the  hon.  Member  alleged 
to  be  the  practice  of  a  general  raisuig 
of  rents  in  Ireland;  there  was  no  proof 
of  the  existence  of  the  grievance  the 
hon.  Member  had  endeavoured  to  make 
out.     But,  supposing  there  was,  why 
bring  it  before  the  House,  unless  he 
was  prepared  to  suggest  some  practical 
remedy?    The  hon.  Member  said  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  had  always  been 
rack-renting,  and  there  was  no  hope  for 
the  tenant]^  except  fixity  of  tenure  at 
valued  rents.     He  did  not  deny  that  at  a 
former  period,  some  30  or  40  years  ago, 
there  were  cases  of  rack-rent,  though 
these  were  by  no  means  general;  b.ut 
what  were  the  circumstances,  what  was 
the  state  of  the  country  at  that  time  ? 
The  landlords  as  a  class  were  almost 
as  poverty-stricken  as  the  wretched  te* 
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nantry  themselvee.  The  energies  of 
Ireland  were  stifled  by  an  oyerwhelm- 
ing  popuUtion,  which;  as  an  agrioul- 
toral  country,  it  had  not  power  to  sup* 
port  There  were  at  that  tune  8,000,000 
of  people,  where  there  were  now 
only  4,000,000 ;  so  that  if  there  were 
two  men  doing  the  work  and  eating 
the  bread  of  one,  both  would  be  half 
employed  and  haJf  starred.  Men  re- 
sorted to  reckless  means  to  extricate 
themselyes  from  this  condition,  and  the 
results  were  crime  and  outrage,  repres* 
sion  and  punishment.  Beference  was 
often  made  to  the  times  of  famine,  fever, 
and  emigration,  and,  though  they  oc- 
curred in  his  youth,  he  had  a  fearfUl  re- 
collection of  them — they  were,  indeed,  so 
sad  and  terrible  that  they  could  not  be 
depicted  in  language  too  gloomy  and  ter- 
rible. But  out  of  famine  and  pestilence 
Proyidence  had  brought  plenty  and 
happiness,  for  those  who  went  away  had 
found  an  honest  market  for  their  la- 
bour, and  had  prospered  all  oyer  the 
world,  leaving  room  and  the  means  of 
living  to  those  who  remained.  No 
doubt  they  went  with  aching  hearts 
from  the  land  of  their  birth,  and  al- 
though they  could  not  but  refer  to  their 
departure  with  sorrow  and  regret,  let 
them  not  hide  from  themselves  the  bless- 
ing which  came  after  the  curse,  and  when 
they  found  Ireland  was  more  happy, 
more  prosperous,  and  more  contented 
than  it  was,  let  them  recall  those  evil 
times  and  sad  memories  in  order  to 
contrast  with  them  the  brightness  of  the 
present.  Not  only  had  the  tenantry  im- 
proved, but  the  same  progress  was  evi- 
dent in  the  condition  of  the  upper  classes. 
There  had  been  no  more  eloquent  de- 
lineator of  the  improved  condition  of  Ire- 
land than  the  hon.  Member  for  Tralee 
himself  in  1874.  Formerly  there  were 
rack-renting  landlords,  steeped  all  their 
lives  in  mortgages,  or  continually  impo- 
verished, and  face  to  face  with  bankruptcy 
and  disgrace,  and  no  doubt  they  did  ex- 
act exorbitant  rents  from  a  poor  and  dis- 
tressed people.  But  what  had  been  the 
operation  of  the  Landed  Estates  Court  ? 
It  had  released  those  landlords  who 
were  able  to  stagger  through  these  evil 
times  from  their  encumbrances.  Many  a 
landlord  who  would  have  been  a  good 
landlord  in  prosperous  times  went  down ; 
but  he  was  happy  to  think  that  many 
survived  that  dreadful  period,  and  al- 
though the  places  of  those  deprived  of 


their  property  by  forced  sales  had 
been  taken  by  otikers  who  had  not  al- 
ways acted  in  a  friendly  spirit  to  their 
tenants,  it  was  only  amongst  a  very 
few  of  even  the  new  class  of  proprietors 
that  they  could  find  instances  of  harsh- 
ness and  oppression.  He  contended 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Tralee  had 
not  made  out  his  case,  except  by  the 
mere  assertion  that  a  certain  thing  would 
happen.  Of  course,  there  might  be  rack- 
rentmg  landlords ;  and,  if  so,  it  would  be 
a  very  bad  thing  for  the  tenantry ;  but 
might  notthere  be  rack-renting  landlords 
in  England,  and  were  there  not  such 
landlords?  He  said  there  were,  but 
they  were  not  going  to  revolutionize  all 
their  land  laws,  because  they  succeeded 
in  proving  a  few  cases,  and  propose  a 
total  change  in  the  system  of  property 
holding  in  this  coim^.  Neither  for  a 
few  cases  in  Ireland  were  they  to  tear  up 
by  the  roots  the  legislation  of  1870,  as 
would  be  done  by  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick,  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Tralee  sug- 
gested no  alternative.  He  had  not  made 
out  his  case ;  he  had  shown  no  justifica- 
tion or  excuse  for  his  attack  on  the  land- 
lords, and,  therefore,  the  House  ought, 
by  a  decisive  vote,  which  would  leave  no 
doubt  of  its  meaning,  to  express  its  dis- 
sent frt>m  the  Besolution. 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVEE  hoped  that, 
as  an  English  Member,  he  would  be 
excused  for  saying  a  few  words  on  an 
Irish  land  question.  The  emphatic  de- 
claration of  the  House  against  Home 
Bule  constituted  a  special  reason  why  a 
Motion  of  this  character  should  receive 
the  fullest  consideration.  He  had  put 
on  the  Order  Book  a  Notice  of  Motion 
on  an  analogous  subject,  but  had  not  ob- 
tained a  day  for  bringing  it  on,  being  less 
successful  than  the  Irisn  Members,  who 
were  singularly  fortunate  in  the  ballot. 
He  was  glad  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tralee  (the  O'Donoghue)  spoke  with  ap- 
proval of  the  Act  of  1870,  which  was 
one  of  the  greatest  Acts  ever  passed  by 
the  House,  considering  the  difficulties 
with  which  the  subject  was  surrounded, 
for  it  carried  the  principle  of  compensa- 
tion to  the  tenant  to  the  very  verge  of 
English  ideas  of  the  right  of  property 
witibout  infringing  them.  That  it  had 
benefited  the  landlord  class  was  shown 
by  the  fact  that,  whereas  the  average 
value  of  the  land  sold  in  the  Incumbered 
Estates  Court  in  1870  was  16  years'  pur- 
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chase,  it  was  now  between  20  and  20)^, 
and  it  was  steadily  risine  from  year  to 
year.  Therefore,  the  landlords  had 
Denefited  to  the  extent  of  an  increase 
of  25  per  cent  in  the  value  of  their  land. 
That  the  tenants  had  benefited  was 
shown  by  the  amounts  of  compensation 
which  they  recovered  from  time  to  time, 
which  proved  that  in  all  cases  they  now 
secured  the  value  of  the  improvements 
they  had  made.  The  time  had  not  ar- 
rived, nor  was  it  near,  when  it  would  be 
possible  to  review  the  workine  of  the 
Act,  nor  would  the  House,  witnin  any 
reasonable  period,  accede  to  either  fixity 
of  tenure  or  rents  fixed  by  independent 
valuers.  While  obliged  to  vote  against 
the  Motion,  he  admitted  that  some  of 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tralee  were  worthy  of  careful  attention. 
No  doubt  it  was  possible  notwithstand- 
ing the  Act  of  1870,  the  object  of  which 
was  to  secure  to  the  tenant  the  value  of 
his  improvements,  for  the  landlord  to 
confiscate  those  improvements  by  raising 
the  rent;  but  it  had  just  been  denied  that 
any  such  cases  had  occurred.  When 
the  Irieh  Land  Bill  went  to  the  House 
of  Lords  an  alteration  was  made  in  the 
case  of  £15  holdings.  If  the  landlord 
raised  the  rent  exorbitantly,  and  the 
tenant  refused  to  five  the  amount,  it 
was  competent  to  the  Court  to  give  the 
compensation  value  for  the  improve- 
ments, but  the  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance was  restricted  by  the  House 
of  Lords  to  evictions  under  £15  value. 
Now,  in  almost  all  the  cases  cited  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tralee  the  rental 
of  the  farms  was  over  £15,  and  in  many 
of  these  cases  the  rents  had  been  raised 
50  and  even  100  per  cent.  He  would 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Lreland  to 
re-consider  this  point  and  see  whether 
the  restriction  forced  upon  that  House 
by  the  House  of  Lords  should  not  be 
altered.  Why  should  there  be  a  different 
principle  for  farms  above  and  under 
£15  value?  Another  point  worthy  of 
the  attention  of  the  Gt)vernment  was  the 
failure  of  the  Bright  clauses  in  the  Lrish 
Land  Act.  They  were  intended  to 
facilitate  the  purchase  by  the  tenants  of 
the  land  in  their  occupation.  The  total 
number  of  purchases  under  these  clauses 
had  been  only  500,  and  the  value  of  the 
farms  did  not  exceed  £500,000.  During 
the  last  seven  years  between  £8,000,000 
and  £9,000,000  worth  of  property  had 
been   sold  under  the  operation  of  the 


Incumbered  Estates  Act  Court,  yet  only 
about  6  per  cent  of  the  land  held  by  tbs 
occupying  tenants  had  been  bought 
under  the  Bright  clauses.  He  believed 
that  250  of  these  sales  were  one  opo«- 
tion,  being  purchases  by  the  tenants  of 
a  sinffle  estate  in  the  North  of  Ireland. 
He  thought  it  would  be  well  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tralee  and  those  who  at> 
tacked  the  Act  of  1870  would  torn  their 
attention  in  this  direction,  instead  of 
attacking  the  law  itself.  Similar  pro- 
visions were  made  under  the  Churdi 
Disestablishment  Act  to  facilitate  the 
purchase  of  the  Church  lands  by  the 
tenants  occupying  them.  The  cLansee 
in  both  Acts  were  practically  the  same, 
but  the  one  had  been  a  great  succees. 
Not  less  than  two-thirds  of  the  oocupj- 
ing  tenants — and  they  were  between 
5,000  and  6,000  in  number— of  the  landi 
of  the  Irish  Church  had  bought  their 
holdings,  which  showed  that  they  had 
money  wherewith  to  buy  land.  Now, 
if  the  same  process  were  adopted  upon 
the  Land  Act,  and  if  some  puolic  fkmc- 
tionary 

Mb.  speaker  said,  he  must  remind 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  had  given 
Notice  of  a  Motion  on  this  subject  for 
a  future  day,  and  that  it  was  not  com- 
petent to  him  to  address  the  House  on 
the  subject  of  his  Motion  on  the  present 
occasion. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  regretted  to 
be  out  of  Order,  but  he  had  alluded  to 
the  subject  because  it  was  almost  impos- 
sible to  bring  it  on  in  any  other  waj. 
He  thought  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, as  well  as  Irish  Members,  might 
advantag^usly  turn  his  eyes  in  thif 
direction.  It  was  one  which  was  reoom- 
mended  by  simplicity  of  action  and  per- 
manency of  tenure,  and  it  was  in  accord 
with  the  schemes  devised  by  other 
countries  improving  land  tenure  bj 
converting  it  wherever  possible  into  pro- 
prietorship instead  of  tenancy.  There 
were  many  points  which  had  been 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Tralee 
with  which  heagreed ;  but,  on  the  whole, 
the  scope  of  his  argument  and  the  ten- 
dency of  his  Resolution  were  such  that 
he  must,  however  unwillingly,  vote 
against  the  Motion  if  it  were  pressed  to 
a  division.  The  reason  why  he  must  do 
so  was  because  it  was  directly  in  conflict 
with  the  ideas  of  English  Members  in 
regard  to  property,  and  because  he  had 
propounded  doctrines  which  it  wasprac^ 
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tioallj  impossible  should  be  adopted  by 
an  English  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  MITOHELL  HENBT  said,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket^  ap- 
peared to  be  the  standing  counsel  for 
those  who  thought  that  no  Amendment 
was  required  in  the  land  laws  of  Ireland. 
"When  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  rose 
he  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  could  not  help 
liopinff  that  he  was  about  to  move  the 
Amendment  of  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kerry  (Mr.  Herbert)  had  given 
Notice— namely, 

*'  That  it  if  expedient  that  an  inquiry  ahould 
take  place  before  a  Royal  Gommmion  as  to 
whether  any  improper  ezaotiona  of  rent  haye 
taken  plaoe,  and  generally  ae  to  the  relations  of 
landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland,  and  the  work- 
ing of  the  Land  Act  of  1870." 

Had  he  moved  that  Amendment  he 
would  probably  have  found  a  minority 
of  the  Irish  Ibmbers  voting  with  him ; 
and  certainly,  for  his  own  p^,  he  should 
have  desirea  the  withdrawal  of  the  pre- 
sent Motion  in  its  favour,  so  that  the 
Amendment  proposing  an  inquiry  into 
the  subject  might  be  submitted  to  the 
House.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
(Mr.  Plunket)  had  entered  into  a  singu- 
larly unfortunate  line  of  argument  on 
this  question  calculated  not  to  bind  to- 
gether the  different  classes  of  Irish 
society,  but  to  separate  them.  No  one 
could  doubt  that  there  was  a  prevailing 
sense  of  insecurity  on  the  part  of  the 
Irish  tenants.  More  than  that,  this 
sense  of  insecurity  had  increased  since 
the  Act  of  1870,  and  for  this  reason — 
before  that  Act  the  law  lent  no  sanction 
to  evictions,  but  under  that  Act  it  was 
understood  that  a  man  might  evict  a 
tenant  on  paying  a  certain  price  or  pay- 
ing a  certfun  compensation.  The  result 
was  that  evictions  were  no  longer  re- 
garded in  the  same  light  as  formerly, 
and  were  far  more  often  resorted  to.  it 
was  no  lon^  considered  a  disgraceful 
thing  to  evict  a  tenant,  for  the  bmdlord 
was  now  reffarded  as  onlv  availing  him- 
sdf  of  the  rights  which  the  law  had  con- 
fenred  upon  nim.  He  maintained  that 
it  was  impossible  to  maintain  the  same 
laws  for  Enffland  and  for  a  nation  so 
dissimilar  in  history,  traditions,  feelings, 
and  ciroumstances  as  Ireland.  We  re- 
cognised in  our  Oolonies  the  necessity  of 
adopting  our  land  laws  to  the  droum- 
stances  of  each  Oolony,  and  he  could 
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not  understand  why  the  same  system 
diould  not  be  adopted  in  Ireland.    In 
Ireland  the  tenure  of  land  had  never 
been  a  matter  of  contract.    It  originated 
in  the  tribal  relations  between  Ohief  and 
followers.    The  latter  rendered  service 
to  their  Chief,  and  were,  no  doubt,  sub- 
ject to  occasional  oppression ;  but  they 
were  no  more  exposed  to  be  turned  out 
of  their  holdings  and  no  more  expected 
to  be  turned  out  than  did  the  cmldren 
of  hon.  Members  from  their  ancestral 
estates.     The  Irish  farmer  did  within 
his  own  family  what  he  expected  the 
Legislature  to  do  for  him.    There  was 
scarcely  a  poor  cottier  who  did  not  save 
up  every  uiilling  he  could  in  order  to 
bestow  a  portion  upon  his  daughter  when 
she  married,  or  to  ^ve  a  start  to  his  son 
when  he  began  life.     Now,  when  he 
found  the  Utde  store  gone  which  he  had 
accumulated  for  this  purpose,  he  natu- 
rally   resented    this    treatment.     The 
House  must  enter  into  these  matters 
and  endeavour  to  understand  the  feel- 
ings of  the  people,  or  they  would  never 
understand,  what  he  was  tnoroughly  con- 
vinced of,  that  there  was  no  crime  which 
cried  more  to  Heaven  for  retribution 
than  that  of  heartless   eviction.      He 
might  be  accused  of  using  inflammatory 
huiguage;    but  he  was    speaking  the 
truui.    He  himself  was  supposed  to  be 
a  good  and  improving  landlord,  but  he 
could  not  shut  his  eyes  to  the  sight  of 
what  was  going  on,  not  only  in  the  West, 
but  in  the  South  of  Ireland.    There  was 
now  no  doubt  many  persons  who,  like 
himself,  had  bought  land  in  Ireland  of 
recent  years,  who  looked  upon  it  simply 
as  a  means  of  extorting  the  greatest 
amount  of  money  from    their  fellow- 
creatures.    The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  had 
chided  the  hon.  Memoer  for  Tralee  for 
bringing  forward  cases  of  oppression 
without  previous  Notice  to  those  con- 
cerned in  them,  and  so  that  they  could 
not  be  answered;  but  the  cases  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  cited  were  cases 
which  had  been    brought   before   the 
Courts,  and  had  been  commented  upon  bv 
the  Judges.    They  were  cases  in  whicn 
landlords  exercised  the  power  ffiven  to 
them  by  the  Act  of  1870  legally,  but 
cruelly.     He  would,  however,  mention 
another  case.    It  was  that  of  a  tenant 
who  in  1863  paid  £12  2«.  6i.  rent.    In 
1863  his  rent  was  raised  to  £24.    In 
1870  there  was  a  change  of  landlord, 


67 


The  Irish 


{COMMONS} 


Land  Question. 


68 


and  he  was  called  upon  to  pay  £40. 
After  great  intercession  on  the  part  of 
persons  in  the  neighbourhood,  he  was 
told  that  he  might  remain  at  the  rent  of 
£24ifhewouldpayafineof£l70.   That 
showed  that  the  landloMs  had  found 
out  that  the  tenant  had  this  money  which 
he  probably  intended  for  his  daughter's 
portion,  or  to'  start  a  son  in  life.    Know- 
ing this,  he  had  thought  it  possible  to 
get  this  £170  out  of  this  poor  man. 
These  cases  had  occurred,  and  were  oc- 
curring, daily ;  and  he  would  ask  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland,  on  his  con- 
science, if  he  was  not  aware  that  the 
Judges  of  Ireland  had  from  their  seats  on 
the  bench  of  justice  made  the  strongest 
comments  on  landlord  tyranny  in  cer- 
tain parts  of  Ireland  ?    He  had  heard 
with  great  regret  a  recent  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  defending  a  former  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  from  the  comments  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Downing)  for  acts  which  had  drawn 
upon  him  the  adverse   declarations  of 
three  of  the  ablest  and  oldest  Judges  of 
Ireland  in  connection  with  his  dealings 
with  his  tenants,  whose  rents  he  had 
raised  90,  100,  or  even  200  per  cent.  He 
had  heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
indignantly  defend  his  fHend,  not  be- 
cause he  knew  anything  of  the  circum- 
stances of  the   case,  but   because  he 
thought  that  a  gentleman  whom  he  had 
long  known  could  not  be  guilty  of  these 
things.      The  facts,  however,  had  all 
come  out  at  a  public  trial,  and  it  was 
proved  that  the  landlord  in  question  had 
raised  his  rents  to  the  amounts  stated. 
They  had,  moreover,  caused    murders 
and   widespread    misery.      They  were 
specimens  of  what  might  be  done,  and 
what  he  had  no  doubt,  if  the  House  re- 
jected that  Motion,  would  be  done  on  a 
more  extensive  scale.    It  might  be  said 
— **  What  is  the  remedy  you  propose  ?  " 
He  had,  for  his  own  part,  always  felt 
regret  that  two  new  phrases  had  been 
introduced  into  their  debates — fixity  of 
tenure  and  fixity  of  rent.    He  would 
bring  about  fixity  of  tenure  and  fixity 
of  rents;  but  he  would  not  introduce 
new  names  and   phrases  which   were 
distasteM  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  true  and  fair  thing  was  to  enable 
the  tenants  to  obtain  leases  carrying 
with  them  the  right  to  renewal.    He 
would  fix   every  tenant  on  the  land, 
giving  him  a  lease  for  20  or  30  years,  at 

Jlr.  Mitehell  Henry 


the  end  of  which  time  he  should  have 
the  right  to  remain  in  his  home  on  a 
revised  rent,  and  as  sometimes  it  was 
difficult  to  settle  the  rent  with  unreason- 
able people,  he  would  have  in  Ireland 
two  or  three  Judges  for  the  express  pur- 
pose of  taking  the  land  cases,   going 
circuit  like  ouier  Judges,  and  having 
attached  to  them  skilled  assistants  for 
every  county,  who  would  sit  with  them. 
At  present,  under  the  Act  of  1870,  cases 
between  landlords  and  tenant  relating  to 
compensation  for  improvement  and  ouier 
matters  went  before  the  County  Court 
Judges,  whom  the  people  sometimes  re- 
garded with  distrust  as  being  more  fa- 
vourable to  the  landlord  than  to  the  te- 
nants.    While  some  of  them  gave  the 
tenants  a  fair  sum  by  way  of  compensa- 
tion for  eviction,  others  gave  little  or  no- 
thing, and  there  were  constant  appeals 
from  their  conflicting  decisions.    Tiie  re- 
sult was  that  the  people  had  not  got  near 
so  much  benefit  from  the  Land  Act  as 
they  might  have  done  had  it  been  dif- 
ferently administered.     The  hon.   and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Uie 
University  of  Dublin  had  told  them  of  the 
great  benefits  that  had  resulted  in  Ireland 
from  the  famine.    That  emigration  and 
pestilence  had  led  to  the  great  diminution 
of  her  population .    But  ne  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  maintained  that  Ireland  oould 
support  a  population  two  or  three  times 
greater  than  now,  if  the  land  laws  were 
placed  in  a  better  position.    It  was  a 
shocking  thing  to  talk  oi  the  disappear- 
ance in  30  years  of  the  half  of  Uie  popula- 
tion, as  if  it  were  merely  the  dealing  out 
of  an  overcrowded  rookery  in  St.  Ques's. 
What,  too,  he  might  ask,  was  the  case 
of  the  former  over  population  ?    Why, 
the  state  of  the  law  which  induced  land- 
lords to  split  their  property  up  into  the 
greatest  number  of  farms  in  order  to 
obtain  the  greatest  possible  number  of 
votes.    The  Legislature  had  g^ven  the 
temptation,  and  they  were  not,  because 
they  had  since  changed  their  minds  and 
adopted  wiser  views  as  to  the  franchise, 
entitied  to  say  that  it  was  a  happy  thing 
that  half  the  population  of  Ireland  had 
been  swept  away.     The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  expressing  a  hope  that  the 
Government  would  agree  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Boyal  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  subject. 

Ma.  STOkEB  said,  that  there  was  a 
well-known  proverb,  to  the  e£EBet  thai 
when  one's  neighbour's  bouse  was  on 
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fire,  it  beeame  hb  to  look  well  after  our 
owB,  and  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
Baadntion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tralee  (the  O'Donoghue)  was  one  that 
ooriit  to  put  the  landloxds  and  tenants 
of  Ik^g^land  upon  their  guard.  He  looked 
upon  this  Icesolution  as  partaking  as 
mooh  of  the  nature  of  political  fireworks 
ai  the  Motion  in  reference  to  Home  Bule 
did,  and  thoueht  that  die  speeches  which 
had  been  made  that  eyening  were  inten- 
ded toproduce  an  effect,  not  so  much  upon 
the  House  c^  Commons  as  upon  the 
people  of  Ireland,  in  order  to  keep  up 
pohtical  agitation  in  that  country.  The 
only  operation  that  the  Besolution  could 
hare,  if  carried,  would  be  to  give  the 
tenants  of  Irish  farms  a  perpetual  lease 
of  their  land,  and  as  long  as  they  paid 
thmr  rent  to  prevent  their  landlords  £rom 
having  any  control  over  it.  The  pro- 
posal was  a  dangerous  one,  because  it 
might  be  taken  hold  of  by  agitators 
who  in  times  of  distress  might  endeavour 
to  excite  English  tenants  of  the  lower 
daas.  l^ey  had  been  treated  to  the  old 
argument  as  to  the  tenure  of  land  in 
Irdand  under  chieftains  ages  back.  The 
same  might  be  said  of  England,  and 
still  later  of  Scotland,  where  the  dan 
mtem  survived  till  very  lately.  But 
they  did  not  wish  to  revert  to  barbarism, 
and  why  should  Ireland?  He  had  heard 
a  great  deal  about  improving  tenants,  but 
not  a  word  had  been  said  about  those 
who  deteriorated  their  land.  If  the  te- 
nants of  Irish  farms  were  once  impressed 
with  the  idea  that  they  were  entitled  to 
hold  ti^eir  land  in  perpetuity,  it  would 
be  exceedingly  difficult  to  convince  them 
of  the  necessity  of  paying  rent  at  all. 
In  his  opinion,  the  tenants  in  Ireland 
should  be  placed  exactly  in  the  same 
position  as  those  of  England  and  Scot- 
bmd.  Hon.  Members  from  Ireland  were 
always  oiying  out  for  equality,  and  he 
thought  that  equality  should  be  com- 
plete in  every  respect.  He  saw  no  reason 
why  the  occupiers  of  land  should  be 
treated  on  a  different  principle  from  per- 
sons who  were  engaged  in  anv  other  in- 
dustry. When  a  tenant  in  England  found 
that  he  could  not  continue  to  occupy  his 
land  to  his  own  advantage  he  gave  notice 
to  quit,  and  did  not  come  to  Parliament 
for  assistance;  and  the  Irish  tenant 
ouffht  to  follow  the  same  course.  He  was 
raubar  surprised  that  the  hon.  Member 
fbrOalway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  should 
baTe  dedared  himself  to  be  an  improving 


landlord  aft;er  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  moved  this  Besolution  had  stated 
that  improving  landlords  in  Ireland  were 
looked  upon  with  abhorrence  and  detes- 
tation. In  his  opinion,  however,  an  im- 
proving landlora  was  entitled  to  great 
credit  as  benefiting  both  his  tenants  and 
his  country.  The  hon.  Member  who 
seconded  the  Eesohition  (Mr.  Errington) 
had  asked  why  land  in  Ireland  should 
be  worth  only  20  years'  purchase,  while 
that  in  England  was  worth  30  years' 
purchase.  It  was  because  there  was 
security  for  neither  life  nor  property  in 
that  country.  What  sane  man  would 
invest  his  money  in  land  in  Ireland  when 
the  tenants  befieved  that  they  were  to 
get  it  for  nothing?  He  admitted  that 
there  might  be  some  ground  for  com- 
plaint on  the  part  of  the  Irish  tenants, 
just  as  for  English  fanners,  with  regard 
to  the  unfair  taxation  of  native  produce ; 
but,  still,  their  relations  with  their  land- 
lords should  be  regulated  by  ordinary 
commercial  principles,  such  as  those 
which  governed  landlords  and  tenants  in 
other  countries,  and  the  laws  of  political 
economy  must  not  be  set  aside  merely 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland  might 
indulge  in  those  ridiculous  and  insincere 
mani^stations  meant  for  political  pur» 
ppses  only. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN,  in  rising  to  sup- 
port the  Motion  before  the  House,  said, 
that  he  would  commence  by  admitting 
that  there  were  a  large  number  of  good 
landlords  in  Ireland ;  and  in  the  county 
which  he  had  the  honour  of  representing 
he  was  glad  to  have  to  say  that  the  large 
majority  of  the  landlords  in  that  county 
were  just  and  fair  to  their  tenants.  He 
need  only  look  at  the  other  side  of  the 
House  to  one  of  those  landlords  in  the 
person  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Devizes.  If  every  landlord  in  Ire- 
land acted  like  the  hon.  Baronet  and  his 
brother  there  would  be  no  occasion  for 
the  advocates  of  the  tenant-farmers  in 
this  House  asking  for  a  Tenant-right 
Bill  to  protect  the  Irish  tenants  from 
rack-renting  and  evictions.  During 
the  last  30  years  he  never  heard  of 
an  act  of  cruelty  or  oppression  on 
the  property  of  the  hon.  Baronet  or  his 
bromer.  Unfortunately  for  the  country, 
and  for  the  landlords  themselves,  all  the 
landlords  were  not  of  that  stamp,  as 
they  had  many  black  sheep  in  their 
midst ;  and  it  was  because  they  had 
those  black  sheep  among  them  that  they 
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had  to  come  before  the  House  to  ask  it 
to  compel  the  bad  landlord  to  do  that  by 
law  which  the  good  landlord  did  yolun- 
tarily  as  a  simple  act  of  justice,  on  the 
principle  of  live  and  let  live.  He  did 
not  purpose  following  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kerry  (Mr.  Herbert)  in  his  wild 
statements  about  the  Irish  tenantry  and 
all  they  required,  but  merely  to  remind 
the  hon.  Member  that  if  he  had  not  pro- 
mised the  rev.  Father  O'Donoghue  pre- 
vious to  the  last  Election,  that  he  would 
vote  for  a  Bill  to  secure  the  tenants  in 
their  holdings  at  fair  rents,  the  hon. 
Members  would  now  be  in  that  House 
to  misrepresent  the  large  majority  of 
the  electors  of  Kerry.  He  woufd  relate 
some  cases  of  landlord  cruelty  and  op- 
pression that  occurred  very  recently 
within  the  county  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber represented,  and  he  felt  satisfied 
when  the  HdUse  heard  the  facts  of  these 
cases,  they  would  admit  there  was  sore 
need  of  some  law  to  restrain  landlords 
in  their  dealings  with  their  tenants. 
About  four  years  since  the  life  interest 
in  the  estate  of  an  old  Nobleman  in  the 
county  Limerick,  amounting  to  about 
£1,400  a-year,  subject  to  some  large 
charges  was  sold  in  the  Landed  Estates 
Court.  Well,  the  interest  in  the  life  of 
this  old  man,  who  was  rising  up  to  70 
years,  was  so  veiy  little  that  tiie  tenants 
and  others  concerned  did  not  suspect 
that  anyone  would  interfere  with  the 
next  heir  to  the  estate,  and  that  he,  or 
his  representatives,  would  get  it  as  a 
matter  of  course,  without  opposition ;  but 
after  the  sale  they  found  they  were  very 
much  mistaken,  as  there  was  a  party 
in  the  neighbourhood,  a  money  lender, 
who  saw  he  had  a  good  opportunity  of 
squeezing  money  out  of  the  poor  tenants. 
So  he  bid  for  the  property,  and  he  got 
the  rental  of  over  £1,300  a-year  during 
the  life  of  this  old  Nobleman  for  the  im- 
portant sum  of  £  1 ,  600.  He  should  have 
mentioned  that  on  the  estate  of  this  old 
Nobleman  (Lord  Lisle),  and  his  father 
before  him,  tenants  were  never  dis- 
turbed from  their  holdings  except  for 
non-payment  of  rent,  for  thev  had  a 
good  agent  as  well  as  a  good  landlord. 
But  what  a  change  had  come  over  that 
estate,  where  tenants,  up  to  that  unfor- 
tunate sale,  felt  as  sure  of  their  holdings 
as  they  did  of  their  existence.  During 
the  last  two  years  this  speculator  had 
evicted  the  tenants  off  three  of  those 
farms,  and  had  taken  them  into  his  own 
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possession  without  giving  the  tenants 
one  shilling  compensation.  The  tenants 
owed  no  rent  more  than  the  running 
gale,  and  he  assigned  no  reason  what* 
ever  for  evicting  them.  If  it  ooonrred 
in  the  North  their  tenant-right  woold  be 
worth  over  £3,000.  Ten  or  eleven  other 
tenants  he  compelled  to  pay  over  £1,500, 
or  about  as  much  as  he  gave  for  the 
whole  property,  though  he  was  not  able 
to  give  them  one  monm's  security  in  their 
homing,  as  he  had  onty  the  life  interest  of 
the  old  Nobleman.  He  gave  that  case  to 
show  the  House  how  imfortunate  poor 
tenants  in  his  county  were  treated,  and 
to  show  the  necessity  there  was  for  some 
security  for  them.  There  was  another 
case  of  landlord's  oruelhr  on  Mr.  Budk- 
ley*  s  property,  to  which  he  would  allude 
more  fiillv — most  of  the  injustice  having 
occurred  m  his  county— were  it  not  that 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Oork  County  (Mr.  Downing)  had  done 
so  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Land 
Bill ;  but  there  were  one  or  two  matters 
in  the  case  which  he  thought  the  House 
should  know,  they  not  having  been 
touched  on  by  his  hon.  and  Teamed 
Friend.  One  was  the  number  of  notices 
to  quit  served  on  this  estate,  the  next 
was  the  valuation  of  the  celebrated  "Mr. 
Bridge,  and  the  third  was  the  dass  of 
tenants  on  this  estate.  He  would  fint 
read  a  short  extract  from  Bridge's  evi* 
dence  when  under  cross-examination  in 
Oork.  He  (Mr.  Bridge)  could  not  teU 
how  many  hundred  notices  to  quit  were 
served  on  this  estate,  but  on  close  ex- 
amination he  admitted  he  had  1 30  notices 
to  quit  out  at  one  time.  Was  it  any 
wonder  that  trouble  and  alarm  should 
have  existed  in  this  district  under  such 
circumstances  ?  And  those  notices  were 
served  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the 
rents  of  those  tenants  for  the  very  im- 
provements they  and  their  fathers  made 
in  this  mountainous  district.  He  (Mr. 
O'Sullivan)  felt  very  great  interest  in 
the  alarm  and  the  outrages  which  took 
place  on  this  properhr,  as  part  of  it  was 
m  his  county,  and  he  weU  knew  Uiat, 
previous  to  its  unfortunate  connection 
with  the  notorious  Mr.  Bridge,  it  was  as 
peaceful  a  district  as  there  was  in  all 
Munster.  So  he  wrote  to  a  friend  of 
his,  who  knew  that  part  of  the  oountiy 
well,  to  know  what  he  thought  of  the 
tenantry  on  this  estate,  and  the  cause 
of  the  outrages.  He  would  read  one 
short  extract  mm  the  gentleman's  letter 
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to  show  what  he  thoaght  of  the  tenantry 
on  thiB  property.    He  said — 

**  I  know  the  tenantry  on  the  Buckley  estate 
over  30  yean,  and  a  more  peaceful  or  induatriout 
people  I  nerer  knew.  I  iirmly  belieye  if  they 
were  paid  for  the  labour  alone  which  thev  ex- 
pended in  drawing  manure  on  their  backs  to 
Ihia  mountainous  district  for  reclaiming  the 
land,  and  their  continual  work  in  extirpating 
the  forxe  and  the  heather,  it  would  more  than 
purchase  the  fee^simple  of  half  the  estate." 

Those  notices  to  quit  were  served  be- 
cause the  tenants  would  not  submit  to 
an  exorbitant  increase  of  rent  which  was 
placed  on  them  by  this  man,  Bridge.    It 
was  well  known  in  the  counties  of  Lime- 
rick  and  Gork  that  this  Bridge  never 
placed  a  fair  or  honest  value  on  a  te- 
nant's holding,  and  he  (Mr.  O'Sullivan) 
did  not  make  that  assertion  to  the  House 
without  being  in  a  position  to  ofiPer  some 
eridenoe  in  support  of  it.    He  would 
tell  the  House  one  fact  in  connection 
with  Mr.  Bridge's  valuation,  and  he  felt 
sure  it  would  be  found  to  be  a  true  illus- 
tration of  most  of  his  valuations.    He 
knew  a  respectable  man,  named  Mahony, 
who  held  a  small  holding  at  Kildorry, 
where  this  Bridge  was  agent.    He  be- 
lieved the  old  rent  was  about  £5  or  £6 
a-year.    When  the  lease  expired  Bridge 
increased  the  rent  to  £14  per  annum,  on 
aocount  of  the  improvements  made  by 
Mahony.    Mahony  protested  against  the 
increase,  but  to  no  purpose.    He  had  to 
submit  or  quit  his  holding,  on  which  he 
expended   a  large    sum  in    buildings. 
Hon.  Members  might  think  the  rent  was 
not  exorbitant,  but  he  would  prove  to 
the  House  thai  it  was  by  the  fact  that 
the  very  first  time  the  landlord,  who  was 
James,  Earl  of  Kingston,  came  on  the 
ground,  his  attention  was  called  to  the 
largely  increased  rent  put  on  the  holding 
by  Bridge.    He  admitted  the  rent  was 
too  high,  and  ordered  it  to  be  reduced 
to  £10  per  annum,  thus  taking  about 
80  per  cent  off  Bridge's  valuation.    He 
(Mr.  O'SuUivan)  felt  quite  sure  that  if 
every  one  of  the  five  or  six  hundred 
cases  of  notice  to  quit  on  Mr.  Buckley's 
estate    were    examined   by   any    hon. 
Member,  they  would  be  found  to  be 
more  or  less  extravagant  and  unjust 
like    the    one    he    hM   just    quoted. 
In  oonclusioui  the  hon.  Member  hoped 
he   had   shown   sufficient   reasons    to 
warrant  the  House  in  passing  the  Mo- 
tion or  granting  an  inquiry  whioh  would 
Mouro  the  tenants  in  Ireland  against 


the  petty  tyrant,  the  rack-renter  and  the 
exterminator. 

Lord  FRANCIS  OONYNGHAM : 
Sir,  at  the  request  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr.  Her- 
bert), I  beg  to  apologize  in  his  name 
forlusnot  having  been  able  to  move  the 
Amendment  standing  in  his  name  on  the 
Paper.  While  in  the  House  he  received 
a  telegram  which  obliged  him  to  leave 
at  once,  owing  to  the  serious  illness  of  a 
very  near  relative.  He  begged  me  to 
express  his  regret,  as  he  knew  how  much 
interest  was  felt  by  Irish  Members  and 
in  Ireland  upon  this  question. 

Mr.  STACPOOLE  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  Government  would  g^ve  his 
hon.  Friend  (the  O'Donoghue)  such  an 
assurance  as  yould  induce  him  to  with- 
draw his  Motion,  and  let  the  Amendment 
for  a  Royal  Gommission'be  adopted. 

Mb.  BkUEN  was  constrained  to  say, 
after  what  had  fallen  from  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  that  the  Irish  landlord 
was  about  the  best  abused  individual  in 
the  Kingdom.  It  was  painful  for  him, 
being  a  landlord,  to  be  assailed  in  that 
way,  and  it  was  also  painful  for  him  to 
have  to  stand  up  and  plead  for  land- 
lords who  had  really  done  their  duty  to 
their  tenants  and  had  been  kind  to  them. 
But  being  an  Irish  landlord — no  better, 
and  he  hoped  no  worse — and  in  some 
measure  representing  the  Irish  land- 
lords, he  felt  bound  to  say  something  on 
the  subject,  and  to  deny  that  they  de- 
served the  condemnation  which  had  been 
passed  upon  them  by  some  of  the  hon. 
Members  who  had  addressed  the  House. 
He  asked  the  House  to  believe  that  the 
cases  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tralee  were  not  typically  true.  As 
far  as  he  had  heard,  only  one  of  the 
cases  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member 
had  been  commented  on  by  a  Judge. 
He  protested  against  the  assumption  of 
the  hon.  Member,  that  because  land  iu 
Ireland  had  increased  in  value,  there- 
fore the  valuations  bore  no  fair  pro- 
portion to  the  real  value.  Since  Griffith's 
valuation,  no  doubt,  land  in  Ireland  had 
increased  in  value,  just  as  the  produce 
of  land  had  increased  in  value.  If 
hiffher  rents  were  asked  for  improved 
values  of  land,  the  rents  were  paid,  with, 
perhaps,  a  little  grumbling,  and  it  was 
only  fair  that  landlords  should  demand 
an  increased  rent  for  their  property, 
which  had  improved  in  value.  In  all 
cases  where  the  tenant  was  obliged  to 
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give  up  the  possession  of  land  owing  to 
an  increase  of  rent,  he  could  go  into 
Oourt  and  obtain  full  value  of  his  im- 

Erovements.  The  produce  of  land,  as 
e  had  said,  had  increased  and  was  of 
higher  value,  and  consequently  the  land- 
lord demanded  the  increased  rent,  but 
he  denied  that  in  so  doing  they  fixed 
their  demands  according  to  the  tenants' 
improvements.  The  tenants'  improve- 
ments were  valued ;  in  general,  the  ten- 
ant's own  valuation  was  taken,  and  the 
amount  was  either  paid  to  him  in  money, 
and  then  the  full  value  was  demanded  in 
rent  or,  if  not,  a  deduction  was  allowed 
corresponding  to  the  improvements  made. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Tralee  said  that 
since  the  passing  of  the  Land  Act  there 
had  been  a  great  increase  in  the  rents 
owing  to  tenants'  improvements.  Well, 
the  increase  in*  the  value  of  land  since 
the  Land  Act  was  the  property  of  the 
landlord,  if  not  created  by  the  tenant,  for 
the  land  had  increased  in  value  since 
the  passing  of  the  Act.  Then  it  was 
said  that  the  tenants  only  improved  the 
land.  But  that  was  not  the  case,  for 
the  landlords  made  enormous  improve- 
ments. As  to  the  charge  that  evictions 
were  constantly  being  carried  on  in  lie- 
land,  what  were  the  facts?  The  Eetums 
showed  that  the  evictions  on  notices  to 
quit  amounted  to  one  in  1,400  tenants. 
Did  that  prove  that  evictions  were  con- 
stantly being  earned  on  in  Lreland? 
What  had  Lord  St.  Leonards  said  in 
1 868  ?    His  Lordship  said  that— 

"  The  facts  which  had  come  before  the  Com- 
mittle  were  diametrically  opposed  to  general 
opinion  in  regard  to  the  relations  between  land- 
lords and  tenants  in  Ireland.  It  had  been  said 
that  the  landlords  spent  nothing  in  improve- 
ments, but  in  the  evidence  which  had  come 
before  the  Committee  the  landlords  laid  out 
more  money  in  improvements  tham  landlords 
did  in  this  country. 

As  to  the  rents  of  land  in  Lreland  being 
high,  that  was  a  matter  of  opinion.  The 
pamphlet  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lin- 
lithgow who  was  in  Lreland  at  the  time 
of  the  passing  of  the  Land  Act  said — 

**  There  was  one  thing  favourable  to  the 
settlement  of  the  question,  and  that  was  the  low 
rents  at  which  the  lands  of  Ireland  are  let. 
With  such  low  rents  as  are  paid  for  grazing 
lands  in  Limerick  and  Tipperary,  and  uity  of 
tenure,  I  should  infinitely  prefer  being  a  tenant 
to  being  a  landlord. 

He  believed  the  real  fiaot  was  that  99  out 
of  every  100  landlords  in  Ireland  did 

Jlr.  Bruen 


not  over-rent  their  land,  and  the  charges 
which  had  been  made  against  them  were 
entirely  unsupported  by  evidence.  But 
it  was  said  that  these  things  had  been 
done  since  the  passing  of  the  Land  Act, 
but  the  landlords  were  the  same  as  three 
years  ago,  and  that  short  space  of  time 
could  not  have  made  them  g^rasping  and 
tyrannical.  As  to  cases  of  injustice,  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  London  Uni- 
versity said  that  he  had  sat  on  several 
Oommittees  of  the  House  of  Commons 
to  investigate  the  questioii  of  the  land, 
but  he  had  never  found  a  charge  of  ill- 
treatment  of  the  tenant  verified  with 
dates  and  circumstances.  A  Commission 
or  inquiry  had  been  suggested,  and,  as 
a  landlord,  he  did  not  shrink  from  it 
He  was  quite  sure  nothing  could  be 
proved  against  the  landlords  as  a  body. 
The  appointment  of  a  Commission  would 
imply  tnat  the  House  believed  oharffes 
wmch  had  not  been  substantiated.  No 
case  had  been  made  out  for  inquinr,  and 
the  instances  which  had  been  aaduced 
had  not  been  gone  into  with  sufficient 
detail  to  enable  the  House  to  say  that 
they  established  even  a  pritnd  faoU  case 
of  grievance  such  as  the  House  ought 
to  be  certain  of  before  it  passed  so  heavy 
a  sentence  on  the  landloras.  If  a  Motion 
for  inquiry  were  brought  forward,  he 
would  not  vote  upon  it,  because  he 
would  not  have  it  said'that  any  landlord 
had  voted  against  inquiry  into  his  con- 
duct, although,  in  his  opinion,  there  was 
no  ground  whatever  for  such  an  inquiry. 
The  Besolution  practically  embodied  one 
of  the  propositions  of  the  Bill  already 
rejected — namely,  that  with  regard  to 
v^ued  rents — and  it  was  a  waste  of 
time,  by  a  Motion  of  this  character,  to 
revive  a  question  which  had  been  dis- 
cussed and  determined.  To  show  the 
kind  of  fair  play  and  justice  that  were 
to  be  meted  out  to  the  hmdlords  he  would 
quote  two  sentences  from  a  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kildare  at  a  Con- 
ference held  in  the  Botunda  in  January, 
1875.    The  hon.  Member  said  that — 

*'  No  landlord  should  be  allowed  to  treat  land 
as  he  treated  property  in  a  horse,**  but  that 
the  **  tenant!  demuidea  that  thev  ahotild  be  en* 
titled  to  deal  with  the  land  as  they  would  deal 
with  any  other  commodity.  They  muit  be  al- 
lowed to  bring  the  lax^d  into  the  market  and 
realize  the  highest  value  they  could  for  it  and  bo 
allowed  to  seU  it  without  restriotioD." 

Such  were  the  ideas  with  which  some  ap« 
proached  the  discussion  of  this  question. 
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He  hoped  the  MendlyrelationB  now  exist- 
ing between  landloras  and  tenants  would 
not  be  disturbed  by  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tralee,  and  that  those 
relations  would  be  influenced  rather  by 
the  moderate  tone  of  other  Erpeeches,  for 
he  was  afraid  the  repetition  of  such  strong 
condemnations  and  the  advocacy  of  such 
yiolent  measures  would  produce  some 
sort  of  retaliation  by  the  landlords. 
That  in  itself  would  be  most  unfortu- 
nate. The  clauses  of  the  Land  Act  were 
canded  against  the  feelings  of  the  land- 
lords, and  their  yiews  of  what  was  just 
and  necessary;  but,  as  they  had  been 
passed,  the  landlords  had  loyally  endea- 
youred  to  carry  them  out.  For  the 
reasons  he  had  g^yen  he  hoped  the 
House  would  not  pass  the  Besolution. 

Sm  PATBIOK  O'BEIEN  thought 
the  question  under  consideration  had 
been  treated  too  much  in  the  narrow 
spirit  of  the  advocate.  One  side  was  all 
in  favour  of  the  landlords,  and  the  other 
was  in  favour  of  the  tenants ;  but  what 
was  wanted  was  a  more  judicial  con- 
sideration of  the  question.  It  ought 
not  to  be  approached  in  a  spirit  of 
antagonism,  either  to  the  landlords  or 
the  tenants  of  Ireland.  When,  in 
1870,  an  appeal  was  made  to  the 
Irish  Members  by  the  then  Prime 
Minister  on  the  subject  of  his  Land  Bill, 
he  thought  it  right  to  tell  the  right  hon. 
G^tleman  that  he  did  rioi  believe  the 
people  of  Ireland  would  accept  the  Bill 
as  a  fixed  settlement  of  this  question. 
He  imagined  that  no  one  would  dispute 
the  statement  that  advantages  had  re- 
sulted from  the  Act  of  1870.  On  the 
other  hand,  however,  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers seemed  not  to  be  aware  of  the 
fact  that  a  great  many  landlords  who, 
prior  to  the  passing  of  the  mea- 
sure, were  extremely  good  landlords 
in  the  world,  considered  themselves, 
after  it  became  law,  released  to  a  great 
degree  from  the  obligations  their  posi- 
tion imposed  upon  them.  Those  land- 
lords, in  efiEect,  swd — "You  have  ob- 
tained this  law,  and  we  are,  as  the 
result,  relieved  firom  those  special  duties 
which  heretofore  we  conceived  were  in- 
cumbent upon  lis,  and  we  are  now  no 
longer  bound  bv  anything  but  the  letter 
of  tiie  law."  As  a  landlord  himself,  he 
oould  say  there  was  so  much  imcertainty 
in  the  three  or  four  counties  with  which 
he  was  best  acquainted  that  the  Motion 
for  an  inquiry  into  the  operation  of  the 


Land  Act  was  one  which  any  fair  man 
would  be  disposed  to  support.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  Bruen) 
seemed  to  be  under  the  impression  that 
if  the  House  granted  an  inquiiy  into 
the  subject,  it  would  be  an  admission 
that  the  landlords  of  Ireland  had  been 
guilty  of  a  gross  dereliction  of  duty. 
He  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien),  however, 
did  not  concur  in  that  opinion.  It 
could  not  be  doubted  that  notwith- 
standing the  improvement  arising  out  of 
the  legislation  of  1870,  the  tenant  far- 
mers of  Ireland  were  not  in  a  condition 
to  say  that  they  occupied  with  certainty 
the  position  to  which  they  were  entitled, 
and  they  were  of  opinion  that  there 
ought  to  be  something  like  certainty  as 
to  their  tenure.  His  father  had  been 
accustomed  to  grant  leases,  the  rent  for 
which  oould  easily  be  ascertained ;  and 
this  system,  if  pursued  generally,  would 
in  a  great  degree  have  lessened  the 
existing  land  agitation.  The  days  of 
exalted  status  derived  from  the  pos- 
session of  land,  was  a  thing  of  the 
past.  The  practical  solution  was,  that 
the  tenant  should  derive  a  compen- 
sation for  the  expenditure  of  him- 
self and  his  ancestors  upon  it.  He 
believed  that  99  out  of  every  100 
landlords  were  well  disposed  towards 
their  tenantry,  and  he  referred  especially 
to  those  who  had  not  taken  up  the 
acquisition  of  land  as  a  mercantile 
speculation.  His  opinion  was  that  on 
the  present  occasion  the  simple  duty  of 
the  House  was  to  consider  in  fairness 
whether  any  primd  facie  case  for  inquiry 
had  been  made  out ;  and  he  thought 
that  even  those  who  were  of  opinion 
that  no  grievance  existed  might  concur 
in  permitting  an  inquiry,  from  which,  if 
their  opinion  was  correct,  no  harm  could 
ensue  to  them. 

Mr.  GEEENE  opposed  the  Motion, 
remarking  that  he  was  puzzled  to  know 
which  question  was  to  be  discussed.  He 
had  not  voted,  he  was  happy  to  say,  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Ghreenwich,  as  it  was  most  objectionable, 
because  it  contained  the  principle  of  con- 
fiscation. It  went  very  much  further 
than  he  believed  was  proper,  and  he 
thought  the  people  of  Ireland  ought  to 
be  contented  with  what  had  been  eranted 
to  them.  Parliament  was  wiUing  to 
consider  any  grievance  which  the  Lish 
Eepresentatives    might    advance,    but 
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moderation  would  have  to  be  observed, 
and  evils  which  had  no  substantial 
foundation  ought  not  to  be  advocated  to 
the  loss  of  the  public  time.  He  had 
great  interest,  almough  no  property,  in 
Ireland;  and  the  House  ought  to  take 
an  interest  in  the  question.  He  did  not 
believe  that  hon.  Members  opposite 
could  bring  forward  any  bad  oases  of 
eviction.  Hon.  Members  were  ready  to 
hear  all  that  could  be  said  of  Irish 
affairs,  and  he  hoped  that  the  Irish 
Members  would  allow  them  to  have  an 
opportunity  of  dealing  with  English 
affairs,  which  they  had  not  always  had 
of  late.  If  tenants  were  to  be  entitled 
of  right  to  leases  perpetually  renewed, 
no  landlord  would  have  a  right  to  do 
what  he  pleased  with  his  own  land,  even 
though  he  wished  to  enter  upon  and 
cultivate  it  himself.  What  was  neces- 
saiy  for  the  ^ood  of  Ireland  was  not  for 
gentlemen,  either  in  Parliament  or  out 
of  it,  to  get  up  agitations ;  but  for  people 
to  be  taught  the  importanoe  of  putting 
their  shoulders  to  the  wheel  and  making 
the  best  of  a  state  of  things  under  which 
they  were,  relatively,  more  prosperous 
than  the  English.  Supposing  England 
drew  a  cordon  round  ner  uiores  and 
prevented  Ireland  sending  her  produce 
to  our  markets,  where  would  sne  be? 
Whv,  Irish  people  would  be  shut  up  in 
in  their  own  Island,  and  would  eat  each 
other  up.  The  cries  of  **  Fixity  of 
Tenure.'^  *'  Leases,"  and  '*  Home  Eule" 
were  all  very  well,  but  he  feared  they 
were  used  mainly  for  the  purpose  of 
catching  votes.  He  was  one  of  those 
who  thought  that  an  act  of  injustice  in 
favour  of  the  tenant  had  been  committed 
by  the  Act  of  1 870 ;  and  the  sooner,  in  his 
opinion,  the  House  divided  on  the  ques- 
tion before  it  the  better,  for  what  was 
proposed  to  be  done  was  simply  to  make 
the  landlord  a  mere  rent-charger  on  his 
own  property. 

Me.  PATRICK  MARTIN  said,  he 
gladly  acknowled^d  that  there  were 
many  landowners  m  Ireland,  such  as  the 
Marquess  of  Ormonde,  Lord  Mountgar- 
rett,  and  Lord  Portsmouth,  by  whom 
tenant-right  on  their  estates  was  prac- 
tically conceded ;  but  it  was  not  affainst 
them  that  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tralee  was  directed.  He  re- 
gretted to  say  there  were  others  who 
for^t  and  neglected  the  duties  which 
their  position  imposed  upon  them.  It 
was  in  condemnation  of  the  dealings 


of  this  latter  class  with  their  tenants 
he  understood  the  terms  of  the  Besolii- 
tion.  Words  had,  it  was  true,  been  used 
which  might  be  considered  to  assail  the 
entire  body  of  Irish  landlords ;  but  the 
tenants,  as  a  dass,  had  much  more  rea- 
son to  complain  of  the  accusations  m> 
ignoranily  made  as  to  the  object  of 
their  tenant-right  agitation.  From 
having  been  present  at  many  of  the 
tenant-right  conferences  and  meetings, 
he  could  say  that,  excepting,  per- 
haps, cases  where  a  few  expreosed 
verv  extreme  views,  the  tenants  asked 
nothing  but  what  was  fair  and  reason- 
able—  they  demanded  nothing  beyond 
what  every  hon.  Member  who  was  a 
landlord,  and  who  had  spoken  on  the 
subject,  declared  the  tenants  enjoyed  on 
his  own  estate.  The  mode  in  which  the 
just  landlord  would  benefit  from  security 
might  well  be  exemplified  by  the  estates 
of  Lord  Portsmouth  in  Wexford.  The 
agents  of  his  Lordship  asserted  that 
wnat  had  made  the  tenantry  happy 
and  prosperous  was  the  practical  oo- 
servanoe  of  the  rules  of  tenant-right 
The  rules  there  were  that  in  the  s^ec* 
tion  of  tenants  regard  was  paid  only  to 
character,  skill,  and  capital,  without  re- 
ference to  religion  or  politics.  New 
leases  were  granted  to  representativee  of 
old  tenants  at  moderate  rents,  and  at  the 
expiration  of  leases  rents  were  fairly 
adjusted,  having  regard  to  situation  and 
capabilities  of  soil.  Forty  years  of  such 
a  system  had  inspired  the  tenantry  with 
confidence  and  energy,  had  changed 
barren  land  into  fine  farms,  had  enabled 
them  to  erect  suitable  substantial  resi- 
dences, and  changed  a  collection  of  mud 
hovels  into  an  important  market  town. 
What  the  tenants  demanded  was  not  to 
be  freed  from  payment  of  rent,  but  to  be 
relieved  from  apprehensions  by  which 
their  industry  was  paralyzed,  and  from 
a  system  of  rack-renting  under  which 
the  improvements  made  by  them  on 
their  farms  were  confiscated.  He  begged 
the  House  to  bear  in  mind  that  the  po- 
sition of  the  Irish  tenant  was  entirely 
different  from  that  of  Uie  same  class  in 
this  country,  for  the  former,  when  de- 
prived of  his  holding,  had  nothing  but 
the  workhouse  or  emigration  before  him. 
So  considerably  did  the  demand  for 
land  exceed  the  supply  that  oontraots  in 
respect  to  land  amongst  the  poorer  dass 
of  tenants  could  be  said  to  be  only  nomi- 
nally free.  It  was  not  true  that  this  ques- 
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tion  had  been  broueht  forward  merely  as 
a  diflplajofpolitioalfireworkB  for  election 
imrpoaee.    For  his  part,  he  believed  it  to 
be  essential  to  the  prosperity  of  Ireland 
that  a  tenant-right  should  be  created. 
He  oould  understand  an  opponent  saying 
that,  as  he  had  opposed  the  Tenant  Act 
of  1870,  so  he  would  oppose  the  present 
proposal.    But  it  was  too  late  to  take 
exception    to    the    principle    inTolved, 
for  the  Act  of  1870  had  established  the 
principle  that  Parliament  miffht  require 
bad  limdlords  in  Ireland  to  do  what  the 
good  landlords  did  of  their  own  accord. 
The  hon.  Member  went  on  to  give  de- 
tails, from  his  own  personal  knowledge, 
of  oTiotions   that  had  occurred  on  Sie 
estate    of  Oaptain    Humphrey   in  the 
county  of  Kilkenny.    Without  special 
selection  he  might  mention  four  cases  of 
yearly  tenants  on  that  property :  in  one 
the  ralue  of  the  holding  according  to 
Griffith's  raluation  was  £34,  the  rent 
paid  by  the  tenant  £49,  and  the  rent 
aemanded  under  the  notice  to  quit  £76. 
In  another  case  the  value  was  set  down 
at  £37,  the  rent  paid  £67  17«.,  and  the 
rent  demanded  £77  4<.     In  the  third 
the  value  was  £7  18«.,  the  rent  paid 
£7  19#.,  and  the  rent  demanded  £28. 
In  another  instance  the  value  was  £32, 
the  rent  paid  £53  5«.,  and  the  rent  de- 
manded £68  U.  6i.    But  for  timely  and 
good  advice  there  certainly  would  have 
been  outrages  in  the  district  where  the 
evictions  in  question  occurred.  The  need 
of  legislative  interference  was   urg^t. 
The  flanges  of  proprietors  had  made  but 
too  genexal  the  disproportionate  raising 
of  rents.    It  was  quite  true  that  pro- 
duce had  increased  in  value,  but  the 
price   of  labour    and   the   burden  of 
taxation    had    also    increased   in    Ire- 
land.    It  was  wholly  out  of  the  ques- 
tion to  let  land  in  that  country  at  com- 
petition value.    The  treatment  of  im- 
proving tenants  had  in  many  instances, 
which  ne  could  mention  to  the  House, 
been  outrageous.  An  English  gentleman 
took  the  lease  of  a  farm  in  Kildare  within 
six  years  of  its  termination.    The  fkrm 
was  in  a  very  exhausted  state,  and  he 
made  it  a  model  farm.    He  cotdd  only 
obtain  a  renewal  of  the  lease  on  exor- 
bitant terms,  and  his  compensation  under 
the  Land  Act  amounted  to  mraely  a 
nominal  sum  having  regard  to  his  ex- 
penditure.   On  the  Gormanstown  estate 
tenants  had  been  evicted,  because  they 


would  not  sign  agreements  which  even 
the  Chairman  for  County  Meath  con- 
demned as  unfair,  and  depriving  them 
of  the  right  to  past  improvements. 
There  was  but  too  much  reason  to  ap- 
prehend that  this  unreasonable,  capri- 
cious exercise  of  the  legal  powers  which 
the  law  vested  in  the  landlord  had 
brought  the  law  into  contempt  and  disre- 
pute. On  the  Damley  estate  an  im- 
proving tenant  had  taken  a  farm  on  a 
21  years'  lease.  The  land  had  been  im- 
poverished to  a  degree  ;  but  by  skill, 
money,  and  manure,  he  praised  it  to 
the  hk^hest  state  of  cultivation.  Be- 
fore the  expiration  of  the  lease  he 
asked  Lord  Damley  to  renew.  After 
some  delay  a  considerable  increase  of 
rent  was  proposed  and  acceded  to.  A 
printed  agreement  was  then  produced, 
stated  to  be  the  usual  form  of  agreement 
on  Lord  Damley's  estates,  according  to 
which  the  tenancy  was  only  from  year  to 
year,  determinable  at  six  months'  notice, 
all  the  tenant's  improvements  beine  for- 
feited to  the  landlord,  and  on  the  death 
of  the  tenant  no  interest  was  transmis- 
sible to  his  personal  representatives. 
These  agreements  were  forced  on  the 
Damley  tenantry,  some  of  whom  were 
poor  men  who  could  not  resist  the  pres- 
sure. Were  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
to  be  assailed  because  they  saw  urgent 
need  that  the  Land  Act  should  be  amen- 
ded ?  Another  great  grievance  was  the 
uncertaintv  of  the  decision  of  the  tri- 
bunal. There  were  30  Chairmen  alto- 
gether, and  many  of  them  adopted  a 
totally  different  principle  in  deciding  the 
amount  of  claims  for  compensation  that 
should  be  awarded  to  evicted  tenants ; 
and,  in  addition,  there  were  different 
constructions  placed  upon  the  Act  of  1 870 
by  the  leamea  Judges  of  Assize  to  whom 
appeals  against  those  varying  decisions 
lay.  All  these  diversities  of  opinion  and 
judicial  treatment  diminishea  the  pro- 
tection intended  by  that  Act  to  be  given 
to  the  poorer  dassof  tenants  in  possession 
of  small  holdings.  He  thoug^ht  that  a 
strong  case  had  been  made  in  favour 
of  the  Besolution.  Security  of  tenure 
woulde  xeroise  an  influence  for  good 
on  the  moral  and  social  conditio^  of 
Irish  tenants.  He  trusted  some  mea- 
sure mij^ht  soon  be  passed  which 
would  give  to  the  tenants  a  just  legal 
protection,  and  free  them  f^tmi  Uie 
dread  that  the  very  capital,  skill,  and 


Bd 


Thelruh 


[OOMMONS] 


ZtOHd  Qu$$ii<m. 


84 


indoBtrj  whioh  they  had  expended  on 
their  fftrms,  might  not  be  the  cause  of 
their  rents  being  inoreased. 

Mb.  E.  power,  while  admitting 
that  the  debate  had  not  been  a  very 
lively  one,  thought  that,  at  all  events,  it 
had  been  instruotive.  It  was  impossible 
to  exaggerate  evils  that  would  arise  if  a 
Eesolution  like  that  now  before  the 
House  were  to  be  rejected.  The  conten- 
tion that  the  farmers  of  Ireland  should 
be  placed  upon  the  same  footing  as  those 
of  £lngland  was  not  sound,  inasmuch  as 
those  laws  which  might  be  suitable  to 
the  constitution  of  an  Englishman  would 
not  agree  with  the  temperament  of  an 
Irishman.  This  question  had  been  be- 
fore the  public,  it  had  been  discussed  in 
the  newspapers,  it  had  been  debated  in 
that  House,  and  it  had  been  made  one 
of  the  principal  subjects  upon  every 
electioneering  platform.  There  were 
few  Irish  Memoers  of  that  Assembly 
who  had  not  given  some  pledge  that 
they  would  seek  for  a  reform  in  the  land 
laws  of  Ireland.  He  did  not  intend  to 
make  an  attack  upon  the  landlords 
of  Ireland.  He  thought  they  were  as 
a  rule  good  and  generous  men,  but 
the  bad  and  unjust  acts  of  a  few  brought 
disgrace  upon  many,  and  caused  much 
turbulence  and  bitter  feeling  in  the  dis- 
trict, and  sowed  suspicion  in  the  heart  of 
every  neighbouring  tenant.  The  land- 
lords in  his  own  county  were  the  best 
landlords  and  the  worst  politicians  in 
Ireland,  but  who  could  tell  what  their 
successors  might  be — these  men  had 
been  so  good  for  so  many  generations 
that  it  was  but  natural  to  expect  that 
some  bad  ones  would  shortly  appear. 
What  was  the  objection  to  this  proposal, 
and  to  the  Land  Bills  which  had  been 
brought  forward  in  this  House?  The 
pill  which  the  landlords  reftised  to  swal- 
low was  fixity  of  tenure.  He  could 
assure  them  that  their  dislike  to  it  was 
solely  imaginative,  and  that  however 
nauseous  it  might  seem  at  the  first  taste 
it  would,  when  it  had  time  to  operate, 
do  them  a  world  of  good.  He  knew 
oases  where  families  had  lived  on  land 
for  oenturies  without  any  disturbance  or 
increase  of  rent.  That  had  been  fixity 
of  tenure,  as  it  affected  the  rights  of  the 
landlord,  but  not  as  it  affected  the  im- 
provement of  the  land  or  the  interests  of 
the  tenant,  because  the  tenant  was  un- 
willing to  invest  his  capital  and  labour 
in  an  uncertainty.    It  was  said  that  un- 


less there  was  personal   valuation  m 
injustice  would  be  done  to  the  landiord. 
If  land  was  to  be  valued  for  what  it  waa 
worth,  the  tenant's  improvements  mosi 
be  valued,  and  in  order  to  aocompli^ 
that  it  was  necessary  to  know  the  exact 
condition  of  the  feum  at  the  time  the 
tenant  took  it.     The   Irish   landlords 
were  short-sighted  individuals,  and  they 
ignored  the  advance  of  chemical   and 
other  Bcienoes ;  they  appeared  to  imagine 
that  their  worn-out  and  perhaps  rack- 
rented  fields  could  compete  with  the 
boundless    prairies    of    America    and 
Mexico,  or  the  well-kept  fields  of  ^e 
sister  country.    But  he  did  not  under- 
stand in  what  the  idea  of  the  continued 
increase  in  the  value  of  land  was  founded . 
But  even  if  the  tenant  was  benefited  by 
the  increase  in  the  value  of  the  land,  the 
landlord  would  not  the  less  be  benefited. 
It  would  be  recollected  that  good  land- 
lords did  not  rely  upon  the  power  of 
resumption,  or  look  to  it  as  a  source  of 
profit.   He  Quite  admitted  that  the  Land 
Act  was  well  meant,  but  it  could  only 
work  for  the  advantage  of  a  tenant  on 
condition  that  he  was  willing  to  enffage 
in  a  lawsuit  with  a  man  mucSi  wealuier 
than  himself.    He  was  not,  of  oourse, 
willing  to  accept  this  condition,  and  the 
consequence  was,  that  he  did  not  invest 
in  the  land  those  savings  which  the  ac- 
eounts  of  money  deposited  in  the  banks 
or  the  familystocking  showed  that  he 
possessed.    Why  ?    Because  the  tenant 
leared  that  if  he  invested  his  money,  it, 
together  with  his  labour,  would  fall  into 
the  hands  of  his  landlord  at  the  enira- 
tion  of  a  certain  number  of  years.  Their 
object  ought  to  be  to  induce  tenants  to 
invest  capital  and  labour,  because  thereby 
the  food  supply  of  the  country  would  be 
largely  increased.    By  this  means  the 
value  of  the  landlord's  propertv  was  in- 
creased, and  if  it  was  said  that  he  would 
thus  be  reduced  to  the  condition  of  the 
owner  of  a  mere  rent-charge,  it  must 
not  be  forgotten  that  the  power  of  re- 
sumption would  still  be  left  to  him,  and 
that  nis  security  for  the  pimctual  pay- 
ment of  his  rent  would  be  increased  by 
the  imTOovement  in  the  value  of  the 
land,    ^ev  did  not  seek  to  diminish 
the  value  of  the  landlord's  property,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  to  place  it  on  a  firmer 
basis  by  rendering  it  consistent  with  the 
welfare  of  the  country,  lliatthefknners 
of  Ireland  had  capital  was  proved  by 
bank  returns.    That  the  present  system 
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did  not  offer  sufficient  inducement  to 
them  to  invest  their  capital  was  proved 
bv  the  fact  that  they  did  not  do  so. 
More  than  once  in  this  debate  the  ques- 
tion  had  been  asked — Why  did  not  the 
Irish  tenant  as  the  English  tenant  im- 
prove ?  but  he  would  ask,  why  did  not 
the  Irish  landlord  do  as  the  English 
landlord?  The  Irish  landlord  never 
made  improvements  himself,  nor  would 
he  allow  his  tenant,  by  giving  him  se- 
curity of  tenure  to  do  so.  Security  of 
tenure  would  tend  to  give  a  higher  rent, 
because  it  would  induce  tenants  to  sink 
their  capital  in  farms,  and  in  consequence 
of  the  improvement  of  the  farms  there 
would  be  increased  competition  for 
them.  He  would  allow  the  tenant  to 
take  his  farm  as  he  took  his  wife,  *'  for 
better  or  for  worse. ' '  Of  course,  there  was 
some  risk  and  some  spectdation  in  both 
oases,  far  less,  he  believed,  in  the  case  of 
the  farm.  However,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  agree  with  him,  that  security  of 
tenure  was  as  desirable  in  the  one  case  as 
in  the  other.  That  idea  of  security  of  te- 
nure was  no  new  or  Utopian  scheme.  In 
France,  the  half-starved  labourers  of  the 
old  regime  had  been  replaced  by  petty 
proprietors  who  formed  the  richest  and 
most  Conservative  peasantry  in  the  world. 
They  wanted  to  make  a  similar  revolu- 
tion in  Ireland,  and  if  they  could  not 
all  at  once  make  the  Irish  peasantry 
proprietors  as  in  France,  they  could  at 
all  events,  by  giving  them  security  of 
tenure,  make  them  part  proprietors. 
They  wished  to  dose  for  ever  that  mise- 
rable war  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
which,  so  long  as  it  existed,  must 
be  a  stain  upon  the  character  of  the 
country,  and  must  tend  to  check  her 
social  and  material  prosperity. 

The  O'CONOB  DON  could  not  aUow 
the  Motion  to  go  to  a  division  without 
explaining  the  course  he  intended  to 
adopt.  Because  he  had  on  a  former  oc- 
casion opposed  a  Bill  founded  on  wrong 
and  unjust  principles,  which  he  believed 
would  be  injurious  to  those  whose  inte- 
rests it  was  intended  to  promote,  he 
should  be  very  sony  if  it  were  supposed 
that  he  was  indisposed  to  give  due  con- 
sideration to  any  just  claims  made  on 
behalf  of  the  tenant-farmers  of  Ireland. 
Notwithstanding  all  the  abuse  which 
had  been  heaped  on  him  in  Ireland,  and 
the  representations  which  had  beenmade, 
picturmg  him  as  the  opponent  of  the 
tenant-former's  interest,  and  as  the  ad- 


vocate of  the  most  extreme  landlord 
views,  he  ventured  to  assert  that  few 
hon.  Members  were  more  anxious  than 
he  was  to  support  any  just  claim  pos- 
sessed by  the  tenants,  or  to  see  them 
protected  in  the  enjoyment  of  the  fruits 
of  their  industry,  and  not  deprived  of 
those  fruits,  either  by  rack-renting,  or  by 
any  other  process.  He  had  always  held 
that  no  settlement  of  the  land  question 
in  Ireland  could  be  final  or  satisfactory 
untQ  they  had  established  in  some  way 
or  other  in  that  country  a  large  class  of 
men  who  united  in  their  own  persons  the 
two  positions  both  of  occupiers  and 
owners.  He  was  far  from  concurring  in 
many  of  the  statements  of  the  Mover  of 
the  Besolution.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Tralee  (the  O'Donoghue)  had  made 
grave  charges  against  the  landlord  class 
as  a  whole.  He  would  not  himself  then 
enter  into  the  consideration  of  those 
charges ;  but  he  held  that  having  been 
made,  and  gaining  considerable  belief 
in  Ireland,  it  was  important  that  they 
should  be  thoroughly  investigated.  He 
could  not  agree  with  the  assertion  made 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Oarlow  (Mr.  Bruen),  that,  in  assent- 
ing to  that  investigation,  they  would 
thereby  admit  that  the  charges  were 
made  out.  They  knew  that  those  charges 
were  preferred,  and  also  that  the  con- 
duct of  a  few  unscrupulous  persons  had 
brought  discredit  on  the  class  to  which 
they  belonged,  and  therefore  he  desired 
an  investigation.  He  understood  that 
the  Question  the  Speaker  wotdd  put  to 
the  House  would  be,  that  he  do  now 
leave  the  Chair — in  other  words,  that  the 
House  should  pass  away  from  the  consi- 
deration of  the  subject.  Now,  he  did 
not  think  they  should  pass  away  in  that 
manner  from  its  consideration.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr.  Herbert) 
who  had  given  Notice  of  an  Amendment 
to  the  Resolution  imder  discussion  had 
been  called  away,  and  could  not  move 
his  Amendment ;  but  if  the  House  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  Speaker  should 
remain  in  the  Chair,  and  me  Besolution 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tralee  became  a 
substantive  Motion,  it  would  then  be  in 
the  power  of  any  ^on.  Gentleman  to 
move  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry's 
Amendment.  If  no  one  else  moved  that 
Amendment  he  (the  O'Conor  Don)  would 
do  so  himself.  Therefore,  he  would  in 
the  first  instance  vote  that  the  Speaker 
remain  in  the  Chair. 


B7 


7%s  Irish 


tOOMMONS) 


Land  Quation, 


88 


Mb.  M'OAETHY  DOWNING,  though 
he  did  not  agree  with  much  that  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Tralee 
(the  O'Donoghue),  yet  thought  that  that 
hon.  Member  did  not  deserve  the  severe 
animadversions  which  had  been  made 
upon  him  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber opposite  (Mr.  Plunket).     He  re- 
gretted the  very  strong  language  which 
had  been  used  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  who  had  no  right  to  charac- 
terize the  supporters  of  that  Motion — 
who  had  as  great  a  stake  in  the  country 
as  their  opponents — as  desperate  and 
reckless  in  the  course  they  were  taking. 
He  wished  to  invite  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  few  facts  bearing  on  the 
Motion  before  them.     They  were  not 
discussing  a  Bill.  The  real  question  that 
the  House  had  to  decide  was  not  that 
the  tenantry  of  Ireland    should    have 
fixity  of  tenure,  but  simply  that  there 
should  be  an  inquiry,  either  by  a  Select 
Committee,  or  a  Boyal  Commission,  whe- 
ther, after  six  or  seven  years'  experience 
of  the  working  of  the  Irish  Land  Act  of 
1870,  that  Act  had  not  failed  to  secure 
the  object  of  its  promoters,  and  whether 
it  did  not  require  to  be  amended  to  a 
very  large  extent.    It  was  stated  by  the 
Devon  Commission  that,  while  in  Eng- 
land everything  was  done  by  the  landlord 
in  the  way  of  building,  putting  up  g^tes, 
and  so  forth,  to  enable  the  tenant  to  cul- 
tivate his  land,  the  very  reverse  was  the 
case  in  Ireland,  where  everything  was 
done  by  the  tenant.    He  need  not  read 
what  was  stated  by  the  same  Commission 
about  the  labouring  classes  in  Ireland, 
for  whom  nothing  had  been  done  up  to 
the  present  time.  On  the  Motion  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
Butt),  he  alluded  with  pain  and  regret 
to  a  particular  individual,  but  represent- 
ing the  county  which  he  did,  he  felt 
bound  to  refer  to  the  circumstaiices  con- 
nected with  the  Michelstown  estate.    If 
there  were  no  other  case  which  could  be 
adduced,  the  circumstances   connected 
with  that  case  would  justify  him  in  ask- 
ing for,  and  the  House  in  granting,  a 
Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  tiie 
the  facts.    He  would  reaa  a  portion  of 
the  judgment  delivered  by  three  as  able 
Judges,  and  men  as  pore  and  with  as 
high  a  sense  of  justice  as  any  that  ever 
presided  in  a  Court  in  Ireland,  when  ap- 
l^ioation  was  made  to   them    by  lur. 
bridge  for  a  criminal  information  against 
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a  third  party.    Mr.  Justice  Barry,  after 
reviewing  the  facts  of  the  case,  used 
words  to  the  effect  that  a  more  anjusti* 
fiable  course  of  proceeding  dTiring  his 
experience  at  the  Bar  or  on  the  Bencii 
had  never  come  before  him.   Mr.  Justice 
Fitzgerald,  in  a  portion  of  a  judgment 
also    declared   the    proceedings  to    be 
'*  high-handed   and   oppressive."      He 
must  respectfully  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland)  for  his  opi- 
nion on  the  subject,  for  if  every  landlord 
in  Ireland  haa  acted  as  Mr.  Buddej 
had  done,  there  would  have  been  a  re- 
bellion in  the  country.  He  was  surprised 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar)  was  not  one  of  the  vexy  first 
Members  to  rise  to  support,  at  all  events, 
an  inquiry  into  the  action  of  landlords 
such  as  the  one  he  described.    He  be- 
lieved that  nearly  every  landlord  would 
be  glad  of  this  inqtiiry,  even  though 
some  of  them  had  taken  advantage  of 
the  law  to  exercise  their  powers  unfieurlr. 
The  tenant  was  often  treated  very  ill ; 
and,  in  the  words  of  Mr.  Justice  Fitz- 
gerald—'* What  was  he  to  do  ?  "    All 
ne  could  do  was  to  pay  as  much  rent  as 
possible,  in  order  to  Keep  a  roof  over  the 
neads  of  his  wife  and  cnildren  and  save 
them  from  the  roadside.    He  would  like 
to  know  whether  all  landlords  were  to 
be  allowed  to  raise  rents  in  this  manner  ? 
If  BO,  there  would  be  rebellion.    One 
gentleman  had  showered  notices  to  quit 
Uke  flakes  of  snow  upon  his  tenants. 
The  rent,  in  one  case,  had  been  raised 
from  £5  1i,  ed.  to  £17  10«.    There  were 
landlords  who  had  never  turned  out  a 
tenant ;  and  they  would  be  glad  if  this 
inquiry  were  granted.    But  there  were 
others  who  were   silently  raising   the 
rents.    He  had  moved  for  a  Ketum, 
which  showed  that  the  ejectments  after 
the  Land  Act  exceeded  in  number  those 
before  the  Act  by  50  per  cent.   Was  not 
that  a  pregnant  fact  ?    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman   the    Chief    Secrete^   was 
bound  to  make  inquiry,  and  the  Com- 
mission, he  believed,  would  report  that 
the  statements  of  the  raisinff  of  rents 
made  in  the  House  were  aotuuly  under- 
stated.   There  was  a  great  quantity  of 
waste  land,   and  if  they  had  capital, 
double  the  population  of  Ireland  might 
be  employed  on  it.    He  was  thererore 
compeUed  to  differ  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  on  the  sub- 
ject of  waste    lands,  considering   the 
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number  of  men  at  present  supported  by 
erery  square  mile.  In  conclusion^  he 
trusted  the  House  would  not  be  led 
away  by  hon.  Members  who  were  quite 
unacquainted  with  Ireland  ;  but  that  it 
would  be  guided  by  those  who  had  lived 
among  the  people  and  had  sympathized 
with  uieir  sorrows.  The  House  was  not 
called  upon  to  decide  whether  the  tenant 
should  hold  the  land  in  perpetuity,  but 
to  inquire  whether  the  Act  of  1870  had 
not  failed,  and,  if  it  had  failed,  to  con- 
sider how  it  should  be  amended. 

Mb.  KTKK  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  Land  Act  carried  by  the  late 
Premier,  though  honestly  intended,  had 
proved  to  be  a  signal  failure  in  con- 
sequence chiefly  of  the  Amendments  in- 
troduced during  its  passage  through  that 
House.  That  measure  was  satisfactory 
only  because  it  was  an  admission  by  the 
Representatives  of  the  United  Kingdom 
that  the  Irish  tenant-farmers  had  an  in- 
terest in  the  land  they  occupied  that 
ought  to  be  protected  just  the  same  as 
the  interests  of  the  landlords.  Statistics 
showed  that  capricious  evictions  instead 
of  ceasing  had,  in  fact,  increased  in 
numbers  since  the  passing  of  the  Land 
Act.    He  was  informed  that  the  amount 

f:iven  for  compensation  in  the  South  of 
reland,  was  comparatively  valueless  to 
the  tenants.  In  that  part  of  the  country 
the  Chairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions,  who 
were  generally  landlords  themselves, 
acted,  as  an  almost  settled  rule,  that  if 
a  tenant  had  been  in  possession  for  10 
years  before  he  was  evicted  they  would 
not  give  him  any  compensation  for  per- 
manent improvements.  He  considered 
this  was  a  great  injustice. 

The  attorney  GENERA.L  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Oibson)  said,  no  one 
could  affirm  that  the  subject  of  Irish 
land  had  not  been  sufficiency  before  the 
House  for  the  present  Session.  It  was 
brought  forward  a  few  days  ago  by  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  Butt)  in  a  form  that 
could  hardly  be  rividled,  and  now,  in  a 
somewhat  d^fiPerent  form,  it  had  occupied 
the  attention  of  the  House  for  seven 
hours.  As  some  of  the  later  speakers 
had  diverged  from  the  actual  question, 
he  would  remind  the  House  what  it  was, 
by  reading  the  Resolution,  that  was 
proposed.  He  ventured  to  think  that 
no  Resolution  ever  introduced  to  the 
House  was  more  misleading,  or  based 
upon  more  thoroughly  groundless  as- 


sumptions than  that  which  was  under 
discussion.  It  coolly  assumed  that  the 
rule  at  present  prevailing  among  Irish 
landlords  was  the  exaction  of  confiscat- 
ing rents,  attended  by  merciless  and 
heartless  evictions,  whereas  the  real 
state  of  things  was  wholly  different,  as 
every  one  who  had  the  slightest  acquaint- 
ance with  Ireland,  or  who  even  studied 
the  Irish  correspondence  in  English 
newspapers,  was  well  aware.  In  sup- 
port of  so  startling  and  extraordinary  a 
Resolution  the  hon.  Member  for  Tralee, 
as  the  result  of  months  of  research  as 
the  Apostle  of  this  question  in  the  South 
of  Ireland,  had  only  been  able  to  pro- 
duce three  cases,  one  of  which  was 
sufficiently  typical  to  merit  attention  in 
passing.  This  was  a  case  in  Ulster,  in 
which  a  tenant  had  been  asked  to  pay  a 
rent  which  was  held  to  be  unreasonable, 
and  the  Cburt  made  the  landlord  pay 
over  £200  for  improvements,  and  give  a 
substantial  sum  for  disturbance,  at  the 
same  time  allowing  the  tenant  all  his 
costs.  Now,  if  the  law  was  strong 
enough  to  punish  a  landlord  so  severely 
in  a  case  like  that,  he  was  at  a  loss  to 
see  what  necessity  there  was  for  making 
it  more  stringent.  That  was  the  only 
case  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tralee  which  had  come  before  the  Courts, 
and  with  regard  to  the  others,  it  would 
surely  have  been  only  reasonable  to  have, 
by  proper  notice,  afforded  the  land- 
lords concerned  an  opportunity  of 
having  their  side  of  the  case  presented 
to  the  House,  so  that  hon.  Members 
might  be  put  in  possession  of  the  whole 
of  the  facto.  Moreover,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tralee,  although  he  stated  that 
the  cases  were  very  ha^,  and  mentioned 
the  rente  paid  at  a  given  time,  gave  no 
details  as  to  the  size  of  the  farms,  the 
conditions  of  the  leases,  or,  indeed,  a 
single  circumstance  which  could  enable 
the  House  to  arrive  at  a  fair  and  just 
conclusion.  The  hon.  Member's  speech 
was  remarkable  in  other  respecte.  He 
was  rather  hard  upon  the  Irish  landlords 
who  did  not  improve  their  land ;  but  he 
was  still  harder  upon  those  who  did. 
The  non-improving  landlord,  according 
to  him,  was  bad,  but  the  improving 
landlord  was  still  worse.  Nor  did  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitohell 
Henry)  give  any  satisfactory  details,  of 
either  of  the  cases  to  which  he  referred, 
and  as  for  the  case  of  Mr.  Buckley  and 
Mr.  Bridge,  however  much  of  a  god< 
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send  it  miglit  be  to  these  debates,  it  was 
one  of  Which  the  House  was  ^etthig  just 
a  little  tired.  Then  as  to  me  case  of 
hardship  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny  county  (Mr.  P.  Mar- 
tin), Mr.  Battersby,  for  whose  sake 
this  great  change  in  the  law  was  to 
be  made,  so  far  from  being  a  poor, 
ignorant  tenant,  was  a  man  of  means 
and  position,  and  also,  he  believed,  a 
magistrate  of  the  county  of  Meath, 
who  was  perfectly  able  to  hold  his 
own  in  any  matter  of  bargain  and  con- 
tract. In  the  case  of  Lord  Oormans- 
town,  the  land  had  been  let  originally 
when  rents  were  very  low,  they  were 
raised  very  moderately,  and  out  of  230 
tenants  221,  before  this  great  wave  of 
agitation  got  at  them,  acquiesced. 
Almost  every  one  in  this  age  of  legisla- 
tive quackery  had  a  panacea  for  one 
thing  or  another,  and  me  hon.  Member 
forKeading  had  his  little  plan  for  redress- 
ing the  wrongs  of  the  Irish  tenant.  But 
how  did  the  case  stand  ?  There  was  a 
provision  in  the  Irish  Land  Act  which 
enabled  a  tenant  whose  rent  was  under 
£15,  if  he  were  evicted  even  for  non- 
payment of  rent,  to  get  damages  for  dis- 
turbance from  the  landlord  on  the  ground 
that  the  rent  was  exorbitant.  The  hon. 
Memberonthe  front  bench  opposite  would 
take  away  the  £15  limit,  and  the  conse- 
quence would  be  that  a  tenant,  no 
matter  what  his  social  position  and  edu- 
cation might  be,  might,  on  the  plea  that 
his  rent  was  excessive,  obtain  the  benefit 
of  a  provision,  which  was  intended  only 
for  the  benefit  of  veiy  poor  men.  With 
regard  to  tenure,  it  should  be  remem- 
bered that  all  Ireland  was  not  under 
tenancies  from  year  to  year.  There 
were  tenures  which  were  leases  for  life, 
with  perpetual  renewal;  there  were  99 
years'  leases;  there  were  leases  for 
three  lives  and  81  years,  and  leases  for 
81  years,  and  other  long  terms,  which 
were  unknown  in  England  and  Scotland. 
These  were  important  circumstances 
when  one  came  to  consider  the  occupa- 
tion of  land  in  Ireland.  With  regard 
to  tenants  from  year  to  year,  it  would 
be  found  that  their  position  compared 
favourably  with  that  of  English  and 
Scotch  tenants,  eroedally  in  the  matter 
of  compensation  for  improvements.  If 
tenants  were  dispossessed  in  England  or 
Scotland,  they  must  go.  In  Ireland,  if 
evicted,  they  must  also  go;  but  they 
could  make  their  landlord  pay  to  the 
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very  last  farthing  for  imraovements  as 
weU  as  for  disturbance.  In  Ireland,  there- 
fore, where  the  landlord  was  often    a 
poor  man,  he  had  to  think  long  and 
anxiously  before  deciding  on  evicting^  a 
tenant.    Then  it  should  be  also  borne  in 
mind  that  rents  in  Ireland  were  very 
much  below  what  might  be  called  com- 
petition rates,  and  were  lower  than  thoae 
which  prevailed  in  England,  Scotland, 
or  on  the  Continent;   and  this  should 
not  be  lost  sight  of  when  charges  of  a 
wide  character   were  made    imolesale 
against  Irish  landlords.     The  BetumB 
that  had  been  asked  for  stopped  short  of 
asking  how  many  evictions  had  occurred, 
and  merely  asked  how  many  decrees  for 
possession  had  been  applied  for.    Many 
of  these  cases  were,  however,  compro- 
mised, and  the  Betums  showed  a  sub- 
stantial decrease  in  the  number  of  abso- 
lute evictions.    In  1876  the  number  of 
families  evicted  was  620,  last  year  it  was 
only  414,  so  that  at  the  veiy  time  this 
Besolution  was  brought  forward,    the 
actual  number  of  evictions  was  less  than 
at  any  previous  period.    No  doubt,  the 
power  to  evict  existed,  but  it  had  not 
been  shown  that  it  had  been  used  widely 
or    oppressively,     and,     therefore,    he 
thought  the  principle  of  fixing  and  regu- 
lating  rent   by    anybody    except   the 
tenant  or  the  landlord  was  wholly  inad- 
missible.   In  fact,  this  principle  of  a 
valued  rent,  to  be  valued  by  any  one 
but  the  owner,  would  result  in  makings 
him  the  owner  not  of  a  fixed,  but  of  an 
unfixed  rent  charge.    Why  not  sweep 
away  all  freedom  of   contract?      The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
drew  a  line  for  those  who  were  thought 
to  require  protection,  leaving  the  tenants 
above  them  in  the  social  scale  to  fight 
their  own  battles  and  make  their  own 
bargains.     But  where  was  this  inter- 
ference with  freedom  of  contract  to  stop  ? 
Why  should  it  not  apply  to  the  otiber 
transactions  of  life,  and  if  a  man  lent 
another  £1,000,   why  should    not  the 
borrower  be  allowed  to  fix  the  interest 
he    was    willing   to    pay?      The  hon. 
Member  for   Tralee  did   not   mention 
the    word    ''tenure,"    and   he   would 
ask    the    House    in     voting   for   this 
Besolution  to  remember  that   it  pre- 
supposed a  system  of  fixity  of  tenure. 
The  'House  should  remember  that  this 
underlies  it.     The  whole  thing  implied 
fixity  of  tenure,  yet  the  hon.  Member 
had  not  employea  the  phrase  in  hi9 
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Mc&csXf  ihongh  he  oonld  not  den j  ihe 
oongCraetton  put  npon  it.    This  su^ea- 
tioii  was  a  panacea  which,  of  course,  had 
to  be  ooneidered,   and  the  House  had 
expressed  its  opinion  npcHi  it.    It  pro* 
posed  really  to  read  contracts  upside 
down.    It  proposed  that  if  a  man  held 
land  for  a  few  years  he  should  hold  it 
for  ever.     It  was  the  old  project  for  re- 
generating Ireland  proposed  by  an  emi* 
nent  financier — ^namely,  to  turn  all  the 
1 0  U'b  into  U  0 1's.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  county  of  Oork  (Mr.  Down- 
ing) asked  for  a  Commission,  eyen  as- 
suming that  he  had  no  case,  because  then, 
if  the  Commission  was  granted  it  miffht 
be  they  would  find  a  case.  That  was  what 
lawyers  would  call  a  fishing  case.    But 
why  should  there  be  a  Commission  when 
no  case  was  made  out  ?    Would  it  not 
excite  false  hopes  and  prolong  the  affi- 
talion;     and   would   it   not   lead   me 
tenants  in  Ireland  to  beliere  that  some- 
thing would  come  of  it  ?  The  alternatives 
shoiud  be  feurly  considered;  supposing 
that  the  Commission  reported  against 
change,  who  had  power  to  undertake 
that  these  ajritating  associations  would 
be  diasolyed  f   Did  not  every  one  know 
that  the    agitation  would    derive  new 
force  from  the  mere  granting  of  the 
Commission,    and  that    if  it   reported 
against  change,  it  would  be  arraigned  as 
nnsatiafactory,  and  there  would  be  a  new 
outczy  for  a  further  Commission,  dif- 
ferently composed,  with  wider  powers, 
sad   which  would    only   listen  to  the 
tenants,  and  never  summon  a  landlord 
before  them  ?    It  was  kinder  and  wiser 
that  this  demand  should  be  met  by  a  de- 
dded  "  No ; "   and  he  did  not  believe 
that  a  case  either  was,  or  could  be  made 
out,  and  it  was  only  in  simple  justice 
that  he  refused  to  set  loose  further  topics 
of  agitation.    The  Kerry  Defence  Asso- 
ciation had  taken  sweet  counsel  together 
and  had  got  one  piece  of  advice  from  a 
man  entitled  to  be  heard  with  respect  by 
every  tenant-farmer.    The  Eoman  Ca- 
tholic Bishop  of  the  diocese  in  which 
Keny  is,  wrote,  in  reply  to  the  Secre- 
taij  of  the  Association — 

"  It  18  a  matter  of  serious  conmderation  whe- 
ther yonr  AjModation  is  calculated  to  furthw 
the  just  status  of  tenants,  and  whether  the 
statesnents  usimlly  made  at  your  meetings  are 
fonnded  on  fact.  I  am  convinced  that  you  have 
done  xDiflchief  to  those  whom  you  undertook  to 
wrre,  uid  that  the  tenant-&rmex8  oould  not 
tnui  their  intensts  to  yon." 

fie  thought  it  desirable  most  clearly  to 


negative  the  Motion.  He  was  happy  to 
say  that  emigratipn  from  Ireland  was 
rapidly  ceasing,  and  that  that  country 
was  now  in  a  state  which  required  no 
exceptional  or  startling  legislation.  The 
prosperity  and  peace  which  Ireland  now 
fortimately  enjoyed  would  ultimately 
bring  contentment  and  union  among  all 
classes,  and  it  was  most  desirable  in  the 
interests  of  the  whole  nation  to  leave 
the  people  to  work  out  their  prosperity 
by  their  own  intelligence,  industry,  and 
self-reliance. 

Mb.  butt  thought  it  was  necessary 
for  him  to  say  a  few  words,  as  it  was 
evident  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  had  a  little 
misunderstood  that  Besolution.  It  said 
nothing  about  fixed  rents,  nor  about 
valued  rents ;  it  simply  affirmed  that  for 
the  protection  of  the  property  already 
given  by  the  Irish  Land  Act  to  the 
tenant  more  legislation  was  necessary. 
For  a  long  time  all  the  improvements 
made  on  the  soil  of  Ireland  were  made 
by  the  tenant,  and  not  by  the  landlord. 
Of  late  years  there  had  been  some  ex- 
oeptions  to  that  rule ;  but,  in  the  main, 
all  existing  improvements  had  been 
effected  by  the  tenant.  Under  that 
system  instances  which  Lord  Clarendon 
had  not  hesitated  to  call  robbery  had 
been  common.  A  Conservative  Oovem- 
ment  had  brought  in  a  measure  to  pro- 
tect tenants'  improvements;  but  uiifor- 
tunately,  Mr.  Napier's  Bill  was  not 
passed,  and  evictions  went  on,  by  which 
unscrupulous  landlords  put  into  their 
own  pockets  the  value  of  immense  im- 

Erovements  made  on  the  land  by  the 
ibour  and  capital  of  their  tenants.  To 
correct  that  injustice,  the  Land  Act  of 
1870  was  passed,  and  by  that  Act  the 
Legislature  had  solemnly  recognized  the 
property  of  the  tenant  in  his  improve- 
ments, and  declared  that  he  should  have 
compensation  for  them  if  he  were  in  his 
holding.  The  tenant's  property  was 
just  as  sacred  as  that  of  any  landlord  in 
the  country,  and  it  rested  quite  as  much 
on  law,  morality,  and  justice.  The 
Eesolulion  now  before  the  House 
affirmed  that  it  was  necessary  to  give 
further  protection  to  that  property.  A 
landlord  went  to  his  tenants  and  told 
them — **  I  will  evict  you,  if  you  do  not 
assent  to  what  may,  perhaps,  be  a  small 
increase  of  rent."  That  had  been  done, 
in  many  instances  where  the  increase  of 
rent  was    entirely  taken    out   of  thQ 
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tenant's  improvements,  wUolx  the  Land 
Act  declared  to  belong  to  the  tenant. 
If  that  oould  be  established,  was  it  not 
a  case  which  called  for  a  remedy  ?  He 
would  give  the  testimony  of  a  man  of 
large  estate,  who  was  universally  res- 
pected, and  who  was  allied  with  many 
of  the  first  families  in  Ireland.  Mr. 
Edward  O'Brien,  in  a  public  letter  to 
him  (Mr.  Butt),  said  that  the  Land  Act 
as  a  security  for  the  tenant's  improve- 
ments totally  broke  down ;  that  it  pro- 
vided no  guarantees,  direct  or  indirect, 
that  rents  should  not  be  screwed  up 
until  the  tenant  was  brought  wholly  to 
ruin,  and  the  value  of  his  improvements 
was  taken  from  him  by  the  landlord. 
It  was  not  worth  while  for  a  tenant  to 
enter  into  litigation  with  his  landlord 
with  reference  to  increased  rent.  Evic- 
tion was  a  weapon  in  the  hands  of  a 
landlord  which,  if  he  chose,  he  could 
use  unscrupulously,  and  Lord  Oarling^ 
ford,  one  of  the  firamers  of  the  Land 
Act,  had  said  that  this  power  of  raising 
the  rent  to  an  unlimited  extent  was 
its  weak  point,  though  the  instances  of 
raising  the  rent  might  not  be  so  frequent 
as  Mr.  O'Brien  had  stated.  No  amount 
of  compensation  that  they  could  put  into 
an  Act  of  Parliament  would  protect  a 
tenant  against  the  terror  of  that  weapon. 
The  money  given  for  compensation  to  a 
man  driven  from  home  and  cast  out 
upon  the  world  was  soon  expended  in 
the  support  of  his  familv.  Of  this  threat 
of  eviction  Mr.  O'Brien  told  us  the 
instances  were  not  uncommon,  and  eveiy 
man  who  knew  Ireland  told  us  the  same. 
They  oould  not  pass  lightly  over  the 
case  of  Mr.  Buckley.  His  estate,  when 
it  was  held  by  Lord  Kingston,  was  a 
barren  mountain.  Under  the  Encum- 
bered Estates  Act  it  was  bought  for  eight 
years' purchase.  It  came  into  the  hands 
of  an  English  company,  who  valued  the 
rents  and  raised  them.  It  was  pur> 
chased  from  the  company  by  a  gentle- 
man, of  whom  he  did  not  wish  to  say  a 
word  of  disrespect;  but  immediately 
after  the  purchase  by  him,  the  rents, 
which  in  the  hands  of  the  company,  who 
were  bound  to  make  the  most  of  the 
estate,  were  £4,000,  were  raised  to  nearly 
double  that  amount.  In  some  cases  the 
rents  were  raised  from  100  to  160  per 
cent.  He  held  in  his  hand  the  printed 
affidavits  of  the  tenants,  which  had  been 
proved  in  a  oourt  of  justice.  He  could 
g^ve  numerous  instances  of  a  similar 

Mr.  Butt 


description.    Some  of  the  tenants  wbo 
were  settled  were  settled  beoaoBe  thej 
could  not  bear  to  leave  the  house  wb^re 
their  fathers  lived,  nor  could  they  bear 
to  see  their  wives  and  families  enter  the 
poor-house.    This  Resolution  raised  tlie 
question  whether  they  would  allow  the 
tenants  who   had   reclaimed   land    oa 
mountain  sides  to  be  robbed  of  their 
rights.    In  eight  months  no  less  then 
between  4,000  and  5,000  notices  to  quit 
had  been  served  in  Ireland;  but  tney 
had  not  all  been  obeved,  because  very 
many  of  the  tenants  had  yielded  to  the 
demand  for  increased  rent.    Hon.  CFen- 
tlemen  talked  of  tenants  feeling  oon- 
fidence,  but  when  such  a  thins  as  wma 
done  by  Mr.  Buckley  was  heara  of,  the 
confidence  of  the  whole  country   wes 
shaken.      He    could  bring  forward    a 
number  of  cases  in  which  circulars  hmd 
been  issued  to  the  tenants,  calling  on 
them,  exactly  the  same  as  in  the  instance 
he  had  cited  to  submit  to  an  increaeed 
rent,  but  he  did  not  think  he  would 
detain    the  House    by  going  through 
them.    In  former  years — from  1847  to 
1860 — any  one  who   could  not  find  a 
tale  of  desolation  as  ruthless  as  ever 
swept  over  a  land  in  20  years  of  war, 
must  have  wilfully  shut  his  eyes  to  what 
was    passing.      With    regard    to    the 
Motion,  he  was  authorized  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tralee  (the  O'Donoghne) 
to  say  that  he  wished  to  withdraw  his 
Motion  in  favour  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kerry,  so  that  the  division  would  be 
whether  there  should  be  a  Boyal  Oom- 
mission  or  not.    He  knew  something 
of  the  relations  between  landlord  ana 
tenant,  and  with  all  the  responsibility  of 
his  position  he  could  vouch  for  the  neces- 
sity of  an  inquiry.    Not  an  Irish  news- 
paper but  continually  g^ve  instances, 
and  in  a  Court  of  Justice  they  were 
shown  the  miserable  result.   The  oppree- 
sion  produced  crime,  crime  its  punish* 
ment,  and  again  retaliation,   and   the 
miserable  circle    of   oppression   would 
never  cease.    He  hoped  there  was  no 
fear  of  aflrarian  crime  in  Ireland ;  hut 
the  fact  of  there  being  such  an  inquiry 
would  give   strength  to  the  man  who 
resisted  temptation  to  join  secret  socie- 
ties.   It  would  strike  down  the  arm  of 
the  would-be  assassin,   and  save  from 
crime.    Oh,  but  he  knew  to  what  lengths 
some  men,  driven  under  the  feeling  of 
ii^ury  and  hopelessness  of  redress,  would 
go !    So  also  the  knowledge  that  their 
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oonduot  would  be  brought  into  the  full 
blase  of  a  House  of  Oommons  inquiry 
would  deter  many  an  unsorupulous, 
griping  landlord. 

Thb  Mabqttbss  of  HABTINGKrON 
said,  that  whaterer  opinion  might  be 
entertained  as  to  the  propriety  of  the 
proposed  inquiry,  he  oould  not  give  a 
vote  which  would  have  the  effect  of  sub- 
mitting the  proposition  of  the  Member 
for  Tralee  (me  O'Donoghue)  as  a  sub- 
stantive Motion  to  the  consideration  of 
the  House.  That  Motion  meant,  in  his 
opinion,  valued  rents,  or  it  meant  nothing 
at  all ;  and  a  principle  which  involved 
valued  rents,  appeared  to  him  to  conflict 
altogether  with  the  freedom  of  contract. 
He  knew  that  it  might  be  said  that  the 
Act  itself  conflicted — and  no  doubt  it 
did,  in  certain  particulars — with  free- 
dom of  contract ;  but  it  only  did  so  in 
the  way  of  imposing  certain  restric- 
tions upon  that  freedom  in  order  to 
meet  evils  which  had  grown  up  out 
of  an  exceptional  state  oi  things.  The 
Land  Act  was  not  intended  to  upset  the 
ordinary  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant ;  but  no  doubt  hard  cases  occa- 
sionallv  arose  in  connection  with  its 
operation.  He  was  not  convinced,  how- 
ever, by  anything  he  had  heard  that 
evening  that  the  prosperity  of  Ireland 
would  DC  advanced  or  improved  by  the 
adoption  of  an  altogether  new  and  un- 
tried system,  instead  of  that  which  had 
been  found  to  work,  on  the  whole,  in  a 
satisfactory  way.  The  proposal  of  an  in- 
quiry, however,  contained  m  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  Notice  had  been  given 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr. 
Merbert),  appei^ed  to  find  a  consider- 
able amount  of  favour  amone  the  Be- 
presentatives  of  the  landlord  chiss.  He, 
nowever,  could  be  no  party  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee  or  Commission 
which  would  be  of  a  '' fishing"  charac- 
ter, and  which  would  go  over  Ireland  to 
seek  for  charges  against  landlords  which 
could  not  otherwise  be  found.  Neither 
did  he  think  it  would  be  a  sufficient 
ground  for  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mission, that  certain  landlords  felt  them- 
selves agg^eved  by  allegations  which 
had  been  made  against  them,  and  which 
they  might  feel  to  be  without  founda- 
tion. But,  on  the  other  hand,  it  might 
be  remembered  that  the  Act  which  was 
passed  in  1870  was  to  a  certain  extent  a 
new  settlement  of  the  land  question  in 
Ireland.    It  was  founded  in  some  mea- 
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sure  upon  experience;  but  it  was  also 
founded  a  good  deal  upon  theory,  and  a 
good  deal  upon  principles  which  had 
never  before  been  tried.  It  would  not 
be  reasonable  to  suppose  that  such  an 
Act  would  immediately  work  in  a  man- 
ner which  would  be  perfectly  smooth, 
and  the  time  might  shortly  come — if  it 
had  not  already  come — when  an  inqtdry 
into  the  operation  of  the  Act  might  pos- 
sibly  be  attended  with  advantage.  He 
should  be  averse  to  an  inquiry,  if  it  were 
supposed  by  the  people  of  Ireland  that 
it  was  intended  to  be  a  prelude  to  legis- 
lation on  new  principles,  for  the  purpose 
of  establishing  fixity  of  tenure  and  the 
valuation  of  rents ;  but  an  inquiry  into 
the  operation  of  the  Act  with  a  view  of 
seeing  how  far  its  objects  had  been  ob- 
tained, and  whether  in  its  details  it  was 
not  capable  of  amendment,  might  be 
desirable.  Without  pledging  himself  to 
say  that  the  present  was  the  proper  time 
for  such  an  inquiry,  he  should  be  sorry 
to  see  the  wishes  of  landlords  and  others 
who  desired  inquiry  altogether  neglected. 
As  the  two  proposals  came  as  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker 
do  leave  the  Chair,  and  as  it  would  be 
impossible  to  say  who  among  those  who 
voted  against  that  Motion  voted  for  the 
one  or  the  other  of  the  Amendments,  it 
would  be  necessary  for  him  to  vote  for 
the  Motion  that  the  Speaker  do  leave 
the  Chair. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  re- 
minded the  House  that  the  question 
before  it  was  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tralee.  He  was  surprised 
at  the  observations  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  with  respect  to  the  general 
working  of  the  Land  Act.  He  had  always 
supposed  that  the  Land  Act  was  one  of 
the  great  efforts  in  legislation  of  the  late 
Government,  that  it  was  considered  by 
them  with  the  utmost  possible  care,  and 
cairied  through  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment as  a  settlement  of  that  great  ques- 
tion. If  that  were  the  case,  it  was 
certainly  somewhat  strange  to  hear  the 
noble  Lord,  six  years  after  the  passing 
of  that  Act,  state  that  in  his  opinion  the 
time,  perhaps,  had  already  arrived  when 
a  fresh  inquiry  into  the  whole  subject 
might  be  necessary ;  and,  in  fact,  that 
this  great  Land  Act  was  no  settlement 
at  all.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt)  had  rested 
his  argument  in  support  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tralee 

E 


09 


Buai^  and  IStrk^y — 


{LOBDS) 


2%0  JT^r.^Qniiium. 


100 


almost  wholly  on  the  case  of  Mr.  Buok- 
ley ;  but  he  (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beaoh) 
deprecated  the  introduction  into  the 
debate  of  such  oases,  unless  the  cir- 
cumstances could  be  fully  discussed  upon 
both  sides.  He  desired  to  point  out  to 
the  House  that  Mr.  Buckley's  case  was 
still  «tt3  iud%o$,  A  series  of  statements 
appearea  in  the  public  Press  in  Ireland, 
written  by  Mr.  Casey,  which  imputed  to 
Mr.  Bridge  very  much  what  had  been  im- 
puted in  the  House  that  niffht.  A 
criminal  information  was  obtained,  it 
was  argued,  and  it  now  stood  for  trial 
before  the  Courts.  No  one  knew  better 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  than  did 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Lime- 
rick, who  was  professionally  engaged  in 
it,  and  he  (Sir  Michael  Hic^fieach) 
did  not  think  it  was  right  to  bring  a 
matter  of  this  kind  before  the  House  in 
a  one-sided  way,  without  giving  Notice 
of  an  intention  to  do  so. 

Mb.  M*CAETHT  DOWNING  gave 
Notice  of  his  intention  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  question  alluded 
to  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  said  he  was 

Eerfeotly  prepared  to  substantiate  what 
e  had  statea. 

Mb.  a.  MOOBE  said,  he  had  addressed 
public  meetings  on  this  subject,  and 
stated  openly  mat  he  was  prepared  to 
prove  that  the  greatest  tyranny  had 
existed. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  189 ;  Noes 
65  :  Majority  124.— (Div.  List,  No.  96.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  ''That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Committee  defnred  till  Monday  next. 

House  a^jooxntd  at  a  quarter  before  Two 

o*Glook  till  Monday  next 
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BUBIAL  ACTS  CX)N80LII>ATI0N  BILL. 

KOTIOB  OF  AKENDXENT. 


Eabl  OBANYILLE  :  My  Lords,  I 
beg  to  give  Notice  that  in  Committee  on 
the  Burials  Bill  I  will  move  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  74th  olau8e»  and  also  move 
to  add  two  olaaeea  embodyinp^  the  Beeo- 
lution  which  was  matter  of  diaousaioo  on 
the  second  reading.  The  words  of  my 
Amendment  to  the  74th  dause  and  of 
the  two  clauses  I  will  lay  before  jovr 
Lordships  on  another  evening.  I  may 
observe  that  the  Committee  is  put  down 
for  Ascension  Day,  and  as  that  is  a  day 
on  which  your  Lordships  do  not  nt,  1 
do  not  know  whether  there  is  any  sig^- 
ficance  in  the  circumstance. 

Thb  £a£l  of  CABNABVON  said, 
that  the  putting  down  of  the  Committee 
for  Ascension  I)ay  must  have  been  an 
oversight.  He  would  bring  it  under  the 
notice  of  his  noble  Friend  the  Lord 
President,  who  had  charge  of  the  'BSSL, 
but  was  not  then  in  his  plaoe. 

RUSSIA  AND    TURKEY  — THE  WAR- 
PROCLAMATION  OF  NEUTRALITY. 

QTTESnOK. 

Eakl  GRANVILLE:  I  gave  mv 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  DerbyJ  pri- 
vate Notice  of  a  Question  which  I  should 
not  put  in  his  absencOi  only  I  have  no 
doubt  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  will  be  able  to  answer  it 
The  Question  is,  Whether  Her  Majes^'s 
Gbvemment  will  issue  a  Proclamation 
of  Neutrality  now  that  hostilities  have 
broken  out  between  Bussia  and  Turkey? 

The  Earl  of  CABNAENON  :  In  the 
absence  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  AfiPairs,  who  is  at 
Windsor,  I  have  to  inform  your  Lord- 
ships that  the  Gbvemment  will  issue  a 
Proclamation  of  Neutralitv*  and  that 
probably  it  will  be  issued  witlun  the 
next  few  hours. 


HoQie  adjourned  at  half  past  Fit* 

o*cfock»  till  To-morrow,  half 

paft  Ton  o'olook. 


101         Sunia  and  Ttirh&y,         {April  30,  1877)      The  JEastem  Question. 


10^2 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Mondof,  sm  April,  1877. 


MINUTES.] --Stt«fecv  CoiantTBi  ^  ThameB 
Floodi  PreT«ntio(ii,  n^minatHi, 

PuBuo  Bills  —  OnUrtd  —  Firtt  B$mding  ^ 
New  Forest*  [160]. 

Firtt  i^Mufifi^— £z(meration  of  Char^  *  [161] ; 
Oantmgent  BemaiDden  *  [1621. 

Sseond  JR^Mnf'—BQmmuy  Jiirisaiotion  Amend- 
ment* [187]. 

Ootmmitt$$ — Umversities  of  Oxf^d  and  Gam- 
bridge  (rt-conm,)  [113]— b.p. 


QUESTIONS. 


BUSSIA  AND  TUBEET— THE  EASTERN 

QUESTION. 

MB.   GLADBTOKS'S  BES0LT7TI0NS. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  it  may  be 
for  the  ccmyenience  of  the  House  that  I 
should  read  aloud  the  Beeolutions  I 
intend  to  propose  on  going  into  Oom- 
mittee  of  Supply  on  Friday  next.  There 
are  fire  of  them  in  all,  and  I  proceed  by 
way  of  Besolution  in  order  to  giye  Her 
Majesty's  Gtoremment  and  jprivate  Mem- 
bers the  greatest  opportumty  and  facili- 
ties for  dealing  witn  the  various  points 
of  the  case,  either  separately  or  con- 
jointly, as  they  may  please.  The  Beso- 
lutions  are  as  follow : — 

**  1.  That  this  House  finds  just  cause  of  dis- 
■atisbolioa  and  complaint  in  uie  conduct  of  the 
OUoman  Porte  wiUi  regard  to  the  Despatch 
written  by  the  Earl  of  Derby  on  the  21st  day 
of  September,  1876,  and  relating  to  the  mas- 
sacres in  Bulgaria. 

"  2.  That,  until  such  conduct  shall  have  been 
essentially  changed,  and  guarantees  on  behalf  of 
the  subject  populations  ouier  than  the  promises 
or  ostensible  measures  of  the  Porte  shall  have 
beeoi  provided,  that  Qovemment  will  be  deemed 
by  this  House  to  have  lost  all  claim  to  receive 
either  the  material  or  the  moral  support  of  the 
British  Crown." 

"  3.  That,  in  Hie  midst  of  the  complications 
which  eadst  and  the  war  which  has  actually 
begun,  this  House  sanestly  desires  the  influence 
of  the  British  Crown  in  the  Counsels  of  Europe 
to  be  employed  with  a  view  to  the  early  and 
effectual  development  of  local  liberty  and  prac- 
tical self-govemment  in  the  disturbed  Provmces 
ef  Turkey,  by  putting  an  end  to  the  oppression 
whSflh  tkey  now  suffer,  without  the  imposition 
upon  them  of  any  other  Foreign  Dominion. 

**^,  That,  bearing  in  mind  the  wise  and 
honourable  policy  of  tms  Country  in  the  Protocol 
of  April  182S,  and  the  Treaty  of  July  1827,  with 


respect  to  Greece,  this  House  furthermore  earn- 
estly desires  that  the  influence  of  the  British 
Crown  may  be  addressed  to  promoting  the  con- 
cert of  the  European  Powers  in  exacting  from 
the  Ottoman  Porte,  by  their  united  auuiority, 
such  changes  in  the  Government  of  Turkey  as 
they  may  deem  to  be  necessary  for  the  purposes 
of  humanity  and  justice,  for  effectual  d^ence 
against  intrigue,  and  for  the  peace  of  the 
world." 

The  fifth  Besolution  simply  combines 
the  others  in  the  form  of  an  Andress, 
and  is  as  follows  : — 

'*  6.  That  an  humble  Address,  setting  forth 
the  prayer  of  this  House  according  to  the  tenour 
of  the  foregoing  Eesolutions,  be  prepared  and 
presented  to  Her  Majesty." 

I  may,  perhaps,  be  permitted  by  the 
indulgence  of  l^e  House  to  say  one 
word  in  regard  to  the  time  and  maimer 
of  bringing  forward  the  Motion,  as  it 
may  conduce  to  greater  convenience.  As 
I  make  this  Motion  on  my  own  respon- 
sibility, and  not  as  the  organ  of  any 
Party  or  section  of  a  Party  in  this 
House,  I  have  adopted  the  means  open 
to  me,  which  reduce  themselves,  in  fact, 
to  placing  the  Notice  on  t&e  Paper  as 
an  Amendment  on  going  into  Committee 
of  Supply.  At  the  same  time,  if  I  may 
presume  to  say  so,  I  feel  that  it  is  de- 
sirable that  every  possible  facility  should 
be  afifbrded  for  discussion  and  for  the 
proposal  of  Amendments  on  a  Motion  of 
this  character ;  and  if  through  the  kind- 
ness of  hon.  Members  or  of  this  House 
or  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  I  am 
able  to  propose  it  on  Friday  as  a  sub- 
stantive Besolution,  and  not  as  an 
Amendment  on  going  into  Committee 
of  Supply,  or  on  some  later  day  than 
Friday — although  I  hope  an  early  day — 
I  shaU  gladly  and  thankfully  accept  such 
an  arrangement. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEB :  Perhaps,  Sir,  I  maybe  allowed 
to  say,  with  reference  to  the  concluding 
observations  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  be  perfectly  prepared  to  place  Mon- 
day at  his  disposal. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  It  would  be 
with  an  ill  grace  if  I  hesitated  for  a 
moment  to  accept  that  arrangement,  and 
I  accept  it,  as  I  said  before,  with  thank- 
fulness. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK:  I  beg  to 
give  Notice  that  I  shall  move  the  pre- 
vious Question  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Besolutions  are  put  from 
the  Chair. 
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LONDONDERRY  LUNATIC  ASYLUM- 

QT7E8TION. 


Mb.  RICHAED  SMYTH  asked  tlie 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether, 
in  consequence  of  the  action  recently 
taken  by  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
District  Lunatic  Asylum  of  Londonderry 
and  by  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  that 
Union,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  will  with- 
hold his  sanction  for  the  erection  of  a 
new  asylum  for  the  city  and  county  of 
Londonderry  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH: 
The  Board  of  Governors  of  the  District 
Lunatic  Asylum  of  Londonderry  proposed 
some  little  time  ago. to  erect  a  new 
asylum,  their  existing  asylum  being  very 
much  overcrowded.  They  have,  how- 
ever, lately  rescinded  that  decision,  and 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  does  not  at  present 
propose  to  recommend  to  the  Privy 
Council  to  sanction  the  erection  of  a  new 
asylum  for  Derry,  but  to  inquire  whether 
the  present  asylum  might  not  be  en- 
larged. 

ARMY— MILITIA  ADJUTANTS. 

QUESTION. 

YisooTTiTT  EMLYN  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  the 
adjutants  of  five  Militia  regiments  have 
been  refused  the  increase  of  pay  granted 
to  all  other  adjutants  of  Militia  under 
the  Boyal  Warrant  of  the  20th  day  of 
November  1875,  upon  the  ground  that 
they  are  in  receipt  of  half  pay  from  the 
Marine  Artillery;  and,  whether  such 
half  pay  is  not  retired  pay,  and  practi- 
cally pension  for  past  services ;  and  if 
under  the  circumstances,  he  will  take 
steps  to  place  these  officers  in  the  same 
position  as  other  adjutants  of  Militia,  or 
allow  them  to  retire  upon  similar  terms 
to  those  offered  under  Boyal  Warrant  of 
the  26th  day  of  March  1875  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDT.  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  not  his  intention  to  make 
any  chanee  in  regard  to  the  increase  of 
pay  to  Acgutants  of  Militia. 

KAVY— CASE  OF  BiR.  JOHN  CLARE. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  BIOOAB  asked  the  Seoretarv  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  he 
has  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  the  Petition  of  Mr.  John 
Clare,  the  inventor,  patentee,  designer, 


promoter,  and  upholder  of  the  metal 
shipbuilding  of  the  State  Navy  {€ids 
records  of  the  Admiralty  since  1853), 
and  the  plaintiff  in  Clare  v.  The  Queen, 
forwarded  by  him  17th  June  1863,  ad- 
dressed to  Her  Most  Gracious  Majestj 
the  Queen,  with  the  affidavits  of  John 
Morrison,  iron  shipbuilder,  and  John 
Clare ;  also  the  letter 


« 


requefting  the  Home  Department  to  «d 
tt  De 


what  Department  of  the  State  would  ***«*^t" 
criminal  proceeding  against  the  Admiraltr  wit- 
neaaea  for  perjury  in  Clare  v.  The  Queen ; 

and  the  opinion  given  by  the  Law  Offi- 
cers of  the  Crown  ? 

SiK  HENRY  SELWm-IBBETSON', 
in  reply,  said,  the  Petition  alluded  to 
was  sent  in  1861,  and  the  case  tried  in 
1863,  before  Chief  Justice  Cockbom, 
in  the  Queen's  Bench.  In  that  year  a 
motion  was  made  for  a  new  trial,  and 
refused.  In  April,  1864,  an  appeal  fol- 
lowed, when  the  judgment  of  the  Court 
below  was  confirmed.  It  was  not  the 
custom  to  produce  the  opinions  of  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  and  he  must, 
therefore,  decline  to  do  so. 

RUSSIA  AND  TURKEY— THE  WAR— 
EGYPT.— QUESTIONS. 

Sib  OEOEOE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  he  can  give  the  House  any 
information  as  to  the  course  which  Eg^t 
is  following  or  is  likely  to  follow  in  the 
present  war,  and  as  to  the  position  in 
which  that  countrv  will  be  placed  if  she 
engages  in  active  hostilities  with  a  great 
European  Power  ? 

Me.  BOURKE  :  Sir,  with  every  dis- 
position to  answer  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  as  fully  and  as  accurately  as 
possible,  I  am  sdlraid  I  am  unable  to 
give  a  decided  and  accurate  Answer  at 
once  to  some  of  the  Questions  he  has 
put  on  the  Paper.  The  first  Question  is 
*'  whether  I  can  five  the  House  any  in- 
formation as  to  me  course  which  Egypt 
is  following  or  is  likely  to  foUow  in  the 
present  war  ?"  I  am  afraid  I  can  hardlv 
give  an  Answer  to  that  Question.  With 
regard  to  the  second  Question,  "as  to 
the  position  in  which  that  country  will 
be  placed  if  she  engages  in  active  hos- 
tilities with  a  great  European  Power,"  I 
am  afraid  I  cannot  answer  that  Question 
either.  The  hon.  (Gentleman  does  not 
say  to  what  Power  he  alludes,  and,  if 
he  did,  it  would  not  be  safe  to  say  what 
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mifflit  be  the  prospective  circumstances 
and  consequences  of  going  into  war.  At 
the  same  time,  I  am  quite  aware  that,  as 
he  says,  a  great  deal  of  interest  is  felt  in 
this  question  out-of-doors,  and  I  shall  be 
happy  to  tell  the  House  what  we  know. 
We  have  heard  that  the  Khedive  has 
been  asked  by  the  Porte  to  send  further 
assistance,  and  he  has  promised  to  send 
such  assistance  as  he  properly  can.  He 
has  also,  I  believe,  appointed  his  son, 
Prince  Hassan,  to  command  the  con- 
tingent which  may  be  despatched  from 
Egypt.  At  the  same  time,  the  Khedive 
has  promised  that  none  of  the  revenues 
pledged  to  Egyptian  creditors  shall  be 
touched,  and  that  he  has  the  means  of 
fulfilling  all  his  engagements  in  regard 
to  those  creditors.  Therefore,  the  assist- 
ance which  the  Khedive  may  send  to  the 
Porte  will  depend  upon  the  amount  of 
voluntary  contributions  which  he  can 
obtain  from  his  subjects. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Growing  out  of 
that  interesting  Answer,  may  i  put  a 
Question  to  the  hon.  Gentleman?  He 
spoke  simply  of  the  monies  due  to 
Egyptian  creditors.  There  is  a  very 
interesting  question  relating  to  the 
Turkish  Loan  of  1854,  the  payment  of 
which  is  dependent  upon  remittances 
from  Egypt.  Is  the  hon.  Gentleman  in 
a  position  to  tell  me  whether  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Khedive  to  continue  to  make 
these  remittances  is  included  in  what  he 
said  with  reference  to  the  fulfilment  of 
his  money  engagements  ? 

Mb.  BOUEKE:  I  hope  the  House 
will  excuse  me  if  I  am  a  little  cautious 
in  answering  Questions  of  this  kind 
which  are  put  without  Notice.  I  can 
only  say  that  we  have  received  a  general 
statement  on  the  part  of  the  l^edive 
which  I  have  g^ven  to  the  House,  and  I 
have  no  reason  for  a  moment  to  believe 
that  there  is  any  alteration  in  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Khedive  on  the  subject  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
referred. 

IBELAND— POST  OFFICE  (TELEGRAPH 
DEPARTMENT>-TELEGRAPH  OFFICE 
IN  BEUREE.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  0*8ULLIVAN  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  If  it  is  true  that  tele- 
graph wires  pass  through  the  town  of 
Bruree,  in  the  county  Limerick ;  and, 
if  so,  why  it  is  that  a  telegraphic  station 
has  not  yet  been  opened  there,  notwith- 


standing that  it  contains  a  money  order 
office  and  is  a  petty  sessions  district, 
containing  a  population  of  over  four 
thousand  four  hundred  ? 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS :  It  is  true, 
Sir,  that  a  telegraph  wire  passes  through 
the  town  of  Bruree ;  but  no  telegraph 
office  had  been  opened  there,  as  the 
amount  of  business  likely  to  accrue  would 
not  warrant  the  expense. 

THE  POLICE  AND  THE  TRANSFER  OF 
LICENCES.— QUESTION. 

Captain  PIM  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  it  is 
true,  as  reported  at  tne  last  Quarter 
Sessions  for  the  county  of  Middlesex  on 
the  26th  instant,  that  the  Commissioners 
of  the  Metropolitan  Police  have  issued 
instructions  forbidding  the  police  to  give 
to  the  justices  at  Petty  Sessions  any 
information  as  to  the  character  of  per- 
sons applying  for  transfers  of  licences, 
and  the  conduct  of  the  houses  for  which 
such  application  is  made  ? 

Sm  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  to  avoid  information 
being  given  by  the  police  on  their  own 
authority,  without  being  sufficiently  au- 
thenticated, instructions  had  been  issued 
by  the  Commissioners  of  Police  directing 
that  in  all  cases  of  the  transfer  of  licences 
the  police  should  give  to  the  Justices  at 
Petty  Sessions  any  information  in  their 
power  as  to  the  character  and  past  his- 
tory of  persons  applying  for  transfers, 
and  the  conduct  of  the  houses  for  which 
such  application  was  made,  and  that  that 
information  should  be  ready  and  avail- 
able* for  the  magistrates'  use  on  the  day 
when  the  cases  come  on,  the  policeman 
being  present  to  verify  the  statement, 
and  therefore  to  make  it  evidence  on 
oath,  instead  of,  as  at  present,  evidence 
not  properly  authenticated. 

RUSSIA    AND    TURKEY— THE    WAR- 
PROCLAMATION  OF  NEUTRALITY. 

QUESTION. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
With  the  permission  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, I  have  slightly  altered  the  form  of 
my  Question  in  order  more  strictly  to 
explain  my  object  in  putting  it.  The 
Question  I  have  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  is.  Whether,  in  view  of  the 
hostilities  between  Bussia  and  Turkey^ 
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mentative  nature ;  but  without  erimiag 
into  KajorgTunent  upon  it,  it  is  Buffidsat 
to  8<«te  that  the  Admiralty  ean  recall 
into  Bctive  aerrioe  in  oaae  of  war  or 
emergency  any  officer  on  the  retired  or 
half-pay  lieit,  and  has  also  power  to 
remove  from  the  list  of  the  Eoyal  Na»y 
any  officer  whatever,  whether  on  full, 
half-pay,  or  the  retired  list,  and  thia 
without  reason  assigned.  The  opinioa 
of  the  Law  Officers  of .  the  Crown  to 
which  the  hen.  Member  refers  is  imma- 
terial to  the  question,  and  it  could  not, 
without  breaking  an  invariable  Bole,  be 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
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and  the  effect  which  a  war  between  those 
Powers  must  exercise  upon  the  maritime 
and  commercial  interests  of  England,  it 
is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  issue  the  accustomed  proclama- 
tion of  neutrality  warning  the  subjects 
of  the  Queen  of  the  penmies  they  will 
incur  under  the  statute  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  neutrality  by  any  participation 
in  such  hostilities,  and  of  their  liability 
under  the  law  of  nations  towards  the 
belligerent  Powers  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QXSER :  Tes,  Sir,  it  la  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  isi 
Proclamation  of  the  accustomed 


draft  of  it ;  and  it  has  been  submitted  to 
Her  MaiesI?  in  Council  at  Windsor  to- 
day, and,  if  received  from  Windsor  in 
time,  it  will  probably  be  published  in  an 
extraordinary  Qtatttt  this  evening. 

NATT— ADMIRAL  HOBART  PASHA. 
4TTE8TI0IT. 

Oaptafit  FIM  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  Whether,  as  Hobart 
Pasha  is  a  retired  officer  of  the  Kavy, 
and  cannot  again  be  employed,  and  as 
retired  pay  has  been  earned  for  past  ser- 
vices in  the  Navy,  and  cannot  be  legally 
withheld  from  any  naval  or  marine  officer 
when  once  placed  ou  the  retired  list,  even 
if  in  the  service  of  a  foreign  government, 
as  laid  down  by  the  law  officers  of  the 
late   Government,  Sir  John  Coleridge 
and  Sir  Qeora;e  Jessell,  he  will  be  good 
enough  to  inform  the  House  by  what 
right  or  power  Hobart  Pasha,  or  any 
other  officer,  being  no  longer  subject  to 
the  Naval  Discipline  Act,  can  be  inter- 
fered with  by  the  Admiralty ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  has  any  objection  to  lay  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  copy  of  such 
opinion,  as  well  as  the  letter  sent  by  the 
to  the  Accountant  General  of 
dated  13th  of  Pebruary,  1B73, 
lation  of  the  Parliamentary 
the  17th  of  March,   1876— 
fficers  holding  oivil  appoint- 

P.  EGEETON :   In  the  un- 


I  Piret  Lord  of  uie  Admiralty, 
le  hon.  Member  will  allow  me 
this  Question.  I  have  first  to 
n  my  opinion,  the  Question  is 
im^pilar,  being  of  an  argu- 
farq^tuit  of  Bartington 


AND  TURKET  — THE  WAR- 
NEUTRAL  INTERESTS.— QUESTIONS. 
Sm  WILLIAM  HABCOUET  asked 
the  Under  Seorotary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  a  Question  of  which  he  had  given 
him  private  Notice,  Whether  he  has  any 
information  with  reference  to  the  z^u- 
lations  issued  by  the  belligerent  Powers 
which  may  afieot  the  interests  and  the 
maritime  commerce  of  England ;  and, 
if  so,  if  he  can  lay  it  aa  the  Table  of  the 
House? 

Mr.  BOTTSXE  :  Sir,  on  hearing  that 
the  Bofisian  military  authorities  intended 
to  stop  the  navigation  of  the  Danube, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  directed  Her 
Majesty^s  Consul  at  Galatx  to  telegr^h 
any  regulations  that  might  be  isened. 
He  has  replied  that  no  regulatitms  have 
been  issued,  but  that  all  ships  were  to 
leave  on  the  28th,  and  that  Galatz  is 
clear.  The  British  Vice  ConsulatSolina 
telegraphed  yesterday  that  the  Bussians 
were  at  Isotatika  and  had  stopped  all 
navigation  upwards  without  giving 
notice,  and  had  begun  laying  torpedoes 
in  the  river.  No  blookade  of  the  Black 
Sea  has  yet  been  proclaimed;  but  the 
Turkish  Minister  for  Foreign  Affiurs 
has  informed  Her  Majes^'s  Ambassador 
that  a  declaration  with  reference  to  ih» 
blockade  of  the  Black  Sea  and  the  riighta 
of  neutrals  will  be  immediately  pub- 
lished. He  has  advised  also  that  vessels 
should  not  attempt  to  proceed  to  Oalate, 
which  is  now  the  seat  of  war,  or  to 
Nicolaieff,  or  other  Bussian  porta.  As 
to  the  BoBphoms,  Mr.  Layard  has  re- 
ceived notice  from  the  Porte — first,  that 
the  Dardanelles  and  Bosphoms  an 
closed,  both  for  entrance  and  exit,  to  all 
steam  and  sailing  vessala  from  suset  to 
sunrise;    secondly,  the   lighthonsas  in 
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these  flAraits,  with  the  exception  of  the  two 
great  lighthouses  at  the  entrance  to  the 
BoepbcotEB  in  the  Black  Sea  and  the  two 
lighthonsee  of  Sedal  Bahr  and  Kolm 
Kaleh  at  the  IHurdanelles,  will  be  ex- 
tinguiaiied.  These  may  be  extingixished 
bj  the  military  authorities.  Thirdly, 
firing  of  guns  and  cannons  in  foggy 
weather,  or  an  alarm  signal  is  abso- 
lutely forbidden.  That  is  all  the  infor- 
mation we  have  upon  the  subject,  either 
with  regard  to  me  Danube,  the  Bos- 
nhoms,  the  Dardanelles,  or  the  Black 
Sea. 

Sib  CHABLES  W.  DILKE:  I  wish 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
AfNifBy  Whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that 
there  are  a  large  number  of  Egyptian 
trocms  already  on  tiie  Danube  ? 

Mb,.  BOCTBKE  :  I  believe  that  is  the 


THE  ECCLESIASTICAL  DtLAPTDATIONS 
ACT.— QUESTION. 

Ma.  MONK  asked  the  Seeretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther he  can  now  state  when  he  proposes 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Dilapidations  Act  ? 

Sin  HmRY  SELWIN-IBBETSON, 
in  reply,  said,  he  was  not  able  to  state 
when  the  Bill  would  be  brought  in. 
It  was  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Government,  and  would  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  as  soon  as  the  state  of  Pubhc 
would  allow. 


THE  CATTLE  PLAGIJE.--QUESTION. 

Mb.  mark  STEWART  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  Whether, 
considerins^  the  great  dread  with  which 
the  agricuftural  interest  regard  the  pre- 
sent outbreak  of  cattle  plague  in  this 
Gountiy,  the  Gbvernment  will  be  pre- 
pared to  giye  an  early  day  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  that  subject  ? 

Tm  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  that,  as  the  Ques- 
tion related  to  the  general  Business  of 
the  House,  he  might  be  permitted  to  say 
he  r^;retted  that  in  the  present  aspect 
of  the  Business  of  the  House  he  could 
not  manage  to  find  a  day  for  the  discus- 
sion of  the  subject  referred  to,  of  which 
they  admitted  the  importance,  and  which 
they  were  desirous  of  dealing  with  as 
quickly  as  possible  by  the  appointment 
of  a  Select  Cominittee.    Some  oifficulties 


had  been  raised  by  hon.  Members  in 
different  parts  of  the  House  with  respect 
,to  the  composition  of  the  Committee, 
which  had  delayed  its  appointment,  but 
he  earnestly  hoped  that  the  Committee 
might  be  nominated  as  soon  as  possible, 
but  he  was  not  able  to  name  any  early 
day  for  a  discussion  of  the  subject. 

COAL  MINES— TYLDESLEY  COLLIEEY. 

QT7E8TI0N. 

•  LoBD  LINDSAY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  a  report  in  the  newspapers  that, 
owing  to  an  explosion  of  gas  in  a  col- 
liery near  Tyldesley  belonging  to  Mr. 
Fletcher,  a  man  has  lost  his  me ;  and, 
as  it  was  but  a  short  time  since  an  ex- 
plosion occurred  in  the  same  pit,  if  he 
will  cause  a  searching  inquiry  to  be  in- 
stituted in  order  that  the  real  cause  may 
be  ascertained? 

Sm  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
(for  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department)  said,  that  the  at- 
tention of  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
been  called  to  the  sad  occurrence  in 
question,  and  that  a  searching  inquiry 
had  been  ordered  into  the  whole  facts 
of  the  case,  and  the  Home  Secretary  had 
directed  a  legal  gentleman  to  attend  the 
inquest  to  ascertain  the  fiact^. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION. 

QT7ESTI0N. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Kay-Shuttlewoeth, 

Mb.  a.  MILLS  said,  that  since  he  had 
placed  his  Notice  on  the  Paper  the  hon. 
Member  for  Maidstone  had  placed  a  No- 
tice on  going  into  Supply  on  the  Educa- 
tion Estimates,  raising  the  same  issue 
he  did  not  think  it  desirable  to  trouble 
the  House  with  two  discussions  uponit. 
and,  therefore,  should  not  proceed  with 
his  Motion  to-morrow. 

PARLIAMENT  —  THE  SALFORD  ELEC- 
TION.—EXPLANATION. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  wish,  with  the 
indulgence  of  the  House,  to  give  an  ex- 
planation in  prosecution  of  the  matter 
which  was  opened  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tieman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
the  other  day.  It  does  not  involye  any 
charge  on  any  one,  but  merely  exculpates 
some  persons  outside  the  House.    The. 
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right  hon.  Oentleman  was  under  the  im- 
pressioQ,  which  was  not  unnatural,  that 
a  fraudulent  use  had  been  made  of  a 
letter  of  mine.  I  am,  however,  assured 
from  Salford  that  no  such  fraudulent  use 
was  made  of  the  letter.  The  letter  was 
written  on  the  SOth  of  March,  and  the 
death  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford 
(Mr.  Cawley)  which  brought  about  the 
election  occurred  on  the  2nd  of  April. 
The  letter,  unfortunately,  was  delivered 
at  a  place  from  which  the  club  or  society 
to  which  it  was  addressed  had  been  re- 
moved, and  was  never  discovered  until 
the  17th  of  April,  when  they  were  in 
the  thick  of  the  election.  At  a  meeting 
on  the  17th  a  large  extract  was  quoted 
from  it,  and  on  the  18th  the  letter  was 
published  in  a  Manchester  paper,  I 
think  Tk$  Manchester  Examiner — together 
with  the  date— lit  exteneoj  so  that  there 
could  be  no  misunderstanding  about  the 
date  at  which  it  was  written ;  and  how  it 
came  into  the  London  newspapers  with- 
out the  date  I  have  no  means  of  know- 
ing. The  right  hon.  Oentleman,  there- 
fore, will  see  that  there  was  no  fraudu- 
lent use  made  of  the  letter  whatever,  and 
no  ground  for  a  charge  against  any  per- 
sons in  the  place. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAT, 


UNIVERSITIES  OF  OXFORD  AND  CAM- 

BRIDGE  BILL— [Bill  118.] 

(Mr.  Oathom$  Hardyt  Mr,  A$thet(m  Crottf 

Mr.  WalpoU.) 

coicnrrTEE.      \_Progreei  26<A  April,'] 

Bill  eoneidered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Clause  6  (Vacancies  among  Oommis- 
sioners). 

LoBD  EDMOND  FIT2MAUEI0E 
moved,  in  page  8,  after  line  23,  insert — 

'*  Provided,  That  the  name  of  ev^  person 
80  appointed  shall  be  laid  before  the  Houses  of 
Partiament  within  ten  days  after  the  appoint- 
ment, if  Parliament  is  then  sitting,  or,  if  not, 
then  ten  da^s  after  the  next  meeti^  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  if  within  forty  days  after  any  sndi 
namo  has  been  laid  before  them  either  House  bv 
Betolation  disallows  the  appointment,  it  shall 
be  of  no  effect,  but  without  prejudice  to  the 
validity  of  anything  done  Uiereunder." 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment,  because  the  ap- 
pointment would  be  an  executive  act  of 
the  Grown,  and  the  proper  mode  was  to 

Mr,  Oladetone 


move  an  Address  to  the  Grown.  H« 
could  not  consent  to  establish  a  preoe- 
dent  to  appeal  to  the  House  of  CommoBs 
against  an  executive  act  of  the  Grown. 

Mb.  OOSOHEN  pointed  out  thmt  if  a 
Oommissioner  should  die  or  resign,  the 
balance  of  the  Oommission  might  he 
disturbed  by  the  fresh  appointment,  mmd 
Parliament  would  lose  the  small  amount 
of  control  they  had  got  at  the  preaent 
moment.  He  would  recommend  that  no 
new  appointments  should  be  made  until 
the  number  of  Oommissioners  was  re- 
duced to  six  or  five. 

Mb.  OATHOBNE  HARDY  said,  he 
had  no  objection  to  lay  the  names  of  the 
Oonmiissioners  before  Parliament  when- 
ever new  appointments  were  made. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOURT  sag- 
gested  that  the  object  of  the  noble  Lord 
would  be  met  if  he  omitted  the  latter 
part  of  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
would  accept  that  modification. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  U. 

Glause  agreed  to, 

Glause  7  (Duration  of  Gommiasion) 
agreed  to, 

Glause  8  (Ghairman  and  meetings  of 
Oommissioners). 

Mb.  HAYTER  moved,  in  page  3,  line 
82,  to  leave  out  from  beginning  of  clause 
to  **  meeting,"  in  line  86,  with  tiie  ob- 
ject of  givmg  the  Oommissioners  the 
power  of  electing  their  own  Ghairman. 

Mb.  OATHORI!^  HARDY  said,  he 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment.  He 
preferred  that  there  should  be  a  perma- 
nent Ghairman,  otherwise  there  would 
be  a  fresh  election  to  the  office  ereiy 
week.  It  was  desirable  that  there  should 
be  one  Chairman  as  head  of  the  Oom- 
missioners with  whom  communication 
could  be  held ;  but,  -  of  course,  at  any 
meeting  when  the  Ghairman  was  absent 
the  Oommissioners  would  elect  the  Ghair- 
man for  the  day. 

Mb.  monk  suggested  that  the  Oom- 
missioners should  nave  the  V^^^^  to 
elect  at  their  first  meeting  a  Ghairman 
who  should  preside  at  w  subsequent 
meeting^. 

Amendment  negatived, 

Glause  agreed  to. 

Glauses  9  and  10  agreed  to. 
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Olause  11  (Powers  of  TJniyersity  and 
Colleges  to  make  statutes). 

Mb.  G08CHEN  moved,  in  page  4, 
after  line  20,  to  add  the  following  pro- 
Tiso: — 

'*  That  the  Commissioners  shall  not  approve 
the  statute  so  made  by  a  College  until  they  have 
published,  in  such  form  as  to  them  may  seem 
fit,  a  statement  with  respect  to  the  main  pur- 
poses relative  to  the  TJniyersity  for  which,  in 
their  opinion,  provision  should  be  made  under 
this  Act,  the  sources  from  which  funds  for  those 
purposes  should  be  obtained,  and  the  principles 
on  which  contributions  from  the  CoUeges  for 
those  purposes  should  be  assessed." 

Under  the  dause  it  was  reserved  to  every 
College  to  send  in  a  scheme  of  reform, 
and  tihe  University  itself  was  also  to  be 
allowed  to  send  in  a  scheme  of  reform 
to  the  Oommissioners.  One  of  the  main 
objects  of  the  Bill  was  that  the  Colleges 
should  contribute  from  their  surmus 
revenues  to  the  requirements  of  the  Uni- 
versity. What  appeared  to  him  the 
first  step  which  the  Oommissioners,  act- 
ing on  behalf  of  the  University,  would 
have  to  take  would  be  to  arrive  at  some 
kind  of  plan  as  to  what  the  total  require- 
ments of  the  University  would  be,  and 
then,  when  they  had  arrived  at  such 
plan,  to  assess  the  OoUeges  in  proportion 
to  their  revenues.  The  clause,  as  it 
stood,  was  almost  nugatory,  as  practi- 
cally the  Oommission  would  not  be  able 
to  give  its  assent  until  it  had  the 
claims  of  all  the  OoUeges  before  it, 
and  it  was  merely  in  appearance  that 
this  invitation  was  issued  to  the  Ool- 
leges.  The  Universities  ought  to  know 
the  total  requirements  for  which  pro- 
vision would  have  to  be  made,  and 
then  the  OoUege  revenues  ought  to  be 
examined  to  ascertain  the  contribution 
required  from  each.  There  ou^ht  to  be 
a  financial  scheme  in  the  first  instance. 
He  wished  that  the  principles  of  the 
reform  should  be  stated.  He  struck 
at  no  principle  of  the  Bill ;  it  was  a 
mere  matter  of  convenience.  There 
ought  to  be  some  imiformity  in  dealing 
with  the  OoUeges. 

Mb.  BALFOUB  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice  was 
in  the  form  of  an  additional  clause ;  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  opposite  should  have  enabled  the 
Conmu88i5mer8  to  have  settled  some  form 
of  action  at  the  commencement  of  their 
labours.  One  thing  was  in  his  (Mr. 
Balfour's)  Amendment,  but  not  in  that 


of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman.  If  the 
clause  that  he  had  proposed  was  carried 
the  Oommissioners  of  each  University 
would  have  to  consult  those  of  the  other ; 
if  not,  there  might  arise  a  general  dif- 
ference in  the  result  of  their  action, 
especiaUy  with  reference  to  the  prize 
FeUowships. 

Mb.  08B0ENE  MOEGAN  said,  that 
one  great  fault  of  the  BiU  was,  that  it 
contained  no  guiding  principle  for  the 
Oommissioners  at  all,  and  the  Amend- 
ment suppUed  one.  How  could  the 
Oommissioners  know  what  was  to  be 
paid  by  one  without  knowing  the  re- 
venues of  the  rest  ? 

Mb.  QATHOENE  HAEDY  said, 
that,  as  he  had  explained  last  year,  his 
object  was  to  deal  with  the  Universities 
and  OoUeges  as  a  whole,  and  not  indi- 
viduaUy ;  and  he  thought  the  condudiug 
words  of  the  clause  carried  out  that  con- 
dition, so  that  virtuaUy  the  clause  em- 
bodied the  principle  of  the  Amendment 
Proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Oentleman. 
!here  were  many  Amendments,  and  they 
could  hardly  teU  how  they  would  come 
out,  and  he  would  be  obUged,  therefore, 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  post- 
pone this  discussion.  In  the  meantime, 
ne  would  consider  the  question  with  the 
draftsman,  and  endeavour  to  put  the 
matter  in  such  a  shape  as  would  be  ac- 
ceptable to  the  Oommittee.  If,  when 
the  BiU  passed  through  Oommittee, 
there  should  appear  any  doubt  upon  the 
point,  he  would  on  the  Beport,  be  ready 
to  propose  another  clause  in  the  spirit 
of  uie  Amendment,  which  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Oentieman  would  now  with- 
draw, as  the  agreeing  to  it  at  the  present 
moment  might  create  some  embarrass- 
ment when  they  came  to  deal  with  the 
17th  clause. 

Mb.  J.  Q.  TALBOT  said,  that  the 
principle  upon  which  he  proceeded  was 
confidence  in  the  Oommissioners  ap- 
pointed. If  the  Amendment  were  carried, 
it  would  tie  the  hands  of  the  Oommis- 
sioners ;  he  desired  to  leave  them  as  far 
as  possible  unfettered. 

Mb.  BEBESFOED  HOPE  said,  that 
this  clause  gave  permission  to  the  Ool^ 
leges  to  propose  their  schemes  up  to  the 
end  of  1878,  which  would  be  less  than  a 
year  and  a-half,  according  to  the  proba- 
biUties  of  tiie  Eoyal  Assent;  and  if  the 
Amendment  of  theriffht  hon.  Oentieman 
were  carried,  it  would  cause  great  delay. 
The  Oommissioners  might  dawdle  over 
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the  improyements  as  the  Judges  did  over 
the  Judicature  Act  alterations. 

Mb.  OOSOHEN  disclaimed  any  wish 
to  tie  the  hands  of  the  Commissioners. 
He  was  sony  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Cambridge  UniTersiiy 
had  80  little  confidence  in  the  Commis- 
sioners. He  was  willinp;  to  accept  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment  if  its  prin- 
ciple were  embodied  in  the  Bill. 

Mb.  MOWBRAY  observed  that  some 
Colleges  had  schemes  waitinff  for  sanc- 
tion, and  it  would  be  undesirable  that 
through  any  provision  in  that  Bill  those 
schemes  snould  be  indefinitely  ad- 
journed. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  12  (Power  of  Commissioners  to 
make  Statutes  for  University  and  C(d- 
leges)  a^eed  to. 

Clause  18  (Limitation  of  fifty  years). 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  (in  the 
absence  of  Mr.  Coxtbtnet)  moved  in 
page  4,  line  40,  to  leave  out  "un- 
less "  and  insert ''  when."  He  said :  I 
prefer  my  own  proposal,  to  leave  this 
clause  out  altogether,  but  for  the  mo- 
ment I  will  confine  myself  to  supporting 
the  proposal  that  is  before  the  House 
to  modify  it.  It  is  generally  believed 
among  those  who  have  not  looked  very 
deeplv  into  the  question,  that  this  60 
years'  limitation  clause  is  intended  only 
to  ezepipt  Keble  College  and  Hertford 
College  from  the  operation  of  the  Bill. 
The  real  facts  are  very  different.  Keble 
College  does  not  come  under  the  BiU  in 
any  way,  and  this  clause  applies  to  a 
great  number  of  emoluments  which  have 
nothing  to  do  with  those  two  CoUeffes, 
and  most  of  which  were  not  founded  by 
private  founders,  but  by  the  CoUeges 
or  Universities  themselves.  Li  other 
words,  as  the  clause  stands,  the  limita- 
tion affects  not  only  the  pious  founder 
who  is  dead,  but  also  the  Universiiy  and 
the  College  which  are  alive,  and  which 
in  many  cases  have  discovered  the  need 
for  those  changes  which  the  clause  for- 
bids the  Commissionert  to  make.  The 
excuse  of  respect  for  the  founder's  inten- 
tions does  not  apply.  The  clause,  for 
instance,  exempts  from  the  operatioas 
of  the  Commission  most  of  the  Regius 
Professorships  in  the  University  of  Cam- 
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bridge,  for  the  oonditions  of  the 
of  these  ancient  offices  have  beat 

pletely  changed  by  modem  L „ 

I  need  harmy  point  out  to  the  Hoqm 
that  the  clause  also  applies,  directly  And 
without  any  kind  of  doubt,  to  FVofes- 
Borships  that  are  altogether  znodem — 
such,  for  instance,  as  that  held  bj  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for    Oxford    (Sir   William    Haxt^oxt.) 
There  are  a  ffreat  many  new  ProfesaiM- 
ships,  foundea  since  1 854,  which,  as  I  read 
this  clause,  are  most  improperly  exempted 
from  the  operation  of  the  CommiBsioQ. 
In  the  Umversiiy  of  Oxford  I  am  told 
that  the  clause  would  witiidravr  from 
the  ken  of  the  Commissionert  thoae  All 
Souls'  ProfesBordiips  which  many  think 
a  great  abuse.    Why  should  theee  ^o- 
fesaorships  be  exempted,  not  onl j  from 
the  operation  of  any  reforms  which  may 
be  introduced,  but  from  the  very  simer- 
vision  of  the  Bodies  which  by  the  BOl 
we  create  ?    One  of  the  AH  Souls'  Pro- 
fessors,   the    Chidiele  Profeasor,    ICr. 
Montaffue  Burrows,  who  was  elected  to 
this  reformed  Chair  of  History  OTer  the 
heads  of  Mr.  Froude  and  Mr.  Freeman 
for  no  reason  that  anyone  could  discover, 
except  that  he  was  the  leading  Oomer- 
vative  a|^t  in  the  management  of  the 
University,  gets,  I  understand,  £1,500 
a-year  under  a  deed  sufficiently  modara 
to  be  exempted  by  this  clause  from  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.    It  would  seem 
wise  that  the  Commissioners  should  mt 
least  possess  the  power  to  examine  into 
the  conditions  of  tenure  of  such  modem 
emoluments  as  these.    I  cannot  conceive 
that  the  clause  can  be  left  as  it  now 
stands.    It  is  a  most  mischievous  daose. 
It   makes    impossible    consistent    and 
oomprehensive  action  by  the  Ooounis- 
sioners,  and  will  probably  lead  the  Com* 
missioners  to  leave  a  large  side  of  the 
University  system  altogether  untonohed, 
rather  than  deal  with  it  so  lightly  as 
this  clause  compels.    The  dause  exempts 
from  the  powers  of  the  Commission  in 
the    Universiiy    of    Cambridge    many 
Scholarships,  all  the  minor  Scholarships 
and    Exhibitions,    and    11    Professor- 
ships.   If  the  Commissioners  wished  to 
alter  the  mode  of  election  to  Professor* 
ships,  the  old  method  of  electioa  would 
have  to  be  retained  for  the   11   PMk 
fessorships  which  have   been  feimdad 
within  50  years.    This  matter  is  one  of 
practical   and  of  pressing  importance, 
it  is  now  being  discussed  at  Cambrid^ 
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by  a  Sjndicate,  which  has  reported  in 
faroor  of  Electoral  Boards ;  and  the  re- 
foim  wMoh  has  been  proposed  cannot 
be  carried  oat  by  the  Commission  be- 
eanse  of  the  obstacle  which  this  danse 
impoaes.     The  effect  of  it  will  be,  that 
the  Comfnisaioners,  finding  themselyes 
unable  to  deal  with  all  the  Professor- 
fibipSy  will  decline  to  deal  with  any.    K 
we  leave  Professorships  for  a  moment 
and  oonaider  minor  Scholarships  or  Ex- 
hibitians,  we  must  remember  that  most 
jieople,  both  at  Cambridge  and  at  the 
larger  schools,  are  diseal^ed  with  the 
Minor  Soholarship  system,  which  drives 
schoolmasters  to  adopt  a  hot-bed  process 
of  tnuning.    It  is,  perhaps,  impossible 
to  altogether  rid  the  Universities  and 
the  schools  of  the  present  system   of 
buying  scholars  with  Exhibitions;  but 
it  womd  at  least  appear  to  be  a  pity  to 
tie  the  hands   of  the  Commissioners; 
and  it  most  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
clause  will  tie  the  hands  of  the  College 
authorities,  as  well  as  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, since,  by  Clause  11,  the  Colleges 
have  only  **  the  like  powers  as  are  con- 
ferred on  the  Commissioners."    To  leave 
modem  emoluments  created  by  the  Uni- 
versities and  the  Colleges,  and  to  come 
for  a  moment  to  those  comparatively  rare 
cases  in  which  there  is  a  private  founder, 
it  is  a  poor  compliment  to  the  pious 
founder  to  say  that  he  would  not  wish 
the  University  and  the  Commissioners 
to  make  the  best  possible  use  of  his  gift. 
To  maintain  this  clause  as  it  stands,  is 
not  only  to  contend  that  the  founder 
knew  better  what  was  best  for  posterity 
than  posterity  itself,  but  also  to  contend 
that  the  University  40  years  ago  knew 
better  what  would  be  best  for  the  Uni- 
versity now  than  does  the  University  of 
the  present  day,  and  than  do  the  Com- 
missioners whom  by  this  Bill  we  appoint. 
Why  should  you  limit  and  tie  up  the 
Commissioners  by  this  restriction?    It 
has  been  said  that  it  was  introduced  in 
deference  to  the  wishes  of  a  deputation 
of  Cambridge  Liberals,   but  that  lb  a 
monstrous   mis-statement.    They   sug- 
gested 50  years  as  preferable  to  100 
yean — ^that  is  all.    The  100  years'  limi- 
tation,  which   had   been  proposed  by 
Lord  Salisbury,  would  have  withdrawn 
Downing  College  ^m  the  ken  of  the 
Commission :   the   clause  as  it  stands 
would  withdraw  Hertford  College  Oz- 
bid  &om  its  ken,  and  I  have  authority 
to  say  that  the  Cambridge  Liberals  who 


objected  to  Downing  College  being  thus 
withdrawn  from  the  inquiry,  object 
equally  to  Hertford  CoUege  being  with- 
drawn ^m  it  as  is  still  proposed. 
The  clause,  moreover,  is  full  of  leg^ 
difficulties,  upon  which  I  hope  that  we 
may  have  the  opinion  of  the  ablest  law- 
yers in  the  House.  Almost  all  College 
property  at  Oxford,  including  both  cor- 

S orate  property  and  trust  property,  was 
salt  with  by  ordinances  made  under 
the  Act  of  1854.  Old  Fellowships,  Scho- 
larships, and  Exhibitions  were  suppresed, 
and  new  ones  were  founded  and  endowed 
out  of  the  proceeds  of  that  suppression. 
In  many  of  these  cases  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  contend  that  the  ordinance  itself 
was  not  *'  the  instrument  of  foundation 
or  endowment."  But,  if  so,  the  "  emo- 
lument" would  be  withdrawn  from  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commissioners.  The 
^ill  contains  no  definition  of  ''instru- 
ment of  endowment,"  though  it  does 
contain  a  definition  of  *'  in^brument  of 
foundation."  As  I  read  the  clause, 
the  Commissioners  not  only  cannot 
touch  the  object  or  purpose  of  the 
emolument,  but  cannot  even  reform  the 
conditions  of  tenure,  or  the  mode  of  ap- 
pointment or  election.  The  distinct  pro- 
hibition of  this  clause  must  override  all 
the  enabling  provisions  of  the  Bill.  If 
the  clause  is  retained,  the  Commission- 
ers will  run  the  risk  at  every  minute 
that  they  sit  of  acting  ultra  vires,  and 
will  be  hampered  by  every  kind  of  legal 
difficulty.  The  Act  of  1854  contained 
no  such  limitation  with  respect  to  Col- 
lege endowments ;  although  it  did  with 
respect  to  University  endowments.  I 
would  ask  the  Conservative  Members  of 
this  House,  whether  they  may  not  with 
safety  negative  this  clause,  and  trust  to 
the  Conservative  instincts  of  Lord  Sel- 
bome,  Lord  Bedesdale,  and  Dr.  Bellamy ; 
of  the  Bishop  of  Worcester,  Dr.  light- 
foot,  and  Professor  Stokes? 

Mb.  GATHOBNE  HAEDT  said,  he 
did  not  accept  the  hon.  Baronet's  inter- 
pretation 01  the  clause.  In  order  to 
prevent  ambiguity,  however,  he  would, 
if  it  appeared legaUy  necessary,  so  word 
the  clause  as  to  make  it  refer  only  to 
University  or  College  emoluments  under 
50  years'  standing ;  not  to  new  emolu- 
ments derived  from  old  foundations, 
though  they  had  been  diverted  to  other 
than  their  original  uses. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL-HUaESS£N 
thought  it  was  undesirable  to  fetter  the 
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discretioii  of  the  CommisaioneTS  with 
respect  to  the  date  of  the  endowments 
witn  which  they  might  deal.  He  pointed 
out  that  as  the  dause  stood,  an  en- 
dowment which  had  been  given  long 
before  the  limit  of  50  years,  but 
which  had  been  recently  increased, 
would  be  put  out  of  the  power  of  the 
Commissioners. 

Mb.  BRISTOWE  considered  that  the 
Commissioners,  if  restricted  from  dealing 
with  the  funds  of  Colleges  as  far  as  re- 
cent endowments  were  concerned,  would 
not  be  able  to  touch  their  real  financial 
condition. 

Mr.  STATELEY  HILL  hoped  it 
would  be  made  very  clear  that  endow- 
ments established  within  the  last  50 
years  should  not  be  touched  by  the 
Commissioners. 

Mr.  spencer  STANHOPE  hoped 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Chelsea  would 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  thought 
they  might  trust  the  Conserratiye  in- 
stincts of  the  Commissioiiers  without 
tying  up  their  hands. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said, 
what  he  wished  was  that  the  clause 
should  be  left  in  the  Bill,  but  on  the 
Report,  if  needful,  he  would  make  it 
quite  dear  what  was  meant  by  it. 

Mr.  OOSCHEN  pointed  out  that  the 
words  used  were  ^^  instrument  of  endow- 
ment,'' and  that  this  might  apply  to 
arrangements  made  under  the  Act  of 
1 854.  He  urged  that  the  clause  should 
be  postponed  imtil  the  Gbvemment 
Amendments    should   be   put   on    the 

^r  ADer 

Mr.  NEWDEOATE  said,  he  was 
glad  that  the  term  ''endowment"  was 
used  instead  of  ''foundation"  in  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  was  disposed  to 
respect  the  limit  of  50  years  where 
money  had  been  actually  brought  into 
the  Uniyersity.  He  was  ready  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment. 

Mr.  LOWE  put  it  to  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  it  would  not  be  better 
to  postpone  the  clause. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
must  take  a  yote  upon  the  principle  of 
the  clause ;  he  would  settle  the  details, 
if  it  should  be  deemed  necessary,  on 
the  Report. 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 
Ifr.  £hatchbuH'Hug$$$in 


On  Question,  "  That  the  dause 
part  of  the  Bill?" 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  on 
ing  the  omission  of  the  clause,  waad^  il 
was  somewhat  hard  to  disoorer  the  exaei 
meaning  of  the  dause,  and  what  would 
be  its  exact  effect,  if  passed ;  but  if  bis 
yiew  of  it  was  correct,  the  clause  po- 
posed  to  effect  an  act  of  flagrant  injus- 
tice, by  permitting  newly-made  oorpon- 
tions,  which  had  obtained  full  TJniTenity 
priyileges,  and  which  had  been  allowed 
to  stand  upon  an  equal  footing  with 
older  foundations,  to  escape  the  bordens 
imposed  by  this  Bill  on  the  older  foun- 
dations, whilst  retaining  all  the  adyan- 
tages  which  accrued  to  them  as  States 
of  the  Uniyersity  Federation.  The 
clause  also  appeared  to  him  to  allow 
action  on  the  part  of  the  Gommissionen 
in  direct  contrayention  of  the  principles 
laid  down  in  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill, 
which  stated  that  the  object  of  the  Bili 
was  to  enrich  the  TJniyersities  from  the 
oyerplus  of  CoUege  reyenues;  for  this 
clause,  taken  in  connection  with  the  rest 
of  the  Bill,  allowed  the  Commission's 
to  apply  the  reyenues  of  the  older  foun- 
dations to  the  increase  of  the  emolu- 
ments attached  to  those  more  recently 
created.  This  intention  was  clearly  in- 
dicated b^  the  three  last  lines  of  the 
clause.  It  should  be  distinctly  under- 
stood that  under  them  there  was  power, 
and  power  which  he  had  reason  to  fear 
woula  be  exercised,  to  take  money  from 
the  older  foundations  and  to  giye  it  to 
Ecclesiastical  Seminaries. 

LoBD  FRANCIS  HERYEY  said,  he 
did  not  see  on  what  ground  of  jostice  or 
expediency  the  clause  could  be  l^iti- 
mately  resisted.  He  hoped  the  £on. 
Baronet  would  not  put  the  Committee  to 
the  trouble  of  diyidmg. 

Question  put,  "That  Clause  13  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes  234; 
Noes  134 :  Majority  lOO.^Diy.  list, 
No.  97.) 

Clause  14  (Regard  to  main  design  of 
founder). 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  moyed  to 
omit  the  clause  altogether,  taking  ex- 
ception to  some  of  the  phrases  contained 
in  it,  which  he  thought  would  make 
the  fortune  of  lawyers.  What,  for 
instance,  was  meant  by  ''die  main 
intention  of  the  Founder,'*  and  how 
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ootdd  that  intention  be  carried  out  in  the 
ca«e  of  a  pre-Beformation  Founder? 
Then,  again,  what  meaning  would  a 
lawyer  attaohto  such  a  phrase  as  ''al- 
teration in  substance?"  He  remembered 
a  Vice  Chancellor  saying  that  the  word 
"substantial"  was  the  most  costly  word 
in  the  language;  and  he  took  it  for 
granted  that  the  olijeot  of  the  Bill  was 
to  g^^e  the  Oommissioners  power  to  re- 
moTe  restrictions.  That  was  a  power 
whioh,  with  regard  to  the  intentions  of 
the  Founders,  he  could  not  agree  to. 
The  clause  would  either  be  a  dead  letter 
or  would  yei^  much  tie  the  hands  of 
the  Oommissioners,  and  he  thought 
he  had  made  out  a  good  ground  for 
omittingit. 

Mb.  WALPOLE  supported  the  clause, 
and  urged  that  it  ouffht  to  be  retained, 
as  it  could  not  have  the  effect  which  the 
hon.  Member  stated,  but  would  have  a 
▼ery  useful  operation  in  practice,  as  a 
guide  for  the  Oommissioners.  The 
olaose  embodied  no  new  principle,  as 
there  was  one  containing  similar  words 
in  the  Endowed  Schools  Act. 

Mjl  OLIFFOBD  regarded  the  words 
of  the  clause  as  too  rague,  and  said  he 
should  support  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Denbighshire  if 
he  went  to  a  division. 

Mb.  MOWBBAY  was  astonished  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Denbigh  was  not  acquainted 
with  the  Act  of  1854,  which  was  passed 
under  the  auspices  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich, 
and  which  contained  clauses  similar  to 
that  now  proposed. 

Mb.  GOSGHEN  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Mowbray)  had  not 
entirely  appreciated  the  effect  of  the 
clauses  he  had  referred  to  in  the  Act  of 
1 854.  The  point  of  the  present  clause 
was  prohibitive,  because  it  actually  for- 
bade the  Oommissioners  to  do  anything 
contrary  to  the  main  designs  of  the 
founders.  He  disapprored  of  the  inser- 
tion of  this  clause. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  OHUBOHILL 
supported  the  clause. 

Mb.  D0D80N  said,  he  thought  the 
Committee  would  not  do  very  wrong  if 
it  rejected  the  clause,  as  it  contained 
some  lax  and  doubtftd  morality.  He 
thought  they  miffht  fairly  trust  the 
Commissioners  to  deal  properly  with  the 
endowments  in  question*  The  direc- 
tions laid  down  in  the  clause  would  not. 


in  hi.  OMiion,  in  any  way  strengthen 
their  hands. 

Mb.  BEBESFOED  HOPE  said,  the 
difiSculty  raised  in  this  discussion  was 
one  wluch  was  always  encountered  in 
endeavours  to  reform  ancient  institutions. 
They  wanted  to  prevent  the  reformers 
from  going  too  far,  and  yet  they  were 
apprehensive  for  themselves  lest  they 
should  pull  up  too  soon.  Although  the 
Oommissioners  might  appreciate  the 
fact  that  certain  endowments  had,  for  a 
ffreat  leneth  of  time,  been  diverted  from 
Uie  main  design  of  the  founder,  they  were 
not  bound  to  constitute  themselves  an 
antiquarian  committee,  and  simply  to 
rummage  out  old  title-deeds  and  docu- 
ments g^ing  back  600  years ;  the  clause 
was  simply  a  direction  to  them  as  to  the 
lines  on  which  they  should  travel.  If, 
however,  the  practical  working  of  any 
foundation  was  found  to  be  consistent 
with  the  main  design  of  the  founder, 
there  ought,  he  contended,  to  be  a  pre- 
judice in  its  favour,  so  that  a  Professor- 
ship of  law,  for  instance,  should  not  be 
turned  into  a  Professorship  of  medicine, 
or  a  Professorship  of  music  into  one  of 
comparative  anatomy. 

Mb.  KNATOHBULL-HUGESSEN 
would  be  sorry  to  show  any  disrespect 
for  endowments,  or  to  see  tne  Oommis- 
sioners altogether  set  aside  what  might 
be  the  ezceOent  intentions  of  founders ; 
but  he  thought  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridge 
had  furnished  a  strone  argument  against 
the  clause.  He  could  very  well  under- 
stand that  there  might  be  a  Professor- 
ship of  anatomy  or  other  Professorship, 
the  lectures  on  which  experience  might 
have  shown  that  nobody  would  attend, 
which  miffht  be  very  advantageously 
supplanted  by  another  Professorship  of 
which  numbers  would  avail  themselves. 
It  would  be  unwise,  therefore,  he  main- 
tained, to  tie  the  hands  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  so  prevent  them  from  acting 
in  the  manner  tl^at  they  might  deem  to 
be  most  beneficial  for  the  interests  of 
the  University.  In  fact,  the  question 
was  entirely  one  of  placing  confidence  in 
the  Commissioners,  who,  he  thought, 
might  be  depended  on  not  to  go  against 
the  desiffu  of  a  founder  unless  it  was 
impossible  to  give  it  effect.  The  Gk)- 
vemment  had  carried  their  own  Commis- 
sioners, and  could  surely  have  confidence 
in  them.  The  best  thmg  to  do  would 
be  to  strike  out  the  clause  altogether. 


Mb.  BEBESFOBD  HOPE  nid,  if 
the  word  ''main*'  did  not  pgeo»d» 
'^  design/'  the  clause  would  be  op<a  to 
the  critioisms  made,  but  the  wovd 
**  main  *'  showed  that  tiie  Oommiflnonm 
were  not  to  be  over  minute. 

Mb.  grant  duff  asked  whetbcr 
the  ziffht  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  ef 
the  Bill  aocepted  the  interpretation  of 
the  last  speaker  ? 

Mb.    HEBSOHELL   aaked 
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Mb.  J.  O.  TALBOT  was  of  opinion 
that  certain  great  principles  onffht  to  be 
laid  down  by  Paruament  for  me  guid- 
ance of  the  Commissioners. 

Sib  HENBT  JAMES  said,  the  clause 
was,  in  point  of  fact,  obligatory,  and 
therefore  prohibitive  against  doing  that 
which  was  the  subject  of  the  obligation, 
as  the  Commissioners  were  not  to  do 
anything  without  having  regard  to  the 
main  design  of  the  founder.  [If  the 
Committee  intended  to  accept  the  words 
in  that  sense  well  and  good,  but  they 
ought  clearly  to  understand  what  they 
were  voting  for.         

Mb.  STAYELEY  HILL  said,  that  in 
this  clause  the  words  were  **  shall  have 
regard,"  while  in  the  Act  of  1854  the 
words  were  '*it  shall  be  lawftd"  for 
every  CoUege  for  the  purpose  of  effect- 
ing the  main  design  of  the  founder  to  do 
certain  things,  and  he  contended  that  the 
words  in  that  Act  were  far  more  obliga- 
tory than  in  the  clause  now  under  consi- 
deration. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  consi- 
dered that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  just  proved  that  there  was  really  no 
obligation  under  the  Act  of  1854,  and 
he  must  have  convinced  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Oathome  Haray)  that 
the  words  '*it  shall  be  lawftd"  were 
more  elastic  than  the  words  **  shall  have 
regard." 

Mb.  OATHOBNE  HABDT  said,  he 
was  quite  satisfied  with  the  form  of  the 
words  in  the  dause.  The  clause  only 
meant  that  Ml  consideration  should  be 

given  to  the  main  design  of  the  foun- 
er,  and  did  not  impose  an  imperative 
obligation  as  to  any  particular  form  of 
action.  

Mb.  OOSCHEN  did  not  clearly  un- 
derstand whether  or  not  the  Qovem- 
ment  concurred  in  the  view  of  the  clause 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Beresford 
Hope),  which  was,  that  if  a  chair  of 
anatomy,  for  example,  had  been  founded, 
the  subject  of  study  could  not  50  years 
afterwards  be  changed. 

Mb.  DALRYMPIiE  said,  he  did  not 
think  that  a  foundation  even  within  the 
past  50  years  was  covered  by  this  clause. 
If  the  clause  were  read  in  the  li^ht  of 
the  clause  preceding  it,  the  objection  to 
it  would  be  removed. 

Mb.  BRISTOWE  said,  the  words 
**  shall  have  regard  to  '*  were  imperative, 
unless  certain  things  had  ooeurred. 


the  clause  carried  out  the  intentkmof 
the  right  hon.  Qentieman  ?  He  akoold 
like  to  know,  if  the  Commissionerawere 
merelyto  take  into  consideration themaia 
design  of  the  founder  when,  making  a 
statute,  or  whether  they  were  not  to 
make  a  statute  in  fortheranoe  of  tliat 
main  design?  He  submitted  that  tiie 
latter  was  what  they  would  have  to  do, 
especially  when  the  use  of  the  aame 
words  of  the  next  clause  was  oonsidered. 

Mb.  MABTEN  said,  it  would  not  be 
imperative  to  cany  the  main  designs  of 
the  founder  into  effect. 

Mb.  OSBOBNE  MOBGAN  said,  hoo. 
Members  seemed  to  overlook  the  difller- 
ence  between  an  enabling  and  an  obli- 
gatory clause.  Three  di&rent  interpre- 
tations of  this  clause  had  been  jriven, 
and  it  was  likely  as  many  dimrest 
interpretations  would  be  given  by  Oonrts 
of  L&w.  If  the  main  design  of  the 
founder  was  to  have  regard  to  education, 
religion,  learning,  and  research,  tiie 
matter  might  be  left  to  the  15th  dause. 

Question  put,  ''That  Clause  14  atand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  134; 
Noes  94  :  Majority  40.  —  (Div.  li^ 
No.  98.) 

Clause  15  (Provision  for  education* 
religion,  &c.). 

LoBD  FRANCIS  HERVET  moved, 
in  nage  5,  line  13,  to  insert  tiie 
wora  ''and,'*  in  order  afterwards  to 
omit  the  word  ''research.'*  He  wished 
to  know  why,  if  research  was  a  good 
thinfi^,  it  should  not  be  covered  by  the 
word  ** learning"  or  "religion."  The 
fact  was  that  it  was  originally  inserted 
to  oonciliate  a  small  and  enthusiastic 
clique  whose  opinions  were  now  at  a 
discount.  Some  one  said  that  the  en- 
dowment of  research  really  meant  the 
research  of  endowment ;  but,  for  his  part, 
he  wished  to  get  the  word  "  research  " 
out  of  the  clause,  and  thus  retain  the 
English  character  of  our  Universities. 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5, 
Une  18,  after  the  word  '' religion,"  to 
insert  ihe  word  <'and." — (Lord  JFirancit 
SiTvoy.) 

Mb.  BBISTOWE  supported  the 
Amendment.  He  should  like  to  have 
an  explanation  horn  the  Goyemment  of 
what  was  really  meant  by  the  term 
''researoh."  He  considered  that  no 
TJniTersity  flmds  should  be  devoted  to 
the  founding  or  endowing  of  Professor- 
ships where  the  duties  of  the  Professors 
did  not  directly  tend  to  supply  the  edu- 
cational requirements  of  the  TJniTer- 
sities,  howerer  desirable  or  useful  the 
sci^itifio  investigations  to  be  pursued 
might  be. 

Me.  GATHOBNE  HAEDY  said, 
the  noble  Lord  and  the  hon.  Oentleman 
seemed  to  be  imder  the  apprehension 
that  if  research  were  brought  into  the 
Uniyersity,  education  would  be  driren 
out.  On  the  contrary,  he  held  that  no 
teaching  could  be  successful  that  was 
not  founded  on  the  most  minute  re- 
search. He  was  convinced  that  it  was 
of  advantaffe  to  introduce  the  word  into 
the  Bill;  but  it  was  not  intended  to 
enable  persons  to  prosecute  research  on 
an  extensive  scale  without  teaching. 
There  were,  no  doubt,  many  subjects  of 
research  which  by  their  nature  were  not 
lucrative  to  those  who  prosecuted  th«n, 
but  the  prosecution  of  which  was  of 
great  importance  to  education  through- 
out the'  country,  and  especially  to  the 
University  in  which  they  were  carried 
on.  There  was,  however,  no  intention 
to  carry  research  to  the  extrava^^t 
lengths  which  some  speakers  and  writers 
feared  would  be  the  case,  and  which 
would  utterly  pervert  the  purposes  of 
the  University.  So  far  from  diminiahing 
the  educational  power  of  the  University, 
that  which  was  proposed  would  give  to 
education  a  more  sobd  basis  than  it  now 
possessed. 

Mb.  TBEVELTAN,  in  opposing  the 
Amendment,  observed  that  the  expUma- 
tion  which  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  had 
just  given  was  in  all  respects  satisfac- 
tory. They  could  not  have  a  University 
where  education  was  proceeding  with- 
out research  proceeding  at  the  same 
time.  It  was  most  important  that 
men  who  had  a  taste  and  strong  de- 
sire for  prosecuting  inquiries  on  ab- 
atruae  suDJeots  should  receive  due  en- 
couragement. 


Mb.  BABING  said,  he  was  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment.  If  the  Universities 
were  to  make  specific  grants  for  specific 
work,  there  should  be  University  super- 
vision with  a  view  to  secure  that  no  part 
of  the  money  was  thrown  away. 

Me.  GEANT  duff  agreed  with  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  £)r  the  Border 
Burghs  in  considering  the  explanation 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary for  War  satisfactory.  As  he  imder- 
stood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  those 
who  were  responsible  for  the  measure 
simply  meant  that  Oxford  and  Gam- 
bridge  should  not  be  placed  in  a  worse 
position  with  regard  to  scientific  inves- 
tigation than  were  the  other  great  Uni- 
versities of  the  world — nothing  more  cmd 
nothing  less. 

Me.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
had  hoped  the  Committee  would  have 
been  unanimous  after  the  speech  of  the 
Secretary  at  War.  No  doubt  a  great 
deal  of  nonsense  had  been  written  and 
spoken  about  ''research;"  but  because 
a  word  had  been  abused,  that  was  no 
reason  for  excluding  its  use.  The  pre- 
sent clause  merely  allowed  provision  to 
be  made  for  research  generally ;  cmd,  if 
necessary,  a  closer  definition  of  what  was 
intended  might  be  inserted  in  a  subse- 
quent clause. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  word  '  and ' 
be  there  inserted." 

The  Oommittee  divided: — ^Ayes  12; 
Noes  172:  Majority  160.— (Div.  List, 
No.  99.) 

Me.  GEEGOEY  moved,  in  page  5, 
line  15,  the  omission  of  the  words,  ''that 
those  interests  of  the  college,"  and  the 
insertion  in  their  place  of  the  words  '*  to 
the  maintenance  of  such  college  as  a 
place  of  education,  and  of  the  emolu- 
ments of  the  same,"  the  interests  referred 
to  being  education,  religion,  cmd  learn- 
ing. The  effect  of  the  Amendment, 
therefore,  was  that  the  Commissioners  in 
making  a  statute  .'for  a  College  should 
have  regard,  in  the  first  instance,  to 
the  maintenance  and  purposes  of  that 
College. 

Me.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  said,  he 
would  accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  a^nsd  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
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Olaase  16  (Objects  of  statates  for 
University). 

Mb.  BERESFOBD  HOPE  moved,  in 
page  5,  line  23,  that  after  the  word 
'*  purposes"  the  following  words  be  in- 
serted:— 

**  With  power  to  the  Colleges,  with  the  oon- 
•eat  of  the  CommiBsioiien,  to  oommute  any 
annual  payments  for  a  capital  sam." 

Me.  QATHORNE  HARDY  thought 
the  Amendment  was  not  an  unreasonaole 


one. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  hoped  it  was  dearly 
understood  that  the  commutation  would 
be  for  the  present  annual  payments. 
Oare  should  be  taken  that  the  Colleges 
should  not  be  exempted  by  that  Amend- 
ment fsom  any  future  annual  payment 
which  might  be  put  upon  them. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  it 
would  refer  only  to  the  annual  payments 
made  at  the  time  of  the  commutation. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  was  rather  sur- 
prised that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridjge  had  made  that 
proposal.  For  himself  as  a  Member  of 
one  of  the  Colleges,  he  should  be  slow 
to  assent  to  that  commutation. 

Amendment  agr$$d  to, 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  moved  the  insertion 
in  the  first  sub-section,  after  "regard 
being  first  had,''  of  the  words  "in  the 
case  of  all  Colleges  serving  any  educa- 
tional purnose."  The  insertion  of  those 
words  would  secure  the  educational  wants 
of  a  CoUeee  being  satisfied  in  the  first  in- 
stance before  it  ^ould  be  called  upon  to 
contribute  to  the  University,  and  where 
the  educational  wants  of  a  College  were 
none,  or  very  small,  then  the  prior 
claims  of  the  University  should  be  satis- 
fied in  preference  to  those  of  the  College. 
If  his  Amendment  were  adopted  it  would 
leave  the  Commissioners  free  to  deal 
with  All  Souls',  and  if  found  advan- 
tageous to'apply  its  siuplus  to  the  benefit 
of  the  University.  Why,  for  instance, 
should  not  its  law  library  be  added  to 
the  Bodleian,  and  then  mstead  of  bd- 
long^ng  to  one  College  only,  it  would  be 
avwable  for  the  whole  University. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  was  un- 
willing to  accent  that  Amendment,  which 
he  did  not  think  would  efiect  its  ob- 
ject, and  which  would  tend  to  cast  a 
slur  on  All  Souls'  that  was  not  alto- 
gether deserved.  The  words  proposed 
would  not  exclude  All  Souls',  because  All 


Souls'  did  serve  eduoationml 
It  was  the  means  of  endowing  PtcAa 
sorships,  and  it  also  much  enooinnkMd 
the  study  of  law  and  histoir.  WKsa 
the  educational  purposes  of  AH  So«ls\ 
such  as  keeping  up  its  maCTifioeat 
library,  which  was  the  finest  in  £oTope, 
had  been  supplied,  the  surplus  ooold  bs 
got  at  by  tne  means  provided  in  tKs 
17th  section.  He  was  not  inclined  to 
declare  in  the  Bill  that  any  College  did 
not  serve  educational  purpoaee. 

Mb.  DODSON  thought  the  argomMti 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  told  in 
favour  rather  than  against  the  Amend- 
ment. The  Amendment  was  direotad 
affainst  a  hypothetical  College  not  named 
which  did  not  serve  educational  pur- 
poses. If  All  Souls'  did  not  oome  under 
that  description,  the  clauses  would  not 
aflPect  it.    

Mb.  MOWBRAY  opposed  the  Arnold- 
ment,  as  being  directed  ad  mwiditm 
against  a  particular  College.  Their 
legislation  snould  be  directed  against 
actual  and  not  mere  hypothetical  ceees. 

Mb.  JAMES  remarked  that  All  Souls', 
which  enjoyed  £16,000  a-year,  could 
only  be  said  to  fulfil  educational  pur- 
poses in  a  very  qualified  sense.  The 
f*eUowships  of  All  Souls'  were  reallvidk 
Fellowships  in  the  strictest  sense.  They 
always  appeared  to  him  as  a  kind  at 
Oxford  aldermen — excellent  fellows  who 
gave  sumptuous  dinners. 

Mb.  marten  objected  to  the  Amend- 
ment, because  it  cast  a  grave  imputation 
on  the  College.  He  thought  that  if  AH 
Souls'  were  to  be  attacked,  it  should  be 
by  a  separate  clause  in  the  Bill. 

Sib  THOMAS  ACLAND  thought  the 
words  of  the  clause  sufficient  as  thsy 
stood.  All  Souls'  might  be  made  much 
more  educational  than  it  was;  but  it 
was  an  important  College,  and  had  done 
ffood  service.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
ULO  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
press  ms  Amendment. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  the  broad 
principle  was  that  in  such  a  case  as  that 
of  All  Souls'  the  University  ou^t  to 
take  nrecedence  of  the  CoUege.  The 
Amenoment  was  not  to  cast  any  blams 
on  all  Souls' ;  but  as  the  clause  was 
drawn  the  *<  Collegiate  purposes  "  of  All 
Souls'  were  to  take  precedence  of  Uni- 
versity requirements.  What  were  these 
CoUe^te  purposes  ?  He  had  thought 
that  it  was  a  pleasanter  way  of  raisuiff 
the  question  than  to  point  at  All  Soolr 
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in  an  Act  of  Parliament.  If  these  words 
were  not  inserted  he  should  consider 
whether,  either  in  a  separate  clause  or 
on  Bepoirt,  the  case  of  All  Souls'  ought 
not  to  be  dealt  with.  He  would  with- 
draw the  Amendment. 

Mb.  NEWDEOATE  said,  that  years 
ago  All  Souls'  was  a  OoUege  in  which 
gentlemanly  manners  were  best  taught, 
out  good  manners  seemed  to  be  con- 
sidered a  superfluity  in  the  present  day. 
He,  howeyer,  rose  to  ask  two  questions 
— If  there  were  to  be  in  this  Bill  any 
assignment  of  the  funds  of  the  Colleges 
to  the  Uniyersities ;  and  if  there  were  to 
be  any  means  by  which  Colleges  could 
commute  by  capital  sums  the  payments 
required  from  them  by  the  Commis- 
sioners ? 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  said, 
that  the  last  question  was  already  an- 
swered by  an  Amendment  carried  in 
Committee,  and  with  regard  to  the  other 
there  was  a  Motion  not  yet  come  on  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Sussex  (Mr. 
Gregory)  which  he  was  not  yet  prepared 
to  accept,  because  it  would  not  be  mir  to 
some  Colleges. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  explained  that  he 
had  not  said  that  he  was  in  favour  of 
any  particular  scheme ;  he  only  wished 
that  power  should  be  given  to  the  Com- 
missioners. 

Amendmenti  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  DODSON  asked  what  was  the 
meaning  of  "other  collegiate  purposes?" 
To  put  himself  in  Order  he  would  move 
to  omit  the  words  ''and  other  collegiate." 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  said, 
they  were  the  management  of  the  estate, 
the  maintenance  of  the  buildings,  the 
keeping  up  of  the  library,  and  the  sup- 
port of  a  society  for  effecting  these 
purposes. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  GEEGOEY  moved,  in  page  5, 
line  25,  after  "  purposes,"  to  insert 

*'  and  provided  that  such  contributioxi  shall 
not  exce^  five  pounds  per  centom  of  the  net 
revenues  of  any  college,  unless  with  the  consent 
of  two-thirds  of  the  governing  body  of  such 
college  present  and  voting  at  a  meeting  of  such 
body  specially  called  for  ue  purpose." 

He  calculated  that  the  £5  per  cent  on 
the  net  income  of  the  Oolleges  would 
amount  to  £15,000  per  annum,  or  £20 
per  cent  of  the  present  revenue  of  the 
University  of  Oxford,  and  in  the  case 
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of  Cambridge  University  to  £12,000,  or 
50  per  cent  on  the  revenue  of  the  Uni- 
versity. He  thought  it  quite  unnecessary 
for  University  purposes  to  go  beyond  the 
limits  prescribed,  and  without  the  ne- 
cessity it  would  be  injustice  to  the  Col- 
leges to  alienate  their  revenues  to  any 
greater  amount. 

Mr.  OSBOENE  MOEGAN  thought  it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  Commis- 
sioners to  act  under  such  a  proviso  as 
that.  If  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  which 
was  to  compel  Colleges  to  make  contri- 
butions out  of  their  funds  to  the  Uni- 
versity, was  not  a  good  one  let  them  say 
so ;  if  it  was  good,  why  should  they  stop 
at  6  per  cent  ? 

Mb.  BALFOUE  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
said,  that  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Sussex  was  not  so  much  a 
speech  in  favour  of  the  Amendment  as 
one  which  ought  to  have  been  made  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  The 
Amendment  was  really  an  attempt  to 
drag  a  herring  across  the  scent  and  to 
take  its  vitality  from  the  Bill. 

Mr.  FOESYTH  said,  that  having 
appointed  Commissioners  under  the  Bill, 
it  would  not  be  right  now  to  tie  down 
their  hands,  as  would  be  done  by  the 
Amendment. 

Lord  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
opposed  the  Amendment  on  the  ground 
that  a  uniform  rate  of  5  per  cent  would 
not  be  suitable. 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  said,  the 
whole  scope  of  the  Bill  was  to  give  the 
Commissionerspower  to  inquire  into  the 
wants  of  the  Universities  and  Colleges, 
and  a  discretion  to  act  accordingly.  He 
hoped  the  Amendment  would  be  with- 
drawn. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  moved,  in  page  5, 
line  25,  after  subsection  1,  to  insert — 

"  2.  For  the  creation,  by  means  of  contrihu- 
tion  from  the  colleges  or  otherwise,  of  a  common 
UniTersity  Fund,  to  be  administered  under  the 
supervision  of  the  University  in  accordance  with 
statutes  made  under  this  Act.  3.  For  making 
payments,  under  the  supervision  of  the  Uni- 
versity,  out  of  said  common  fund  for  the  giving 
of  instruction,  the  doing  of  work,  or  the  con- 
ducting of  investigations  in  &ny  branch  of  learn- 
ing or  inquiry  connected  with  the  studies  of  the 
University." 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  said,  he 
was  rather  reluctant  to  adopt  the  prin- 
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ciple  laid  down  in  the  Amendment,  that 
{here  should  be  a  Common  University 
fund.  He  would  rather  leave  it  to  the 
Commissioners  to  saj  how  the  contribu- 
tions should  be  made,  and  what  should 
be  done  with  them  when  made,  than  lay 
down  exactly  the  plan  which  the  Com- 
missioners should  follow.  He  was 
willing  to  accept  the  third  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  proposals  omitting  the 
words  **  out  of  the  said  common  fund." 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  proposed 
that  a  common  fund  should  exist  ior  all 
purposes,  and  not  simply  for  certain  pur- 
poses that  might  be  specified.  He  did 
not  wish  that  the  contributions  of  the 
Colleges  should  be  ear-marked  for  par- 
ticular purposes.  If  funds  were  asked 
for  from  tne  Colleges  to  found  certain 
Professorships,  it  might  be  that,  after  a 
certain  time,  those  Professorships  would 
be  unnecessary.  What  he  meant  by  a 
common  University  fund  already  existed 
to  a  certain  extent  at  Oxford  in  the 
**  University  chest,"  but  there  was  no- 
thing of  the  kind  at  Cambridge.  The 
arrangement  he  proposed  would  be 
purely  financial,  and  would  enable  the 
uommidsioners  to  deal  in  a  more  satis- 
factory way  with  the  Colleges. 

Me.  BKISTOWE  supported  the 
Amendment. 

Ma.  GATHORNE  HARDY  expressed 
his  reg^t  that  at  present  he  could  not 
accept  the  proposal  to  create  a  common 
University  fund.  The  Oxford  University 
chest  hao  a  limited  and  not  a  general 
application. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  having  consulted  with 
high  authorities  at  Oxford,  was  enabled 
to  say  that  they  approved  of  his  pro- 
posal. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
in  the  meantime  he  would  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  should 
think  himself  at  liberty  to  re-consider 
the  matter  upon  Report. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Staveley  Hill, 
a  subsection  was  agreed  to,  enabling  the 
Commissioners  to  draw  up  statutes  for 
the  abolishing  and  disendowing  Profes- 
sorships or  Lectureships. 

Mb.  BRISTOWE  moved,  in  ^age  6, 
line  34,  the  omission  of  sub-section  (6), 
which  related  to  providing  retiring  pen- 
sions for  Professors  and  Public  Readers. 

JTr.  Oaihome  Mardy 


Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  Baid,  Om 
sub-section  merely  gave  power  to  Um 
Commissioners  to  grant  pensions  in  cv* 
tain  special  cases.  Retiring  pensioBA 
would  be  very  rarely  ^ven.  As  the 
operation  of  this  sub-section  of  tho  daiud 
would  be  more  prospective  than  retro- 
spective, he  hoped  the  Committee  voold 
agree  to  pass  it.  Without  some  socfa 
provision  Professors  might  retain  thw 
appointments  long  after  they  became 
useless  for  teaching  purposes. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  was  in 
favour  of  the  clause  as  it  stood,  and  vas 
sorry  it  did  not  also  apply  to  Heads  of 
Colleges.  The  retiring  allowance  was 
fixed  on  such  a  low  scale  as  to  preclude 
the  possibility  of  jobbery. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  consi- 
dered the  clause  in  question  the  best 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  THOMAS  ACLAND  would  like 
to  see  the  clause  go  further,  and  pro- 
vide for  the  retirement  of  Heads  of 
Houses. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  thought  it  was  neces- 
sary, that  pensions  should  be  occasional]^ 
granted.  He  hoped,  however,  the  Com- 
missioners would  not  think  that  the  Com- 
mittee were  in  favour  of  a  large  scheme 
of  retiring  pensions,  as  that  would  lead 
to  notorious  jobs  and  abuses. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  JAMES  moyed,  in  page  5,  after 
line  40,  that  power  should  be  giyen  to 
the  Commissioners — 


"For  Droviding  instruction  for  any 

bers  of  the  University  during  any  ITniversty 
vaoation." 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HARDY  said,  the 
Amendment  was  an  attempt  to  place 
upon  the  Universities  a  task  which  they 
never  undertook.  It  was  not  the  Uni- 
versity which  arranged  for  the  teaching 
of  Undergraduates,  but  the  Colleges 
and  the  censors  of  unattached  students. 
The  Universities  could  not  arrange  that 
the  Colleges  should  be  kept  open.  But 
these  were,  after  aU,  things  wnich  could 
be  best  settled  by  the  Universities  and 
Colleges  among  themselves.  So  far  as 
he  was  aware,  anyone  who  now  wished 
to  study  durinjg  the  Long  Vacation  was 
not  prevented  from  doing  so. 

Mr.  BEBESFOBD  HOPE  piotestad 
against  the  assumption  that  there  was 
no  systematic  study  in  the  Long  Vacation 
at  the  University  of  Cambridge,  at  least. 
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At  Oambridge  the  old  praotioe  of  read- 
tug  partxM  at  a  distanoe,  had  been 
praotKMdly  found  to  be  not  nnfreqnently 
a  ajstem  of  organized  pleaauring,  and 
•o  the  habit  had  grown  np  of  allowing 
reading  men  to  stop  np  dnring  the 
Long  vacation.  This  brought  back  the 
prirate  tutors,  and  enon^  men  re- 
mained to  encourage  each  other  in  their 
studies,  and  fill  up  the  time  of  those 
tutors.  The  Long  vacation  was  gene- 
ralljregarded  as  a  four&  term  for  read- 
ing men^ 

Sir  WnUAH  HABOOTTBT  said, 
that  this  Bill  was  to  ptoride  for  the  fu- 
ture TJniversitv  teaching,  and  not  teach- 
ing bj  the  OoUeges  alone.    He  thought 
it  a  scandal  to  the  great  endowments 
both  of  the  Colleges  and  the  Universities 
that  they  should  strike  work  for  so  many 
months  in  the  year ;  for  he  differed  from 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge  as   to  there 
being  teaching  at  the  University  which 
he  represented  during  the  Long  Vaca- 
tion.   He  had  remained  at  Cambridge 
dnring  the  Long  Vacation,  but  neither 
University  nor  College  did  anything  in 
the  wav  of  teaching.  The  private  tutors 
no  doubt  were  there,  but  they  were  the 
luxury  of  the  rich.    The  question  was 
whether  the   Universities  were  to  be 
"places  of  teaching  for  the  masses  of  the 
nation  or  not.    ifominaDy  they  gave 
instruction  during  three  years,  but  prac- 
ti^LllT  it  extended  only  over  two  years ; 
one-third  of  the  time  was  lost  in  vaca- 
tions.   There  ought,  he  contended,  to 
be  instruction  supplied  throughout  the 
year,  so  that  young  men  who  could  not 
afford  to  spend  three  years  at  a  Univer- 
sity might  be  enabled  after  the  lapse  of 
two  years,  and  at  the  age  of  20  instead 
of  38,  to  enter  on  the  active  pursuits  of 
life. 

Mm.  MOWBRAY  pointed  out  that 
the  question  raised  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Oxford  was  a  much 
wider  queition  than  that  raised  by  the 
Amendment.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  had  endeavoured  to  force  his 
views  as  to  the  abolition  of  the  Long 
Vacation  on  the  Profession  of  which  he 
was  such  a  distinguished  ornament,  and 
the  only  result  of  the  Judicature  Act 
was  that  the  Judges  commenced  the 
Long  Vacation  earher  tiian  before.  He 
hoped  they  would  not  be  led  away  by 
the  disoQSsion  of  the  limited  subject 
raised  by  the  Amendment  to  that  of  the 


much-wider  issue  raised  by  the  speech 
of  the  hon  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  thought 
it  would  be  impossible  in  a  Bill  such  as 
that  under  discussion  to  draw  an  exact 
line  as  to  the  course  which  the  Commis- 
sioners should  pursue  in  the  matter. 
These  were  matters  which  should  be 
left  to  the  Universities  and  Colleges 
themselves. 

Me.  FORSYTH  confirmed  what  had 
been  stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  as  to  no 
instruction  being  given  at  Cambridge 
during  the  Long  Vacation. 

Ma.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGE8SEN 
argued  in  favour  of  trusting  to  the  Com- 
missioners as  to  the  expediency  of  de- 
vising means  for  providing  instructions 
at  the  Universities  out  of  Term.  For  his 
own  part,  he  thought  the  Amendment 
was  founded  on  common-sense,  and  that 
it  was  most  desirable  that  University 
instruction  should  not  bo  entirely  closed 
to  students  during  the  long  periods  of 
vacation^ 

Sib  WIL1:JAM  ERASER  was  of 
opinion  that  a  good  deal  of  time  was 
wasted  in  the  vacations.  He  did  not, 
however,  think  the  difficulty  would  be 
met  by  the  Amendment,  and  would  pre- 
fer that  an  Underg^duate  should  be 
enabled  to  take  the  ordinary  degree  in 
two  instead  of  three  years. 

Mb.  LOWE  said,  that  the  intention 
of  the  clause  was  a  good  one,  but  the 
means  proposed  for  carrying  it  were  not 
good.  He  did  not  see  how  the  Univer- 
sities could  with  any  propriety  make 
rules  for  teaching  out  ofTerm  time.  It 
was  a  monstrous  abuse  that  the  Univer- 
sities should  teach  only  half  the  year,  as 
the  other  half  was  wasted  in  vacations. 
That  which  could  be  done  in  two  years 
was  spread  over  a  longer  period.  Many 
men  were  taught  at  the  Universities  in 
the  vacations.  He  had  had  some  expe- 
rience in  that  matter,  for  he  had  taught 
many,  and  he  did  not  require  an  Act 
of  Parliament  to  toll  him  what  to  do. 
The  Universities  should  do  a  fair  quan- 
tity of  work,  but  they  did  not  do  that  at 
present. 

Mb.  OOSCHEN  suggested  that  the 
Amendment  should  be  withdrawn  for 
the  present,  in  order  to  see  whether 
something  might  not  be  done  in  a  later 
part  of  ue  clause  towards  lengthen- 
ing the  studies  and  shortening  the 
vacations. 
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fillips  at  Trinity,  all  the  scholaraliipB  at 
King's,  all  the  University  scholarships^ 
and  many  more  were,  open  to  the  un- 
attached students. 

Mr.  BEBESFORD  HOPE  said,  that 
poor  and  meritorious  students  ought  to 
be  assisted  in  their  University  career ; 
but  it  should  be  by  their  friends  in  the 
country  or  by  exhibitions  from  the 
grammar  schools,  rather  than  by  the  Uni- 
versity— the  one  body  which  ought  not 
to  know  them  in  their  social  reladons. 
He  trusted  that  the  House  would  adopt 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  entiwOy 
concurred  in  the  views  expressed  by  hia 
hon  Friend  the  Member  for  Chelsea. 
The  principle  upon  which  these  rewards 
should  be  aistributed  should  be  the  plain 
one  detur  digniori.  The  clause  would 
have  the  efiPect  of  turning  Oxford  and 
Cambridge  into  eleemosynary  institu- 
tions. He  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
would  press  his  Motion  to  a  division. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  saw  the  gravest 
objections  to  the  clause  as  it  stood.  It 
would  place  the  College  funds  in  a  posi- 
tion to  be  drawn  upon  in  a  most  unfair 
manner.  Poverty  and  merit  combined 
were  already  met  by  the  scholarships 
existing  in  connection  with  the  public 
schools.  He  had  known  instances  of  the 
association  of  poor  men  with  rich  men  at 
the  University  proving  almost  ruinous 
to  the  poor  men,  from  the  style  of  living 
to  which  it  accustomed  them,  and  which 
they  were  not  thereafter  able  to  keep 
pace  with.  The  proposed  change  ought 
not  to  be  made,  more  particularly  at  a 
time  when  the  expenses  of  University 
education  were  so  much  complained  of. 

Me.  BRISTOWE  observed  that  the 
result  of  the  working  of  the  sub-section 
would  be  that  funds  would  be  taken 
from  Colleges  which  had  done  excellent 
educational  work  to  found  unattached 
scholarships.  He  had  no  objection  to 
unattached  students ;  but  the  former 
was  a  policy  which,  in  his  view,  was 
utterly  to  be  deprecated. 

Me.  FAWCETT  could  not  agree  with 
those  who  held  that  a  discretionary 
power  on  the  subject  should  not  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. It  was,  in  his  view,  most  un- 
likely that  the  scholarship  funds  should 
be  diminished;  in  fact,  the  Commis- 
sioners would  very  probablv  find  a  strong 
current  of  opinion  that  they  might  be 
advantageously  augmented.    The  ques* 


Mr.  JAMES  accepted  the  suggestion, 
and  offered  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Sir  THOMAS  ACLAND  remarked 
that  the  University  had  already  sanc- 
tioned unattached  students,  and  some- 
thing ought  to  be  done  to  enable  the 
University  out  of  its  funds  to  provide 
the  means  for  enabling  poor  men  to 
continue  their  studies  during  the  Long 
Vacation  at  Oxford. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  HANBURY  moved  the  omission 
of  the  words  of  sub-section  8  which 
enable  the  Commissioners  to  ''found'' 
scholarships  or  otherwise  to  assist  ''poor 
and  meritorious  students.''  It  would  be 
sufficient  he  said  to  treat  this  class  as 
unattached  students,  not  members  of  any 
College  or  Hall. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5, 
line  40,  to  leave  out  the  words  '*  dimi- 
nishing the  expense  of  University  edu- 
cation by." — {Mr,  Hanhury,) 

Mr.  MOWBRAY  said,  the  clause 
had  been  introduced  at  the  instance  of 
the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  and  was 
supported  by  a  memorial  of  the  working 
classes,  in  whose  interest  especially  it 
was  put  forward,  and  he  did  not  see  that 
there  was  anything  invidious  in  it.  They 
might,  he  thought,  use  those  words  in 
order  to  harmonize  with  ^he  intention 
of  the  clause.  The  Universities  were 
strongly  in  favour  of  it  as  it  now  stood. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE.  in  sup- 
porting the  Amendment,  said,  that  that 
sub-section  would  have  the  effect  of  giving 
special  scholarships  to  a  body  of  men  to 
whom  the  ordinary  exhibitions  of  the  Col- 
leges were  already  open,  and  by  the  best 
of  whom  they  were  obtained.  The  result 
would  be,  of  course,  an  artificially  low 
standard.  The  sub-section  was  not  in 
the  Bills  as  originally  introduced  last 
year,  and  the  words  were  put  in  without 
sufficient  consideration  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  They  should  by  all  means  allow 
men  to  come  and  reside  at  the  Univer- 
sities, however  little  they  might  know ; 
but  they  g^t  into  every  kmd  of  difficulty 
so  soon  as  they  began  paying  them  to 
come.  Plenty  of  scholarships  were  open 
to  the  imattached  students,  and  those 
who  were  not  only  "poor,"  but  also 
"meritorious,"  could  ootaui  them.  At 
Cambridge,  for  instance,  all  the  scholar- 
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tion  before  the  Committee  was,  what 
was  to  be  done  with  the  superfluous 
funds  of  the  Colleges,  and  of  all  the 
purposes  which  had  been  suggested  to 
which  the  College  funds  might  be 
applied,  none  seemed  to  be  more  worthy 
of  careful  consideration  by  the  Commis- 
sioners than  that  they  should  devote 
some  portion  of  any  funds  to  be  given 
by  the  Colleges  to  the  establishment  of 
unattached  scholarships.  He  objected 
to  the  scholarships  of  his  own  College 
being  diminished;  but  if  there  were 
£500,  or  £600,  or  £700,  surplus  funds 
of  his  College,  he  should  not  object  to  a 
portion  of  it  being  handed  over  to  the 
University  and  a  portion  devoted  to 
reward  unattached  students  by  jgiving 
them  scholarships.  This  class  of  stu- 
dents was  one  that  ought  to  be  par- 
ticularly encouraged,  and  it  was  a 
special  one,  composed  largely  of  men 
who  had  their  own  reasons  for  not 
entering  Colleges.  Some  of  them  were 
men  who  wished  to  take  a  degree  com- 
paratively late  in  life.  The  Commis- 
sioners would,  of  course,  deal  permis- 
sively  with  only  surplus  funds,  and  he 
did  not  think  they  could  be  better  em- 
ployed than  for  the  benefit  of  the  un- 
attached students. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  there  were  two  questions 
of  importance  before  them.  The  one 
was  whether  they  should  have  any  Col- 
leges at  all  specially  for  poor  students. 
AU  that  he  heard  on  the  subject  tended 
to  show  that  it  was  neither  advantageous 
to  the  students  nor  to  the  Universities 
to  have  such  Colleges.  The  other  was 
whether  the  power  should  be  given  to 
Colleges  to  award  scholarships  to  un- 
attached students.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  it  would  be  of  great  advantage  to 
the  Universities  to  give  them  the  power 
of  applying  a  portion  of  their  funds  to 
teach  such  unattached  students  and  fit 
them  for  scholarships.  Both  the  objects 
he  had  named  could  be  attained  by 
leaving  out  the  words  objected  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tamworth. 

Mk.  LOWE  said,  the  objection  enter- 
tained with  regard  to  poverty  applied  to 
a  great  extent  to  these  imattached  stu- 
dents by  making  them  a  privileged 
class,  and  giving  them  the  means  of 
obtai^ng  money  easier.  The  unattached 
students  were  not  on  a  par  with  others, 
because  the  condition  of  obtaining  a 
acholar^p  in  a  College  was,  that  a  stu* 


dent  must  g^  into  residence,  and  an 
unattached  student,  although  he  might 
be  able  to  live  frugally  in  his  lodgings, 
might  be  equally  able  to  do  so  in  College 
wiui  the  assistance  of  scholarships  and 
then  be  able  to  compete.  The  way  to 
meet  the  difficulty  would  be  by  founding 
a  number  of  scholarships  capable  of 
being  held  by  persons  belonging  to 
Colleges  and  unattached  students,  in 
which  case  they  would  be  placed  on  a 
level  with  others,  and  they  would  not 
be  deprived  by  poverty  of  obtaining 
that  which  was  open  to  other  per- 
sons. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  it 
was  quite  true  that  this  clause  was  not 
in  the  Bill  when  it  was  originally  intro- 
duced into  the  other  House  by  his  noble 
Friend.  In  adopting  the  clause  it 
would  be  necessary  that  the  Commission 
should  have  power  to  pay  salaries  from 
the  University  funds  to  the  teachers  of 
unattached  students.  There  were  men 
who  lived  in  some  of  the  Halls  at  Oxford 
who  did  it  as  cheaply  and  as  penuriously 
as  unattached  students,  and  he  would 
instance  the  case  of  Keble  College.  On 
the  whole,  he  would  rather  that  the 
words  "poor  and  meritorious"  should 
be  struck  out,  and  then  the  Committee 
might  adopt  the  clause,  which  would 
then  leave  it  open  to  all — both  to  resi- 
dent and  unattached  students— provision 
being  made  for  the  payment  of  teachers 
for  the  unattached  students.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  the  Amendment  would 
be  withdrawn  and  the  clause  agreed  to, 
with  the  omission  of  the  words  ''  poor 
and  meritorious." 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  it  would 
be  necessary  to  leave  out  the  words 
*'  in  need  of  assistance,"  and  ''  diminish- 
ing the  expense." 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
the  words  *'  diminishing  the  expense  " 
were  important.  Very  often  the  scholar- 
ships answered  the  purpose  of  diminish-* 
ing  the  expense  of  a  University  career. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  ho 
could  hardly  accept  the  suggestion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  They  were  really 
asked  to  agree  to  the  establishment  of  a 
large  number  of  new  Colleges  like  Keble 
College,  and  he  did  not  think  that  the 
effect  of  this  clause  would  be  to  diminish 
the  cost  of  University  education.  He 
had  no  objection  to  the  last  part  of  the 
clause,  but  would  take  a  division  against 
the  former  part. 
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Me.  BEEESFORD  HOPE  pointed 
out  that  as  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
gone  80  far  in  the  way  of  concession  it 
was  not  worth  while  to  divide  on  the 
point  now  in  dispute,  because  it  was 
only  a  forecast  of  what  appeared  in  a 
more  lengthened  form  in  Clause  9. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  thought  that  as 
the  object  was  really  to  found  Scholar- 
ships for  "poor  and  meritorious"  stu- 
dents there  would  be  no  harm  in  using 
these  words;  he  could  never  see  the 
objection  to  calling  things  by  their  right 
names,  but  he  believed  that  even  in  the 
amended  form  the  clause  would  give 
gpreat  satisfaction. 

Mr.  COUETNEY  was  understood  to 
suggest  that  the  clause,  as  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  now  proposed  to  amend 
it,  would  not  do  what  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  intended  —  namely,  benefit 
.unattached  students;  but  might  result 
in  the  creation  of  a  certain  number  of 
new  University  Scholarships  like  the 
Craven  and  the  Bell  Scholarships. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  adhere  to  the  words  ''diminishing 
the  expense  of  University  education. 
It  would  be  better  to  cut  down  the  cost 
of  University  education  than  to  create  a 
number  of  Scholarships  and  Fellowships 
to  be  scrambled  for. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  observed  that  the 
object  of  the  clause  was  to  give  some 
assistance  to  unattached  students;  but 
if  the  presentproposal  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  was  carried  out,  not 
the  smallest  assistance  would  practically 
be  g^ven  to  unattached  students.  It  only 
added  to  the  Scholarships  which  were 
open  to  everybody,  and  those  who  ob- 
tained the  Craven  and  other  Scholar- 
ships would  also  carry  off  the  new  ones. 
The  object  of  the  Act  of  Parliament 
passed  some  years  ago  was  to  put  the 
unattached  scholars  on  the  same  footing 
as  the  others,  but  this  clause  would  have 
a  contrary  effect. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  main- 
tained that  the  clause  was  not  open  to 
the  objections  which  had  been  taken  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles  Dilke) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr. 
Courtney). 

Mr.  HANBURY  expressed  his  will- 
ingness to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Question  put,  ''That  the  words  pro- 

gosed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
lause." 


The  Committee  dkid$d: — ^Ajm  969; 
Noes  82:  Majority  l87.--(Div.  Liflt» 
No.  100.) 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICB 
moved,  in  page  5,  line  41,  after  the  word 
''by"  to  insert  "  reducing  the  fees  pay- 
able to  the  University,  and." 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  it 
would  be  better  to  leave  the  Univerai- 
ties  to  settle  the  fees  upon  which  studenta 
should  be  admitted. 

Mr.  BALFOURsupported  the  Amend- 
ment. He  did  not  see  why  there  should 
be  any  University  fees  at  all. 

Question  put,  "That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  Clommittee  divided : — ^Ayes  104  ; 
Noes  188:  Majority  84.— (Dit.  Lirt, 
No.  101.) 

House  rMNffMcf. 

Committee  report  Progreaa;  to  ait 
again  upon  Thurtdaif. 


NEW  FOBBST  BIZX. 

On  Motion  of  BIr.  William  Brntmr  8iRTit, 
Bill  to  amend  the  sdminiftntion  of  the  Iaw 
relating  to  the  New  Forest,  in  the  conntj  of 
Southampton ;  and  for  other  porpoeee,  writrtd 
to  be  brought  in  bj  Mr.  William  HEmr 
Smith,  Mr.  C«A2VObllor  of  the  ExcRBQuia,  and 
Mr.  NoBL. 

Billi^rMMi^,  andread  the  first  time.  [BiU  160.] 

House  a^joomed  at  half 
after  One  o'clock. 


•  m^^  0t^^  ^^^ 


HOUSE    OF    L0ED8, 

TWfAiy,  Ui  Jftiy,  1877. 

MINUTE8.1~PuBLic  Bills    Bmmi 

Settled  Estates  (49). 
Cimmitif  —  Bipwi  -^  Judicial    Prooeediags 

(Rating)  •  (37). 

BURIAL  ACTS  CONSOLIDATIOK  BILL. 

sxpulbatiok. 

Thx  Duxb  of  BIOHMOND  akd 
OOBDON  said,  that  in  bis  absenoa 
yesterday  his  noble  Friend  ^Earl  Oraa** 
yille)  drew  attention  to  the  eircumttaace 
that  the  Committee  on  this  Bill  waa  set 
down  for  Asoension  Day.     No  donbt 
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when  ihe  Committee  was  fixed  for  the 
1 0th  that  circumstance  had  escaped 
notice.  He  proposed  to  postpone  the 
Committee  till  Thursday,  the  17th  inst., 
which  he  hoped  would  be  a  convenient 
day  for  their  Lordships.  On  a  former 
occasion  his  noble  Friend  had  suggested 
that  the  Bill  should  be  printed  in  such 
form  so  that  what  was  old  might  be 
readily  distinguished  from  what  was 
new  in  it.  He  had  consulted  the 
draftsman  on  that  point,  and  it  ap- 
peared that  there  might  be  a  difficulty 
in  carrying  out  the  noble  EarPs  sugges- 
tion, as  the  Bill  was  a  very  long  one — 
consisting  of  between  80  and  90  clauses 
— and  the  old  and  the  new  parts  of  it 
were  much  mixed  up.  He  was  in  com- 
munication with  the  draftsman,  who  was 
considering  the  matter;  and  if  the  Bill 
could  not  be  printed  in  the  manner  sug- 
gested, he  would  lay  on  the  Table  a 
memorandum  describing  the  proposed 
alterations  in  the  existing  law. 

Eabl  GEANVILLE  remarked  that  as 
the  noble  Duke  proposed  to  postpone 
the  Committee  for  so  long  a  time,  it 
would  appear  as  if  the  Government  were 
not  very  anxious  about  the  passing  of 
the  BUI.  He  hoped  there  would  be  no 
further  postponement,  and  that  on  the 
day  named  he  would  be  ready  to  go  into 
Committee. 

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  and 
GOEDON  replied  that,  as  usual,  his 
noble  Friend  had  something  to  say,  but 
the  inference  drawn  by  him  on  this  occa- 
sion was  not  correct.  He  could  assure 
his  noble  Friend  that  there  was  no  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  delay 
proceeding  with  the  Bill.  As  the  Busi- 
ness in  the  other  House  was  somewhat 
in  arrear,  nothing  would  be  gained  by 
sending  down  the  Burials  iBiLl  within 
the  next  week  or  fortnight  —  for  the 
other  House  would  scarcely  be  able  to 
take  it  up  till  after  that. 

THE  EASTERN  QUESTION-THE 
PAPEBS  — THE   RUSSIAN    CIRCULAR. 

QXTESTIOX. 

Earl  GEANVILLE  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  When  the  further  Papers  pro- 
mised by  him,  having  reference  to  the 
Eastern  Question,  are  likely  to  be  deli- 
vered? I  beg  further  to  ask  him,  whether 
an  answer  has  been  sent  by  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  Government  to  the  Circular  from 


the  Eussian  Government;  and,  if  so, 
whether  that  answer  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table  ? 

The  Eabl  of  DEEBY  :  The  Papers 
which  I  promised  in  addition  to  those 
already  laid  before  Parliament  will,  I 
hope,  be  presented  on  Thursday  next. 
With  regard  to  the  latter  part  of  the 
noble  Earl's  Question,  I  have  to  state 
that  the  Government  have  prepared  an 
answer  to  the  Circular  of  the  Eussian 
Government.  That  answer  has  been 
submitted  for  approval  to  Her  Majesty, 
and  when  approved  will  be  forwarded  to 
St.  Petersburgh.  I  shall  be  prepared 
as  soon  as  usage  will  permit — namely, 
as  soon  as  it  is  in  the  hands  of  the 
Eussian  Government — to  lay  it  on  the 
Table  of  the  House. 


SETTLED  ESTATES  BILL-(No.  49.) 

{The  lord  WinmarUigh,) 

SECOin)  Il£AI)INO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
ing,  read. 

Lord  WINMAELEIGH,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  said,  that  the  object  of  the  measure 
— which  had  come  up  from  the  Com- 
mons— was  to  consolidate  and  amend 
the  law  relating  to  leases  and  sales  of 
settled  estates.  The  powers  now  pos- 
sessed on  this  behalf  had  been  created 
by  several  Acts  of  Parliament,  all  passed 
in  the  reign  of  Her  Majesty;  and,  in 
consequence,  great  difficulty  and  confu- 
sion had  arisen,  and  the  powers  of  the 
Courts  by  which  their  provisions  had 
been  administered  were  defective.  This 
Bill  repealed  the  whole  of  these  Acts, 
and  contained  a  series  of  clauses  which 
extended  and  defined  the  powers  in  re- 
gard to  settled  estates  contained  in  the 
previous  Acts. 

_  » 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  next. 

THE  MEDITERRAKEAN-SECURITY  OF 
COMMERCE.— QUESTION. 

^  Lord  WAVENET  said,  that  in  put- 
ting  the  Question  of  which  he  had  given. 
Notice,  it  was  not  his  intention  to  detain 
their  Lordships  at  any  great  length.  The 
object  of  his  inquiry  was  that  the  public 
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mifi^ht  be  informed  at  the  earliest  pos- 
uble  moment  as  to  how  matters  stood  in 
the  Mediterranean.  Eemembering  the 
serious  injury  inflicted  on  commerce 
by  pirates  in  that  sea  during  the  Oreek 
War  of  Independence,  he  was  much 
afraid  that  the  recurrence  of  a  similar 
state  of  things  was  not  far  distant.  He 
had  given  his  Notice  in  consequence  of 
the  following  statement,  which  appeared 
among  the  foreign  correspondence  of 
Tha  Times  on  the  25th  ult  :— 

**  A  band  of  niralos,  headed  by  the  notorious 
Ghiorgoula,  and  formed  at  Athens  by  his  Lieu- 
tenant, Lateks,  for  the  purpose  of  attacking 
different  points  in  the  Archipelago,  has  been 
captured  m  a  creek  at  Elhodes.  After  a  raid  on 
Lindos,  bad  whether  had  forced  them  to  take 
refuge  there.  The  Turkish  Gendarmerie  Colonel 
surprised  them  in  a  cave,  from  which,  being 
threatened  with  starvation,  they  made  a  sortie, 
killing  the  Orderly  Officer,  a  Gendarme,  and 
three  civilians.  On  the  death  of  the  chief  and 
his  lieutenant,  the  remaining  13  surrendered." 

Seeine  how  well  provided  we  were  with 
Consuls  and  Vice  Consuls,  he  presumed 
that  the  Foreign  Office  was  kept  well 
informed  on  such  subjects,  and  he  there- 
fore begged  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  AffairSi  Whether  any  reports 
had  yet  oeen  received  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Consuls  abroad  of  the  existence 
and  progress  of  piracy  in  the  Mediter- 
ranean? 

The  Eael  of  DEKBY:  The  only  case 
of  piracy  in  the  Mediterranean  which  has 
come  to  the  knowledge  of  the  Foreign 
Office  is  the  one  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
has  referred  in  putting  his  Question. 
The  circumstances  were  precisely  as  they 
are  stated  in  the  correspondence  quoted 
by  the  noble  Lord  —  namely,  that  a 
piratical  crew  made  a  descent  on  Lindos, 
which  they  plundered,  and  carried  o£F 
a  considerable  amount  of  property.  The 
next  day  the  Governor  sent  troops  by  land 
and  also  sent  a  ship,  or  ships,  to  cut  the 
pirates  off  by  sea.  The  pursuit  was  suc- 
cessful. The  greater  number  of  the  band 
were  captured^  and  their  leader  is  said  to 
have  been  shot.  The  despoiled  pro- 
perty, or  the  greater  portion  of  it  was 
recovered  and  restored  to  the  owners, 
and  some  of  the  band  were  sent  toBhodes 
to  be  tried.  It  would  appear  that  the  ma- 
jority of  the  pirates  were  from  Qreece, 
and  some  few  of  them  were  from  the 
Islands  of  the  Arohipelaffo.  That  is  the 
only  case  of  piracy  mat  has  oome  to  our 
knowledge.  No  doubt  the  Consiils  and 
Vice  Consuls  will  feel  it  their  duty  to 
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report  such  occurrences  to  the  Foreigii 
Office  should  any  others  arise. 

House  adjourned  at  half -put  Fire 

o'dock,  till  Thursday  next, 

half-past  Ten  o^dodc 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  Ut  May,  1877. 


MINUT£S.]~Sblbct  Cokmittbb— Irish  LumI 
Act,  1870,  appointed;  Companies  Acta*  49K 
pointed. 

Public  Bills — OrdSrrM^Bishoprics. 

SeUct  CbmmiYftf*— Norfolk  and  Suffolk  Fishflries  * 
[117],  nomifMt§d, 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

DERBY   CORPORATION    (EXTENSION 

OP  BOROUGH,  &0.)  BILL.  (Ay  (Mkr.) 

CONSIDBRATIOK. 

Order  for  Oonsideration,  as  amended; 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'<  That  the  Bill  be  now  considered." 

Sib  HENET  WILMOT  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  that  the  Bill  should  be  re> 
committed  to  the  former  Committee,  in 
respect  of  Clauses  42  to  46,  inolusiye, 
and  Clause  52.  The  borough  had  been 
extended  so  as  to  include,  among  other 
districts,  one  called  litehuroh,  which 
had  sufficient  roluntaiy  school  accommo- 
dation, and  the  object  of  the  pro- 
posed re-committal  of  the  Bill  was  to 
Keep  Litchurch  separate  from  Derby  for 
educational  purposes,  so  as  to  ayoid 
placing  the  district  xmder  the  Derby 
School  Board. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  the  wurds  *'  now  considered,*'  in 
order  "to  add  the  words  *' re-oommitted  to  tho 
former  Committee,  in  respect  of  Clauses  42  to 
46,  inclosiye,  and  Clause  62,"— (5i>  Emry 
Wilmot,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Mb.  BALFOUB,  as  one  of  the  Com- 
mittee, said,  that  in  incorporating  Lit- 
church with  Derby  for  educational  pur- 
poses,   the   Committee    acted   on    the 
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recomznendatioii  of  the  Education  De- 
partment, believing  that  it  was  hardly 
within  their  proyince  to  discuss  it.  He 
hoped  Parliament  would  lay  down  a 
rule  to  guide  Committees,  and  would 
say  either  that  a  State  Department 
should  not  make  such  a  recommenda- 
tion, or  that  a  Committee  ought  to  ac- 
cept such  a  recommendation  when  made ; 
or  that  it  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
examining  the  officers  of  the  Depart- 
ment on  the  suhject,  so  that  it  might 
know  the  grounds  on  which  the  recom- 
mendation was  made.  In  this  case  he 
hoped  the  Bill  would  he  sent  hack  to 
the  Committee,  because  the  recommen- 
dations of  a  Department  ought  not  to 
he  of  such  a  character  that  a  Committee 
should  accept  them  without  considera- 
tion. 

Mr.  HIBBEBT  said,  that  at  the  time 
the  Bill  was  before  the  Committee  there 
was  a  deficiency  in  the  school  accom- 
modation  of   I^tchurch.     He  opposed 
the  further  reference  to  the  Committee, 
on  the  ground  that  the  object  of  it  was 
to  create  one  of  those  anomalies  in  local 
administration  which  Parliament  was  so 
anxious  to  get  rid  of,  and  the  creating 
of  which  in  Stafford  and   Cardiff  was 
working  so  disadvantageously  in  those 
places  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham  (Mr.  Qt>rst)  had  intro- 
duced a  Bill  to  get  rid  of  the  difficulties 
in  those  and  similar  cases.      He  con- 
tended that  the  definition  of  ''borough" 
in  the  Education  Act  of  1870  would  in- 
clude the  places  to  be  incorporated  with 
Derby  by  this  Bill. 

Mr.  KAIKES  admitted  the  undesira- 
bUity  of  perpetuating  anomalies,  but 
urged  that  uniform  principles  should  be 
adopted  in  all  similar  cases,  and  that  a 
district  affected  should  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  being  heard  on  a  proposal  to 
which  it  was  opposed,  particularly  as,  in 
spite  of  the  definition  of  ''  borough  "  in 
the  Act  of  1870,  the  11th  clause  of  the 
Act  of  1873  secured  for  such  district  the 
)riTilege  now  claimed  for  litchurch. 
an  unopposed  Bill  which  came  before 
him  iroTH  Newport,  Isle  of  Wight,  and 
where  he  had  extended  the  school  dis- 
trict, he  took  care  that  the  Preamble 
should  recite  the  consent  of  the  parties. 
The  Walsall  Act  was  also  based  on  the 
consent  of  the  parties.  The  Nottingham 
Bill  had  extended  the  school  district  of 
the  borough ;  but  he  had  been  assured 
that  in  that  case  also  the  consent  of  all 
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the  adjoining  districts  had  been  ob- 
tained. He  had  hoped  that  the  question 
had,  indeed,  been  laid  at  rest  as  far  as 
the  Committees  of  that  House  were  con- 
cerned, and  that  the  line  of  action  of 
Parliament  where  school  districts  had 
been  enlarged  had  been  in  the  direction 
he  had  indicated.  The  question  was 
whether,  by  a  private  Act,  they  should 
deprive  these  districts  of  an  immunity 
which  they  possessed  by  the  law  of  the 
land.  It  was  also  a  question  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Business  of  the 
House  by  its  Committees.  It  would  be 
unwise  to  regard  this  matter  exclusively 
from  the  school-board  point  of  view, 
because  it  involved  the  principle  whe- 
ther people  should  be  taxed  for  purposes 
not  their  own,  and  against  which  Parlia- 
ment by  a  general  Act  had  insured  their 
immunity. 

Viscount  SANDON  said,  the  question 
before  the  House  was  of  a  technical  cha- 
racter, and  it  was  for  the  House  to  de- 
cide whether  the  Committee  had  acted 
within  the  proper  bounds  in  the  matter. 
He  was  always  sorry  to  find  himself 
acting  in  opposition  to  the  opinion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Chester  (Mr.  Baikes) 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind ;  but  it  was  the 
deliberate  intention  of  Parliament  that 
the  Education  Department  should  make 
known  its  views.  The  Standing  Orders 
of  this  year  had  been  altered,  as  he  be- 
lieved, lOT  this  veiy  purpose ;  and  if  hou. 
Members  would  refer  to  them,  they 
would  find  that  any  private  Bill  affect- 
ing educational  matters  was  obliged  to 
be  deposited  at  the  Education  Depart- 
ment, and  that  if  the  Committee  which 
sat  upon  it  did  not  adopt  the  views  of 
the  Department,  they  were  bound  to  re- 
port their  reasons  for  dissenting.  With- 
out going  into  the  merits  of  the  case 
for  making  boroughs  in  all  instances 
conterminous  with  a  school  district,  in 
favour  of  which  he  considered  the  argu- 
ments overwhelming,  he  mi^ht  state 
that  the  Education  Department  had  given 
the  subject,  as  a  mere  question  of  law, 
their  most  serious  consideration,  and 
they  felt  it  to  be  their  duty  to  protest 
against  any  addition  being  made  to  the 
boundaries  of  the  borough,  unless  a  cor- 
responding addition  were  also  made  to 
the  school-board  area  of  the  borough. 
By  the  Act  of  1870  Parliament  acknow- 
ledged only  three  school  districts — the 
metropKolis,  the  municipal  boroughs,  and 
the  civil  parish — provided  it  was  not  in- 


147    Inland  lUtfenue^EvMum  of    (COMMONS)  the  Cuiiomi  DuHa.  148 


eluded  in  the  boundaries  of  the  muni- 
oipal  borough.  Parliament  had  ruled 
that  the  municipal  borough  was  to  be 
the  borough  for  the  school  district  under 
all  circumstances.  The  Department  was 
therefore  bound  to  assert  the  municipal 
borough,  when  it  was  formed,  to  be  the 
school  district  of  the  place.  It  had  no 
official  knowledge  whatever  of  the  Ke- 
solutions,  by  these  Standing  Orders  of 
the  Chairmen  of  Private  Bill  Committees, 
and  was  bound  to  carry  out  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Education  Act.  He  would 
abstain  from  voting,  as  the  question 
might  be  held  to  reflect  somewhat  upon 
his  action  in  the  matter;  and  it  was 
therefore  obviously  more  suitable  that 
he  should  leave  the  House  perfectly  free 
to  pass  its  own  judgment  upon  it. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  quite  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord,  and  hoped  the 
House  would  not  decide  the  question 
from  any  feeling  connected  with  the 
position  of  Private  Bill  Committees.  The 
question  at  stake  was  whether,  if  they 
enlarged  a  borough,  they  should  put  the 
new  aistrict  in  an  awkward  and  difficult 
position  by  making  such  a  distinction  ? 
Me  could  perfectly  well  understand 
that  the  dislike  of  a  new  district  which 
was  intended  to  be  annexed  to  a  borough 
to  a  school  board  ought  to  be  heard  by 
the  Committee  as  a  reason  why  it  should 
not  be  annexed ;  but  he  hoped  that  the 
House  would  not  acknowledge  the  prin- 
ciple that  when  once  annexed  there  were 
to  be  two  different  administrationB  for 
education. 

Mr.  beach  assured  the  House  that 
the  decision  arrived  at  by  the  Chairmen 
of  the  Private  Bill  Committees  at  the 
conference  to  which  reference  was  made 
had  been  come  to  after  much  considera- 
tion. 

Sir  CHARLES  FORSTER  defended 
the  course  taken  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee to  which  the  Bill  had  been  re- 
ferred.   

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  House  had  to  consider 
a  question  of  some  difficulty  relating  to 
the  action  of  Committees  on  Private 
Bills.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means  said  that  in  these 
cases  a  certain  law  existed ;  Bills  were 
brought  forward  which  might  or  might 
not  iuter  the  application  of  that  law  in 
the  particular  cases,  and  it  was  not  de- 
sirable that  the  decision  of  a  question 
which  was  one  of  considerable  general 
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importance  should  be  left  to  the  Taiying 
decisions  of  Private  Bill  Committees. 
The  Education  Act  of  1870  had  provided 
that  a  borough  should  be  a  school  dis- 
trict, and  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  boroughs  then  existing  were  made 
school  dis&icts.  But  it  was  contended 
that  the  operation  of  the  Act  was  pro- 
spective. A  great  many  districts  nad 
been  added  since  the  Act  was  passed 
without  being  made  portions  of  school 
districts.  He  did  not  wish  them  to  enter 
on  that  point,  but  it  was  one  that  ought  to 
be  discussed  and  settled.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Qorst)  had  in  charge  a  BiU  which 
would  settle  the  question  or,  at  any  rate, 
raise  a  discussion  upon  it;  and,  under 
the  circumstances,  he  should  give  his 
vote  in  favour  of  the  suggestion  which 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cheater 
(Mr.  Raikes)  had  made. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  pro- 

Sosed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  127;  Noes 
161 :  Majority  34.— (Div.  List,  No.  102.^ 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  pat,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  re-committed  to  the  former  Com- 
mittee, in  respect  of  Clauses  42  to  46, 
inclusive,  and  Clause  52. 

QUESTIONS. 

INLAND  REVENUE— EVASION  OF  THE 
CUSTOMS  DUTIES.— QUESTION. 

Mr,  O'SULTJVAN  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  it  is  a  fact 
that  in  one  warehouse  alone  (where  the 
Inland  Revenue  Commissioners  admitted 
the  revenue  was  defrauded  of  not  less 
than  £13,000)  from  four  hundred  to  ^ve 
hundred  casks  of  whiskey  were  racked 
daily,  from  each  of  which  casks  nearly 
two  gallons  of  proof  spirits  have  heen 
obtained  without  payment  of  duty ;  and 
if  this  evasion  of  duty  has  not  amounted 
to  over  £80,000  per  annum  in  one  ware- 
house alone  ? 

The  CH  ANCEM^OR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJER :  The  hon.  Member  is  not  correct 
in  his  calculation  as  to  the  amount  of  loss 
that  has  been  sustained  by  the  Inland 
Revenue  from  the  cause  to  which  he 
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refers.  The  Haot  is,  that  in  the  ware- 
hoose  in  question  die  number  of  casks 
racked  did  not  exceed  420  a-week — ^not 
400  or  500  a-day,  as  he  represents  in  the 
Qoeetion,  but  400  a-week — and  the  ave- 
rage quantity  of  proof  spirit  that  could 
be  extracted  from  each  would  be  1^  gal- 
lons, instead  of  2  gallons.  Conse- 
quently, the  loss  of  duty  would  amount 
to  the  sum  mentioned  in  the  Beport  of 
the  Oommissioners — namely,  £13,000, 
and  not,  as  the  hon.  Member  says,  to 
iB  80,000.  I  may  add  that  the  moment 
the  attention  of  the  Inland  Bevenue 
I>epartment  was  called  to  the  subject 
they  issued  instructions  with  a  view  to 
preTenting  anything  of  the  kind,  and 
the  same  course  has  been  taken  since 
then  with  regard  to  the  Customs. 


RUSSIA  AND  TUBKEY  —  BUSSIAN 
NAVAL  FORCES  IN  THE  UNITED 
STATES.— QUESTION. 

Captain  PIM  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  If  he  is  in  possession 
of  full  information  as  to  the  numbers, 
strength,  and  movements  of  the  Bussian 
Naval  Porces  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
San  Francisco  and  New  York ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  state  to  the  House  any  in- 
telligence he  may  have  on  the  subject  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  In  the  absence  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
I  am  bound  to  say  to  the  hon.  and  gid- 
lant  Gentleman  that  this  is  a  question 
which  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  think 
ought  not  to  be  answered. 


SASENE     OFFICE,     EDINBURGH  —  RE- 
DUCTI'^  N  OP  FEES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  mackintosh  asked  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  of  the  Treasuzy,  Why  the 
conditions  of  the  Act  31  and  32  Yio.  c. 
64,  s.  25,  regarding  the  reduction  of  fees 
in  the  Samne  Office,  Edinburgh,  pro* 
viding — 

"  That  it  sliall  be  in  view  that  the  fees  to  he 
dnim  from  the  uid  department  ahall  not  be 
greater  than  may  reasonably  be  held  sufficient 
for  deb^ying  the  expenses  of  the  said  depart- 
ment)  or  the  improvement  of  the  system  of 
r^listiation,^ 
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have  not  been  carried  out,  it  appearing 
from  the  Estimates  that  for  many  years 
the  surfdns  fees  amounted  to  upwards  of 
£10,000  per  annum  ? 


Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  In  accordance 
with  the  Act  31  &  32  Vi4f.  c.  64,  the  fees 
taken  in  the  Sasines  and  Searching 
departments  of  the  General  Eegister 
House  were  revised  in  1873  and  a  re- 
duced scale  was  sanctioned,  to  take  effect 
from  the  1st  of  April  of  that  year,  the 
loss  to  the  Exchequer  amounting  to 
£16,850.  The  new  scale  was  calculated 
to  produce  only  such  a  sum  in  each  year 
as  would  be  sufficient  to  cover  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Department,  including  in 
those  expenses  not  merely  salaries,  as 
shown  in  Vote  20  of  Glass  HI.  of  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  but  also  pen- 
sions of  retired  officers,  office  rent,  rates 
and  taxes,  and  cost  of  books  and  sta- 
tionery. The  extra  receipts  mentioned 
on  page  227  of  the  Estimates  include  the 
fees  of  aU  the  departments  of  the  Eegis- 
ter House,  many  of  which  are  not  within 
the  operation  of  Section  25  of  the  Act  of 
1868.  It  should  be  added  that  there  are 
now  proposals  before  the  Treasury  for 
an  increase  of  the  staff  of  the  Searching 
department,  which  if  sanctioned  would 
materially  increase  the  existing  cost. 

THE  NAVY— TOKPEDO  INSTRUCTION. 

QT7ESTI0K. 

Me.  QOTJKLEY  asked,  K  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  favourably 
consider  the  propriety  of  granting  an 
allowance  to  Naval  officers  on  half  pay 
whilst  voluntarily  attending  the  torpedo 
lectures  and  practice  at  Po^smouth  r 

Mr.  a.  F.  EGERTON,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  officers  in  question  had  at  pre- 
sent certain  allowances  made  to  them, 
and  it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  Ad- 
miralty to  extend  them. 


MOTIONS. 


ECCLESIASTICAL  ENDOWMENTS 
(CEYLON).— RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  Aldebmah  W.  M'AETHUR 
rose  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  unsatisfactory  state  of  affairs  in 
the  Island  of  Oeylon  in  relation  to  Ec- 
desiastieal  Endowments;  and  to  move — 

"That,  as  the  members  of  the  Anglican  and 
Preebyterian  Churches  in  Ceylon  constitute  a 
small  part  of  the  population  and  the  great 
majority  of  the  inhabitants  are  Bndhists,  Hin- 
doos, of  Mahomedans,  this  House  is  of  opinion 
that  the  pa^'ment  out  of  the  Revenues  of  the 
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Colony  of  annual  subsidies  to  the  ministers  of 
those  Churches  inflicts  great  injustice  and  oc- 
casions serious  discontent,  and  ought,  there- 
fore, to  be  discontinued." 

In  bringing  the  question  forward  the 
hon.  Member  pointed  out  that  it  was 
not  a  movement  for  the  disestablishment 
or  disendowment  of  the  Church  properly 
so  called,  for  the  Church  of  Enffland 
could  not  be  said  to  be  '*  established'' 
in  the  Colonies  according  to  the  sense  in 
which  we  understood  the  term  in  this 
country.  In  Australia  and  the  Cape  of 
Good  Hope,  Jamaica,  and  a  number  of 
other  Colonies  the  gprant  made  to  the 
Church  and  to  other  relic^ous  Bodies  had 
been  revoked,  and  all  denominations 
placed  on  the  same  level  as  regarded 
endowments  for  ecclesiastical  purposes. 
In  the  present  case  the  issue  was  a  very 
narrow  one.  In  Ceylon  they  were 
simply  dealing  with  an  ecclesiastical 
department  of  the  Civil  Service ;  and 
the  question  was,  whether  it  was  just  to 
the  people  of  that  Colony,  or  necessary 
to  their  good  government,  that  this  de- 
partment should  be  maintained  out  of 
the  public  revenue,  and  what  was  the 
general  feeling  of  the  population  with 
regard  to  it  ?  The  facts  of  the  case 
were  these: — The  total  population  of 
the  Island,  at  the  last  Census,  was 
2.405.287.  Of  these.  1,620,674  were 
Budhists,  466,944  Hindoos,  171,642 
Mahomedans,  and  634  Yeddahs — mak- 
ing together  2,168,694.  Of  the  remain- 
ing 250,000  about  190,000  were  Eoman 
Catholics,  while  the  Protestants  of  all 
denominations  numbered  between  66,000 
and  66,000.  The  Census  of  1871  gave 
10.379  of  these  as  belonging  to  the 
Church  of  England,  6,071  as  Wesleyans, 
and  3,101  as  Presbyterians.  The  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England,  how- 
ever, were  divided  into  three  Bodies — 
namely,  those  attending  services  held 
by  clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England 
paid  by  Government,  those  belonging 
to  the  Church  Missionary  Society,  and 
those  connected  with  the  Society  for  the 
Propagation  of  the  Gospel.  According 
to  Mr.  Ferguson's  epitome  of  the  Blue 
Book,  the  average  attendance  at  the 
services  of  clergymen  paid  by  Gt)vem- 
mentwas  2,197;  at  the  Church  Mis- 
sionary Society,  4,284 ;  and  at  the  So- 
ciety for  the  Propagation  of  the  Gbspel, 
2,464.  The  average  attendance  at  the 
Presbyterian  churches  was  given  at  803. 
Now,  it  was  for  those  2,197  Protestants, 
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the  most  respectable  and  well-to-do  of 
the  community,   that  a  sum  of  aboot 
£14,000  was  raised  from  2,600,000  Bod- 
hists,  Hindoos,  and  Boman  Catholics. 
It  was  true  that  the  money  was  not  all 
spent  upon  Anp^licans  and  Presb jteriaiu, 
for  £100  was  given  to  the  190,000  Bommn 
Catholics,  the  remainder  being  divided 
as  follows : — Three  Bishops  (two  on  pen- 
sion and  one  on  sick  leave),  an  arch- 
deacon,  11  chaplains  of  the  Church  of 
Eneland,  four  of  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land, six  other  chaplains  in  the  central 
province  to  whom  grants  in  aid  were 
made,    14  catechists,   a  registrar,    and 
12  retired  chaplains  on  pension.     Allow- 
ances were  also  made  for  extras,  such  as 
repairs  of  buildings.     Since  the  fieport 
containing  those  facts  was  published  two 
Bishops  had  been  taken  off  the  list,  so 
that   there   remained   one    Bishop    in 
charge — namely.  Bishop  Copleston,  and 
one  on  pension.     In  1849  a  Oommiesion 
on  the  fixed  establishments  of  the  Island, 
presided  over  by  Sir  Emerson  Tennent, 
reported  in  favour  of  a  return  of  the 
old  system  of  placing  the  See  of  Colombo 
under  the  Bishop  of  Madras,  and  so 
saving  Ceylon  the  unnecessary  cost  of  a 
separate  Bishop.      The  Duke  of  New- 
castle,  as   Secretary  of   State  for  the 
Colonies  in  1864,  wrote  a  despatch  to 
the  Governor  of  Ceylon,  in  which  he  re- 
minded him  that  Uie  proper  object  of 
the  ecclesiastical  estabhshments  was  to 
provide  for  the  religious  wants  of  the 
European  members  of   the    civil    and 
military  services,  not  to  furnish  ministers 
to  congregations  of  ordinary  inhabitants. 
Sir  Charles  M*Carthy,  Colonel  Secretary, 
and  afterwards  (Governor  of  Ceylon,  sap- 
ported  the  same  view.  Lord  Northbrook, 
who  must  be  acknowledged  as  a  high 
authority,  said,  in  a  speech  delivered 
since  his  return  from  India,  he  believed 
the  day  would  come  when  we  should 
give  to  India  the  inestimable  blessing  of 
a  true  religion  ;  but  he  did  not  thiu  it 
would  be  right  for  Government  to  use 
the  taxation  of  a  country  for  the  teach- 
ing of  a  certain  form  of  religion.    In 
order  to  show  the  feeling  which  existed 
in  the  Colony,  the  hon.  Member  next 
referred  to  a  t^aper,  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  last   year,  containing   two 
documents  bearing  upon  the  question. 
The  first  was  a  resolution  adopted  at  a 
meeting  of  the  Executive  Council  after 
Bishop    Olaujrhton    had   resigned   his 
office,    his    £xceUenoy    Sir    Ueroulef 
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Bobinson  being  present.      The  reeolu- 
tion  was  to  the  effect  that  the  Seere- 
taiy  of  State  be  requested  not  to  fill 
up  the  yacancy;  that  the  ecclesiastical 
establishment  was  too  small  to  require 
the  services  of  a  resident  Bishop ;  that 
the    Island    was    formerly    under   the 
diocese  of  Madras,  and  the  Bishop  of 
that  See  paid  periodical  yisits,  receiving 
State  allowance,  and  exercising  episcopal 
jurisdiction  over  it;   and  that  with  the 
present  increased  facilities  of   commu- 
nication that  arrangement  could  again 
be    advantageously   resorted  to.      The 
second  document  was  a  communication 
addressed  to  Lord  Carnarvon   by   Sir 
William  Gregory,  the  present  Governor, 
in  which  he  expressed  his  opinion  that 
the  salaries  of  colonial  chaplaincies,  as 
vacancies  occurred,  should  be  struck  off 
the  annual  estimates,  and  he  had  not  a 
doubt  that  local  subscriptions,  aided  by 
the  great  religious  Societies  at  home, 
would  provide  for  an  adequate  Church 
of  England  ministration  hereafter.      It 
was  to  be  regretted,  observed  the  hon. 
Member,  that  Lord  Carnarvon  did  not  act 
on  the  recommendation  of  Sir  William 
(Gregory.      His    Lordship,   with    great 
ability  and    success    haa  hitherto  ad- 
ministered the  affairs  of  the  Colonies; 
but  in  this  case  it  was  to  be  feared  that 
his  ecclesiastical  proclivities  had  inter- 
fered with  his  usual  good  judgment. 
The  noble  Lord  had,  besides,  introduced 
a  new  element  directly  opposed  to  the 
expressed  sentiments  of  his  Predecessors 
and  to  the  policy  which  had    always 
guided  the  Government  in  relation  to  the 
Colonies,  in  the  appointment  of  Bishop 
Copleston.     Lord  Carnarvon  said — 

"  I  have  submitted  to  Her  Majestv  the  name 
of  A  clergyman  who  is,  I  trust,  very  highly  qua- 
lified—alike by  his  opinions,  his  age,  and  physi- 
cal constitution,  as  by  his  special  disposition  for 
missionary  work  among  Indian  races— for  the 
continuance  of  that  great  work  in  which  his 
predecessor  has  been  cut  short." 

Now,  he  was  not  aware  that  the  Colonial 
Office  had  formed  itself  into  a  missionary 
Bociety,  for  "missionary  work  among 
Indian  races,"  and  had  sent  out  a  Bishop 
for  that  purpose.  In  the  Duke  of  New- 
castle's despatch  it  was  stated  distinctly 
that  the  sole — 

"object  of  an  eoclesiaatical  establishment  in 
Ceylon  was  to  provide  for  the  wants  of  the 
European  members  of   the  civil  and  military 

iervices." 

Sr  Hercules  Bobinson  had  well  ob- 


served, in  a  despatch  to  the  Earl  of  Kim* 
berley — 

**  It  is  felt  that  the  post  (of  Bishop)  is  not 
absolutely  necessary,  and  that  if  the  selection 
for  it  were  by  any  chance  to  fall  upon  a  person 
less  tolerant  than  Bishop  Claughton,  such  an 
appointment  might  possibly  be  productive  of 
sectarian  strife  and  lealousy,  and  lead  to  much 
local  unpleasantness. 

The  apprehension  thus  felt  by  Sir  Her- 
cules Bobinson  had,  unfortunately,  been 
fully  realized.  The  appointment  was  a 
most  unfortunate  one.  Of  the  **Boy 
Bishop,"  as  he  had  been  called,  it  might 
be  well  said — 

*'  ICaa,  proud  man, 
Dressed  in  a  little  brief  authority, 
Plays  such  fantastic  tricks  before  high  Heaven 
As  make  tiie  angels  weep." 

If  anyone  could  have  reconciled  the 
several  parties  in  Ceylon  to  the  present 
state  of  things  it  was  Bishop  Claughton. 
He  was  deservedly  popular  with  all 
classes.  But  Bishop  Copleston  had  pur- 
sued a  different  course.  Within  a  few 
months  he  insulted  and  stopped  the 
mouths  of  the  missionaries  of  the  Church 
Missionary  Society,  some  of  whom  had 
been  toiling  in  the  Island  before  the 
Bishop  was  bom.  Thus  a  blameless, 
exemplary  body  of  Christian  ministers 
found  themselves  suddenly  overriden  by 
arrogant  pretensions,  which  no  previous 
Bishop  had  dared  to  enforce.  Other 
denominations  with  whom  Bishop 
Claughton  had  been  on  the  most  fa- 
vourable terms  were  treated  with  dis- 
courtesy and  disrespect ;  the  scandalous 
spectacle  was  presented  to  the  heathen 
of  the  Christian  Church  divided  into  two 
hostile  camps,  and  during  the  short  time 
the  Bishop  had  been  in  the  Island,  as 
had  been  well  observed,  '*  he  had  done 
more  to  degrade  the  English  creed  in 
the  eyes  of  the  Natives  than  the  life- 
long labours  of  the  inoffensive  pastors 
he  persecuted  had  done  to  render  it 
honourable."  In  the  Papers  which  had 
been  submitted  to  the  House  there  was 
a  Petition  from  the  Wesleyan  mission- 
aries to  Sir  William  Gregory,  which 
stated  that  the  payment  by  the  Qovem- 
ment  of  certain  sums  under  the  head  of 
''Ecclesiastical  Establishments"  was 
impolitic  and  unjust ;  that  the  effects  of 
the  Government  providing  pastors  for 
the  wealthy  congregations  of  the  towns, 
and  the  appointment  of  these  pastors, 
from  the  revenue  of  the  Island  instead 
of  the  parishioners,  were  highly  objec- 
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tionable  on  the  grounds — (1)  that  by 
Buoh  appointments  Gbvernment  did  by 
its  agents  directly  enter  upon  missionary 
work;  (2)  that  it  was  unfair  to  the 
efforts  of  that  society,  which  had  for 
more  than  60  years  laboured  in  those 

S laces,  to  be  subject  to  the  rivalry  of 
bvemment  competition;  fS)  that  in 
some  of  those  places  their  efforts  to  in- 
duce the  Wesleyans  to  support  their  own 
ministers  had  been  hindei^  by  the  fact 
that  the  Episcopalians  had  their  mini- 
sters supported  by  the  Oovemment, 
although  the  Episcopal  congregations 
were  not  at  all  in  need  of  pecuniary  aid. 
They  also  stated  that  it  was  contrary  to 
public  policy  for  the  Gbvemment  to  en- 
gage in  missionary  operations;  that 
many  of  the  Government  officials  did 
not  belong  to  any  of  the  Churches  sub- 
sidized by  Oovemment,  and  a  most 
offensive  slight  was  placed  on  all  the  re- 
ligious Bodies  not  receiving  Oovemment 
favour.  That  memorial  was  signed  by 
seven  English  and  28  Native  ministers 
in  Ceylon.  Sir  William  Oregory  for- 
warded it  to  Lord  Carnarvon,  who  sent 
a  reply  to  the  effect  that  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  authorize  any  change  which 
should  deprive  the  Church  of  England 
or  the  Presbyterian  Church  of  that  sup- 
port from  Oovemment  which  they  had 
hitherto  enjoyed.  A  large  and  influen- 
tial meeting  had  since  been  held  in 
Colombo  protesting  ag^ainst  these  sub- 
sidies, and  a  Petition  to  Her  Majesty 
had  been  forwarded,  bearing  the  signa- 
tures of  8,000  Natives,  praying  for  Uieir 
discontinuance.  The  Petition  stated 
that  in  Ceylon  the  existence  of  an  Eccle- 
siastical Department  of  Oovemment  was 
a  direct  violation  of  the  principle  laid 
down  in  Her  Majesty's  Proclamation, 
namely — 

**  That  none  be  in  any  way  favoured,  none  be 
molested  and  disturbed,  by  reason  of  their  reli- 
gious fiuth  or  obserrance.*' 

The  Resolution  which  he  now  submitted 
to  the  House  stated  that  this  subsidy 
inflicted  ^eat  injustice  and  occasioned 
serious  discontent.  The  injustice  he 
thought  he  had  proved ;  and  as  to  the 
discontent,  it  was  manifest  not  only 
from  the  Papers  laid  on  the  Table,  but 
from  other  information  reoeived  from  the 
Island,  a  very  strong  feeling  prevailed 
among  all  classes,  except  a  few  reci- 
pients of  Oovemment  bounty.  So  &r 
from  accomplishing  the  object  proposed 
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by  Lord  Carnarvon,  as  a  mimiaDMry 
establishment,  it  had  had  a  dtreetly 
opposite  effect.  The  Natives  designated 
Christianity  thus  taught  as  the  **  Qaeen't 
religion,''  regarding  it  simply  as  a  De- 

Sartment  of  the  Ck>vemment.  A  vwy 
istinguished  Native  and  a  Member  oif 
the  legislative  Council,  Sir  Ooomara 
Swamy,  in  a  very  able  speech  delirsrsd 
by  him  in  the  Council,  remarked — 

"  I  hare  been  repeatedly  asked,  '  How  is  it 
Christianity  makes  such  a  little  nrogreai  amaac 
your  people  F '  '  That  it  should  oe  so  is  Drntsnl 
enough,'  I  answer.  *  Think  of  the  mannffr  is 
whi(m  it  ispresented  to  us.  Tou  come  with  ths 
drawn  sword  in  one  hand  and  the  Bible  in  the 
other.  Who  can  believe  it?  Tour  ooodoet 
belies  your  professions.  The  ohanoee  of  Chris- 
tianitT  would  have  been  greater  if  it  bad  been 
preaoned  in  the  country  by  men  entirely  onooa- 
nected  with  the  Government,  sympathising 
more  with  the  people  than  with  the  rulers.*  ** 

Similar  views  were  expressed  bj  Sir 
Charles  McCarthy,  who  said — 

'*  Deeply  convinced  as  I  am  that  from  the 
diffusion  of  Christianity  alone  any  real  paogissi 
or  improvement  could  be  looked  ^  among  ths 
Native  population,  I  yet  must  contend  that  Oe- 
vemment,  by  acting  as  suggested,  would  only 
raise  a  barrier  to  the  advancement  of  the  Chris- 
tian religion." 

Now,  he  asked,  what  did  the  (Oovem- 
ment propose  to  do  in  relation  to  that 
question?  The  principle  of  religions 
equality  almost  universidly  prevailed  in 
our  Colonies,  with  the  most  satisfactory 
results.  Why  was  Ceylon  to  be  an  ex- 
ception ?  Would  the  Oovemment  dis- 
regard the  strongly-expressed  feelings 
of  the  whole  commimity,  from  the  Go- 
vernor downwards  ?  Did  they  wish  to 
excite  more  dissatisfaction,  and  rouse 
the  Natives  as  well  as  the  Europeans  to 
further  agitation  ?  What  was  the  lan- 
guage of  Sir  Coomara  Swamy  in  refe- 
rence  to  the  Petition  from  the  Natives, 
to  which  some  exception  had  been  taken? 
He  said — 

**  If  the  Council  is  not  to  be  satisfied  with 
such  expressions  of  opinion  as  those  embodisd 
in  it,  how  then  shall  we  bring  conviction  to  un- 
willing minds  P  Shall  we  hold  monster  meet- 
ings? Shall  there  be  inflammatory  speeohefT 
Must  there  be  commotion,  and  disoosteot, 
bloodshed,  and  other  rebellion  before  offioisl 
minds  can  be  roused  f** 

If  it  was  desired  to  difiuse  a  knowledge 
of  Christianitv  among  the  Native  oopa- 
lation  of  Ceylon,  that  object  womd  bs 
beet  secured  by  voluntary  eflbrt.  Hsd 
they  really  a  right  to  levy  a  oompnltoiy 
tribute  upon  the  people  to  support  a  r^ 
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ligion  in  wUcli  they  did  not  believe? 
Would  the  Goyemment,  for  the  sake  of 
BO  paltry  a  sum,  act  in  direct  antagonism 
to  the  almost  universal  feeling  of  the 
Island,  or  would  they,  by  placing  Ceylon 
on  the  same  footing  as  their  other  Colo- 
nies as  far  aslay  in  their  power,  promote  its 
peace,  its  happiness,  and  its  prosperity  ? 
The  hon.  Gentleman  oonduded  by  moving 
his  Besolution. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  Tfaatf  as  the  mem'berB  of  the  Anglican  and 
Presbyterian  Churches  in  Ceylon  constitute  a 
small  part  of  the  population  and  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  inhabitants  are  Budhisfcs,  Hindoos, 
and  Mahomedans,  this  House  is  of  opinion  that 
the  payment  out  of  the  Bevenues  of  the  Colony 
of  annual  subsidies  to  the  ministers  of  those 
ChuTchea  inflicts  great  injustice  and  occasions 
serious  discontent,  and  ought,  therefore,  to  be 
discontinaed." — {Mr.  Alderman  M^ Arthur.) 

Mb.   BAXTEB  declared  that  in  all 
his  Parliamentary  experience  he   had 
never  known  a  better  case  for  an  altera- 
tion  of  the  ecclesiastical  arrangements 
of  a  Colony  than  that  which  Us  hon. 
Friend  had  just  submitted  to  the  House. 
In  the  population  there  were  2,000,000 
not    Christians,    while    the    Christians 
numbered    only    about    250,000,    the 
greater  portion  being  Boman  Catholics. 
The  object  to  which  the  slants  of  money 
in  question  were  originaiUy  applied  was 
a  very  laudable  one — namely,  to  provide 
religious  instruction  for  the  mihtary  in 
the  Island.     But  now  the  money  was 
not  devoted  to  that  purpose  at  all.    It 
went  in  salaries  to  clergymen,  the  great 
majority  of  whose  hearers   were    not 
soldiers,  but  persons  perfectly  able  to 
pay  for  their  own  religious  instruction. 
What  was  done  in  point  of  fact  was  this 
— clergymen  were  being  provided  for 
two  or  three  thousand  rich  members  of 
the  Church  of  England,  while  the  great 
bulk  of  the  Protestant  poor  population, 
to  say  nothing  of  the  Boman  Catholics, 
were  left  to  provide  for  themselves.    It 
was  notorious  all  over  the  Colony  that 
the  bulk  of  the  members  of  the  Church 
of  England  preferred  the  services  of  the 
missionaries  of  the  Church  Missionary 
Society  to  those  paid  by  the  State.    The 
Natives  of  Ceylon  were  actually  taxed 
to  support  missions  for  their  own  con- 
version,  and  however  much  he  might 
sympathize  with  missionary  effort  when 
properly  directed,  he  felt  bound  to  say 
that  he  knew  of  nothing  more  likely 
than  that  to  prejudice  Christianity  in  the 


eyes  of  the  Cingalese  people.  There 
was  a  widespread  hostility  to  these 
grants  in  the  Island — a  hostility  which 
was  not  by  any  means  unshared  by 
members  of  the  Anglican  Church.  That 
hostility  had  been  expressed  on  various 
occasions  in  the  Legislative  Council,  and 
he  was  sorry  to  see  as  one  phase  of  it 
a  disposition  on  the  part  of  certain  of 
the  Natives,  in  consequence    of  these 

Sants,  to  doubt  the  sincerity  of  Her 
ajesty's  Proclamation  in  favour  of  neu- 
trality and  reli^ous  equality.  The  ad- 
vice of  Sir  Wuliam  Gregory  to  cease 
filling  up  vacancies  as  they  occurred  was 
wise  advice,  which  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  consider.  As  showing  the 
gpravity  of  the  situation,  he  was  told  that 
a  Petition  was  coming  home  from  India 
on  the  subject  of  the  annual  payments 
to  Anglican  clergymen  in  Hindostan. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  take 
time  by  the  forelock  and  remove  gra- 
dually causes  of  discontent  which  might 
lead  to  serious  difficulties  hereafter. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  admitted  that, 
so  far  as  figures  were  concerned,  the 
case  presented  to  the  House  was  a  g^od 
one.  He  was  not  prepared,  however,  to 
accept  the  hon.  Member's  conclusion 
that  the  existence  of  an  endowed  Church 
ought  to  be  dependent  upon  numbers. 
He  had  always  protested  against  that 
argument  in  the  case  of  the  Irish 
Church,  and  he  must  now  protest  against 
it  in  the  case  of  Ceylon.  Something  had 
been  said  about  pensions  to  Bishops.  It 
was,  no  doubt,  true  that  at  one  time 
three  Bishops  were  receiving  pensions 
for  work  they  had  done.  But  the  health 
of  those  Bishops  having  broken  down  in 
the  Colony,  he  did  not  see  any  reason 
why,  because  of  the  particular  functions 
they  had  Med,  they  should  be  deprived 
of  their  pensions.  The  failure  of  their 
health  was  no  doubt  an  unfortunate 
occurrence;  but  the  calamity  might  have 
happened  to  ex-Judges  or  ex-Governors 
as  well  as  Bishops.  The  particular  po- 
sition filled  by  the  Bishops  did  not,  he 
thought,  add  much  to  the  argument  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  opinion  of  Sir 
Hercules  Bobinson  had  been  quoted .  Now 
Sir  Hercules  was  no  doubt  a  very  good 
Governor,  but  he  did  not  know  that  he 
was  a  very  good  authority  on  ecclesias- 
tical matters.  He  had  suggested  that  if 
the  Bishop  of  Colombo  were  withdrawn 
the  Bishop  of  Madras  should  receive 
Episcopal  charge  of  the  Island  of  Ceylon. 
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Now,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the 
Indian  Bishops  had  a  sreat  deal  too 
much  to  do  already.  And  as  some  proof 
pf  this  two  additional  Bishops  had  re- 
cently been  g^ven  to  Madras.  As,  how- 
ever. Sir  Hercules  Bobinson  had  been 
quoted,  it  was  well  that  his  mature  con- 
clusion should  be  known :  and  it  would 
be  found  that  it  was  by  no  means  in 
favour  of  the  views  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite.  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson 
had,  no  doubt,  protested  stronffly  against 
the  continuation  of  the  Colombo  Bishop- 
ric; but,  like  other  great  men,  he  was 
open  to  conviction,  and  he  found  that 
in  writing  to  the  Earl  of  Kimberley, 
on  the  14th  of  November,  1871,  he 
said — 

**  My  own  opinion  is — that  a  Bishop  of  the 
Church  of  England  is  not  indispensahle  here ; 
but  that,  so  long  as  the  Colony  maintains  from 
the  general  Revenue,  as  it  does  at  present,  a 
number  of  Episcopalian  Chaplaincies,  it  is  de- 
sirable that  there  should  be  a  head  of  the  De- 
partment, and  that  in  the  present  flourishing 
condition  of  the  finances  the  difference  between 
the  salary  of  an  Archdeacon  and  of  a  Bishop  is 
a  matter  of  but  little  importance.  So  long, 
therefore,  as  the  present  State  allowances  to  the 
Anglican  clergy  are  continued,  and  so  long  as 
the  right  man  can  be  found  for  the  place,  I 
think  the  additional  expenditure  entailed  by 
maintaining  the  Bishopric  is  well  invested  in  a 
social  as  well  as  in  an  official  point  of  view.  I 
have  known  Archdeacon  Jermyn  intimately  for 
a  number  of  years,  and  I  am  satisfied  tibtat  it 
would  have  l>een  difficult  for  your  Lordship  to 
have  selected  any  nerson  more  suited  than  he  is 
in  every  respect  for  the  post  which  has  been 
\'acated  hereby  Bishop  Claughton's resignation; 
and  now  that  the  nomination  is  announced,  I 
think  the  general  feeling  is  one  of  satisfaction 
that  the  appointment  has  been  filled  up." 

It  would  therefore  be  seen  that  Sir  Her- 
cules Bobinson  admitted  that  when  the 
appointment  of  Archdeacon  Jerm3m  was 
made  it  gave  general  satisfaction.  The 
hon.  Member  hud  used  an  expression 
which  he  hoped  on  reflection  he  would 
be  inclined  to  modify — he  spoke  of  the 
English  Gbvernment  ''taking  the  sword 
in  one  hand  and  the  Bible  in  the  other." 
That  was  an  exaggeration  of  language 
which  he  trusted  hardly  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  endorse,  flot.  Aldbrmax  W. 
M'A&THUR  explained.  He  had  quoted 
the  expression  used  by  Sir  Coomara 
Swamy,  a  Member  of  the  Legislative 
Council  of  Ceylon."]  He  would  only  say 
he  thought  that  anyone  who  used  such 
an  expression  was  not  an  authority  that 
House  would  follow.  He  could  not 
admit    the    validity   of  the    argument 
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which  had  been  used  against  the  oontimi- 
ance  of  the  Colombo  Bishopric,  beoaoae 
an  agitation  was  said  to  have  commenced 
in  Calcutta  for  the  disestablishment  of 
the  Church  in  India.    The  same  ail- 
ment was  used  in  the  case  of  the  Indi 
Church — if  it  were  not  disendowed,  it 
was  said,  people  would  call  out  for  the 
disestablisnment  of  the  English  Church. 
He  would  not  give  way  to  such  an  argu- 
ment. He  was  rather  disposed  to  act  on 
the  old  Latin  maxim — printipifs  o^t<«. 
He  regretted  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
dragged  into  the  discussion  a  pereonal 
matter  relating  to  the  present  Bishop  of 
Colombo.    He  stated  that  the  first  act 
of  Bishop  Copleston  was  to  suspend  the 
missionaries  of  the  Church  Miaaionaiy 
Society.    Now,  that  statement  was  in- 
correct. The  Bishop  had,  unfortunately, 
differences  with  the  missionaries  of  the 
Church  Missionary  Society,   who  were 
endeavouring  to  establish  an  improper 
Episcopal  authority.    The  step  he  took 
was  simply  with  a  view  to  maintain  Epis- 
copal authority,  and  when  so  much  wu 
said  by  certain  parties  of  the  duty  of  the 
clergy  in  this  country  to  be  subject  to 
their  Bishops  he  did  not  think  that  this 
act  of  Bishop  Copleston  ought  to  have 
been  misrepresented  as  it  had  been.  The 
statement  was  most  exaggerated.    The 
Bishop  did  everything  he  could  to  pre- 
vent the  unhappy  conclusion  which  had 
been  brought  about,   and   it  was   hit 
greatest  desire  that  all  the  missionaries 
of  the  Church  Missionary  Society  should 
work  in  harmony  with  himself.      He 
hoped  the  House  would  not  agree  with 
the  Motion.    It  would  give  a  blow  to 
Christianity  in  the  East.     The  Natives 
of  Ceylon  would  think  that  a  nation 
which  valued  its  Christianity  would  set 
it  forth  in  public  places;  and  if  this 
Besolution  were  carried  into  effect  they 
would  soon  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
England  had  ceased  to  be  a  Christian 
nation,  or  at  least  a  nation  which  cared 
about  its  Christianity. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
wished  to  explain  the  principles  which 
were  always  followed  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  in  regard  to  eoclesiastioa] 
establishments.  There  was  a  very  large 
number  of  European  servants  perfona* 
ing  duties  in  Inaia,  who  were  in  a  posi- 
tion in  which  they  had  no  private  means 
of  obtaining  the  consolations  of  religion 
or  the  care  of  medical  men.  The  Oo> 
vemment,  therefore,  found  it  neoessaiy 
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toprOTMe  bo&  oIerg3anexi  and  doctors 
in  tnffident  nninbeTS  to  attend  to  the 
wants  of  their  Enropean  servants.    That 
.▼as  the  principle  followed  in  India,  and 
it  was  om  J  in  pursuance  of  it  that  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  the  clerical  and  medical 
element  was  retained  bv  Gbvemment 
there.    It  was  said  that  the  cry  in  India 
was  that  there  were  not  too  many  Bishops, 
hut  too  few,  and  that  there  was  a  neces- 
sity fbr  an  increase.   Ill  particular,  it  was 
said  in  the  diocese  of  Madras  that  people 
were  not  satisfied  with  the  Bishop  they 
had  already,  but  they  had  lately  esta- 
hlished   other   two.     Those  were   not 
Goyemment  Bishops,    but  Missionary 
Bishops,  established  for  missionary  pur- 
poses which  the  Ghovemment  did  not 
undertake.  Bofar  as  the  Bishop  of  Madras 
was  concerned,  he  tmdertook  to  say  that 
that  rightrey.  Prelate  was  not,  for  the  spe- 
cial purpose  for  which  he  was  appointed, 
an  overworked  man,  and  he  might  super- 
intend Ceylon  without  any  very  large 
addition  to  his  labours.    In  respect  to 
the  remaining  questions  raised  by  the 
Motion,  he  was  not  well  acquainted  with 
the  affairs  of  Ceylon  itself.    He  hoped 
when  the  Ooyemment  came  to  deal  with 
the  matter  they  would  be  prepared  to 
tell  the  House  that  they  were  desirous 
of  dealing  with  it  in  connection  with 
Ceylon  exactly  as  it  was   dealt  with 
in  India — namely,  that  the  Goyemment 
themselyes  Would  provide  a  superintend- 
ing Bishop  and  a  sufficient  number  of 
chaplains  to  provide  folr  the  necessities 
of  the  Government  servants,  and  the 
Goveniment  servants  only.    He  thought 
it  was  not  right  to  contribute  out  of 
puhUc  revenues  for  the  maintenance  of 
an  ecclesiastical  establishment  beyond 
that  which  was  required  for  administer- 
ing to  the  necessities  of  the  public  ser- 
vants.   If  the  Establishment  in  Ceylon 
did  partake  of  that  character,  he  thought 
the  earliest  opportunity  should  be  taken 
to  reduce  it  within  a  standard  that  would 
Gorrespond  with  that  which  was  retained 
idln^a. 

Ma.  J.  LOWTHER  held  that  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  brought  this 
object  before  the  House  had  failed  to 
diow  the  existence  of  any  practical 
grievance.  The  population  oi  Ceylon 
i^as  Bomewhat  less  than  2,500,000,  and 
the  total  sum  expelided  in  the  services 
to  which  r^erence  had  been  made  was 
only  £14,000,  or  about  Id.  per  head. 
That,  certainly,  was  not  a  very  crushing 
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taxation,  and  was  borne  by  all  classes 
of  the  population  varying  in  religious 
belief  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  quoted 
in  support  of  his  views  many  eminent 
authorities.  But  if  he  were  to  make 
known  the  opinion  of  many  persons  as 
eminent  on  the  other  side  and  as  well 
qualified  to  form  a  judgment,  he  might, 
at  the  risk  of  wearying  the  House,  go 
somewhat  into  the  controversy.  But  the 
House,  while  paying  every  respect  to  the 
opinions  of  those  eminent  persons,  would 
hardly  be  disposed  to  look  to  them  for 
guidance  on  a  question  like  this.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  8ir  William 
Gregory  especially  and  Sir  Charles 
McCarthy  were  in  favour  of  disesta- 
blishment. The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter)  said  that  Sir 
William  Gregory  had  quoted  as  a  pre- 
cedent the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Church.  He  would  like,  however,  to 
point  out  the  exact  position  in  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  stood  with 
regard  to  that  question.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Irish  Church  had  commended  itself  to  a 
large  majority  of  the  last  Parliament. 
The  present  Government  certainly  could 
not  be  charged  with  having  embarked 
on  any  re-actionary  policy.  Those  who 
constituted  that  Government  had  not  at- 
tempted on  any  occasion  to  go  back  upon 
the  gpreat  subjects  which  had  been  deter- 
mined by  their  predecessors.  But  he 
must  demur  to  the  doctrine  which  had 
apparently  been  laid  down,  that  they 
were  bound  to  continue  that  course  and 
to  carry  out  all  over  the  world  a  policy 
which  it  was  notorious  every  Member  of 
the  present  Government — and  he  ven- 
tured to  think  a  large  majority  of  this 
House  of  Commons — emphatically  con- 
demned. The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
M 'Arthur)  had  alluded  to  the  policy  of 
the  late  Government  with  regard  to 
Colonial  endowments.  What  was  that 
policy?  During  the  administration  of 
Ix)rd  Elimberley  at  the  Colonial  Office 
various  Colonies  were  subjected  to 
schemes  bearing  on  this  question.  But 
how  were  they  dealt  with  ?  In  some  a 
policy  was  adopted  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  hardly  endorse — namely, 
what  was  popularly  known  as  ''levelling 
up ; "  in  others  a  policy  of  complete  dis- 
endowment  was  effected.  But  he  would 
remind  the  House  that  in  all  the  cases 
to  which  he  now  referred  the  circum- 
stances were  widely  different  from  those 
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which  existed  in  Ceylon.  Notably,  in 
Jamaica,  Trinidad,  the  Leeward  Islands, 
and  others  with  which  Lord  Kimberley 
had  to  deal,  there  was  not  a  large  mixed 
population  professing  various  forms  of 
non-Christian  religion ;  but  the  difficulty 
he  had  to  meet  was  that  of  Christian 
communities,  divided,  for  the  most  part, 
into  Eoman  Catholics  and  Nonconformist 
Protestants;  and  the  manner  in  which 
they  were  dealt  with  offered  very  little 
to  guide  us  in  approaching  a  subject 
like  this.  There  was  another  point  on 
which  he  thought  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  entirely  faued.  The  hon.  Member 
had  spoken  of  assimilating  the  poHcy  to 
bo  adopted  in  Ceylon  with  that  which 
prevailed  in  all  the  different  Colonies 
under  Her  Majesty's  sway ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Lowther)  hoped  the  House  would  not  be 
led  to  believe  that  the  policy  of  disesta- 
blishment had  been  already  extended  to 
the  great  bulk  of  the  Colonies.  Nothing 
of  the  kind  had  occurred.  In  certain 
exceptional  instances  this  policy  had 
been  initiated.  It  was  initiated  previous 
to  the  accession  of  the  Members  of  the 
present  Government  to  office.  In  those 
instances  where  it  had  been  deliberately 
adopted  by  their  predecessors  the  pre- 
sent Gt)vemment  had  not  attempted  to 
interfere ;  but  they  certainly  had  no  in- 
tention of  proceeding  further  in  a  direc- 
tion which  had  not  commended  itself  to 
their  jud^ent.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stated  that  the  part  of  the  popu- 
lation which  derived  an  advantage  from 
these  endowments  was  well  to  do,  that 
they  drove  to  their  places  of  worship  in 
carriages;  in  fact,  that  they  formed  a 
portion  of  that  class  referred  to  by  Mr. 
Carlyle  under  the  designation  of  ''gig- 
manity."  But  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
hoped,  did  not  mean  that  the  House 
ought  to  embark  on  a  course  of  policy 
on  account  of  the  social  position  of  those 
to  whom  it  might  apply.  He  thought, 
however,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
carry  his  researches  a  little  further  he 
would  find  that  a  considerable  portion 
of  those  who  derived  benefit  from  these 
endowments  were  not  in  a  position  to 
contribute  towards  religious  rites  for 
themselves.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter)  said  that  the 
rest  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  Island, 
with  the  exceptions  mentioned  by  him 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth,  had 
to  provide  for  their  own  religious  ser- 
vices.   Was  that  the  fact  ?    The  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  very  likely  was  not 
aware  that  the  Budhist  oommunity 
were  possessed  of  no  fewer  than  376,000 
acres  of  land  for  that  purpose.  [Mr. 
Baxtek  said  he  had  referred  only  to  the' 
Christian  population.]  It  was  li^t,  at 
all  events,  that  the  House  should  be 
aware  of  the  fact  that  this  larg^  extent 
of  land  was  vested  in  the  Badhist 
community;  it  was  called  the  ''Temple 
land,"  was  held  under  grants,  and  had 
been  guaranteed  to  them  by  the  British 
Government  on  taking  possession  of  the 
Island.  When  it  was  found  that  three- 
fourths  of  the  population  were  Badhist 
and  were  largely  endowed,  it  could 
hardly  be  said  that  the  wealthy  portion 
of  the  community  were  placed  in  an  in- 
vidious position  with  regard  to  their 
poorer  brethren  in  consequence  of  the 
endowments  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  called  attention.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  q noted  the  language  used  by 
a  member  of  Council.  The  l^guage  of 
that  gentleman  certainly  compared  veiy 
unfavourably  with  the  studied  modera- 
tion with  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  brought  forward  this  subject 
The  advice  of  that  gentleman  to  hifl 
fellow- subjects  reminded  him  of  the 
somewhat  similar  advice — ''Don't  nail 
his  ears  to  the  pump."  There  was  no 
reason  to  believe,  however,  that  in  that 
loyal  portion  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions 
there  was  the  slightest  danger  of  hints 
of  that  kind  being  followed  up.  He 
should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  precedent  which  would  be 
established  by  adopting  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  It  would  be  im- 
possible to  confine  that  policy  to  Ceylon; 
and  the  question  of  disestablisfainent 
would  arise  with  reference  to  Colonies 
like  Natal,  Hong  Kong,  the  Mauritias, 
British  Honduras,  and  even  India.  To- 
wards the  end  of  the  hon.  Member's 
speech  he  referred  to  some  differenoet 
which  had  occurred  between  the  Bishop 
of  Colombo  and  the  missionaries  of  the 
Island.  Now,  the  Bishop  was  in  no 
sense  a  servant  of  the  Government.  He 
did  not  stand  there  as  in  any  way  re- 
sponsible for  the  proceedings  of  the 
Bishop ;  and  if  he  (Mr.  Lowther)  avoided 
expressing  any  opinion  on  his  proceed- 
ings, the  House  must  attribute  it  to  his 
desire  not  to  bark  when  he  was  unable 
to  bite.  He  was  happy,  however,  to 
think  that  the  present  condition  of 
affairs,  which  was  that  with  wluct\  the 
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House  liad  solely  to  do,  was  far  more 
satisfactoiy  than  some  speeches  which 
had  been  made  would  lead  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  suppose.  He  had  heard  from  a 
priTste  source  that  the  Bishop  was  at 
present  in  eveiy  way  conforming  himself 
to  the  situation  in  which  he  was  placed, 
and  that  the  unfortunate  differences  of 
the  past  would  not  recur.  Exception 
had  been  taken  to  the  character  and 
method  of  the  missionary  work.  He 
would  not  stand  up  for  proselytizing; 
but  the  House  would  agree  with  him 
that  placed  as  the  Britisn  power  was  in 
the  midst  of  a  large  Natiye  population, 
the  existence  of  a  Christian  ministry 
could  not  but  conduce  to  the  welfare  of 
the  Island. 

Mb.  KNATOHBTJLL-HUGESSEN 
had  heard  the  speech  of  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  with  mingled 
surprise  and  regret.  These  discussions 
were  never  yery  pleasant  to  the  House : 
but  he  thouffht  his  hon.  Friend  might 
have  taken  adVantage  of  the  opportunity 
before  him.  He  thought  that  a  decidedly 
strong  case  had  been  made  out ;  that  it 
wotdd  have  been  satisfactory  if  the  ad- 
vice of  Sir  William  Gregory  had  been 
followed,  and  these  endowments  suffered 
gradncdly  to  disappear.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Kent  (Mr^  Talbot)  had  ex- 
pressed  his  approval  of  a  Bishop  **  in 
active  operation ; "  but  this  phrase,  as 
far  as  the  Bishop  of  Colombo  was  con- 
cemedy  appeared  to  imply  the  suspending 
of  his  clergy  and  causing  a  general  un- 

^leasant  state  of  feeling  in  the  Island, 
t  had  been  said  that  me  policy  of  the 
late  GK>vemment  had  been  a  policy  either 
of  levelling  up  or  of  disestabli^ment : 
when  the  exigencies  of  a  Colony  seemed 
to  demand  the  latter  policy,  it  had  been 
followed,  but  all  that  had  been  done  in 
the  shape  of  ''levelling  up"  had  been 
this — that  where  it  had  seemed  best  to 
maintain  endowments  there  had  been 
some  attempt  to  make  them  equal  as 
between  different  religious  bodies.  The 
Under  Secretary  had  contradicted  him- 
self, for  he  had  first  said  that  there  were 
exceptional  circumstances  to  justify  the 
endowments  in  Ceylon,  and  immediately 
afterwards  declared  that  if  we  abolished 
these  endowments  it  would  be  necessary 
to  apply  to  other  Colonies  the  same 
treatment  as  that  received  by  Ceylon. 
Then  it  was  said,  why  did  you  not  do 
this  when  you  were  in  office  ?  He  (Mr. 
KnatchbuU-Hugessen)  thoughtthat  bop. 


Gentlemen  oppositehad  given  the  late  Go- 
vernment credit  for  having  done  enough 
in  the  way  of  disestablishment ;  but  the 
fact  was  that  a  blot  was  not  a  blot  until 
it  was  hit,  and  everything  could  not  be 
done  at  once.  This  was  a  question  of 
right  or  wrong,  and  no  greater  mis- 
take could  be  made  than  to  refuse  to  do 
that  which  was  right  in  one  case  for  fear 
of  having  to  do  so  in  other  cases  with  re- 

S>ect  to  which  one  was  less  confident, 
ive  a  remedy  for  an  acknowledged 
evil,  and  let  the  future  take  care  of 
itself.  It  was  quite  fair  to  defend 
the  principle  of  establishment;  but  to 
his  mind  establishment  was  justified 
only  when  the  Established  Church  was 
either  the  (3iurch  of  the  great  majority 
of  the  people  or  was  supported  by  the 
public  opinion  of  the  country  in  which  it 
existed.  Neither  of  these  conditions 
existed  in  Ceylon  where  the  Church  was 
rendered  inefficacious  and  Christianity 
hindered  by  the  inequality  and  injustice 
of  the  endowments.  The  Under  Secre- 
tanr  had  spoken  of  the  Budhists  being 
endowed.  Was  that  a  fair  argument  ? 
The  only  foundation  for  it  was  that 
we  had  not  plundered  the  Budhists 
of  the  property  which  they  possessed 
when  we  took  the  Island.  Ceylon  had  a 
population  of  more  than  2,000,000,  of 
whom  only  about  250,000  were  Chris- 
tians. Of  these,  nearly  200,000  were 
Boman  Catholics  who  received  the  mag- 
nificent sum  of  £  1 00  per  annum  out  of  the 
£14,000  or  £15,000  of  endowment.  The 
remainder  went  to  about  15,000  of  the 
rest  of  the  Christians,  'some  receiving  no 
money  at  all,  so  that  the  system  was  un- 
just and  unequal,  first  as  between  the 
Christians  and  the  Native  population, 
and,  secondly,  as  between  the  different 
sects  of  Christians.  He  could  not  do 
otherwise  than  cordially  support  the 
Motion,  and  he  believed  that  the  exist- 
ence of  these  petty  establishments  in 
defiance  of  the  public  opinion  of  the 
localities  in  which  they  existed,  did 
more  harm  than  good  to  the  principle 
of  establishment  at  home. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  thought  that  many  of 
the  remarks  that  had  been  made  were 
rather  wide  of  the  subject.  The  Reso- 
lution said — 

'*  That,  as  the  mexnbors  of  the  Anglican  and 
Presbyterian  Churdies  in  Ceylon  constitute  a 
small  part  of  the  population  and  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  inhabitants  are   Budhists,   Hin* 
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doos,  or  MahomedanB,  this  House  is  of  opinion 
that  the  payment  out  of  the  Eevenues  of  the 
Colony  01  annual  subsidies  to  the  ministen  of 
those  Churches  inflicts  great  injustice  and  oc- 
casions serious  discontent,  and  ought,  therefore, 
to  be  discontinued." 

That  was  laying  down  the  principle  that, 
however  necessary  it  might  be  to  main- 
tain any  religious  establishments  in 
countries  where  the  majority  of  the  popu- 
lation were  not  Christians,  one  had  no 
right  to  take  any  part  of  the  revenue  of 
the  country  for  that  purpose.  That  pro- 
position would  clearly  cover  the  case  of 
India,  where  it  was  always  thought  right 
that  an  Establishment  should  be  main- 
tained for  the  benefit  of  the  Europeans 
in  that  country.  But  it  could  not  be 
maintained  that  it  was  wrong  to  take 
any  part  of  the  Indian  revenues  for  that 
purpose.  The  House  would  consider 
that  this  was  a  very  broad  assertion  and 
that  it  really  covered  the  case  of  every 
Colony ;  and  he  hoped  that,  under  these 
circumstances,  the  House  would  be  very 
slow  to  adopt  a  Motion  of  the  character 
of  that  which  was  now  before  it. 

Me.  GEANT  duff  said,  that  before 
they  went  to  a  division,  he  just  wished 
to  say  that  he  did  not  thick  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  quite  did  justice 
to  the  speech  of  a  Native  Member  of 
the  Ceylon  Legislative  Council  to  which 
allusion  was  made.  He  thought  that 
speech  was  a  very  remarkable  one  on 
the  whole,  and  as  he  laid  it  down  he  said 
to  himself— **  When  Natives  of  Ceylon 
take  to  making  speeches  in  the  English 
tongue  which  show  so  full  an  acquaint- 
ance with  the  best  thought  of  the  day 
on  the  subjects  about  which  they  speak, 
as  well  as  with  what  has  been  passing  in 
this  House,  it  is  high  time  to  give  up 
supporting  any  institution  in  that  Island 
which  cannot  be  defended  by  argu- 
ment;" and  he  put  it  to  hon.  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  who  had 
listened  to  this  debate — Could  the  exist- 
ing ecclesiastical  endowments  in  Ceylon 
be  defended  by  argument  ? 

Mb.  Aldebman  W.  M*AETHUR  had 
hoped  that  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  would  have  given  the 
House  some  assurance  that  the  present 
state  of  things  would  not  long  continue, 
as  the  existence  of  the  subsidy  of  the 
State  Church  produced  at  present  a  great 
deal  of  dissatisfaction  in  tne  Island.  In 
consequence  of  the  Under  Secretary's 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exehequer 


reply  he  felt  bound  to  divide  tlie  Hooae 
upon  his  Beeolution. 

Mb.  GBEENE  said,  he  should  vote 
against  the  Motion,  but  thanked  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lambeth 
for  bringing  the  conduct  of  the  Bishop 
imder  the  notice  of  the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  121 ;  Noes 
147:  Majority  26.— (Div.  List,  No.  103.) 

IRISH  LAND  ACT,  1870. 
MOTION     FOB    A    ^LECT   OOICHITTES. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  forty-fourth,  forty- 
fifth,  and  forty-seventh  Clauses  of  ''  The 
Irish  Land  Act,  1870,"  for  promoting  the 
purchase  of  land  by  occupying  tenants ; 
and  to  move  for  a  Select  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  working  and  results  of 
the  forty-fourthy  forty-fifth,  and  forty- 
seventh  Clauses  of  ''The  Irish  Land 
Act,  1870,"  and  to  report  whether  any 
further  facilities  should  be  given  for  pro- 
moting the  purchase  of  land  by  occupying 
tenants,  said,  he  had  thought  it  desirable 
to  introduce  this  subject  in  order  to 
elicit  the  views  of  the  Government  upcm 
it.  He  had  the  other  night  venturea  to 
propose  this  as  an  alternative  Motion  to 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tralee  (the 
O'Donoghue) ;  But  as  the  House  rejected 
that  Motion  by  a  very  large  majority, 
his  proposal  now  became  a  substantive 

Sroposal,  to  which  he  trusted  hon. 
[embers  from  Ireland  would  give  their 
support.  His  attention  had  been  directed 
to  the  subject  mainly  by  the  Betums  of 
the  landowners  in  the  two  countries  of 
England  and  Ireland,  and,  in  his  opi- 
nion, those  Betums  were  well  worthy  of 
the  attention  of  the  House.  In  the  case 
of  Ireland  they  had  before  the  House 
Eetums  prepared  by  the  late  Oovein- 
ment  at  the  time  that  the  Irish  Land 
Act  was  under  consideration,  and  they 
showed  that  the  total  number  of  land- 
owners in  Ireland  was  not  more  than 
19,000,  and  the  comparison  of  this  num- 
ber with  the  landowners  in  England  was 
worthy  of  consideration.  The  English 
Eetum  showed  that,  on  the  whole,  uiers 
were  about  170,000  landowners  holding 
over  one  acre  of  agricultural  land.  In 
England  there  was  a  landowner  to  eveiy 
130  of  the  population,  while  in  Ireland 
the  proportion  was  one  to  every  316  of 
the  population.  The  comparison  becams 
the  more  remarkable  if  they  included 
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only  the  rural  parts  of  England.    Ire- 
land was  essentially  a  rural  country ;  and 
if  they  made  the  comparison  with  the 
rural  parts  of  England  the  number  of 
landowners  was   yery   much    smaller. 
There  were  in  Ireland  also,  he  found,  no 
less  than  600,000  small  farmers,  occupy- 
ing an  average  of  34  acres,  and  138,000 
holding  an  average  of  1 2  acres.    Now,  all 
the  experience  of  the  Continent  went  to 
prove  that  it  was  only  when  the  occupa- 
tion of  small  farms  was  combined  with 
ownership  that   the  best  results  were 
secured.     It  was  the  magic  of  property 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  great  agri- 
cultural   writer,    Arthur  Young,   gave 
sufficient  inducement  to  the  smaU  owner 
so  to  cultivate  his  farm  as  to  produce 
the  best  result.    Ireland  was,  therefore, 
a  country  in  which  they  could  have  ex- 
pected to  find  a  large  number  of  small 
owners  established.    In  fact,  there  was 
DO  country  in  the  world  where  there 
were  so   few   small  proprietors.    Two 
efforts  had  been  made  by  Parliament 
in  that  direction — the  first  under  the 
Xrish    Church   Act,   the  second  under 
the  Irish  Land  Act.     Under  the  former 
Act  it  was  provided  that  the  tenants 
of  Church  property  amounting  to  about 
200,000   acres   should    have   the  right 
of  pre-emption    of  th^ir   farms    at    a 
£eur  price,   and    considerable    facilities 
were  given  under  the  Act  for  such  pur- 
chases.   The  intention  of  the  Legislature 
in  that  respect  had  been,  it  seemed  to 
him,  from  their  Beports,  very  judiciously 
carried  out  by  the  Irish  Church  Tem- 
poralities   Commissioners.     They    had 
brought  the  subject  home  to  every  tenant 
of  Church  property  in  Ireland,  and  the 
result  had  been  that  a  very  large  pro- 
portion of   them  had    purchased  their 
farms.    Out  of  a  total  of  8,000  no  less 
than  two-thirds  had  become  purchasers, 
and  of  these  two-thirds  1,800  had,  he 
found,  paid  the  purchase  money  in  full. 
The  Commissioners  further  stated  that  a 
great  many  of  the  tenants  had  received 
from  friends  in  America  money  in  order 
to  complete  their  purchases,  which  had, 
it  was  added,  realized  a  full  and  fair 
price  at  23^  years  purchase,  while  land 
sold  under  the  Incumbered  Estates  Court 
had  brought  only  20}-  years  purchase. 
In  that  way  no  less  than  5,000  new 
landowners  had,  it  appeared,  been  added 
to  the  total  numbers  in  Ireland.    Now, 
toming  to  the  other  experiment  made 
in  this  direction,  he  came  to  those  clauses 


of  the  Irish  Land  Act  which  went  by  the 
name  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright), 
and  which  had  been  conceived  in  the 
same  spirit  as  those  of  the  Church  Act. 
In  the  case  of  the  Land  Act  the  terms 
offered  to  the  tenants  were  not  quite  so 
favourable.  Only  two-thirds  of  the 
purchase-money,  and  not  three-fourths, 
as  in  the  other  case,  was  permitted  to 
remain  on  mortgage,  but  the  rate  of 
interest  was  3^  per  cent,  instead  of  4. 
During  the  six  years  since  the  passing 
of  the  Act  the  number  of  purchases 
under  those  clauses  had  been  only  456, 
of  which  no  less  than  151  had  arisen  out 
of  one  transaction — that  of  the  sale  of 
the  Marquess  of  Waterford's  estate  to 
his  tenants.  Yet  during  the  same  period 
no  less  than  £6,000,000  worth  of  pro- 
perty— the  rental  amounting  to  £450,000 
— had  been  sold  by  the  Incumbered 
Estates  Court.  That  was  more  than 
double  the  amount  of  the  Church  pro- 
perty. The  result  was  that  while  no  less 
than  75  per  cent  of  the  Church  property 
had  been  sold  to  the  occupying  tenants, 
in  the  case  of  the  Land  Act  there  had 
been  only  about  6  per  cent.  This  being 
the  state  of  the  case,  he  thought  he  was 
justified  in  saying  that  the  clauses  of  the 
Land  Act  had,  to  a  great  extent,  been  a 
failure.  He  did  not  attribute  this  result 
to  the  difi'erence  in  terms  he  had  already 
mentioned,  but  rather  to  the  plan  which 
had  been  adopted  by  the  officials  of  the 
Incumbered  Estates  Court.  The  Church 
Commissioners  had  done  everything  they 
could  to  facilitate  the  operation,  and  had 
gone  direct  to  the  tenants.  In  the  other 
case,  so  far  as  he  could  make  out,  no 
facilities  whatever  had  been  given.  The 
tenants  had  been  left  to  find  out  as  best 
they  could  what  they  ought  to  do.  They 
had  been  obliged  in  consequence  to  em- 
ploy lawyers,  or  other  agents,  and  to 
incur  expense  in  other  ways.  Moreover, 
instead  of  the  farms  having  been  put  up 
for  sale  in  a  manner  convenient  to  the  te- 
nants individually,  they  had  been  ofiered 
in  lots  of,  perhaps,  eight  or  ten  together, 
and  the  tenants  had  been  obliged  to 
combine  and  make  a  common  purse  in 
order  to  get  the  property.  This  was  a 
process  which,  on  the  face  of  it,  appeared 
impracticable.  He  had  no  doubt  it  was 
from  this  want  of  facilities  for  buying 
single  farms  that  the  whole  operation 
had  broken  down.  It  appeared  to  him 
there  was  no  necessity  for  selling  the 
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land  by  auction,  and  that  the  proper 
course  would  be  to  offer  it  to  the  tenants 
individually  at  upset  prices  slightly 
above  what  would  be  obtained  in  the 
open  market.  He  believed  the  officials 
of  the  Court  would  have  no  difficulty  in 
arranging  with  the  landlord  as  to  the 
price,  and  that  the  tenants  were  willing 
to  pay  something  over  the  market  price. 
By  such  means,  he  thought,  effect  would 
be  g^ven  to  the  clauses  of  the  Act. 
Almost  all  the  cases  of  hardship  which 
were  sometimes  quoted  by  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  arisen,  he  found,  in  connection 
with  lands  recently  sold  through  the 
Incumbered  Estates  Court.  The  reason 
was  obvious.  So  long  as  the  lands  re- 
mained in  the  possession  of  the  old 
families,  they  were  managed  according 
to  the  traditional  method,  the  landlords 
feeling  themselves  bound  to  observe  the 
customs  of  the  country.  When  estates 
were  sold  through  the  Incumbered 
Estates  Court  at  enhanced  values,  land- 
lords felt  justified  in  raising  the  rents, 
thus  practically  confiscating  Uie  improve- 
ments made  by  the  tenants.  He  knew 
the  occurrence  of  these  hard  cases  was 
denied ;  but  the  clauses  of  the  Land  Act 
were  passed  on  the  assumption  that 
there  were  such  cases,  and  he  hoped 
that  since  the  passing  of  the  Act  they 
were  reduced  in  number,  while  it  was 
clear  that  if  the  clauses  had  been  passed 
25  years  ago  hard  cases  that  had  occurred 
might  have  been  prevented,  because  so 
much  more  land  would  have  passed  into 
the  hands  of  tenants.  K  similar  prin- 
ciples had  been  adopted  in  the  sales  by 
the  Landed  Estates  Court  as  had  been 
followed  by  the  Church  Commissioners, 
the  number  of  landowners  in  the  country 
would  have  been  greatly  increased,  be- 
cause farmers  would  have  been  turned 
into  landowners.  The  more  extended 
adoption  of  the  principle  might  be  advo- 
cated as  a  Conservative  measure  intro- 
ducing a  fixity  of  tenure  to  which  no 
objection  could  be  made.  He  trusted 
the  Qovemment  would  consent  to  his 
Motion. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  that  he  did 
not  rise  to  oppose  the  Motion,  but  to  say 
that  he  had  always  thought  that  the 
clauses  which  were  so  honourably  con- 
^  neoted  with  the  name  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  were  founded  on  a  very  wise 
policy,  and  that  he  had  seen  with  regret 
that  they  had  not  been  ao  effective  as 

Mr,  Shaw  Le/etfre 


was  expected  when  they  beomme  Imv. 
He  would  offer  no  suggestion  as  to 
whether  the  failure  of  those  olmniee  vaa 
due  to  any  one  cause  more  than  to 
another;  but  he  would  expren  a  hope 
that  the  Oovemment  would  grant  ihm 
Committee,  and  that,  as  regarded  tlM 
clauses  which  had  been  refasred  to, 
means  would  be  found  to  give  effect  to 
that  wise  and  safe  policy  which  was  to 
be  found  in  the  Land  Act. 

Thb  O'CONOE  don  also  exprmsed 
a  hope  that  the  (Government  would  be 
able  to  accede  to  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Beading.  He 
believed  that  nothing  would  tend  mare 
to  the  tranquillity  of  Ireland  than  the 
establishment  of  a  considerable  number 
of  persons  who  would  be  interested  in  the 
land,  as  owners  as  well  as  oooupiers, 
and  anything  that  would  tend  to  inoreaae 
the  present  number  was  a  subject  well 
worthy  the  consideration  of  that  House. 
He  was  surprised  that  more  advantage 
had  not  been  taken  of  the  dausee  ofthe 
Act;  but  he  believed  that  a  good  deal 
of  it  was  owing  to  a  want  of  knowledge 
amongst  the  people  as  to  how  they  were 
to  proceed  to  purohase. 

Mr.  FAY  said,  he  thought  the  dausee 
had  failed  through  want  of  appreciation 
on  the  part  of  the  tenants,  although 
they  favoured  the  creation  of  a  so-called 
peasant  proprietary  consisting  of  farmers, 
who  found  one-fourth  of  the  purchase- 
money  and  borrowed  three-fourths  from 
the  gentry  of  the  neighbourhood.  When 
a  proprietor  got  an  indefeasible  title  with 
his  land  he  obtained  advantages  from 
the  State  for  which  he  ought  to  give 
something  in  return.    He  had  himself 
made  an  offer  on  behalf  of  80  tenants 
for   land   on    the  Wicklow    Mountain 
estate.  It  was  bad  land,  yet  they  offered 
28  years'  purchase  for  it  in  order  that 
there  miffht  be  no  doubt  about  its  acqui- 
sition.   At  that  price  it  would  not  hare 
paid  more  than  3^  per  cent,  but  a  nohle* 
man  who  wanted  it  for  shooting  pur- 
poses offered  30  yearq'  purchase,   and 
his  offer  was  accepted.    Those  men  de- 
sired  to  become  peasant  proprietors,  and 
they  incurred  great  sacrifices  to  raise 
one-third  of  the  purchase  money.    This 
showed  a  deficiency  in  the  working  of 
the  Act.    It  seemed  to  him  that  in  such 
a  case  if  one  or  two  years'  purdbue  were 
lost  to  the  owner,  it  would  not  be  too 
great  a  price  to  pay  for  the  Parliamen- 
tary title  given  under  the  Act. 
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Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  beHeved 
that  the  farming  classes,  notwithstand- 
ing Ihat  Amendments  were  very  de- 
sirable for  the  extensive  application  of 
the  Act,  would  have  availed  them- 
selves more  extensively  of  the  Bright 
clauses  if  thej  had  been  more  tho- 
roughly understood.  It  might  be  true 
that  the  clauses  in  the  Church  Act  had 
been  occasionally  worked  for  the  benefit 
of  speculators  rather  than  of  tenants; 
but  the  Committee  might  suggest  the 
means  of  putting  a  stop  to  such  practices 
if  they  were  carried  to  a  vicious  extent. 
He  trusted  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
landy  who  had  been  so  anxious  to  pro- 
mote the  well-being  of  that  country, 
would  agree  to  the  Motion. 

Captain  NOLAN  wished  to  explain, 
in  justice  to  the  Irish  Members,  that  it 
was  only  by  an  accident  that  a  proposal 
of  this  kind  had  not  been  earlier  Drought 
before  the  House.  The  late  Sir  John 
Gray  attached  great  importance  to  this 
question,  and  in  the  year  1874  brought 
in  a  Bill  to  extend  the  power  of  tenants 
to  purchase  land  under  these  clauses. 
Unfortunately,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  the  Member  for  West  Sussex 
(Sir  Walter  Barttelot)  put  a  Notice  on 
the  Paper  which  brought  the  Bill  under 
the  heuf-past  12  o'clock  Eule  and  it 
could  not  be  brought  on.  Sir  John  Gray 
shortly  afterwards  died.  He  was  glad 
to  see  the  matter  now  taken  up  by  an 
English  Member,  as  he  saw  no  ultimate 
solution  of  this  question,  except  on  the 
one  hand  a  connict  between  landlords 
and  tenants,  or  else  the  creation  of  a 
considerable  number  of  small  proprietors. 
The  number  of  proprietors  in  Ireland 
was  smaller  in  proportion  to  the  pecu- 
niary value  of  the  soil  than  in  England. 
His  own  idea  would  be  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  advance  money  at  a  some- 
what lower  rate,  and  so  as  to  enable  the 
tenant  to  pay  during  a  period  of  years 
what  he  coidd  not  pay  down  at  once. 
The  Motion  if  carried  would  not  injure 
the  proprietors  of  land,  and  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  accede  to  it. 

Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  said,  he  was 
very  happy  to  find  that  the  Government 
did  not  mtend  to  oppose  the  Motion,  and 
he  was  glad  that  tms  particular  portion 
of  the  Act  was  to  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee.  There  were  many  Members 
on  the  Conservative  as  well  as  the  Liberal 
side  of  the  House  who  wished  to  do 
justice  to  the  Irish  tenants;  while,  at 


the  same  time,  there  were  Gentlemen 
sitting  on  the  Conservative  benches  who 
would  resist  the  extravagant  demands 
which  were  sometimes  made  on  behalf 
of  tenants,  but  probably  without  their 
consent.  

Mr.  CHAELES  LEWIS  said,  he 
thought  few  things  could  be  more  impor- 
tant, as  far  as  the  well-being  of  Ireland 
was  concerned,  than  to  take  steps  con- 
sistent with  the  safety  of  the  public 
funds  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  te- 
nants under  the  Church  Act  and  the  Land 
Act  to  become  the  owners  of  the  land 
which  they  occupied.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, no  obstacles  would  be  opposed  by 
the  Government  to  the  grantmg  of  the 
inquiry  which  was  asked. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
he  thought  no  one  who  had  carefully 
considered  the  question  could  doubt  that 
it  would  be  advantageous  to  Ireland  that 
the  number  of  persons  possessing  a  pro- 
prietary interest  in  land  should  be  con- 
siderably increased.  It  was  intended 
to  bring  about  this  result  by  the  Land 
Act  of  1870  and  the  amending  Act  of 
1872 ;  but  it  must  be  admitted  that  the 
clauses  framed  for  this  particular  pur- 
pose had  failed  to  a  certain  extent, 
though  not  quite  so  much  as  might  be 
supposed  from  the  figures  already  quoted 
showing  the  number  of  purchases.  Con- 
fining himself  to  those  cases  in  which 
purchases  had  been  made  by  tenants 
with  the  aid  of  advances  from  the  Board 
of  Works,  he  found  a  very  considerable 
increase  in  the  year  ending  31st  March 
last,  as  compared  with  the  previous  year. 
The  total  number  of  cases  given  in  the 
last  Eeport  of  the  Board  of  Works,  as 
having  occurred  from  the  time  the  Act 
came  into  operation  up  to  March  dlst, 
1876,  was  456,  the  amount  of  purchase- 
money  was  £476,000,  and  the  amount 
which  the  Board  advanced  was  £28 1 ,000. 
But,  adding  the  transactions  up  to  31st 
March  last,  the  total  number  of  cases 
was  574,  the  total  amount  of  purchase- 
money  was  £598,773,  and  the  total 
amount  advanced  by  the  Boaid  of  Works 
was  £357,548.  This  showed,  at  least, 
that  there  was  increased  progress  during 
the  last  year.  A  point  of  considerable 
interest  was  the  great  difiPerence  between 
the  number  of  applications  and  the  num- 
ber of  loans  actually  made,  a  difference 
which  ought  to  be  inquired  into.  It 
might  be  that  there  was  something  in 
the  conditions  exacted  which  was  too 
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hard  for  the  tenants  to  accept ;  but  he 
thought  the  fact  was  mainly  due  to  the 
circumstance  that  tenants,  after  applying, 
failed  to  provide  the  proportion  of  the 
purchase-money  which  it  was  necessary 
they  should  provide  in  order  to  entitle 
them  to  loans  from  the  Board  of  Works. 
He  could  not  think  that  the  charges 
made  against  the  Incumbered  Estates 
Court  were  entirely  fair,  because,  as 
far  as  he  had  been  able  to  ascertain, 
he  believed  that  whenever  a  property 
was  ordered  by  the  Court  to  be  sold, 
due  notice  was  given  to  the  tenants 
both  as  to  the  fact  and  as  to  the  con- 
ditions under  which  they  might  purchase 
the  property.  The  46th  section  of  the 
Irish  Land  Act  provided  that  the  tenant 
was  to  have  notice  when  his  farm  was  to 
be  sold,  and  he  did  not  think  that  it  could 
be  alleged  that  those  who  were  required 
to  give  such  notice  had  failed  to  dis- 
charge the  duty  imposed  upon  them  by 
that  section.  He  would  now  proceed  to 
the  other  reasons  which,  so  far  as  he 
could  judge,  had  really  hindered  the 
operation  of  the  sections  of  the  Act  to 
which  he  had  referred.  The  main  rea- 
son appeared  to  him  to  be  that  the  per- 
sons who  were  |?ow  the  occupying  tenants 
in  Ireland  did  not  as  a  rule  desire  to  buy 
their  farms.  The  fact  was  that  those 
persons  were  so  contented  with  the  posi- 
tion of  tenants  that,  though  willing  to 
give  extraordinary  sums  for  the  right  of 
occupation,  they  did  not  care  to,  as  it 
appeared  to  them,  imnecessarily  waste 
their  funds  by  purchasing  the  freehold. 
This,  at  all  events,  was  the  conclusion 
that  must  be  drawn  fr^m  the  fact  that 
the  Irish  tenants  had  not  to  any  lar^e 
extent  availed  themselves  of  the  fadH- 
ties  offered  to  them  of  borrowing  money 
to  enable  them  to  purchase  their  farms. 
In  these  circumstances,  therefore,  he 
was  afraid  that  any  reasonable  proposals 
for  the  amendment  of  these  sections 
which  might  result  from  this  inquiry 
would  not  have  much  effect  in  extending 
their  operation.  He  did  not  gather  from 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bead- 
ing that  any  very  sweeping  alterations 
in  the  provisions  of  the  Land  Act  were 
contemplated  by  him.  He  felt  that  the 
hon.  Member  would  ag^ee  with  him  that 
under  any  possible  legislation  on  the 
subject  they  should  secure,  in  the  first 
place,  that  there  should  be  no  inter- 
ference with  the  freedom  of  landlords 
who  might  be  desirous,  in  the  ordinary 
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way,  of  dispoaiiig  of  tihieis  piiopeEtj. 
With  reffard  to  estates  sold  in  too  Ia- 
cumbered  Estates  Court«  care  should  hm 
taken  that  their  full  value  waa  realicad, 
and  that  the  tenant  should  pay  the  fair 
market  price  for  his  holding,  wlule  ample 
security  should  be  given  to  the  Govera- 
ment  for  the  money  advanced  to  tlie 
tenant  to  enable  him  to  purchaae  hie 
farm.    Bearing  these  principles  in  mind, 
he  had  no  objection  to  the  removal  of 
any  obstacles  that  might  exist  to  the 
wider  operation  of  the  sections  of  the 
'Land  Act   which   had   been    broaght 
imder  their  notice.    The  hon.  Member 
desired  that  a  Select  Committee  should 
be    appointed    to    inquire    into    the 
subject.    He  was  bound  to  saj,  as  he 
had  before  stated,  that  he  was  not  rerj 
favourably  disposed  to  any  large  inquiry 
into  the  operation  of  the  Irish  Land  AA 
at  a  period  not  very  remote  from    its 
having  been  deliberately  settled  by  Par- 
liament.    But  he  did  not  see  that  the 
proposal  before  the  House  was  open  to 
objection  on  that  ground,  inasmuch  as 
the  hon.  Member  had  carefully  limited 
the  scope  of  the  inquiry.      The  hon. 
Member  hi^l  certainly  shown  that  the 
sections  in  question  of  the  Land  Act 
had  failed  in  producing  the  results  which 
their  authors  miffht  have  expected  from 
them,  and  had  &own  such  a  practical 
knowledge  of  the    subject   that   very 
valuable   suggestions    mi^ht   well   be 
anticipated  from  the  inquiry  which  he 
desired.    He  did  not  thmk,  therefore, 
that  he  was  in  any  way  opening  up  a 
question  as  to  the  finauty  which  must 
be  held  to  apply  to  the  great  prin- 
ciples upon  whidi  the  Land  Act  was 
based  by  assenting  to  this  inquiry,  which 
he  trusted  would  result  in  showing  that 
the  Act  had  been  fairly  worked  by  those 
bodies  to  whom  its  canyinff  out  had 
been  entrustedi  and  in  conauoing  still 
further  to  the  contentment  and  pros- 
perity  of  the  country. 

Mb.  butt  said,  he  was  happy  to 
hear  that  the  rieht  hon.  Baronet  had 
acceded  to  this  Motion.  Without  in- 
tending to  enter  at  length  into  a  discus- 
sion upon  this  subject,  he  wished  to 
fairly  warn  the  House  against  attachinfc 
an  exaggerated  importance  to  the  effect 
likely  to  be  produced  by  an  amendment 
of  these  clauses.  There  was  this  marked 
distinction  between  the  powers  entrusted 
to  the  Church  Commissioners  and  those 
entrusted  to  the  Landed  Estates  Court— 
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that  tiie  latter  \rere  unable  to  o£Eer  the 
tenant  his  holding  at  a  certain  price, 
bat  were  bound  by  law  to  set  the  estate 
out  in  lots  to  be  sold  by  auction.  It 
might,  therefore,  well  be  made  a  matter 
for  inquiry  wheUier  the  Landed  Estates 
Ck>urt  should  not  have  conferred  upon  it 
tbe  power  to  offer  the  tenant  his  holding 
at  a  certain  fair  but  fixed  price.  He 
beHeved  that  every  difficulty  that  red 
tape  could  devise  had  been  thrown  in 
the  way  of  the  Irish  tenant  borrowing 
the  money  for  the  purchase  of  his  land, 
and  that  was  also  a  point  that  ought  to 
be  inquired  into.  When  they  had  done 
all  this  and  had  g^ven  every  facility 
they  must  not  imagine  that  they  touched 
more  than  the  hem  of  the  garment.  The 
question  raised  to-night  would  not  touch 
the  case  of  the  great  bulk  of  the  Irish 
tenantry,  because  not  one  in  a  hundred 
of  the  Lrish  tenants  would  be  able  to 
purchase  his  holding  even  if  the  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  so  were  afforded  him. 
He  entirely  agreed  with  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  there  was 
no  great  anxiety  on  the  part  of  the  Irish 
tenant  occupiers  to  become  the  pur- 
chasers of  their  holdings ;  they  did  not 
appear  to  possess  any  of  the  pride  of 
ownership.  It  might  be  that  in  the 
North  of  Ireland  there  was  a  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  tenants  to  become  the 
freeholders  of  their  farms,  but  that  was 
not  the  case  in  the  rest  of  the  country. 
The  ffreat  bulk  of  the  Irish  tenants 
wished  undoubtedly  for  fixity  of  tenure ; 
but  for  some  unexplained  reason  they 
would  almost  rather  pay  a  rent — a  smaU 
rent — provided  they  were  perfectly  se- 
cure in  their  possession,  than  become 
the  absolute  owneirs  of  their  holdings. 
It  might  be  from  want  of  educa- 
tion, or  perhaps  it  might  be  owing 
to  the  traditions  of  an  older  system, 
or  to  the  want  of  independence  re- 
sulting from  years  of  oppression;  but 
the  feujt  remained,  whicn  he  admitted 
with  regret,  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
took  no  manly  pride  in  becoming  their 
own  landlords.  He  regretted  this  the 
more  because  nothing  could  be  of  more 
value  to  the  country  than  the  existence 
of  a  large  body  of  independent  landed 
yeomanry.  He  would  impress  the  House 
that,  in  taking  the  present  course,  they 
were  but  touching  the  fiinge  of  the  land 
question. 

Mb.  BIOGAB  said,  that  the  doctrine 
which  had  been  laid  down  that  tenants 


in  Ireland  had  no  wish  to  become  owners 
of  their  holdings  was  one  to  which  he 
could  not  subscribe,  nor  could  he  allow 
it  to  be  made  without  a  challenge.  That 
tenants  did  not  become  buyers  of  their 
holdings  was  due  to  other  causes.  If 
the  Landed  Estates  Court  would  put  a 
fixed  price  upon  the  lots,  and  the  tenants 
knew  they  could  have  their  farms  at 
that  price,  he  beUeved  a  great  majority 
of  tenants  would  avail  themselves  of  the 
opportunity.  If  the  land  was  sold  in 
smaller  lots  he  believed  that  there  would 
be  plenty  of  purchasers  among  the 
tenant-farmerSi  and  more  money  ob- 
tained.   

Mb.  PABNELL  also  dissented  from 
the  views  expressed,  that  the  tenant- 
farmers  did  not  desire  to  become  owners ; 
on  the  contrary,  he  thought  that  if  a 
fair  opportunity  of  purchasing  their 
farms  was  presented  to  them  they  would 
embrace  it  with  the  utmost  eagerness, 
and  one  of  the  results  of  the  inquiry 
would  be  to  show  the  truth  of  that.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  Butt)  said  an  inquiry  into  the  ope- 
ration of  the  '' Bright"  clauses  would 
but  touch  the  hem  of  the  land  question, 
and  that  was  so.  He  did  not  know  what 
the  proceedings  of  the  inquiry  might  be ; 
but  he  firmly  and  strongly  believed  that 
whatever  the  endeavours  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  might  be,  the  question 
would  never  be  settled  on  any  other 
basis  than  that  of  giving  to  the  Irish 
people  the  right  and  liberty  of  living  on 
their  own  farms  as  owners. 

Mb.  D.  TAYLOE  thanked  the  Go- 
vernment for  acceding  to  this  inquiry, 
because  he  believed  that  the  position 
of  the  tenants  in  Ireland  could  be  much 
improved  without  interfering  with  the 
owners  of  the  soil,  and  if  greater  faci- 
lities were  given  for  the  purchasing  of 
land  in  Ireland  it  would  occasion  its 
increased  value  in  the  market.  Bright's 
clauses  had  not  been  taken  advantage 
of  to  the  extent  it  was  perhaps  thought 
they  would  hi^ve  been,  but  that  had 
arisen  very  much  from  the  difficulties 
the  tenants  had  in  arrang^g  for  loans, 
which  frequently  were  very  small  in- 
deed. From  wnat  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  he  believed  he  was 
willing  to  make  the  inquiry  a  thorough 
one,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be  carried  as 
far  as  possible.  One  thing  which  should 
induce  the  Government  to  go  as  far  as 
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thoT- could  was  the  fact — he  believed  he 
was  correct  in  saying  so— that  in  all  the 
advances  made  to  Irish  tenants  there 
had  never  been  a  defaulter  in  paying 
those  advances.  That  would  show  that 
whilst  there  was  a  desire  to  acquire  land, 
there  was  also  every  effort  made  to  carry 
out  their  engagements  in  connection 
therewith.  He  held  strongly  to  the 
opinion  that  it  was  for  the  interest  of 
Ireland  and  a  matter  of  importance  that 
land  should  be  held  by  two  classes  of 
proprietors — a  class  of  proprietors  own- 
ing their  own  farms  and  a  class  of  large 
owners.  On  the  large  estates  the  tenants 
were,  as  he  knew,  contented  and  com- 
fortable, and  between  them  and  their 
landlords  the  best  feelings  existed ;  but 
it  was  on  smaller  and  incumbered  estates 
that  the  position  of  the  tenant  was 
unsatisfactory.  No  doubt  as  greater 
facilities  were  given  to  tenant-farmers 
they  would  hasten  to  seize  the  opportu- 
nity of  becoming  owners.  Thanking  the 
Government  for  panting  the  inquiry, 
he  expected  from  it  good  results. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  thanked  the 
Government  for  assenting  to  the  Motion. 
He  was  glad  the  (Government  had  recog- 
nized the  present  position  of  the  tenants 
as  not  satisfactory.  With  regard  to  the 
declaration  that  had  been  made  that  the 
tenants  did  not  desire  to  become  owners, 
he  believed  that  was  true  in  the  case  of 
large  and  old  established  properties, 
where  the  tenants  were  certain  of  the 
traditional  customs  of  the  country  being 
carried  out.  But  in  the  case  of  estates 
where  there  had  been  a  change  of  pro- 
prietors in  consequence  of  a  sale  under 
the  Incumbered  Estates  Act,  he  believed 
the  tenants  would  be  anxious  to  purchase 
the  land  they  farmed  if  they  were  able 
to  avail  themselves  of  the  facilities 
which,  under  the  Land  Act,  it  was  in- 
tended to  offer  them. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Select  Committee  appoinUdy  *'  to  inquire  into 
the  working  and  results  of  the  forty-fourth, 
forty-fifth,  and  forty-seventh  Clauses  of  '  The 
Irisn  Land  Act,  1870,*  and  to  report  whether 
any  further  facilities  should  be  given  for  pro- 
moting the  purchase  of  land  by  occupying 
tenants." — {Mr,  Shaw  Leftvre,) 

And,  on  May  81,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows: — Mr.  Plunkjet,  Mr.  John  B&ioht, 
Mr.  Hbtoatb,  Mr.  Beubn,  Mr.  Law,  Mr. 
Wilson,  Mr.  Butt,  Mr.  Plunkbtt,  Mr. 
Downing,  Sir  Walter  Babttblot,  Captain 
Nolan,  Mr.  Chains,  Mr.  Errinoton,  Viscount 
Cbichton,  The  0*Conor  Don,  Mr.  YBBirsB, 

Mr.  D,  Taylor 


Mr.  Richard  Smyth,  Mr.  MrufOLLAamy  md 
Mr.  Shaw  Lbfbvrb:  —  Power  to  Mod  for 
persons,  papers,  and  records;  Five  to  be  ths 
quonmi. 

And,  on  June  5,  Mr.  Fat  aditd, 

June  6,  Colonel  Taylor  added ;  June  7,  Mr. 
DowNDCO  di»eh,y  Sir  Josbph  M'Kbnita  mddtd; 
June  14,  Mr.  Mulholland  ditah,^  Sir  Joas 
Lbslib  added. 

COMPANIES  ACTS,  1862-18«7. 
MOTION    FOB    A    SELECT    OOMKHTSS. 

Mb.  aEEQOET  moyed  that  a  Select 
Oommittee  be  appointed  ''  to  inquire  into 
and  report  on  the  operation  of  the  Com- 
panies Acts  of  1862  and  1867." 

Mb.  E.  stanhope,  on  behalf  of 
the    Ooyemment,  said,  he    had    great 

?leasure  in  assenting  to  the  Motion* 
'he  Oovemment  were,  nevertheleea,  de- 
sirous of  reserving  their  freedom  of 
action  as  reg^arded  some  minor  points  if 
they  should  feel  it  necessary  to  introdace 
a  Bill  to  deid  with  them  during  the 
present  Session. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Select  Committee  appointed^  *'to  inquire  into 
and  report  on  the  operation  of  the  Compunies 
Acts  of  1862  and  1867.*M^^*  Oregwy.) 

And,  on  June  5,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows : — Mr.  Lowb,  Mr.  IIowabo  SrANBorx, 
Mr.  Chaowicx,  Mr.  Hubbard,  Sir  Hbnbt 
Jackson,  Mr.  Qoldnby,  Mr.  Hopwood,  Mr. 
AsRBVRT,  Mr.  Rtlands,  Mr.  Sampson  Lloth, 
Mr.  KiRKMAN  Hodgson,  Mr.  Isaac,  Mr.  Shaw 
Mr.  Knowlbs,  Bfr.  Albxandbr  Brown,  Mr. 
Alfrbo  Martbn,  Mr.  Serjeant  Subrlock^  31r. 
Orr  Ewing,  and  Mr.  Qrbgort  : — Power  to  send 
for  persons,  papers,  and  records;  Fire  to  be 
the  quorum. 

BISHOPRICS  BILL.— LEAVE. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  redemp- 
tion  of  a  pledge  which  he  gave  last 
Session,  rose  to  move  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  provide  for  the  foundation 
of  four  new  Bishoprics  in  £higland.  Ho 
did  not  think  it  would  be  wise  to  have  a 
very  large  number  of  new  Sees  created 
all  at  once.  It  would  take  some  time  to 
raise  the  requisite  funds,  and  it  would 
not  be  well  to  have  a  large  number  of 
Bishops  with  a  small  amount  of  income. 
He  had,  therefore,  thought  it  right  to 
raise  the  minimum  amount  of  income  to 
£3,600 — a  limit  somewhat  above  the  one 
fixed  for  the  new  Sees  of  St.  Alban's 
and  Truro.  He  proposed  to  provide  at 
present  for  four  new  Bishoprics,  making, 
with  the  two  previously  created,  six  alto- 

g ether,  a  number  whidi  would  probablv 
e  sufficient  for  the  wants  of  the  Church 
for  a  considerable  period  of  years.    It 
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was  necessary  tliat  the  four  new  Sees 
should  be  formed  in  the  most  populous 
parts  of  England.  He  proposed  that 
the  first  of  them  should  oe  the  See  of 
Liverpool,  taking  in  the  West  Derby 
Hundred  of  Lancashire.  It  would  be 
separated  from  the  diocese  of  Chester, 
and  attached  to  the  Province  of  York. 
The  second  would  be  formed  out  of  the 
southern  part  of  the  diocese  of  Bipon, 
where  there  was  a  growing  population, 
leaving  York  untouched,  leaving  the 
division  of  the  diocese  of  York  for  fu- 
ture sub-division.  Various  plans  had 
been  proposed  as  to  whether  the  cathe- 
dral city  should  be  Wakefield  or  Hali- 
fax, and  no  doubt  there  was  a  gp*eat  deal 
to  be  said  in  favour  of  both  towns.  It 
was  therefore  intended  to  leave  it  to 
Her  Majesty  in  Council  to  decide  whe- 
ther it  should  be  at  Wakefield  or  Halifax 
whenever  the  sum  of  money  required 
was  forthcoming.  The  third  new  See 
would  be  formed  from  the  counties  of 
Derby  and  Nottingham.  There  had,  he 
believed,  been  a  g^at  wish  to  have  new 
Sees  formed  out  of  the  dioceses  of  both 
liehfield  and  Lincoln ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  see  their  way  to  create  two 
additional  Sees  for  that  part  of  England, 
and  therefore  they  thought  it  better  that 
the  counties  of  Derby  and  Nottingham 
should  be  joined,  so.  as  to  constitute 
one  See,  at  present.  Although  that  might 
cause  some  disappointment,  especially 
to  persons  in  the  diocese  of  Lichfield, 
where  there  was  a  great  desire  to  have 
another  See  for  themselves  alone ;  yet, 
looking  at  their  great  zeal  and  their 
willingness  to  sacrifice  their  own  per- 
sonal feeling  for  a  great  object,  he  be- 
lieved they  would  be  willing  to  accept 
that  arrangement.  That  See  would,  of 
course,  be  in  the  Province  of  Canterbury. 
The  fourth  new  See  would  be  constituted 
out  of  the  county  of  Northumberland, 
and  for  its  formation  the  Bishop  of  Dur- 
ham had  made  a  handsome  oner.  On 
that  occasion  he  need  not  further  explain 
the  measure,  but  trusted  he  had  said 
enough  to  induce  the  House  to  consent 
to  the  introduction  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  BEBESFOED  HOPE  expressed 
his  thanks  to  the  Home  Secretary  for 
having  so  quickly  oompUed  with  what 
was  the  general  wish  oi  all  who  desired 
the  prosperity  of  the  Church — namely, 
an  increase  of  her  episcopal  i^stem. 
That  wish  had  manifested  itself  with 
singular  rapidity  and  unanimity  through- 


out the  country ;  and  it  had  been  met 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  a  way 
which  would  make  his  name  grateful  to 
all  who  had  the  well-being  of  the  Church 
at  heart.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposed  to  raise  the  minimum  sum  for 
each  new  See  fr^m  the  £3,000  of  St. 
Albans  and  Truro  to  £3,500  with  a 
house.  He  felt  bound  to  say  that  in 
accepting  that  Bill  under  the  regulations 
which  the  Government  proposed,  rather 
than  lose  it  altogether,  he  and  those 
for  whom  he  spoke,  gravely  doubted 
if  that  alteration  of  the  amoimt  was 
desirable  or  not.  Looking  at  all  the 
circumstances,  he  thought  it  would 
have  been  better  to  have  left  the  lower 
figure  as  it  stood  in  the  cases  of  Bochester 
and  Truro.  If  £3,000  was  sufficient  for 
a  Bishop  charged  with  the  care  of  the 
southern  part  of  the  metropolis,  and 
bearing  the  historical  title  of  Kochester, 
it  could  hardly  be  too  little  for  the 
Bishops  of  such  new  Sees  included  in 
that  J^ill  as  Newcastle  or  Southwell. 
He  should  be  glad  to  know  where  the 
cathedral  city  of  the  See  to  be  formed 
out  of  the  counties  of  Derby  and  Not- 
tingham would  be.  [Mr.  Assheton 
Cboss:  Southwell.]  He  approved  the 
choice  of  Southwell.  The  ancient  Colle- 
giate Church  there  would  form  a  suit- 
able cathedral,  and  the  choice  would 
compromise  the  rivalry  of  the  two 
county  towns,  Nottingham  and  Derby. 
Personally  he  must  say  that  he  did  not 
think  this  diocese  was  most  judiciously 
formed.  He  would  have  preferred  only 
giving  East  Derbyshire  to  Southwell, 
retaining  the  rest  of  Derbyshire  in  Lich- 
field, so  as  to  retain  the  north  of  that 
county  and  all  StafiPordshire  under  one 
Bishop,  and  consolidate  Salop  under 
Hereford.  However,  he  acquiesced 
another  point  on  which  he  desired  to 
receive  some  comfort  and  assurance  was 
that  the  Bill  should  contain  some  pro- 
vision, however  rudimentary,  for  the 
chapters  in  the  new  dioceses.  Without 
the  addition  of  a  chapter  on  the  consti- 
tutional complaint  of  each  diocese,  the 
measure  would  be  a  great  g^ain,  but 
with  that  addition  it  would  be  a  much 
greater  gain.  If  a  provision  of  that  sort 
were  introduced,  those  who  did  not  like 
the  Bill  would  not  dislike  it  more  on  that 
account,  while  those  who  liked  it  would 
probably  give  it  a  still  heartier  support. 
Mb.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  said,  he 
knew  it  was  a  matter  of  great  interest, 
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and  he  ought  to  mention  that  the  Gb- 
yemment  had  decided  that  aa  the  new 
diocese  of  Boohester  would  contain  so 
large  a  portion  of  the  South  of  the 
Metropolis  they  had  determined  that  the 
designation  of  the  future  Bishop  should 
be  Bishop  of  Bochester  and  South- 
wark. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  provide  for  the  foundation  of  four  new 
Bishoprics  in  England,  *order*d  to  be  brooght 
in  by  Mr.  Secretary  CRoaa  and  Sir  Hutbt 
Sslwin-Ibbbtson. 

CATTLE  PLAGUE  AND  IMPORTATION 

OF  LIVE  STOCK. 

NOMINATION  OF  SELECT  COMMITTEB. 

Viscount  SANDON  moyed  that  the 
Select  Committee  on  Oattle  Plague  and 
Importation  of  Live  Stock  do  consist  of 
Twenty-three  Members. 

Captain  NOLAN  moved  that  the 
number  of  Members  be  increased  to  27. 
He  did  so  for  this  reason.  The  original 
constitution  of  the  Committee  had  met 
with  reprobation  from  many  quarters 
of  the  House.  There  were  altogether 
10,000»000  of  homed  beasts  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  Ireland  and  Scot- 
land had  4,000,000,  that  was  two-fifths 
of  the  whole,  and  yet  of  the  23  Mem- 
bers proposed  only  two  were  Irish  Mem- 
bers. Again,  the  selection  of  these  two 
Members  was  a  most  extraordinary  one, 
having  been  made  without  any  consulta- 
tion with  what  was  called  the  Irish  Party 
in  the  House,  although  on  this  question 
he  was  willing  to  acknowledge  there 
ought  to  be  no  difference  of  Party. 
They  were  all  equally  interested,  whe- 
ther Home  Eulers,  liberals  sitting 
under  the  GFangpvay,  or  Conservatives; 
and  of  the  two  Members  selected  neither 
was  a  county  Member,  although  it  was 
well  known  that  the  wealth  of  Ireland 
chiefly  consisted  in  its  cattle.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
Butt)  wished  to  put  in  three  additional 
Members,  leaving  one  for  the  Qovem- 
ment  to  choose.  He  had  risen  in  the 
absence  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
— whom  he  now  observed  in  his  seat — 
and  he  would  propose  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sliffo  (Mr.  King-Harman),  who  was 
a  very  large  proprietor  in  Ii^land,  and 
also  farmed  2,500  acres;  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  County  (Mr.  Big^gar), 
who  had  a  laree  experience  in  trade, 
and  was  practically  acquainted  with 
raany  cognate  questions.     He  did  not 
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think  any  Cattle  Committee  would  be 
complete,  fW)m  an  Irish  point  of  view, 
which  did  not  indude  a  repreaentatiw 
from  Ballinasloe,  where  a  most  impor- 
tant fair  was  held,  and  although  ntaa^ 
in  his  own  county  of  Oalway  it 
closely  adjoining  Bosoommon.  He 
therefore  glad  to  see  that  the  hon. 
ber  for  Bosoommon  (Mr.  Frenc^) 
moved  as  one  of  the  three 

Members. 

Mb.  butt  seconded  the  Amendment, 
pointing  out  that  there  was  no  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom  more  deepbr  in- 
terested in  this  question  than  Ireland^ 
and  submitting  that  it  was  not  unreason* 
able  to  ask  that  the  agricultural  districts 
of  Ireland  should  be  represented.  Speak- 
ing in  conformity  to  the  wishee  of  a 
meeting  which  had  been  held,  he  wonld 
suggest  as  additional  Members  of  tbe 
Committee  the  three  hon.  Gentlemen 
named  by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(Captain  Nolan). 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  onf 
the  words  **  Twenty- three,"  in  order  to 
insert  the  words  **  Twenty-sevoi," — 
{Captain  Nolan^) — ^instead  thereof. 

VisootrwT  SANDON  confessed  at  once, 
on  the  part  of  the  Oovemment,  that  the 
Committee  would  be  stronger  if  it  had 
more  representatives  of  Ireland,  which, 
undoubtedly,  had  a  very  deep  interest 
in  the  question.  Government  were  will- 
ing that  there  should  be  four  more 
Members  appointed,  and  that  three  of 
these  should  be  Irish  Members.  In  the 
meantime,  the  House  might  decide,  in 
accordance  with  the  suggestion  in  the 
Amendment,  that  the  total  number 
should  be  27,  and  the  particular  Mem- 
bers to  be  appointed  could  afterwards 
be  considered. 

Mb.  STOEEB  observed  that  the 
names  of  hon.  Members  connected  with 
the  English  counties  and  tenant-farmers 
were  conspicuous  by  their  absence.  It 
should  be  remembered  that  although 
consumers  had  the  first  interest  in  this 
matter,  it  had  been  very  much  abated 
by  the  larg^  importations  of  American 
meat.  The  farmers  were  the  parties 
chiefly  interested.  It  was  their  herds 
that  suffered,  and  they  had  to  pay  the 
tax  for  compensation  in  a  great  propor- 
tion, as  it  came  out  of  the  OQM|f  rate 
to  which  they  were  f 
butors. 
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Mb.  OALLAN  nrged  that  the  Oom- 
xnittee  should  consist  of  29  Members, 
and  that  the  hon.  Members  for  South 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Glare  Bead)  and  Fprfar 
(Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay)  should  be  added. 

SiE  W.  HART  DYKE  felt  himself 
mainly  responsible  for  the  names  on  the 
Committee,  and  when  it  was  stated  that 
tenant-farmers  were  conspicuous  by 
their  absence,  he  was  bound  to  add  that 
the  first  hon.  Member  to  whom  he  ap- 
plied to  be  a  Member  of  the  Oommittee 
was  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Norfolk 
(Mr.  Glare  Bead),  who  refused  to  serve. 

Mb.  mark  6TEWABT  said,  he  had 
gathered  from  what  had  been  said  that 
three  out  of  the  four  additional  names 
were  to  be  those  of  Irish  Members.  He 
felt  rather  disappointed,  because  Soot- 
land  was  descrying  of  consideration  as 
being  an  integral  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  {^Laughter J]  He  would  ex- 
plain the  matter  a  little  more  fully.  No 
cattle  were  allowed  to  be  imported  into 
Ireland,  whereas  Scotland  was  subjected 
to  the  importation  of  cattle  from  foreign 
ports  all  over  the  world,  and  catde 
disease  and  the  plague  were  brought 
over  in  that  way.  It  was  therefore  im- 
portant that  Scotland  should  be  con- 
sidered in  this  matter,  and  he  thought 
it  right  she  should  have  an  additional 
Member.  There  was  a  great  amount  of 
interest  felt  in  Scotland  in  this  matter. 
It  was  spoken  of  throughout  the  whole 
country,  and  if  this  was  the  only  reason, 
Scotland  ought,  in  his  opinion,  to  be 
more  fully  represented  than  it  was.  It 
was  a  question  in  which,  no  doubt,  the 
Government  took  all  the  precautions 
that  could  be  possibly  taken  to  stop  this 
contagious  plague  from  disseminating 
among  cattle  throughout  the  country, 
but  those  means  were  inadequate  and 
insufficient  for  the  purpose.  It  was 
therefore  with  great  satisfaction  that  he 
found  they  were  able  to  meet  together 
in  that  House  in  order  to  appoint  a 
Select  Gonmiittee.  As  hon.  Members 
very  well  knew,  he  had  a  Motion  on  the 
Paper  on  this  subject,  and  probably  if 
he  had  persererea  with  that  Motion, 
this  Select  Gommittee  could  not  have 
been  discussed,  much  less  appointed; 
but  he  was  willing  to  waive  that  Motion 
in  order  that  this  Gommittee  should  be 
appointed,  because  he  knew  it  would 
have  been  a  sort  of  dog-in-tke-manger 
policy  to  have  obstruct^  the  formation 
of  the  Gonmiittee.    He  was  therefore 


inclined  to  support  the  Gommittee,  in 
the  hope  that  if  carried  through  it  would 
tend  to  stop  the  cattle  plague. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  *  Twenty- 
three  '  stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put, 
and  mgatived. 

Words  "  Twenty-seven"  inserted. 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Ordmredf  That  the  Gommittee  do  consist 
of  Twenty-seven  Members. 

VisooxTHT  8AND0N  moved  "That  Sir 
Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson  be  one  other 
Member  of  the  Gommittee." 

Mb.  PABNELL  inquired  what  four 
names  the  Government  intended  to  pro- 
pose in  addition  to  those  on  the  Paper  ? 

Gaptain  NOLAN  asked  whether  they 
would  accept  the  three  names  which  he 
understood  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt)  had  to  pro- 
pose? 

Motion  agre$d  to. 

Viscount  SANDON  moved  "That  Mr. 
W.  £.  Forster  be  one  other  Member  of 
the  Gommittee." 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Ghaplin  be  one  other  Mem- 
ber of  the  Gommittee." 

Mb.  PABNELL  repeated  the  request 
that  the  Government  would  declare  their 
intentions,  and  to  enable  the  noble  Lord 
to  do  so,  he  moved  the  omission  of  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid-Lin- 
colnshire (Mr.  Ghaplin). 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
name  of  Mr.  Chaplin,  in  order  to  insert 
the  name  of  Mr.  Glare  Bead.  —  {^Mr, 
Callan,) — ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  name 
of  Mr.  Ghaplin  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

Mb.  ASSHETON  GBOSS  said,  it  was 
usual  to  propose  one  name  at  a  time. 
As  soon  as  those  names  proposed  bv  the 
Government  were  accepted,  it  would  be 
perfectly  competent  for  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Limerick  to  move 
the  addition  of  any  of  the  names  in  his 
Notice.  But  no  name  could  be  proposed 
without  Notice. 

Mb.  butt  admitted  that  was  the 
usual   course.     But    the    noble    Lord 
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(Yisoount  Sandon)  had  engaged  to  ac- 
cept three  other  names.  Was  it  unfair 
to  ask  him  what  those  names  were  ? 

Mb.  OALLAN  said,  though  he  did  not 
wish  to  offer  any  objection  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid-Linoobishire,  he  would 
Tote  under  the  oiroumstanoes  that  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Clare  Bead)  be  substi- 
tuted. 

Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  supported  the 
nomination  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
linoolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin). 

Mr.  KNATCHBUtL-HUGESSEN 
said,  it  would  be  impossible  for  him  to 
vote  against  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
Lincolnshire,  because  he  was  eminently 
qualified  to  serve;  but  he  could  not 
understand  why  the  Oovemment  would 
not  say  who  were  the  three  Irish  Mem- 
bers they  intended  to  propose. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith:  explained  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  rforfolk  had 
refused  to  serve,  though  the  Oovem- 
ment were  exceedingly  anxious  that  he 
should. 

Mb.  call  an  said,  the  hon.  Member's 
objection  was  to  the  terms  of  Beference, 
and  not  to  serving  on  the  Committee  if 
those  terms  were  altered. 

Captain  NOLAN  said,  that  the  best 
course  would  be  for  the  Irish  Party  to 
allow  the  23  first-named  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  be  nominated,  and  then  to 
divide  if  necessary  on  three  additional 
Irish  Members  which  it  was  proposed  to 
appoint.  At  the  same  time,  he  denied 
that  the  present  mode  according  to  which 
Select  Committees  were  chosen  by  the 
Whips  on  each  side  was  satisfactory. 
When  there  was  a  large  independent 
Party  in  the  House  they  ought  to  be 
consulted.  The  Irish  Members  were  not 
anxious  to  break  the  Rules  of  the  House 
more  than  they  could  possibly  help. 
{_Lauffhter,'}  He  meant  tney  were  not 
anxious  to  strain  the  Eules  of  the 
House.  

Sir  W.  HAET  DYKE  said,  it  was 
well  known  for  many  yecurs  that  the  sys- 
tem on  which  these  Committees  were 
presented  to  the  House  was  not  one  that 
was  represented  as  absolutely  perfect, 
but  as  conducive  to  the  oonvemence  of 
the  House.  The  system  might  be  good 
or  it  might  not ;  but,  as  far  as  he  was 
himself  concerned,  it  was  a  very  uncom- 
fortable one.  It  was  impossible  to  cast 
a  ray  of  satisfaction  on  the  path  of  one 
hon.  Member  without  embittering  and 
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destroying  the  political  aspirations  of 
another.  The  Home  Seoretaiy  was  Aoked 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  were 
prepared  at  once  to  announce  all  these 
names.  His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mom- 
ber  for  Clackmannan  (Mr.  Adam)  knew 
how  they  had  been  harassed  about  this 
list  of  names.  That  very  fact  wt>ald 
show  that  if  the  ri^ht  hon.  Oentlecoaa 
rose  at  once  and  said  he  was  ready  to 
ffive  the  four  names  he  would  be  in  this 
difficulty — that  hon.  Members  miffht 
have  risen  and  said  it  was  imposaiDls 
that  those  names  could  be  accept.  In 
conversation  with  his  right  hon.  Friend 
and  with  his  noble  Friend  (YLsooiint 
Sandon)  the  Amendments  which  had 
stood  for  days  on  the  Paper  had  been 
discussed,  and  they  came  to  the  oondn- 
sion  that  if  the  House  wished  that  three 
Members  representing  Irish  constitaan- 
cies  should  be  added,  those  three  Mem- 
bers should  be  the  hon.  Member  for  Bos- 
common  (Mr.  French),  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  King-Harman),  and  the 
hon.  MemberforClonmel(Mr.A.  Moore). 
Those  three  names  were  mduded  in  the 
various  Amendments  on  the  Pajper. 

Mb.  ADAM  quite  agreed  with  what 
had  fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend.  No  one 
knew  better  than  his  hon.  Friend  and 
himself  the  difficulty  of  forming  these 
Committees,  and  the  amount  of  badger- 
ing they  received  proved  to  him  that  it 
was  impossible  to  get  what  would  be 
admittea  to  be  a  fair  Committee,  because 
everybody  seemed  ready  to  raise  objec- 
tions. No  doubt  there  was  a  good  deal 
to  be  said  for  the  claim  of  Ireland  to 
have  some  Irish  Members  on  the  Com- 
mittee, and  he  ouite  agreed  that  two 
sitting  on  that  side  and  one  on  the  other 
side — namely,  the  hon.  Members  for 
Boscommon  and  Clonmel  (Mr.  Frendi 
and  Mr.  A.  Moore)  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  SHg^  (Mr.  King-Harman) — should 
be  appointed.  Their  names  were  already 
on  the  Paper,  and  therefore  no  further 
Notice  would  be  required. 

Majob  O'OOEMAN  said,  he  should 
vote  against  every  name  on  the  Com- 
mittee unless  their  men  were  put  on. 
It  was  all  very  well  for  the  Government 
to  ask  them  to  agree  to  the  first  33 
names  and  then  say  that  they  oould 
divide  on  the  24th.  They  would  go  to 
a  division  on  every  name. 

Mb.  BENETT-STANFOBD  remarked 
that  there  was  certainly  a  desire  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  that  the  hon.  Member 
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for  South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Clare  Bead) 
ahould  sit  on  the  Committee. 

Mb.  CHAMBEBLATN  said,  that  he 
thought  the  Goyemment  had  gracefully 
conceded  the  point  that  three  more  Irish 
Members  should  be  placed  on  the  Com- 
mittee. It  was  now  admitted  that  there 
was  a  third  Party  in  the  House ;  and  he 
hoped  that  the  Oovemment  would  fur- 
ther act  gracefully  by  acceding  to  the 
names  mentioned  by  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Gkdway  (Captain 
Nolan). 

Mr.  p.  W.  MAETIN  said,  that  in  a 
very  late  conversation  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Clare 
Kead)  he  said  that  nothing  on  earth 
should  induce  him  to  serve  upon  the 
Conmiittee.  As  to  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain),  who  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  gracefully  conceded  the  point 
and  allowed  three  more  names  to  be 
added  to  the  Committee,  he  might  say 
that  the  Ck>vemment  had  no  power  to 
interfere  with  the  rights  of  the  House, 
and  he  should  object  to  the  names  of  the 
Irish  Members  who  had  been  referred  to. 

Me.  butt  said,  he  would  have  voted 
for  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Norfolk 
if  it  had  been  certain  that  he  would 
serve,  but  it  had  been  distinctly  stated 
that  he  would  not.  It  had  been  said 
that  his  objection  was  not  to  serve  on 
the  Committee,  but  to  the  terms  of  the 
Beference ;  but  imless  he  withdrew  his 
objection  to  the  terms  of  the  Beference 
he  (Mr.  Butt)  could  not  vote  for  him  in 
any  case.  He  must  express  his  extreme 
regret  at  the  course  taken  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Clack- 
mannan (Mr.  Adam),  in  suggesting  that 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Clon- 
mel  (Mr.  A.  Moore)  should  be  substi- 
tuted for  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Bi^ar),  a  suggestion  which 
could  only  tend  to  widen  the  breach 
which  already  existed  between  different 
sections  of  the  House. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  reminded  the 
House  that  the  question  was  whether 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid-Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  ChapHn)  should  or  should  not  sit 
on  the  Committee.  The  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
might  be  left  out  of  the  discussion  tin  he 
was  proposed.  He  regretted  the  in- 
creased numbers  of  the  Committee.  The 
plain  truth  was  that  27  was  too  many, 
^d  there  would  be  increase4  difficulty 


atton^g  the  examination  of  witnesses. 
It  was  not  the  case  that  the  Committees 
were  chosen  by  the  front  benches.  The 
right  of  choice  was  with  the  House,  but 
some  one  must  needs  nominate.  For 
himself  he  would  be  willing  that  his  own 
name  should  be  withdrawn,  and  that  he 
should  be  allowed  to  offer  his  services  as 
a  witness  instead  of  as  a  Member  of  the 
Conunittee.  With  reference  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Clare 
Bead)  that  Gentleman  had  distinctly  told 
him  that  nothing  would  induce  him  to 
serve.  But  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
Lincolnshire  was  also  a  Gentleman  who 
would  prove  a  good  Member  of  Com- 
mittee, and  he  hoped  he  would  be 
elected. 

Mr.  COUBTNEY  said,  that  he  was 
sorry  that  the  House  appeared  to  be  on 
the  eve  of  a  prolonged  wrangle.  The 
increase  of  the  numbers  of  the  Com- 
mittee which  had  just  been  deprecated 
was  a  foregone  conclusion,  and  had  been 
conceded  by  Government.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
Butt)  said  that  the  Irish  Members  had 
met  together  and  had  selected  three 
Members  whom  they  desired  to  repre- 
sent the  whole  body — namely,  the  hon. 
Members  for  Sligo  (Mr.  King-Harman), 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar),  and  Boscommon 
(Mr.  French).  Two  of  these  Members 
had  been  accepted ;  but  in  the  place  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  the  hon. 
Member  for  Clonmel  (Mr.  A.  Moore) 
had  been  proposed.  He  confessed  that 
he  regarded  this  as  a  most  unfortunate 
proposal,  and  he  could  hardly  express 
the  sorrow  with  which  he  had  heard  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Boches- 
ter  (Mr.  P.  W.  Martin).  Anything  which 
tended  to  increase  the  breach  between  any 
Party  in  the  House  and  the  great  body 
of  hon.  Members  was,  in  his  judgment, 
to  be  much  regretted.  Even  if  it  were 
true,  which  he  did  not  allow,  that  they 
had  to  deal  with  an  unreasonable  person, 
they  ought  not  to  combat  that  person  in 
an  equally  unreasonable  way.  Several 
times  he  had  had  to  regret  the  manner 
in  which  it  had  been  proposed  to  meet 
such  conduct.  He  rose  for  the  purpose 
of  appealing  to  the  reasonableness  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan,  and  he 
would  ask  him  to  get  up  in  his  place  and 
decline  to  serve  upon  the  Committee. 
He  knew  this  was  a  great  request  to 
make ;  but  a  mistaken  prejudice  which 
had  been  created  must  be  banished  b^ 
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such  aotion  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oavan.  ["Questicm! "] 
He  maintained  that  he  was  speaking 
strictly  to  the  question.  If  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oavan  would  decline  to 
serve,  he  would  be  doing  a  very  great 
thing  for  the  Party  of  which  he  was  a 
Member. 

Me.  O'SHAUGHNESST  agreed  that 
a  Committee  with  so  large  a  number  of 
Members  would  be  very  heavy  and  un- 
workable. With  regard  to  the  suggest 
tion  which  had  been  made  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  he 
should  offer  no  advice.  He  thought 
that,  being  engaged  in  a  trade  which 
was  intimately  connected  with  the  sub- 

i'ect  with  which  the  Committee  would 
lave  to  defd,  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
prove  a  decided  acquisition  to  that  body. 
Although  that  hon.  Member  had  been 
represented  as  obstructing  the  proffress 
of  Public  Business,  and  although  he 
might  have  done  so  on  some  occasions, 
he  did  not  think  any  person  who  had 
heard  him  speak  in  the  House  could 
recall  a  single  occasion  on  which  he  had 
been  as  offensive  to  any  Member  of  the 
House  as  the  Eepresentative  of  Boches- 
ter  (Mr.  P.  W.  Martin)  had  been  that 
evening.  A  gpreat  deal  had.  been  said  about 
the  dignity  of  the  House.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers stood  up  heated  in  argument,  and, 
excited  perhaps  by  the  interruptions  of 
their  opponents,  used  language  which 
might  not  be  pleasant,  but  which  was 
excusable  because  it  was  uttered  in  hot 
blood.  The  hon.  Member  for  Rochester, 
however,  got  up  in  cold  blood  and  made 
a  directly  personal  attack  upon  another 
hon.  Member.    [**  Order !  "J 

Mr.  SPEAKKK  thought  the  hon. 
Member  was  travelling  beyond  the  Ques- 
tion before  the  House. 

Mr.  OALLAN  asserted,  with  reference 
to  the  question  as  between  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Norfolk  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid-Lincolnshire,  that  at  a 
late  hour  on  the  previous  night  the  for- 
mer had  not  withdrawn  his  name,  and 
that,  while  objecting  to  the  terms  of  the 
Beference,  he  was  ready  under  the  pecu- 
liar circumstances  to  act. 

Mb.  BENTINCK  thought  the  House 
generally  must  regpret  that  a  discussion 
of  this  kind  should  have  taken  the  turn 
of  a  personal  debate.  For  his  own  part, 
he  declined  to  go  into  the  personal 
question.  As  for  the  subject  actually 
before  the  House,  he  regretted  that  the 
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Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  tfas 
Wigtown  Burghs  (Mr.  MaA  Stewmrt) 
had  not  come  on,  because  he  regretted 
the  appointment  of  tiie  Committee  alto- 
gether. He  should  vote  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin). 

Colonel  PAEEER  deared  to  express 
on  behalf  of  the  agriculturists  of  the 
country  their  earnest  wish  that  the  nmme 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid-Lincoln- 
shire should  be  retained  on  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEB  believed  there  could  be  no  doabt 
that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Qare  Bead)  hmd 
been  repeatedly  asked  to  serve  on 
this  Committee,  and  had  expressed  his 
unwillingness  to  do  so.  On  the  other 
hand,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  there 
existed  in  the  House  a  strong  feeling 
that  it  was  desirable  that  his  hon. 
Friend  should  take  part  in  the  delibera- 
tions of  the  Committee.  The  House  had 
agreed  that  the  Committee  should  con- 
sist of  27  Members.  There  were  at 
present  only  28  names  on  the  list,  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland  had  indi- 
cated that  they  would  propose  three 
other  names,  thus  only  bringing  up  the 
number  to  26,  and  leaving  one  name 
still  to  be  supplied.  He  would  there- 
fore suggest  they  should  nominate  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Norfolk  as  a 
Member  of  the  Committee.  If  his  hon. 
Friend,  who  was  not  now  present,  should 
afterwards  decline  to  serve,  and  wished 
to  be  removed,  that  would  be  a  matter 
for  subsequent  consideration. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  that  after  the  re- 
marks of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer he  would  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  that  the  conces- 
sion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  only 
affected  a  portion  of  the  case,  and  did 
not  remove  further  objections  to  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Committee. 

Question  put,  ''That  Mr.  Chaplin  be 
one  other  Member  of  the  Committee.'* 

The  House  dkidid : — Ayes  156 ;  Noes 
23:  Majority  133.—(Div.  list,  No.  104.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  Mr.  Jacob  Bright  be  ^e  other 
Member  of  the  Committee." 


198 


Cattle  Plague  and 


{May  1,  1877)    Importation  of  Live  Stock,     194 


Mb.  ADAM  expressed  his  regret  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  Butt)  should  have  found 
fault  with  the  course  which  he  had 
taken  in  proposing^  the  substitution  of 
the  name  of  tne  hon.  Member  for  Clon- 
mel  (Mr.  A.  Moore)  instead  of  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar).  He  had  not  the  slightest  ob- 
jection to  see  the  latter  hon.  Gentleman 
sitting  on  the  Committee;  and  he  had 
suggested  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  GHonmel  because  he  had  found  it  set 
down  twice  among  the  names  proposed, 
while  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
was  set  down  only  once. 

Mb.  butt  said,  he  hoped  they  might 
now  come  to  a  termination  of  this  dis- 
cussion in  which  he  had  been  exceed* 
ingly  unwilling  to  take  part.  It  did  no 
credit  to  either  side  of  the  House,  and, 
he  thought,  did  not  tend  to  add  to  its 
dignity,  llie  three  hon.  Gentlemen's 
names  which  had  been  suggested  by  the 
Irish  Party  had  been  unanimously  elected 
at  a  very  full  meeting  of  the  Party,  and 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
was  chosen,  with  the  others,  by  that 
meeting,  which  included  many  who  did 
not  sympathize  with  a  ffreat  deal  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Gavan  did.  That 
hon.  Gentleman  might  be  right  in  the 
course  he  pursued,  or  he  might  be 
wrong.  He  would  not  stay  to  discuss 
it,  but  was  it  right  to  ostracize  any 
Member  of  the  House  ?  If  they  thought 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  displayed 
any  8ur;>lus  enei^,  let  them  put  him  on 
a  Committee  and  give  him  something  to 
do.  Do  not  make  an  outlaw  or  a  martyr 
of  him,  for  that  would  only  tend  to  mag- 
nify him.  It  seemed  to  him  that  an 
attempt  had  been  made  to  gratify  petty 
spite  in  this  matter.  If  they  thought 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  had  done 
wrong,  let  them  arraign  him  before  the 
House  and  censure  him  for  it.  But  he 
appealed  to  the  House  not  to  reject  his 
name  because  of  his  unpopularity. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  said,  he  thought 
the  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman's  notion 
of  what  constituted  a  martyr  must  be  a 
somewhat  curious  one,  if  he  was  under 
the  impression  that  the  word  was  ap- 
plicable to  the  case  of  an  hon.  Member 
oecause  he  was  not  about  to  be  appointed 
to  serve  on  a  Committee.  The  real  ques- 
tion before  the  House,  however,  was  the 
appointment  as  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
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for  Manchester  (Mr.  Jacob  Bright).  He 
did  not  understand  the  "  ostracizing " 
of  any  hon.  Member.  If  a  Gentleman 
was  elected  by  a  constituency  to  sit  in 
that  House  he  was  competent  to  serve  on 
a  Committee,  and  he  was  informed  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  had  a  good 
deal  of  practical  acquaintance  with  the 
subject  which  the  proposed  Committee 
would  have  to  consider.  That  practical 
knowledge  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  possessed  would  no  doubt  be  of 
service  on  the  Committee ;  and  the  ^hon. 
Member's  name  therefore  might  veiy 
fairly  be  proposed  and  considered  as 
soon  as  the  names  now  before  the  House 
were  disposed  of. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Wilbraham  Egerton  be  one 
other  Member  of  the  Committee." 

Mb.  PAENELL  remarked  that  he 
was  very  sorry  to  have  heard  .observa- 
tions made  on  the  occupation  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan.  It  was  true  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  was  in  busi- 
ness ;  but  he  wished  they  had  more  such 
hon.  Members,  and  Ireland  would  then 
be  in  a  much  better  position. 

Mb.  BENETT-STANFOED  rose  to 
Order,  and  asked  whether  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  was  in  Order  in 
alluding  to  the  name  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  ? 

Captain  NOLAN  was  about  to  speak, 
when 

Mb.  speaker  said,  he  could  only 
decide  one  point  of  Order  at  once.  The 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
would  come  on  for  consideration  by-and- 
by.  At  present  the  Question  before  the 
House  was,  whether  Mr.  Wilbraham 
Egerton  should  be  added  to  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  PAENELL  would  not  refer  fur- 
ther to  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan,  but  certainly  the  question  of  oc- 
cupation had  been  introduced.  [**No, 
no  !  "]  The  miserable  question  of  per- 
sonal conditions  had  been  introduced  by 
an  hon.  Member  who  ought  to  have 
known  better.     [*'  Order,  order !  "] 

Mb.  SPEAKER  again  reminded  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  Question  before 
the  House  was  whether  the  name  of  Mr. 
Wilbraham  Egerton  should  be  added. 

Mb.  butt  suggested  tohishon.  Friend 
that,  after  the  conciliatory  disposition 
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which  had  been  shown  on  both  sides, 
thej  might  trust  to  the  good  sense  of  the 
House  and  not  object  to  the  name  now 
before  them. 

Me.  CALLAN  thought  that  if  the 
Government  would  state  that  they  ac- 
cepted the  nomination  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  all  opposition  would  cease. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  objected  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Lreland  giving 
any  such  imdertakinff  at  present.  AU 
the  Government  desired  was,  that  the 
Committee  should  be  nominated  in  a 
regular,  business-like  way.  They  had 
no  prejudice  at  all  in  the  matter,  and 
nothing  was  further  from  their  thoughts 
than  to  speak  lightly  of  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber's occupation.  They  had  paid  the 
most  sincere  respect  to  all  the  Members 
of  the  House,  and  certainly  it  would  be 
their  very  last  idea  to  make  an  objection 
to  anyone  on  account  of  his  occupation  ; 
but  it  was  a  most  irregular  course  to 
bring  up  the  name  of  another  Member 
when  a  name  was  submitted  to  the  House 
to  vote  upon.  The  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  would  be  duly  con- 
sidered by-and-by. 

Mr.  J.  CO  WEN  said,  every  name 
ought  to  be  judged  on  its  merits,  and  if 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  was  guilty 
of  any  offence  let  him  be  punished. 
This  dispute,  he  thought,  had  arisen  be- 
cause or  a  feeling  in  the  mind  of  the 
Irish  Members  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan  was,  being  struck  at.  If  it 
were  shown  that  that  was  not  intended, 
the  opposition  would  cease. 

Lord  ESLINGTON  thought  no  one 
would  object  to  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid-Cheshire  (Mr.  W, 
Egerton).  He  conceded  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  was  well  qualified  to 
be  a  Member  of  the  Committee.  He 
protested  against  any  one  entertaining 
the  feeling  that  any  hon.  Member  was 
ostracized.  It  was  most  desirable  that 
Ireland  should  be  represented  on  the 
Committee,  and  for  this  special  reason — 
that  the  cattle  disease  had  been  kept  out 
of  Ireland.  The  law  appeared  to  have 
been  better  carried  out  there  than  in 
England,  and  it  was  most  desirable  to 
place  experienced  Members  from  Ireland 
on  the  Committee.  If  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan  had  rendered  himself  some- 
what unpopular,  that  ought  not  to  pre- 
vent him  from  being  nominated.  He 
had  been  proposed  by  Irish  Members, 
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he  had  their  confidence,  and  hb  (I^d 
Eslington)  hoped  the  House  wou£i  ao- 
oept  the  name. 

Mr.  PAGET  protested  agamsi  its 
being  supposed  that  the  House  wers 
bound  to  appoint  as  a  Member  of  the 
Committee  an  hon.  Member  who  had 
been  selected  by  Members  who  called 
themselves  *'  The  Irish  Members.*'  It 
was  an  attempt  to  dictate  to  the  Houae, 
which  he  hoped  they  would  be  alow  to 
recognize. 

Major  O'QOEMAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  who  has  just  spoken  may  be  per^ 
fectly  easy  in  hia  mind.  We  object  to 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cheshire— that  is  all. 

Captain  NOLAN  said,  that  one  aids 
of  the  House  was,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber said,  dictating  to  the  other  as  to  the 
composition  of  the  Committee.  He 
wished  to  tell  the  Government  that 
there  was  a  peculiar  unfairness  in  pat- 
ting the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  tor 
Clonmel  before  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan.      

Mr.  SPEAKEB  wished  to  point  out 
to  the  House  that  the  Question  before 
it  was  the  name  of  Mr.  Wilbraham 
Egerton.  When  all  the  names  originally 
proposed  were  nominated,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  Butt)  would  be 
called  upon  to  make  his  Motion,  and  the 
House  could  then  discuss  the  nomination 
of  the  three  Members  mentioned  in  it. 

Captain  NOLAN  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cheshire  would 
be  nominated  to  serve  on  the  Commit- 
tee. But  in  present  circumstances  he 
did  not  consider  him  so  fit  a  man  as  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cavan. 

Mr.  SPEAKKH  would  again  remind 
the  hon.  and  eallant  Member  that  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
would  be  more  properly  brought  for- 
ward when  it  was  proposed  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick. 

Question  put,  and  agrood  to. 

Motion  made  and  Question  propoaed, 
''  That  Colonel  Kingsoote  be  one  other 
Member  of  the  Committee.'' 

Mr.  butt  moved—''  That  the  name 
of  Mr.  Biff^  be  substituted  for  that  of 
Colonel  Kingsoote."  He  hoped  the 
House  would  excuse  him  for  trying  to 
say  a  few  words,  not  in  the  way  of  op- 
position to  the  name  of  Colonel  Kings- 
oote, but  to  show  their  feeling  in  deeiiing 
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to  liaye  Mr.  Biggar  on  the  Committee. 
In  the  earlj  part  of  the  evening  Ihey 
axpreeoed  a  desire  to  have  Mr.  Biggar 
on  the  Oommittee,  and  the  QoTemment 
sent  them  a  oommunioation  that  they 
objected  to  that  and  another  name,  and 
tiiey  suggested  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glonmel  (Mr.  A.  Moore). 
The  Irish  Members,  howerer,  wished  to 
have  Mr.  Bigear  on  the  Gommittee.  He 
aroealed  to  me  Ghanoellor  of  the  Ez- 
onequer  to  say  that  when  the  name  of 
the  hon.  Member  oame  forward  tiie  Oo- 
vemment  wonld  not  offer  any  opposi- 
tion. If  he  gave  such  an  assurance,  he 
believed  there  would  not  be  another 
word  of  opposition  firom  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. It  was  hardly  necessary  to  say  that 
he  did  not  intend  to  persirt  in  his  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  ADAM  said,  he  had  no  objection 
to  the  name  of  tiie  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  bdng  added  to  the  Gommittee ; 
1>ut  he  did  not  think  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  limerick  was  treat- 
ing Uie  hon.  Member  for  Oavan  fairly  by 
running  him  against  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Gloucestershire  (Colonel  Kings- 
oote). 

Mb.  BBUEN  did  not  feel  himself 
oommitted  by  the  resolution  of  a  so- 
oalled  Irish  Bepreeentative  meeting,  at 
which  the  Irish  names  to  be  proposed 
on  the  Committee  were  agreed  upon. 
No  Irish  Conservative  Members  had 
been  summoned  to  it. 

Mb.  STJLLIYAN  explained  how  the 
meeting  was  convened  and  composed, 
and  st^ed  that  Irish  Conservative  Mem- 
bers were  intended  to  be  present  at  it. 
If  the  Qovemment  were  going  to  avenge 
npoB  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  any 
fault  which  he  might  have  committed, 
they  had  better  s^  so  at  once. 

Mb.  SPEAKEK  nointed  out  that  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
was  not  before  the  House. 

Thb  O'CONOR  don  expressed  a 
hope  that  the  House  would  terminate 
the  unseemly  wrangle  in  which  they 
had  been  engaged.  If  the  Government 
wonld  say  they  wonld  not  oppose  the 
nomination  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oavan  the  matter  would  be  at  an  end. 

Thb  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  it  would  be  impossi- 
Uo  for  the  Government  to  give  such  a 
^•dgo  as  that  a^Md  for  by  the  bon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down. 


Mb.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGESSEN 
pointed  out  that  in  order  to  satisfy  cer- 
tain English  Members,  the  Government 
had  already  promised  to  propose  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Noifolk  (Mr.  Glare 
Bead)  as  one  of  the  four  new  Members 
to  be  added  to  the  23  whose  names  stood 
on  the  Paper.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  therefore,  was  somewhat  in- 
consistent when  he  said  that  Govern- 
ment could  not  agree  to  the  name  of  any 
other  Member  until  the  23  had  been 
appointed.  He  (Mr.  Ejiatchbull-Huges* 
sen)  had  waited  all  the  evening  in  order 
to  vote  for  the  three  Irish  Members 
whom  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  Butt)  had  proposed ;  but 
as  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  persisted 
in  opposing  names  to  which  no  one  ob- 
jected, and  thus  causing  unnecessary 
delay,  he  should  think  of  his  own 
constitution  rather  than  of  the  consti- 
tution of  the  Committee,  and  remain  no 
longer. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  intended  to 
propose  an  Amendment.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glonmel,  as  high  sheriff  of  his 
county,  would  not  be  able  to  attend  on 
the  Gommittee.  There  was  at  present 
no  cattle  plague  in  Ireland ;  but  if  it 
should  break  out  there,  the  farmers  of 
Ireland  would  be  ruined.  It  was  the 
duty  of  Irish  Members  to  insist  on  being 
properly  represented  on  the  Committee, 
and  they  had  met  and  determined  on 
three  names — the  only  real  reason  as- 
signed for  rejecting  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan,  who  was  one 
of  the  three,  being  the  miserable  preju- 
dice that  had  been  avotired  by  an  hon. 
Member  opposite. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  not  been  speaking  to  the  Ques- 
tion at  all. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said  he  would  not 
propose,  as  he  intended,  the  nomination 
of  me  hon.  Member  for  Cavan. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber announced  at  the  commencement  of 
his  speech  that  he  would  move  an 
Amendment.  If  he  had  done  so  his 
speech  would  have  been  in  Order ;  but 
as  he  had  not  concluded  with  doing  so 
he  must  inform,  he  hon.  Gentleman  that 
his  whole  speech  had  been  out  of  Order. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  that  he  was 
Sony  that  any  misunderstanding  should 
have  arisen.  He  therefore  begged  to 
move  the  substitution  of  Mr.  Biggar's 
name  for  that  of  Colonel  Kingscote, 
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Sib  HABCOURT  JOHNSTONE  se- 
conded  the  Amendment.  It  was  better 
that  a  Vote  should  be  taken  than  that 
the  Amendment  should  be  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
name  of  Colonel  Kingscote,  in  order  to 
insert  the  name  of  Mr.  Biggar," — {Hr. 
Par  nelly) — instead  thereof. 

Mb.  butt  hoped  that  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  >  would 
not  be  pressed.  He  complained  of  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  opposite 
setting  an  exceedingly  bad  example,  re- 
marking with  reference  to  certain  noises 
from  the  opposite  benches  in  that 
quarter  that  he  could  conceive  nothing 
more  inconsistent  in  any  man  who  felt 
the  dignity  of  the  House  and  the 
responsibility  of  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment than  to  sit  silent,  excepting  when 
he  sought  to  disturb  others  who  were 
speaking.  He  would  suggest  that  all 
tae  remaining  names  on  the  list  should 
be  accepted  by  the  Irish  Members,  and 
then  a  vote  should  be  taken  as  to  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan,  in 
respect  to  which  he  would  rely  on  the 
good  feeling  of  the  House. 

Mb.  p.  W.  martin,  having  been 
alluded  to,  wished  to  explain.  When 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  Butt)  asked  the  Qovem- 
ment  to  accept  his  names  en  blcCy  he  (Mr. 
W.  Martin)  said  it  was  not  in  the  power 
of  the  Government  to  do  that.  When 
he  said  he  had  a  personal  objection  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan,  that  was 
not  exactly  the  idea  he  wished  to  convey 
to  the  House,  although  for  a  reason 
which  he  would  give,  he  had  individually 
an  objection  to  the  hon.  Member  serving 
on  the  Committee.  Some  time  ago,  a 
Bill  in  which  he  (Mr.  Martin)  took  an 
interest,  was  unanimously  read  a  second 
time  and  passed  through  Committee, 
and  the  hon.  Member,  although  in  his 
hearing  he  said  he  had  only  read  that 
Bill  a  few  minutes  before,  suddenly 
made  it  an  opposed  Order.  That  showed 
that  if  elected  he  might  possibly  take  a 
course  which  would  bring  the  whole  of 
the  important  business  of  the  Committee 
to  a  standstill.  He  had  occasionally 
spoken  to  the  hon.  Member,  and  he  had 
no  personal  objection  to  him  whatever ; 
but  he  preferred  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kildare. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEK  was  sorry  that 
that  Amendment  had  been  moved,  and 


hoped  it  would  be  withdrawn.  If  tlw 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell} 
wished  to  see  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  placed  on  the  Committee,  he  was 
taking  the  course  to  render  that  impos- 
sible bv  running  his  name  against  that 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Weat  Gloncea- 
tershire. 

Mb.  speaker  pointed  out.  that  if 
the  House  declinea  to  snbstitute  Mr. 
Biggar's  name  for  that  of  Colonel  £ing»- 
cote,  it  would  still  be  open  to  any  hoo. 
Member  to  propose  the  addition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  to  the  Oom- 
mittee. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  wished  to  make  a  per- 
sonal explanation  with  referenoe  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Rochester  (Mr.  W.  Martin).  The  fact 
was  that  he  thoroughly  approved  of  the 
Bill  to  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
alluded,  but  he  wished  to  have  a  daose 
inserted,  and  that  was  his  reason  for 
making  it  an  opposed  Order.  It  was 
perfeoUy  true  that  he  had  read  the  Bill 
only  a  few  minutes  before ;  bnt  it  was 
short,  and  he  had  thoroughly  compre- 
hended all  the  points. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  hie  onlyob- 
jeotion  to  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Gloucestershire  (Oolonel  Kingscote) 
was  that  unless  Irish  names  were  added 
to  the  Committee,  the  Irish  Membov 
would  oppose  every  name.  He  appealed 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  to  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  observed  that 
he  did  not  blame  the  Government  for 
acting  as  they  had  done,  as  they  could 
not  manage  the  Party  behind  them. 
There  had  been  several  occasions  within 
the  last  week  or  two  on  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  expressed  their  intention 
of  taking  a  certain  course  and  then  left 
the  House,  whereupon  their  followers 
took  a  different  course.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  wished  23  nominations  to  the 
Committee  to  be  accepted  before  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan*s  name  was  sub- 
mitted to  them.  That  name  would  them 
be  objected  to.  If  the  Government 
would  give  their  assurance  that  they 
would  do  their  best  to  secure  a  vote 
on  the  hon.  Member's  name  without 
prejudice  when  it  was  reached,  no 
doubt  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  would 
not  oppose  the  other  names.  If  such 
a  pledge  were  not  given,  Irish  Mem* 
hers  would  be  justified  in  opposing  eveiy 
nomination, 
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Sib  PATEICK  O'BRIEN  hoped  that 
the  Amendment  would  be  withdrawn, 
as  it  presented  a  false  issue  to  the 
House. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  it  was  clearly  understood 
that  the  Amendment  was  made  not  with 
any  view  of  objection  to  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Gloucestershire 
(Colonel  Kingscote),  but  with  the  inten- 
tion of  bringing  on  a  discussion  on  the 
question  whether  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gavan  should  be  appointed  or  not  on  the 
Committee.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  had  made  this  Motion,  not  with 
any  view  of  pressing  it,  but  to  put  him- 
self in  Order ;  and  therefore  he  suggested 
that  the  House  should  allow  the  Amend- 
ment to  be  withdrawn,  and  that  the 
other  names  should  be  agreed  to ;  and 
after  that,  when  they  came  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  four  additional  Mem- 
bers, the  discussion  might  be  taken. 
He  thought  that  course  would  save 
time. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  asked  what  corres- 
ponding advantage  the  Lrish  Members 
would  obtain  if  they  accepted  the  offer 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ? 

Mr.  mark  STEWART  would  vote 
for  the  hon.  Member  of  Cavan  when  the 
proper  time  came;  but  he  protested 
against  the  course  of  placing  his  name 
against  that  of  every  otner  Member  pro- 
posed. 

The  Eabl  of  DALEJ:ITH  hoped  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  would  be 
proceeded  with,  and  that  hon.  Members 
for  Ireland  would  not  offer  any  further 
opposition.  He  would  remind  them 
that  Scotland  had  a  right  to  be  repre- 
sented, but  Scotch  Members  were  too 
modest  to  come  forward. 

Mb.  R.  W.  duff  complained  that  more 
Scotch  Representatives  had  not  been 
placed  on  the  Conmiittee. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  said,  two 
Members  to  represent  Scotland  was  a 
totally  inadequate  number. 

Question,  *^  That  the  name  of  Colonel 
Kingscote  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Colonel  Elingscote  nominated  one  other 
Member  of  the  Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Jamea  Oorry  be  one  other 
Member  of  the  Committee." 


Mb,  PARNELL  said,  they  had  now 
been  over  three  hours  discussing  this 
question,  and  it  was  clear  that  it  could 
not  be  finished  that  night.  He  there- 
fore moved  that  the  further  consideration 
of  the  Committee  bo  adjourned  until 
Thursday. 

Majob  O'GORMAN  seconded  the 
Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
--{Mr.  ParneU.) 

Mb.  BRUEN  begged  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber not  to  persevere  with  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment.  While  hon.  Members 
were  talking  the  Cattle  Plague  was 
spreading. 

Mb.  BUTT  also  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath  would  withdraw  his 
Motion.  He  should  not  vote  for  an 
Adjournment,  nor  should  he  vote  against 
the  name  of  any  other  Member,  believing 
that  such  a  course  would  tend  to  prevent 
the  accomplishment  of  the  object  he  had 
in  view. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Original  Question,  '^  That  Mr.  James 
Corry  be  one  other  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee," put,  and  ayreed  to, 

Mr.    Pease,    Sir   Geobob   Jenkinson,  Mr. 

CuAHBEELAiN,  Sir  Rainald  Eniohtley,  Mr. 

Murphy,  Mr.  Elliot,    Mr.    Mundella,  Mr. 

Cameron  of  Lochiel,  Mr.  Arthur  Peel,  Mr. 

Ritchie,  Mr.  John  Holms,    Mr.  Tore,  Mr. 

Anderson,  Major  Allen,  Mr.  Norwood,  and 
Mr.  Assheton,  nominated  other  Members  of  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  butt  moved,  '*  That  the  name 
of  Mr.  Biggar  be  added  to  .the  Com- 
mittee." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
''  That  Mr.  Biggar  be  one  other  Member 
of  the  Committee." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  90;  Noes 
U3 :  Majority  23.-.(Div.  List,  No.  105.) 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  moved  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  the  House,  on  the  ground  that 
some  heat  had  been  thrown  into  the 
proceedings  of  the  past  hour,  and  the 
Members  of  the  Government  had  been 
divided  in  their  support  of  the  Amend- 
ment; and  therefore  he  thought  some 
time  should  be  given  to  the  Oovernment 
to  consider  what  names  they  would 
adopt. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeedi 
'^That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.'' — 
{Mr.  Sullivan.) 

Mb.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Limeriok  had  a 
Notice  on  the  Paper  to  move  the  addi* 
tion  of  two  other  names. 

Mb.  butt  declined  to  make  any 
further  Motion  on  the  subject. 

The  CHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER thought  there  was  no  necessity 
for  the  Adjournment.  The  question  on 
which  the  House  divided  was  a  Question 
for  the  House,  and  not  for  the  Govern - 
moDt ;  and  as  the  House  had  decided  the 
question,  he  was  of  opinion  that  the 
subject  might  be  there  sOlowed  to  drop, 
and  the  remaining  Members  of  the 
Committee  appoint^. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  suggested  that 
the  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  the 
House  might  be  amended  and  altered  to 
the  adjournment  of  the  Debate.  He 
intimated  that  on  the  next  name  he 
would  move  to  substitute  a  Sootch 
Member. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  had 
voted  in  the  minority,  and  was  sorry  for 
the  decision  which  ike  House  had  just 
arrived  at.  He  hoped  there  would  be 
an  Adjournment  of  tne  Debate. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: 
156  :  Majority  121.- 
No.  106.) 


-Ayes  35 ;  Noes 
(Division  list, 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  French  be  one  other  Member 
of  the  Committee." 

Mb.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  asked, 
having  seen  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  go  into  the  Lobby  against  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Biggar),  what  Ireland 
had  to  expect?  He  should  divide  the 
House  on  the  questions  of  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  and  the  Debate. 

SiB  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
that  this  was  not  a  Government  division, 
and  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  exercise  his 
individual  judgment  upon  the  matter 
before  them.  Surely  they  had  the  liberty 
of  deciding  who,  in  their  judgment,  was 
the  fittest  Member  to  serve  on  this  Com- 
mittee, and  he  had  considered  the  quali* 
fications  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Clonmel 
(Mr.  A.  Moore)  to  be  preferable  to  those 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Biggar). 


^r&.  OALLAN  moved  fk«  Adjoon* 
ment  of  the  Debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed. 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoomed." 
— (ifr.  Callan.) 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  Gbvemment  vished 
to  add  three  Irish  Members  to  the  Oom- 
mittee. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :-^AjeB  17;  Noes 
127 :  Majority  110— (Div.  List,  No.  107.) 

Question  again  proposed,  *'  That  Mr. 
French  be  one  otner  Member  of  tii« 
Committee." 

Motion  made,  and  Queetioa  pot, 
''That  this  House  do  now  a^joom."— 
(iff.  Jamee  Barclay,) 

The  House  divided :^kyw  IS ;  Now 
96 :  Majority  78.— (Div.  list,  No.  108.) 

Question,  '<  That  Mr.  French  be  one 
other  Member  of  the  Committee,"  pot, 
and  agreed  to, 

Mr.  Eing-Hannan  nominated  one 
other  Member  of  the  Committee. 

Further  Fh)oeeding  on  Nonunfttkn  of 
the  Committee  adfmmed  till  Tknr%i^. 

House  a4iounMd  at  Thrse  o'doek. 
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CRUELTY  TO  ANIMALS  BILL. 
{Mr.  MoU,  Mr.  Sardeattie,  Mr,  CharUa  JFiUon.) 

[bIIX  7.]      SBOOND  BEADOrO. 

Ordetr  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  holt,  in  moving  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  the  second  time,  said :  Mr. 
Speaker^    in  making  that  Motion,  the 
Hoase  will  probably  expect  me  to  state 
the  object  and  explain  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  as  well  as  notice  the  objections 
raised  to,  and  give  my  reasons  for,  the 
conrse  I  am  pursuing  in  thus  bringing 
the  subject  forward  for  consideration. 
The  object  of  the  Bill  is  two-fold.    It 
aims  at  supplying  a  defect  in  Martin's 
Act,  and  it  is  also  intended  to  prohibit 
psdnfol  experiments  known  as  vivisec- 
tion.     Hon.  Members  are  aware  that 
Martin's  Act  is  the  Act  under  which 
prosecutions  for  cruelty  are  conducted. 
It  has  been  a  very  valuable  Act ;  but 
experience  has  proved  that  it  is  defec- 
tive— in  one  respect,  in  that  its  provi- 
sions are  restricted  to  domestic  animals. 
To  remedy  that  defect  I  propose  to  the 
House  to  enact — 

*'  If  any  person  shall  from  and  after  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Act  cmelly  torture  or  wantonly  or 
\»rbaroaaly  Injure  any  vertebrate  animal  he 
■hall  be  guilty  pf  an  offence  against  this  Act." 

I  trust  this  will  so  fax  commend  itself  to 

the  approval  of  hon.  Members  that  I 

need  say  little  in  support  of  it.    It  is,  I 

believe,  well  known  that  acts  of  cruelty, 

condemned  by  every  one,  have  remained 

unpunished,  because,  though  revolting 

to  the  feelings  of  the  whole  civilized 

community,  the  law  cannot  reach  them. 

As  I  imagine  that  any  objections  which 

may  be  taken  to  this  clause  will  relate 

merely  to  details,  I  need  not  dwell  on 

this  part  of  the  Bill.    The  obiect  of  this 

Bill  is  alao  to  provide  a  speaal  remedy 

for  a  special  form  of  cruelty ;  to  prohibit 

the  practices  known  as  vivisection.    To 

effect  this,   I  ask  the  House  to  enact 

that— 

"  From  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  it 
■hall  not  be  lawful  to  perform  any  experiment 
CBoaing,  or  being  in  itself  of  a  nature  to  cause, 
fain  or  diaease  in  any  vertebrate  animal,  except 
for  the  purpose  of  alleviating  or  curing  any 
diseiae  from  which  such  animafis  suffering ;  and 
S&7  person  except  as  aforesaid  performing  or 
taking  pari  in  any  such  experiment,  or  permit- 
ting any  such  experiment  to  be  performed  upon 
any  premises  over  which  he  has  control,  shall  be 
raned  guilty  of  an  offence  against  this  Act." 

The  Bill  provides  for  the  registration 


and  inspeotion  of  places   where  there 
may  be  danger  that  cruelty  is  practised, 
and  for  the  entry,  on  warrant,  to  search 
private  premises  where  there  may  be 
reason  to  think  that  experiments  are 
conducted.    The  Bill  contains  also  pro- 
visions for  the  administration  of  the  law, 
taken,  with  slight  alteration,  from  the 
Cruelty  Act  of  last  year.    Such  is  the 
object,  and  such  are  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill.    In  the  next  place,  I  think  I 
ought  to  notice  some  of  the  objections 
which  are  raised  to  the  legislation  pro- 
posed,  and  the    arguments  offered  in 
defence  of  vivisection.     First,    let  me 
try  to    remove  one  of   the  objections 
raised,  which  I  know  to  influence  some 
persons,  and  which  may  be  present  to 
the  minds  of  some  hon.  Members.     I 
find  the  movement  against  vivisection  is 
regarded  by  some  persons  as  an  attack 
on  the  Medical  Profession.     Now,  Sir,  I 
wholly  repudiate  such  a  charge,  so  far 
as  I  am  concerned  myself.    I  am  attack- 
ing not  men,  but  practices  and  opinions 
— practices  and    opinions    which    have 
been  denounced  and  are  denounced  by 
medical  men — I  make  no  attack  on  the 
Profession.     To  me  it  is  a  source  of  deep 
regret  if,  through  the  action  of  some  of 
its  leading  members,  an  honourable  and 
noble  Profession  should  have  become  in 
anywise  identified  in    the  eyes  of  the 
public  with  vivisection,  and  should  be 
thereby  lowered  in  dignity  and  position 
in  their    estimation.      But   I  will  not 
admit  that  the  Profession,  as  such,  is  to 
be  confounded  with  the    advocates  of 
vivisection.    I  know  that  there  are  many 
medical  men  of  no  little  experience  Trho 
oppose  the  practice,  on  scientific,  no  less 
than  on  moral  grounds.     I   have   pre- 
sented Petitions  to  this  House  signed  by 
medical  men,  in  favour  of  the  total  sup- 
pression of  vivisection.     I  have  met  with 
language  employed  by  medical  men  in 
denouncing  vivisection  as  strong  as  any 
I  have  seen  anywhere.    I  am  told  that 
many  doctors,  especially  country  practi- 
tioners, are  ignorant  of  the  whole  sub- 
ject; and  I  hear  that  at  this  moment 
there  is  a  movement  going  on,  which 
will,  I  hope,  result  in  the  complete  vin- 
dication of  the  Faculty  throughout  the 
United  Kingdom  from  any  complicity  in 
physiological  cruelty.    I  deprecate  any 
attack  on  the  Profession ;  but  I  say  that 
if  medical  men  choose  by  their  own  act 
to  rank  themselves  under  the  banner  of 
vivisection,  they  must  not  expect  that  the 
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faot  of  their  being  members  of  that  Pro- 
fession will  save  them  from  becoming 
involved  in  the  same  condemnation  with 
vivisectors.  Another  objection  is  raised 
by  those  who  tell  us  that  our  de- 
mand for  the  total  abolition  of  vivi- 
section is  Utopian,  humanitarian,  senti- 
mental, and  that  our  object  is  not  within 
the  range  of  practical  legislation.  If 
this  means  that  because  we  cannot  with 
absolute  certainty  stop  cruelty  in  scien- 
tific research,  therefore  we  ought  not  to 
forbid  it  by  law,  I  reply  that  you  do  not 
argue  in  this  fashion  on  other  questions. 
Such  an  argument  would  be  a  bar  to 
every  attempt  to  repress  crime  by  legis- 
lation. I  look  on  this  as  a  moral  ques- 
tion. Vivisection  is  an  immoral  act,  and 
therefore  to  be  suppressed.  It  is  as  a 
moral  question  that  I  have  taken  this 
up:  I  say  that  whatever  may  be  the 
reasons  or  the  results  which  you  can 
bring  forward,  iinless  it  can  be  shown 
that  the  practice  of  torture  is  morally 
ri^ht,  the  Legislature  is  bound,  if  it  deal 
with  the  subject  at  all,  to  prohibit  it 
altogether ;  and  I  cannot  abandon  that 
ground.  But  when  I  examine  the  argu- 
ment, irrespective  of  moral  considera- 
tions, I  contend  that  if  the  opposition  to 
vivisection  be  well  founded,  it  is  no  argu- 
ment against  legislation  to  say  that  we 
cannot  entirely  put  it  down,  or  that  we 
shall  thereby  compel  physiologists  to 
visit  other  countries  for  their  cruel  expe- 
riments. I  repeat,  you  do  not  ara^ue  in 
this  fashion  on  other  questions.  Iiet  me 
illustrate  my  position  by  reference  to  a 
crime  created  by  law,  not  otherwise 
morally  wrong,  but  inconvenient  and  in- 
jurious to  the  material  interests  of 
society,  and  consequently  totally  prohi- 
bitive. There  is  nothing  morally  wrong 
in  making  a  model  of  a  shilling  or  of  a 
bank  note,  any  more  than  in  striking  a 
medal,  or  in  preparing  a  foe  iimile  of 
Magna  Charta.  You  do  not  inquire 
into  the  motive ;  you  prohibit  it  because 
you  feel  that  the  interests  of  society  re- 
quire it,  and  you  forbid  the  act  abso- 
lutely, in  spite  of  the  circumstance  that 
you  may  fail  to  prevent  its  commission, 
and  that  you  may  drive  the  skilled  en- 
graver, or  the  clever  artizan,  to  practise 
his  art  in  other  countries.  Sir,  I  do  not 
say  the  cases  are  parallel,  but  I  do  say 
the  argument  is  untenable  in  either  case. 
Under  this  head  I  think  I  may  properly 
notice  the  argument  off(«red  to  the  House 
last  year  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 

Mr.  SoU 


for  West  Cumberland  (Mr.  Percy  Wynd- 
ham),  whom  I  regret  not  to  see  in  his 
place.    If  I  understand  him  aright,  hs 
urged  that  we  are  engaged  in  an  Uto- 
pian scheme,  and  he  remonstrated  with 
me  for  attempting  to  reverse  the  oooim 
of  nature.    1  understood  him  to  argm 
thus— '^ Nature  is  cruel;  the  proceases 
of  Nature  bring  good  out  of  evil ;  do 
not  attempt  to  be  wiser  than  Nature : 
be  content  to  leave  things  as  they  are." 
I  think  my  hon.  Friend  will  see  that  if 
his  argument  were  sound,  nothing  ought 
to  be  done  to  civilize  the  savage  or  to 
cultivate  the  earth :  because  Nature  it 
savage   and  nature  is  wild.     My  hon. 
Friend  would  upset  the  whole  coarse  of 
modem    civilization.     I    cannot    think 
that  he  is  of  opinion  that  we  live  in  a 
perfect  world;   nor  would  he  sanction 
the  doctrine  tiiat  the  disorders  of  the 
worid  are  to  be  the  measure  of  oar  doty 
and  conduct.    I  submit  that  we  live  in 
a  disordered  world,  that  we  are  anr- 
rounded  with  evil,  and  in  conflict  with 
evil  at  every  step,  and  that  it  is  not  the 
course  of  Nature,  but  the  overraling  pro- 
vidence  of  Ood,  which  brings  good  ont 
of  evil.    Though  we  may  not  be  able  to 
account  for  the  origin  of  evil,  nor  for  the 
great  amount  of  pain  and  suffering  ap- 
parently unmerited  which  we  see  around 
us,  surely  we  are  not  on  that  aoooant  to 
ignore  it !    We  may  not  be  able  effec- 
tually to  remedy  it.    Are  we  therefore 
to  add  to  it?     True, — the  beasts  nrev 
one  upon  another ;  but  I  do  not  see  now 
anyone  can  possibly  justify  the  cruel 
acto  of  an  intelligent,  responsible  man 
by  a  reference  to  the  habits,  instincts, 
and  passions  of  the  irresponsible  beast. 
I  submit  that  the  civilization  of  which 
we  boast  is  of  a  most  imperfect  type  if 
it  permits  us  to  increase — nay,  if  it  do 
not  compel  us  to  lessen,  so  fkr  as  we 
can,  innooent  suffering  whether  in  man 
or  beast.    Let  the  guilty  suffer,  under  a 
just  sentence,  accoraing  to  their  dea^ts, 
and  in  their  case  temper  justice  with 
mercy;  but  let  innocence  rejoice  in  the 
protection  of  a  righteous  law.    Another 
allegation   which  I  think  I   ought  to 
notice,  is  that  our  statements  are  exag- 
gerated.   Whenever  a  vivisector  meets 
with  an  exaggerated  statement,  he  is 
perfectly  justined  in  describing   it  as 
exaggerated.    Sir,  in  this  case  there  is 
no  need  for  exaggeration.   The  facts  are 
bad  enough  without  exaggeration.     I 
do  not  admit  the  justice  of  the  charge 
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made  against  us,  though  I  admit  that  if 
our  assertions  be  compared  with  those 
made  bj  vivisectors,  there  is  a  wide 
difference;  but  I  say  that  I  have  ob- 
served on  the  part  of  the  advocates  of 
vivisection  a  constant  desire  to  extenuate 
their  experiments  and  to  magnify  their 
results.  It  would  appear  from  the 
statements  of  some  persons,  that  the 
great  work  of  physiological  life  in  re- 
spect of  vivisection,  is  to  ''  scratch  the 
tail  of  a  tadpole,"  and  that  the  result, 
in  the  vast  majority  of  instances,  is 
the  prolongation  of  human  life  and  the 
relief  of  suffering ;  the  tadpole  suffers 
little;  mankind  are  vastly  benefited.  In 
reply  to  the  charge  of  extravagance,  I 
will  simply  turn  to  the  Blue  Book,  and 
ask  whether  there  has  been  anything 
charged  against  the  cruel  physiologists 
whidh  its  pages  do  not  amply  confirm  ? 
The  experiments  described  and  uncon- 
tradicted, described  as  performed  in 
England,  and  admitted  to  be  true,  are 
sumcienUy  horrible  to  justify  the  public 
excitement  which  prevails.  Take  Mr. 
Wickham  Legg's  experiments  on  cats, 
and  Dr.  Eutherford's  on  dogs — are  not 
they  bad  enough  ? — the  latter  of  which, 
by  the  way,  have  been  so  pointedly  con- 
demned by  a  man  of  the  highest  scien- 
tific authority.  Sir  William  Thomson,  in 
a  letter  to  The  Scotsman.    He  says — 

"  Sir, — In  your  print  of  this  morning  I  see  a 
report  of  Professor  Rntherford's  paper  on  the 
secretion  of  bile,  read  at  the  meeting  of  the 
Royal  Society  yesterday  evening,  when,  as  Pre- 
sident, I  was  in  the  chair.  As  chairman,  I  did  not 
feel  that  I  had  the  right  to  express  myopinion  that 
experiments  involving  such  torture  to  so  larg^  a 
number  of  sentient  and  intelligent  animals  are 
not  justifiable,  b^  either  the  object  proposed,  or 
the  results  obtained  or  obtainable,  by  such  an 
investigation  as  that  described  by  Professor 
Ruthenord.  I  feel  this  opinion  ver^  strongly 
after  many  years*  serious  consideration  of  the 
general  question  of  the  advisableness  or  iustifia- 
olenees  of  experiments  involving  cruel  treat- 
ment of  the  lower  animals. 
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University,  Glasgow,  March  6th,  1877." 


Is  it  possible  that  there  can  be  anything 
more  shocking  than  the  experiment 
spoken  of  by  the  late  Sir  William  Fer- 
gusson.    He  says — 

**  I  have  reason  to  imagine  that  such  suffer- 
ings incidental  to  such  operations  are  protracted 
in  a  very  shocking  manner.  I  will  give  you  an 
illustration  of  an  animal  being  crucified  for 
several  days  perhaps ;  introduced  several  times 
into  a  lecture  room  for  the  class  to  see  how  the 
experiment  was  going  on." — [1037.] 

I  do  not  know  what  is  learnt,  I  do  not 


know  what  can  be  learnt,  from  an  ani- 
mal in  such  an  unnatural  condition ;  but 
I  say  that  the  thing  is  too  horrible  to 
admit  of  exaggeration ;  and  that,  be  the 
results  what  they  may,  the  experiment 
is  unjustifiable.    I  do  not  think  it  pos- 
sible that  a  Ay  graver  charge    can  be 
brought  against  vivisectors  than    that 
which  rests  an  the  authority  of  Sir  Wil- 
liam Fergusson.    We  are  told  there  is 
exaggeration.    Is  not  the  exaggeration 
on  the  other  side?     We  hear  it  said 
again  and  again  that  experiments  are 
performed  under  anaesthetics,   and  the 
public  are  led  to  believe  that  the  ani- 
mal in  such  cases  is  insensible  to  pain. 
Of  course,  an  experiment  may  be  com- 
menced under  anaesthetics;   does  any- 
body believe  that  an  animal  can  be  kept 
for  three  or  four  days  under  its  influ- 
ence ?    Is  there  no  exaggeration  here  ? 
I  fear  that  those  medical  men  are  rieht 
who  tell  us  that  the  anaesthetic  is  eui- 
bited  to  narcotize  public  feeling  rather 
than  to  relieve    the    suffering  animal. 
But,  Sir,  I  know  I  shall  be  told  that  we 
dealt  with  this  subject  last  year,  and 
that  before  we  re-open  it,  we  ought  to 
wait  to  see  how  the  Act  works.    This 
argument  may  satisfy  those  who  want  to 
get  rid  of  an  unpleasant  subject,  or  who 
object  to  vivisection  only  in  so  far  as 
they  consider  it  is  an  abuse  of  a  lawful 
practice;    but    those    who    regard    the 
practice  as  unlawful   in    itself  cannot 
rest  content  with  an  Act,  however  well 
it  may  work,  which  licences  the  abomi- 
nation and  can  be  made  to  protect  the 
cruel  experimenter.    What  are  we  to 
gain  by  waiting  to  see  the  working  of 
the  Act?    Is  it  not  clear  that  the  Act 
will  work  as  the  Home  Secretary  works 
it?    Is  it  not  also  evident  that  the  mode 
of  working  the  Act  in  one  year,  even  in 
the  hands  of  the  same  Minister,  is  no 
criterion   how    it    will   be   worked    in 
another  year  ?    Much  less  can  it  afford 
any  evidence  how  the  Act  will  be  worked 
under  a  change  of  Government.    Does 
anyone  doubt  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
desires  to  work  the  Act  from  the  humane 
point  of  view?    For  myself,  though  I 
lament  that  he  has  been  persuad^  to 
depart  from  the  position  he  originally 
assumed,  I  do  not  expect   to  see  any 
Home  Secretary  work  the  Act  on  more 
humane  principles.    Work  it  as  well  as 
he  may,  I  am  not  satisfied  to  leave,  even 
in  the  hands  of  mj  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  power  with  which  this  Act  entrusts 
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him.  I  object  to  leave  it  in  the  power 
of  an  J  man  to  authorize  the  performance 
of  the  experiments  described  in  the 
standard  works  for  instruction  and  re- 
ference accepted  in  England.  I  object 
altogether  that  it  should  be  in  the  power 
of  any  learned  Corporation  to  issue  cer- 
tificates for  such  experiments.  I  think 
that  our  national  character  is  at  stake, 
and  I  desire  to  yindicate  it  without  delay 
from  all  complicity  with  cruelty.  But, 
Sir,  I  submit  that  we  have  seen  enough 
already  of  the  working  of  the  Act  to  j  ustify 
further  legislation.  The  Betum  lately 
issued  shows  as  much  as  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  advisers  think  it  expedient  to 
reveal  of  the  working  of  the  Act.  It 
g^ves  us  to  understand  that  we  must  not 
expect  full  Betums,  and  that  the  Act  is 
to  be  worked  partly  in  the  dark.  We 
are  not  to  know  the  number  of  applica- 
tions, nor  the  names  of  the  successful 
applicants,  nor  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  the  licences.  When  it  shows  that  no 
licences  have  been  issued  for  the  more 
painful  experiments  performable  under 
the  Act,  it  shows  that  the  Act  has  done 
one  piece  of  service — it  has  demonstrated 
that  these  experiments  are  not  necessary, 
and  might  just  as  well  have  been  pro- 
hibited altogether;  but  it  reminds  us 
that  they  are  permitted  under  the  Act, 
and  that  we  must  not  rest  until  it  is 
repealed.  It  shows  that  the  system  of 
licensing  established  last  year  was  a  sys- 
tem of  secret  licensing — a  system  at 
variance  with  the  strongest  feelings  of 
the  people  and  self-condemned,  and  that 
the  shield  of  secrecy  is  required  to  pro- 
tect the  tender  feelings  of  vivisectors 
from  the  rough  usage  of  public  opinion. 
The  Return  shows  farther,  that  the  li- 
cences issued  are  mainly  for  purposes 
of  demonstration  to  students — the  very 
thing  which  the  public  justly  dread  as 
likely  to  have  a  demoralizing  effect. 
Bemember,  this  implies  the  constant  re- 
petition of  experiments  from  which  no- 
thing new  is  to  be  learnt — the  demon- 
stration of  facts  which  can  be  described 
in  print  and  illustrated  by  diagrams. 
Bemember,  this  demonstration  is  em- 
ployed in  lectures,  not  exclusively  ad- 
dressed to  medical  students,  but  intended 
to  form  part  of  a  course  of  general  edu- 
cation; in  lectures,  too,  which  are  at- 
tended by  young  ladies,  who  are  thus 
receiving  that  higher  education  which  is 
intended  to  raise  them  in  the  social 
scale — to  perfect  their  womanly  acoom- 
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plishments.  Bemembering 
reg^ard  the  working  of  tiiie  Act  with  bo 
satisfaction,  and  are  ready  to  a^rea  with 
Dr.  Anthony,  who  thinks  it  a  bad  prac- 
tice to  permit  vivisectional  experiments 
for  the  piirpose  of  demonstration ;  and 
with  Dr.  Hauffhton,  who  expreaees  «a 
equally  decided  opinion  in  vexy  stirong 
language — 


<<  I  would  ahriiik  with  horror  from 
in^  large  classes  of  young  man  to  the  oight  td 
animals  under  vivisection.  I  believe  that  mjuy 
of  them  would  become  cruel  and  hardened,  toA 
would  go  awav  and  repeat  these  esperixMBto 
recklessly,  without  foresight  or  forethooghi; 
science  would  gain  nothing,  and  the  world  would 
have  let  loose  upon  it  a  set  of  young  devila.** — 
[1W8.] 

What  a  charming  prospect  for  English 
sodety  in  the  next  generation!  I>oes 
it  not  justify  us  in  making  a  stand 
against  this  kind  of  education,  and 
in  seeking,  without  delay,  to  repeal  an 
Atf^  which  works  in  this  dii^ection  ? 
The  Betum  further  discloses  the  fact 
that  one  of  these  licences  is  connected 
with  the  Gloucester  County  Asylnm; 
one  with  the  Glasgow  Boyal  Infirmary ; 
and  others  with  London  hospitals.  This 
will  not  increase  public  satittfaotion ;  but 
I  shall  return  to  this  phase  of  the  qu««- 
tion  in  a  few  minutes.  I  nudntain,  Sir, 
that  this  Betum  ought  to  make  my  posi- 
tion stronger,  and  that  when  its  foU 
significance  is  understood,  it  will  make 
the  demand  louder  for  the  total  prohibi* 
tion  of  vivisection.  Having  thus  i«plipd 
to  some  preliminary  objections,  I  wiU 
endeavour  to  deal  with  the  question  on 
its  merits,  and  to  grapple  wiui  the  argu- 
ments by  which  the  advocates  of  vivisec- 
tion support  their  position.  My  position, 
in  briei^  is  this — First,  I  regard  the 
practice  as  morallv  wrong,  and,  there- 
fore, to  be  forbidden ;  and  in  the  next 
Slace,  I  submit  that,  whether  yon  oonsi- 
er  vivisection  in  itself  to  be  lawful  or 
unlawful,  whether  you  deem  it  to  be 
an  abuse  in  itself,  or  only  in  so  far  as  it 
is  carried  to  excess,  the  evidence  in  the 
Blue  Book  shows  that  the  only  way 
effectuallv  to  stop  the  abuse  is  to  prohibit 
the  practice.  Why  should  we  not  pro- 
hibit the  practice?  The  advocates  of 
vivisection  assert  that  it  is  necessary  £ar 
the  progress  of  science— neoessair  for  the 
relief  ofthe  suffering — and  attended  with 
beneficial  results.  I  join  issue  with 
them,  and  assert  that  it  is  morally  wrong 
—scientifically  erroneous— sociaily  dan- 
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gerous.  Yon  tell  me  that  vivisection  is 
neceesarj.  Before  asking  how  yon 
establish  the  necessity,  I  ask — ^Where 
do  yon  get  yonr  authority  to  do  what 
yon  like  widi  the  creatnres  placed  in 
yonr  power?  I  know  you  nave  the 
power;  but  right  and  power  are  not 
interchangeable  terms.  The  exercise  of 
power  without  right  is  selfish  tyranny, 
and  the  only  right  which  man  possesses 
is  that  which  the  Creator  has  given  him. 
He  gave  man  the  right  to  rule — but  not 
with  unlimited  authority.  You  will  search 
in  vain  for  any  right  to  torture.  Many 
persons  seems  to  think  that  if  in  the 
exercise  of  power  which  we  possess  we 
are  gpuided  by  a  benevolent  motive,  it  is 
a  lawful  exercise  of  that  power ;  but  I 
submit  that  no  motive  can  justify  an 
immoral  act.  You  may  pity  the  man 
who  steals  a  box  of  pills  to  relieve  a 
suffering  child,  but  you  do  not  applaud 
the  act  or  approve  the  man's  moral  per- 
ceptions, much  less  do  you  recognize  the 
motive  as  a  ground  of  exemption  from 
prosecution.  It  must  be  a  mistake  to 
think  that  the  civilization,  which  is  very 
strict  in  requiring  a  recognition  of  the 
difference  between  meum  and  tuum^  ought 
to  be  indifferent  to  the  cultivation  of 
humanity,  or  to  regard  cruelty,  even  to 
an  animal,  as  a  venial  sin,  because  per- 
petrated from  a  benevolent  motive.  But 
now  do  you  establish  the  necessity  which 
you  allege  to  exist  ?  Do  you  assert  there 
is  no  other  means  by  which  medical 
knowledge  can  be  advanced,  and  means 
discovert  for  the  relief  of  human  suf- 
fering? Turn  to  the  Blue  Book,  and 
you  will  find  the  opinions  of  eminent 
medical  men,  expressed  in  no  ambiguous 
terms,  to  the  effect  that  they  do  not 
consider  experiments  on  animals  as  the 
most  important  source  of  knowledge. 
Sir  James  Paget  sajrs  [382] — 

**  I  can  quite  believe  that  ardent  pfaysiologiflts 
put  more  fenist  in  the  experiments  on  Uving  ani- 
mals than  I  should ;  and  certainly  those  rtudy- 
ing  therapeutics  and  diseases  think  more  of  th^ 
than  I  should.  1  think  more  of  the  advantage 
of  clinical  enquiry." 

Dr.  Adand  says  [957] — 

**  I  do  not  think  thai  for  the  purpose  of  ad- 
vancing the  knowledge  of  medicine,  experiments 
on  •"^m^u  are  the  uMst  important  t^dngsw*' 

Sir    William    Fergusson    was    asked 
[1100]— 

*^  Have  such  experiments,  in  your  opinion,  had 
my  dirset  bearing  upon  the  progiese  of  surgical 
praotioeP'* 


He  replied — 

"  Wdl,  I  do  not  think  it.  I  am  as  familiar  as 
most  people  with  these  experiments,  and  I  can- 
not say  l^at  I  have  been  much  impressed  with 
the  value  of  theuL" 

But  admitting  that  clinical  and  patholo* 
gical  observation  in  the  human  subject 
is  the  more  important  means  for  the 
adyancement  of  medicine,  can  you  show 
that  yivisection  is  any  means  at  all? 
You  point  to  discoveries  and  results 
which  some  persons  tell  us  are  reckless 
assumptions.  The  discovery  of  the  cir- 
culation of  the  blood  has  been  adduced 
as  an  instance  in  point.  Tet,  what  has 
Dr.  liauder  Brunton  lately  said  respect- 
ing Harvey's  investigations?  I  take 
from  The  British  Medical  Journal^  of  17th 
March  last,  an  extract  from  Dr.  Brun- 
ton's  Goulstonian  Lectures — 

*' Harvey  himself  was  led  to  form  his  ideas 
regarding  the  course  taken  by  the  blood  fron\ 
the  position  of  the  valves  in  the  veins,  and  might 
possibly  have  been  able  to  describe  it  exactly, 
without  making  a  single  experiment.** 

You  also  bring  forward  Hunter's  opera- 
tion for  the  cure  of  aneurism.  Dr. 
Madlwain  said  before  the  Eoyal  Com- 
mission that  this  assertion  is  [1845] 
"  entirdy  untrue,"  and  Sir  James  Paget, 
in  the  Hunterian  Oration  delivered  last 
February,  is  reported  in  the  medical 
papers  to  have  said,  with  reference  to 
Hunter's  scientific  renown — 

«  No  one  seems  to  have  known  better  than  he 
did  Uie  danger  of  reasoning  from  physiology 
into  practical  surgery ; " 

and  with  especial  reference  to  the  ope- 
ration for  the  cure  of  aneurism — 

«  This  was  no  laborious  result  of  physiological 
induction;  it  was  a  plain  result  of  facts,  collected 
in  the  wards  and  in  the  dead-house." 

And  so  with  other  alleged  discoveries* 
One  witness  says  [6669]— "We  have 
discovered  the  use  of  nitrite  of  amyl." 
Mother  replies — "  It  was  nothing  more 
than  a  happy  g^ess." — [1781.]  Whilst  a 
doctor,  to  whom  I  have  spoken  on  the 
subject,  sajTs — "  Whatever  may  be  its 
e£Pects  on  animals,  it  has  proved  fatal  to 
man."  We  hear  a  great  deal  of  the 
value  of  experiments  on  guinea  pigs  as 
the  cause  of  the  success  which  has  at- 
tended Mr.  Spencer  Wells  in  his  cele- 
brated operations.  So  far  as  I  can 
learn,  the  facts  do  not  bear  out  the 
statements  made.  In  the  first  place, 
the  operations  on  minea  pigs  were  not 
new— the  facts  had  been  ascertained  100 
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years  ago  by  Bichat  on  his  dog.  Upon 
that»  however,  I  do  not  insist,  as  I  do 
not  admit  that  the  success  of  Mr.  Spen- 
cer Wells  arises  from  vivisection  in  any 
degree.  I  rather  urge  that  if  these 
experiments  on  guinea  pigs  were  of  the 
value  attributed  to  them,  they  ought  to  be 
of  no  less  service  to  other  operators 
in  ovcLriotomy.  But  the  fact  is,  that, 
though  Mr.  Spencer  Wells  only  loses  22 
per  cent  of  patients,  other  surgeons  lose 
76  per  cent.  This  satisfies  me  that  the 
success  of  Mr.  Spencer  Wells  is  not  to 
be  attributed  to  experiments  on  animals, 
but  to  his  own  skill  and  care.  Again ; — 
I  call  attention  to  the  action  of  the 
Medical  Society  of  Victoria.  They  have 
lately,  by  a  formal  decision  in  solemn 
conclave,  come  to  the  conclusion,  after 
20  years'  experience,  that  experiments 
on  dogs,  conducted  to  obtain  an  antidote 
to  sna^e-bite,  afford  no  due  to  the  action 
of  remedies  on  man ;  and  they  have  dis- 
continued these  experiments.  You  may 
point  to  the  alleged  valuable  contribu- 
tions to  science  made  by  the  researches 
of  Dr.  Ferrier,  with  reference  to  the 
functions  of  the  brain.  Do  you  know 
that  Dr.  Brown-Sequard,  one  of  the 
greatest  of  livine  viviseotors  and  authori- 
ties on  vivisection,  has  given  details  of 
cases  so  recently  as  last  August,  which 
prove  that  the  teachinc^  of  vivisection 
on  the  functions  of  the  brain  and  nerves 
are  a  tissue  of  mistakes  created  by  vivi- 
section, but  rectified  at  last  by  correct 
clinical  observation  during  life,  and 
ccLreful  examination  of  diseased  struc- 
tures after  death  ?  Thus  the  sufferings 
of  animals  in  these  experiments  have 
been  wholly  thrown  away.  I  think  I 
have  said  enough  to  throw  doubt  on  the 
necessity  for  vivisection.  I  maintain 
that  you  have!not  yet  established  the 
necessity :  but  I  go  further,  and  main- 
tain that  it  is  scientifically  erroneous  and 
misleading — ^that  it  can  be  shown  to  be 
scientificaiUy  erroneous  and  misleading — 
and  that,  whether  you  regard  the  illogi- 
cal mode  of  procedure,  or  the  actual  re- 
sult to  the  human  patient.  Look  for  a 
moment  at  the  course  of  procedure;  I 
say  a  scientific  enquiry  ought  to  be  con- 
ducted in  a  logical  fashion.  Tell  me 
whether  the  rules  of  log^c  are  not 
wholly  disreg^arded  by  those  who  em- 
ploy vivisection  to  advance  medical 
science,  and  to  relieve  human  suffering  ? 
Now,  Sir,  one  of  the  objects  for  which 
vivisection  has  been  employed,  is  to  as- 
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certain  the  action  of  drugs  on  the  T«rio<u 
organs  of  the  human  body.    A  phynolrK 
gist  desires  to  ascertain  the  action  ef  a 
particular  drug  on,  say,  the  liver  of  a 
man,  for  especial  use,  when  that  organ 
is  diseased.    Hemember  he  is  a  acieatific 
man ;    he  is  engaged  in  soientifio  re- 
search ;  he  requires,  above  ail  things, 
accuracy  in  his  conclusions;  he  ought 
above  all   things,  to  be  logical   in  his 
prooeedinc^.     He  is  most  anxious  not 
to  take  a  leap  in  the  dark,  not  to  act  th« 
part  of  an  empiric.    A  mistake  may  be 
attended  with  fatal  results  to  the  humaa 
patient  whom  he  seeks  to  benefit.    Sorely 
such  a  man  engaged  in  such  an  inreati- 
gation  ought  to  be  loffioal  in  his  proce- 
dure!     How    does    he    proceed  r      Of 
course,  he  secures  a  lioence  from  the 
Home  Secretary;  then,  as  it  seems  to 
me,  his  mistakes  begin.     He  takes  a 
healthy  dog,  he  subjects  him — of  course 
under  anaesthetics — to  the  usual  tr^it- 
ment.    The  body  is  cut  open,  the  bile 
duct  divided  and  brought  to  the  outside ; 
the  drug  is  administered  in  the  usual 
wav ;  the  result  is  carefully  noted.  When 
it  IS  done,  what  have  you  got  ?    When 
it  has  been  repeated  100  times,   what 
have  you  got?     The  results  may  not 
vary  in  the  least,   but  what  do  they 
establish  ?    They  show  the  action  of  a 
certain  drug  on  the  liver  of  a  healthy 
dog  placed  in  an  abnormal  condition, 
and  nothing  more.     Your  experiment 
proves    absolutely    nothing    as  to    the 
action  of  the  drug  on  the  liver  of  a  sick 
dog — there  may  be  conditions  present 
wmch  would  vitiate  the  results — much 
less  as  to  its  action  on  the  liver  of  a  sick 
man.    Yet  you  call  this  soientifio  inves- 
tigation.   Is  it  not  bevond  dispute  that 
if  you  want  to  know  the  effect  on  man 
you  must  experiment   on  man?     Dr. 
Butherford  admitted  this  to  the  Royal 
Commission.    He  said  [2926] — "  I  ex- 
periment on  dogs ;  I  leave  it  to  others 
to    experiment   on    man."      And   Dr. 
Houghton  illustrated  the  point  forcibly 
by  saying  [1885]  that— 

**  Notwithstanding  the  exhaustive  seriee  of  ex> 
periments  with  reference  to  the  action  of  mcr- 
ciiry  by  the  late  Dr.  Hughes  Bennett,  therr  is 
not  a  doctor  in  Europe  or  America  who  hu 
altered  his  practioe  in  treating  congestion  of  ths 
liver  with  blue  pill." 

Thus  the  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
victims  which  have  suffered  at  the  hands 
of  viviseotors  have  suffered  in  vain,  so 
far  as  any  logical  deduction  is  concerned. 
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You  may  liaye  made  some  gaesses  at  the 
truth,    ^witb   apparent  success  in  some 
cases,  but  you  cannot  deny  that  it  may 
be  the  case  when  you  come  to  apply 
your  ao-called  results  in  practical  medi- 
cine, you  may  do  irreparable  injury  to 
hundreds  of  patients  before  you  find  out 
that    your     conclusions    are   mistaken. 
This  attempt  to*  escape  from  empiricism 
by  a  disregard  of  the  rules  of  logic  can- 
not inspire  the  public  with  any  great 
amount  of  confidence  in  the  medicine  of 
the  future.     It  is  well  for  the  patient 
class  that  the  Faculty  has  enough  com- 
mon sense  to  disregard  theory  and  trust 
to    experience.      This    establishes    my 
third   point.      I  say  vivisection  is  not 
only  morally  wrong,  and  scientifically 
erroneous,  but  it  is  socially  dangerous. 
I  mean  it  leads,  it  has  led,  to  positive 
injury  to  the  human  patient.    This  is  no 
imaginary  idea.     I  will  endeavour  to 
prove  my  point  by  reference  to  the  prac- 
tice of  two  men  who  in  former  years  were 
at    the    head    of  the    Profession — Sir 
Astley  Cooper  and  Mr.  Travers.    I  have 
obtained  my  information  from  a  book 
recently  published  by  Dr.  George  Macil- 
wain.     [^Vivueetum,    Hatchards,  1877.] 
Page  94— 

''Sir  Asiley  Cooper  thought  that  when  the 
neck  of  the  thigh  bone  waa  fractured  within  the 
hag  or  capsule  which  endoaea  the  joint  of  the 
hip,  repair  by  bon^  union  was  impracticable. 
....  To  prove  this,  as  he  thought,  he  made 
some    experiments  ....  on    dogs,  and  find- 
ing Uiat  the  fractures  he  made  in  the  thighs  of 
dogs  united  only  by  li^ments,  he  regarded  that 
as  a  confirmation  of  his  doctrine.  ...  Sir  Ast- 
ley  Cooper  was  surgeon  to  one  of  the  largest 
hospitals,  and  a  leading   teacher  of  surgery. 
Concluding  that  bony  union  could  not  be  ob- 
tained in  the  cases  referred  to,  he  recommended 
and  adopted  a  practice  which  rendered  it  im- 
poasible.     Thus,  when  the  patient  had  been  in 
bed  for  a  fortnight  or  so,  .  .  he  recommended 
him  to  rise  and  use  a  crutch,  which  necessarily 
involved  lameness  for  life.    The  lamentable  re- 
salt  .  .  .  can  only  be  estimated  by  considering 
what  might  have  been  the  number  of  cases  con- 
fided to  his  care,  besides  those  to  such  of  his 
popils  .  .  .  who  .  .  .  would  adopt  the  practice 
of  their  distinguished  teacher." 

Further,  with  reference  to  Mr.  Travers, 
Dr.  Macilwain  says,  page  107 — 

*'The  very  measure  which  Mr.  Travers  was 
led  to  recommend  to  combat  the  peritonitis  (in 
^e  operation  for  strangulated  hernia)  was 
exactly  that  it  was  most  dangerous  to  employ. 
. . .  [Page  106.]  I  believe  Uiat  no  more  disas- 
trous error  ever  proceeded  from  vivisection  than 
fhe  one  in  question ;  and  whether  Mr.  Travers' 
treatment  proceeded  from  what  he  did  in  his 
opentions,  or  from  what  he  neglected  to  do,  it 


still  illustrates  the  misleading  character  of  vivi- 
section, to  which  there  always  seems  more  or 
less  tendency,  inseparable  from  that  mode  of  in- 
vestigation.'* 

Here,  then,  we  have  definite  instances, 
brought  to  our  notice  by  a  medical  man, 
of  the  socially  dangerous  effects  of  vivi- 
section. I  believe  it  to  have  another 
effect  equally  dangerous.  It  encourages 
experiments  on  man,  and  that,  I  much 
fear,  for  the  purpose  of  demonstration  as 
well  as  in  the  interest  of  science.  I 
speak  on  the  authority  of  an  eye  witness 
who  has  seen  two  things  done  in  an 
hospital  for  the  purpose  of  demonstra- 
tion without  regard  to  the  pain  inflicted 
on  the  patient.  One  is  the  rubbing 
together  the  ends  of  a  broken  bone  to 
afford  an  illustration  of  what  is  termed 
crepitation.  A  doctor  was  passing 
through  the  wards  with  his  class  of 
students ;  they  came  to  a  man  whose  leg 
had  been  broken  and  not  yet  set;  the 
doctor  rubbed  the  ends  of  the  bone  to- 
gether to  let  his  pupils  hear  the  sound. 
When  he  passed  on  to  the  next  case,  the 
young  men  repeated  the  operation  for 
their  own  instruction  or  amusement — 
say,  in  the  interest  of  science — and  when 
the  patient  screamed  and  writhed  in 
a^ony,  the  doctor  only  cried — "  Hold 
him  down,  hold  him  down !  "  Another 
instance  given  to  me,  also  by  an  eye 
witness,  is  found  in  the  case  of  a  patient 
suffering  from  a  dislocation  of  the  wrist. 
One  of  the  characteristics  of  this  injury 
is  that  it  is  necessary,  when  the  disloca- 
tion has  been  reduced,  to  retain  the 
bones  in  their  proper  places  by  splints 
and  bandages,  otherwise  it  will  recur. 
In  the  case  in  question,  the  wrist  of  the 
patient  was  set,  but  not  bandaged  in 
order  that  the  dislocation  might  recur, 
for  the  purpose  of  demonstration  to  the 
class  of  students ;  and  I  am  told  that 
the  pain  the  patient  would  suffer  in  the 
interest  of  science  is  extremely  severe. 
There  is  another  instance  which  I  can- 
not pass  over;  an  instance  reported  in 
T7i$  Lancet  on  the  20th  and  27th  of  last 
January.  The  Glasgow  Royal  Infirmary 
figures  in  the  recent  Eeturn  as  a  place 
in  which  they  are  engaged  in  the  pur- 
suit of  science,  and  apparently  they  are 
not  very  particular  as  to  the  means  they 
employ,  so  when  they  get  an  opportunity 
of  dealing  with  a  case  of  human  hydro- 
phobia, they  disregard  the  established 
rales  of  practice  in  their  eager  search 
after  knowledge.    I  shall  put  the  facts 
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more  briefly  before  the  House  by  read- 
ing a  letter  which  appeared  in  The 
Lancet  of  January  27tlu  on  the  subject. 
I  understand  the  fact  of  the  doe  passing 
through  the  ward  has  been  explained  by 
the  Secretary  to  the  Infirmary  to  have 
been  an  accident.  I  accept  the  explana- 
tion, but,  I  say,  that  had  such  an  acci- 
dent happened  in  the  wards  of  a  homcso- 
pathic,  hydropathic,  or  mesmeric  hospi- 
tal, the  carelessness  of  the  authorities 
would  have  been  most  loudly  denounced 
in  the  medical  journals.  The  letter  in 
The  Lancet  is  to  the  following  effect : — 

^  Sir, — I  have  read  with  astoniBhinent  a  oaae 
of  hydrophobia  in  the  Qlasgow  Bo3ral  Infirmary 
in  your  impression  of  to-day.  I  will  not  now 
disoofis  the  question  of  the  case  being  hydropho- 
bia or  not.  But  I  wiU  aak,  how  oame  a  dog  to 
be  allowed  to  pass  into  the  chamber  of  a  man  in 
the  state  there  deaoribed  P  Was  it  for  experi- 
ment, or  was  it  accidental  P  If  for  experiment* 
Ood  grant  the  Vivisection  Act  may  protect  our 
species.  If  accidental,  it  is  to  be  olfuned  in  no 
measured  terms.  ...  I  quote  your  correspon- 
dent's words : — *  When  seen  at  midday,  the  nope 
was  expr^sed  that  the  symptoms,  whatever  was 
their  origin,  were  passing  off,  and  that  the  pa- 
tient was  in  a  fair  way  towards  recovery.  At 
3.30  p.m.,  an  event  took  place  which  completely 
and  suddenly  altered  the  aspect  of  the  casa. 
While  the  patient  was  lying,  to  aU  appearance, 
calmly  in  bed,  a  dog  passed  through  tne  room, 
and  was  seen  by  him.  Immediat^y  thereafter 
he  started  up  in  bed,  with  his  arms  extended, 
and  his  eyes  staring,  his  whole  countenance  indi- 
cating intense  horror.  He  jumped  out  of  bed, 
and,  m  attempting  to  climb  over  the  screen,  fell 
upon  the  floor ;  there  he  lay  for  a  few  minutes, 
groaning  and  talking,  and  tossing  his  limbs 
about'  Again — *  Pouring  from  one  vessel  to 
another  did  not  produce  any  effect ;  upon  a  few 
drops  being  sprmkled  upon  his  face,  the  same 
sobbings  were  performed,  and  he  complained  of 
such  a  low  trick  being  done  upon  him.*  Again 
I  quote  the  words  of  the  article — *  For  a  wort 
time  there  seemed  to  be  a  lucid  interval,  in 
which,  in  pitiful  tones  of  voice,  he  asked  those 
around  him  to  take  him  up  into  some  quiet 
room,  and  have  an  end  made  of  him.  This 
period  of  repose  did  not  last  long ;  for  in  a  few 
minutes,  after  being  bmathed  upon  and  fanned 
with  a  towel,  he  became  again  incoherent  and 
maniacal.'  And  once  again — 'While  standing 
behind  him  and  out  of  his  sight,  I  blew  my 
breath  once  or  twice  upon  the  neck  and  face, 
when  at  once  the  muscles  of  the  neck  and  of  tiie 
upper  and  lower  extremities  became  rigid,  and 
the  diaphragm  acted  spasmodically :  the  spasm 
was  not  followed  by  a  second,  without  he  was 
again  provoked.' 

*'  Abthub  BicHAmDsoM,  M.R.G.8." 

I  make  no  comment  on  this  shocking 
case.  I  simply  quote  the  words  of  a 
medical  man  who  has  written  with 
reference  to  it — 

Mr.  HpU 


'*  These  Glasgow  oasst  dflnoiistnto  tkii  ft» 
practice  of  crum  experimentation  en  the  low 
animals  leads,  as  a  matter  of  course  and  of  a»> 
cessity,  to  disregard  all  human  Buffering:  aad 
they  show,  beyond  aU  question,  what  nediatl 
praodoe,  under  the  influeoees  that  enot  and  an 
daily  es^nding,  with  the  sanction  and  appvoval 
of  tixe  most  eminent  members  of  th*  mwfa»i 
schools,  will  assuredly  become,  in  hospitals  aid 
out  of  them,  if  the  public  does  not  interfere  to 
prevent  it;" 

This  makes  the  suhjeot  one  of  an  emi* 
mently  practical  character.  The  ques- 
tion must  hecome  one  of  intense  intereic 
to  the  humbler  classes,  who  in  thetr 
hours  of  pain  and  weakness  are  treated 
in  hospitals  and  coimty  asylums.  Your 
licences  are  some  of  them  associated  with 
these  places.  The  names  of  the  men 
are  not  ffiven.  May  not  the  patients 
justly  fe^  alarmed  lest  they  should  fall 
into  the  hands  of  some  reckless  experi* 
menter  ?  The  course  of  our  practice  in 
sanitary  regulations  is  to  separate  from 
their  friends,  and  to  isolate  persona  suf- 
fering from  infectious  disease.  We 
send  them  to  be  treated  in  special  hos- 
pitals. Is  it  not  a  matter  of  the  very 
grayest  importance  to  the  country  that 
no  suspicion  should  be  permitted  to 
attach  to  those  institutions  r  Rememb^ , 
they  will  hereafter  be  placed  under  ths 
charge  of  men  who  have  been  trained  in 
the  schools  of  vivisectional  demonstra- 
tion, for  which  you  are  now  issuing  your 
licences;  and  I  cannot  feel  indifferent 
to  the  fact,  broadly  stated  by  Dr.  Mozon, 
in  the  Hunterian  Oration  for  the  pre- 
sent year,  that,  under  our  modem  sys- 
tem— 

*'  There  is  growing  up  a  generation  of  phy^ 
cians  who  are  so  imbued  with  the  soentiik 
spirit  as  absolutely  to  forget,  in  the  highest 
issues,  that  their  Profession  has  any  practical 
aim." — [Medical  Time*  and  Oazetti,  March  3rd. 
1877.] 

This  is  no  light  and  trifling  matter.  I 
regard  it  as  a  question  of  the  graveii 
import,  which  demands  the  most  oarefdl 
consideration  of  Parliament.  How  doas 
the  matter  stand?  8ome  persons  are 
seeking  to  justify  cruelty,  that  they  may 
gain  knowledge,  and  the  knowledge, 
when  gained,  has  not  necessarily  any 
practical  aim.  We  have  passed  an  Act 
which  legalizes  cruelty  witn  this  object, 
and  I  conceive  our  first  duty  oag^t  to  bs 
to  recogpujse  that  we  have  not  gone  far 
enough,  and  to  replace  the  Act  of  last 
year  by  a  more  tnorongh  measure.  I 
know  chat  with  the  momentous  issasi 
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which  now  engage  public  attention,  this 
subject  may  easily  be  put  aside,  but  I 
claim  a  place  for  it  amongst  the  impor- 
tant social  questions  of  the  day.  I  ask 
hon.  Members  not  to  put  it  aside  as  dis- 
a^^eable  and  troublesome,  but  to  re- 
gard it  as  a  question  of  importance; 
<*  as  a  question,"  to  quote  words  better 
than  any  of  my  own,  lately  written  to  a 
friend  by  a  general  officer,  well  known 
to  many  sportsmen  in  this  House— 

*'  That  undeniably  aflEiscts  our  national  oharao- 
ter,  and  which  ought  not  to  be  treated  witii 
careless  indifference.  It  is  right  or  wrong.  Let 
every  reflecting  individual  take  a  part  in  the 
BUttter ;  seek  for  izilormation,  and  make  up  hit 
mind  to  uphold  or  oppose  the  practice." 

We  demuid  the  absolute  prohibition  of 
vivisection.  We  believe  that  nothing 
short  of  that  will  cure  the  evil  and  vin- 
dicate our  national  character.  The  well- 
being  of  society  demands  that  cruelty 
shall  be  punished  by  law,  not  merely  in 
the  humbler  and  less  educated  classes, 
but  amongst  the  learned,  the  refined, 
and  the  powerful.  Our  moral  percep- 
tions demand,  the  true  interests  of 
science  demand,  the  well-being  of  society 
demands,  that  good  motives  dball  not  be 
permitted  in  this  country  to  extenuate 
bad  actions — that  results  shall  not  be 
accepted  irrespective  of  the  means  by 
which  they  are  attained.  I  desire  to 
see  vivisection  banished  from  this  coun- 
try as  a  relic  of  our  savage  nature,  a 
practice  of  a  barbarous  affe,  inconsistent 
with  our  Christian  profession,  a  dis- 
grace to  true  science,  and  a  blot  upon 
our  civilization.  I  beg  to  move  the 
second  reading  of  this  BUI. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (i/r.  Molt) 

Db.  OAMEHON  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day 
six  months,  said,  he  did  not  object  in 
any  way  to  the  amendment  of  Martin's 
Act,  but  he  did  object  to  the  proposal  to 
interfere  with  vivisection  as  regulated  by 
the  Act  of  last  year.  The  hon.  Member 
for  North-East  Lancashire  (Mr.  Holt),  in 
attempting  to  legislate  upon  the  subject, 
had  introduced  about  as  crude  and  un- 
workable a  measure  as  it  was  possible 
for  the  mind  of  man  to  conceive.  This 
did  not  arise  from  any  want  of  study, 
because  the  hon.  Member  appeared  to 
have  been  applying  his   nund  to  the 


question  for  a  considerable  time.  In 
1875  the  hon.  Member  had  joined  the 
Society  for  the  Suppression  of  Vivisec- 
tion, and  in  the  autumn  of  that  year  he 
gave  evidence  before  the  Eoyal  Commis- 
sion. In  the  course  of  his  evidence,  he 
stated  that  up  to  that  time  he  had  paid 
little  or  no  attention  to  the  detcdls  of  the 
subject.  He  had  intended  to  do  so,  but 
had  been  prevented  by  illness.  He 
had  had  time  enough,  however,  to  dis- 
cover that  the  a&irs  of  the  society  were 
in  a  very  bad  condition,  and  that  the 
society  in  reality  consisted  of  a  secretary, 
who  expressed  as  the  views  of  the  society 
whatever  he  chose  to  state,  without  sum- 
moning any  meeting  of  a  regular  com- 
mittee. This  gentleman  declined  to  haye 
his  accounts  audited,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Holt)  stated  himself  that  he  was 
determined  either  to  reform  the  society, 
or  to  retire  from  it.  The  hon.  Member 
received  one  lesson  on  the  subject  of 
vivisection  from  the  Commission,  but  he 
(Dr.  Cameron)  was  sorry  to  see  that  it  had 
already  been  forgotten.  After  informing 
the  Commission  that  he  had  made  no 
particular  study  of  the  matter,  the  hon. 
Member  quoted  as  an  illustration  of  the 
uselessness  of  vivisection,  the  fact  that 
Harvey's  great  discovery  of  the  circula- 
tion of  the  blood  was  not  due  to  that 
practice.  The  hon.  Member  quoted  this 
on  some  second-hand  authority,  as  he 
had  done  in  his  speech  to-day.  **  Well," 
said  one  of  the  Commissioners  (Professor 
Huxley),  ''have  you  acquainted  your- 
self with  the  original  writings  of  this 
author?"  **No,"  returned  the  hon. 
Member.  **  Then  allow  me  to  read  this 
passage  to  you  from  Harvey's  works," 
and  Professor  Huxley  read  the  follow- 
ing:— 

"  When  I  first  gave  my  mind  to  vivisections 
as  a  means  of  discovering  the  motions  and  uses 
of  the  heart,  and  sought  to  discover  there  from 
actual  inspection,  and  not  from  the  writings  of 
others,  I  found  the  taak  so  truly  arduous,  so  fuU 
of  difficulty,  that  I  was  almost  tempted  to  think 
with  Fracastorius,  that  the  motion  of  the  heart 
was  only  to  be  comprehended  by  God." 

And  then  a  little  farther  on — 

**  At  length,  and  by  using  greater  and  daily 
diligence,  having  frequent  recourse  to  vivisec- 
tions, emplojring  a  variety  of  animals  for  the 
purpose,  and  coUecting  numerous  observations, 
1  thought  that  I  had  attained  to  the  truth." 

'*  These,"  said  Professor  Huxley,  "  are 
Harvey's  own  words,  and  I  presume  you 
will  modify  the  opinion  you  have  ex- 
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pressed."  The  hon.  Member  replied, 
**  My  opinion  is  based  on  a  statement  of 
Boyle's,  which  I  have  read."  Yet  not- 
withstanding that  lesson  which  the  hon. 
Member  then  received,  he  had  again 
fallen  into  the  same  mistake  to-day 
regarding  Harvey's  discovery.  Before 
the  Commission  the  hon.  Member  ex- 
plained that  his  objection  to  the  prac- 
tice of  vivisection  was  that  it  dia  not 
come  within  the  grant  of  the  lower 
animals  to  man  made  by  the  Almighty. 
He  did  not  think  sporting  justifiable, 
but  he  would  not  interfere  with  it  by 
legislation,  because  it  was  connected  in 
some  degree  with  the  question  of  the 
supply  of  food.  In  regard  to  vivisec- 
tions in  connection  with  farminfi^  opera- 
tions, he  did  not  propose  to  interfere 
with  the  mutilations  of  domestic  animals 
which  took  place,  because  he  said  he 
considered  there  must  be  some  good 
reason  for  the  practice  adopted  with  re- 
spect to  lambs,  calves,  pigs,  &c.,  or 
otherwise  it  would  not  prevail  so  exten- 
sively. The  only  point  on  which  the 
hon.  Member  expressed  any  distinct  or 
decided  conviction  was  in  regard  to  the 
excision  of  the  ovaries  in  sows,  a  prac- 
tice which  he  unreservedly  condemned. 
He  wound  up  his  evidence  by  saying 
that  so  repulsive  to  him  was  vivisection, 
that  if  he  was  seriously  ill  and  his  only 
chance  of  recovery  was  to  employ    a 

f practitioner  who  had  obtained  his  know- 
edge  of  his  disease  through  vivisection, 
he  would  do  so  with  great  reluctance, 
and  if  he  had  a  relative  placed  in  a 
similar  position  he  would  not  employ 
such  a  practitioner  at  all.  [Mr.  Holt  : 
Hear,  hear!]  The  hon.  Member  said 
**  Hear,  hear ! "  but  this  protestation  of 
the  hon.  Member  of  his  readiness  to 
sacrifice  his  friends  to  his  convictions 
reminded  him  (Dr.  Cameron)  of  nothing 
so  much  as  the  manner  in  which  Artemus 
Ward  had  vindicated  his  reputation  for 
patriotism  when  it  was  called  in  ques- 
tion during  the  American  War — namely, 
by  protesting  his  readiness  to  sacrifice 
his  brothers-in-law  and  every  other  male 
relative  to  the  conscription,  provided  only 
he  was  allowed  to  remain  at  home.  The 
Bill  which  the  hon.  Member  introduced 
last  year  upon  the  subject  had  at  least 
the  merit  of  being  intelligible.  That 
Bill  provided  that — 

**  It  should  not  be  lawful  to  perform  any  ex- 
periments of  any  kind  causing,  or  of  a  nature  to 
cause,  pain  or  disease  in  any  animal,  or  to  cut 
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or  wound  any  Hying  animal  except  for  Ch* 
poee  of  killing  any  animal,  or  aUeviatiag  or 
curing  any  disease  from  which  such  animal  wm 
suffenng,  or  performing  anv  operatioD.  iequui4 
to  render  any  such  animal  better  suitod  lor  lb* 
servioe  of  man,  or  ascertaining,  in  puraaaaoe  of 
a  judicial  inquiry,  and  by  direction  of  tli«  Seov 
tuy  of  State,  and  under  such  regnlatioiia  aa  \m 
might  prescribe,  the  nature  or  operationa  of  any 
supposed  poison  for  which  there  was  no  knowa 
chemical  test :  Provided  always, — that  it  ahoald 
be  an  offence  for  a  person  to  treat  any  aimoal 
with  wanton  cruelbr,  or  to  subject  it  to  a- 
necessary  suffering. 

Ths  Tim09f  commenting  upon  that  Bill, 
said — 

*'  As  for  Mr.  Holt's  Bill,  physiologisto  win 
probably  be  glad  to  see  it,  for  the  abmrdity  of 
the  position  taken  up  by  the  author  waa  traaa- 
parent.  He  would  have  no  operations  on  aainsli 
for  the  alleviation  of  human  suffering,  tmi  he 
would  permit  the  performing  of  any  opemtioo  ts 
render  animals  better  suited  for  the  aerrioe  of 
man,  in  health,  of  course.  Theee  opemliaas 
might  be  of  any  sort,  performed  bv  any  oos. 
however  unskilled,  and   without   the    use   of 


aniesthetics.  Could  any  proposal  be  more  ridi- 
culous P  and  yet  it  was  senously  printed  and 
laid  on  the  Table  of  Parliament'* 


He  (Dr.  Cameron)  presumed  it 
order  to  meet  comments  of  that  kind  that 
the  hon.  Member  had  this  vear  modified 
his  Bill,  and  had  cut  out  the  express  pro- 
vision legalizing  the  forms  of  ag^oultoral 
vivisection.    But  in  doing  so,  the  hon. 
Member    had    provided    only    for    the 
punishment  of  wanton  cruelty  inflicted 
on  any  vertebrate  animal,  while  he  had 
absolutely  prohibited  experiments   tat 
purposes   or   scientific   research.      The 
effect  of  this  provision  in  the  Bill  of  this 
year  was  precisely  the  same,  therefore, 
in  effect  as  the  specific  provision  in  the 
Bill  of  last  year,  oecause  no  magistrate 
would  convict  any  man  of  wanton  cruel^ 
who    merely  performed  cutting  opera- 
tions upon  living  animals  for  the  pur- 
pose of  rendering  them  more  suitable 
for  the  service  of  man.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  not  ventured  to  state  that  the 
Beport  of  the  Boyal  Commission  went  in 
the  teeth  of  the  evidence.    But  once  ad- 
mit that  the  Beport  of  the  Commission 
was  in  accordance  with  the  evidence,  and 
all  the  extracts  given  by  the  hon.  Member 
from  the  answers  of  individual  witnesses 
to  isolated  questions  simply  tended  to 
show  these  isolated  statements  had  been 
refuted  by  the  great  balance  of  evidence. 
The  Beport  of  the  Boyal  GommissioQ 
was,  on  tne  whole,  a  wise  Report,  and  the 
Government  last  year  introiiuced  s  Bill 
embodying  the   recommendations  con- 
tained in  that  Beport,  and  passed  them 
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into  law.    The  Bill  of  the  Oovemment 
was  open  to  certain  theoretical  objec- 
tions ;  but,  practically,  it  did  everything 
required  to  remove  all  the  evils  that 
were  formerly  alleged  to  exist.    The  Act 
provided   that   no    experiment    should 
henceforth  be    performed    on    animals 
except  by  a  person  licensed  by  the  Home 
Secretary,  and  for  the  advancement  of 
physiolofi^ical  knowledge;   that  experi- 
ments should  then  be  performed  only 
under  the  influence  of  ansBsthetics,  except 
on  the  production  of  a  special  certifi- 
cate that  the  use  of  ansBsthetics  would 
nullify  the  results  it  was  hoped  to  ob- 
tain.   Curare,  about  the  action  of  which 
some  doubt'  existed,   was   not    to    be 
deemed  an  anaesthetic;    animals  were 
to  be  killed  before  recovering  conscious- 
ness; and  no   experiment  was  to   be 
Serformed    without    anaesthetics   on    a 
og,  cat,  horse,  ass,   or  mule,   except 
on   special  certificate    that    no    other 
animal  was  available  for  such  experi- 
ment.   Judges  in  criminal  cases  might 
order  experiments  in  cases  where  they 
were  necessary  for  the  detection  of  crime, 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  was  empowered 
to  require  details  to  be  furnished  of  all 
experiments.    The  results  of  the  work- 
ing of  the  Act  during  the  last  six  months 
had,  as  he  would  show  in  a  few  minutes, 
been  perfectly  satisfactory.    But,  before 
proceeding  to  that  point,  he  should  like 
to  pointout  anothermistake  into  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  fallen.    He  had  dwelt 
upon  the  revolting  effect  which  the  per- 
formance of  these  experiments  would 
have  upon  certain  classes  of  young  ladies 
before  whom,  he  said,  they  were  per- 
formed.   Why,  the  Act  of  last  year  posi- 
tively prohibited  experiments  upon  liv- 
ing animals  being  made  before  the  ge- 
neral public  at  all.    A  Betum,  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  alluded  in  the  course 
of  his  speech,  had  recently  been  pub- 
lished as  to  the  working  of  the  Vivisec- 
tion Act,  and  it  showed  that  23  certifi- 
cates had  been  issued  under  that  Act 
daring  the  six  months  it  had  been  in 
operation,  and  that  in  only  one  case  had 
a  licence  been  granted  permitting  ex- 
periments without  ansBSthetics.     Even 
m  that  case,  the  licence  was  subject  to 
the  proviso  that  the  Inspector  should  be 
satisfied  within  a  moderate  time  that  the 
experiments  themselves  were  not  of  a 
nature  calculated  to  inflict  pain.    At  the 
present  moment,  therefore,  there  was  not 
it  single  licence  existing  for  any  experi- 
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ment  calculated  to  inflict  pain  excep- 
under  the  influence  of  anaesthetics.    Not 
a  single  certificate  had  been  issued  dist 
pensing  with  the  obligation  of  killing 
the  animal  before  it  recovered  conscious- 
ness.   There  again,  however,  the  hon. 
Member  had  gone  wrong,  and  had  dwelt 
upon  the  great  sufferings  experienced  by 
the  animals  in  recovering.    At  the  pre- 
sent moment,  hon.  Members  would  see 
the  walls  placarded  with  illustrations  of 
dogs  and  cats  writhing  in  torture  under- 
going vivisection,  and  this  despite  the 
lact  that  not  a  single  certificate  had  been 
issued  under  the  Act  of  last  Session  per- 
mitting any  painful  experiments  upon 
these    animals.      Meanwhile   the    hon. 
Member,  without  waiting  for  the  Re- 
turn, and  not  knowing  how  the  Act  was 
working,  brought  in  his  Bill,  which  re- 
pealed the  Act  of  last  Session,  prohibited 
wanton  cruelty  generally,  but  in  doing 
so  excepted  sporting,  and  agricultural 
vivisections,  which  would  be  allowed  to 
go  on  unheeded,  because  they  did  not 
come  imder  the  head  of  wanton  cruelty. 
In  the  present  Bill,  as  compared  with 
that  introduced  last  year,  there  was  one 
very  important  and  deliberate  omission. 
Last  year  the  hon.  Member  provided  that 
experiments  should  be  lawful  if  they  were 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  furthering 
the  ends  of  justice,  such  as  the  detection 
of  poison  ;  but  this  year  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber withdrew  that  exception  from  the 
Bill,  and  as  the  measure  now  stood,  if  it 
were  passed  to-morrow,  and  a  man  were 
poisoned  with  strychnine '  or  some  other 
poison  difficult  of  detection,  it  would  be 
unlawful  to  make  any  experiment,  even 
if  such  experiment  were  necessary,  in 
order  to  prove  that  a  murder  had  been 
committed.     He  was  satisfied  there  was 
no  chance  of  a  Bill  like  this  being  al- 
lowed to  pass,  but  its  introduction  had 
been  made  to  serve  as  an  excuse  for  a 
renewed  agitation  on  the  subject.     He 
protested  against  the  unfair  manner  in 
which  that  agitation  had  been  conducted, 
and  the  reckless  fashion  in  which  charges 
had   been   scattered   about.    The  hon. 
Member  had  referred  to  certain  experi- 
ments which  were  stated  to  have  been 
made  in  the  hospitals,   and  instanced 
a  case   in   which  a   patient    suffering 
from  a  fracture  had  been  ordered  by  a 
surgeon  to  be  forcibly  held  down,   in 
order  that  the  students  might  one  after 
another    familiarize    themselves    with« 
the  crepitus  produced  by  rubbing  th^ 
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ends  of  the  broken  bone  top^tber.  Now 
he  (Dt,  Cameron)  did  not  believe  in  that 
case.  At  all  events,  the  law  provided 
amply  at  present  against  any  such  out- 
rage or  assault.  The  same  remark  would 
apply  to  the  case  in  which  it  was  al- 
leged that  a  surgeon  had  allowed  a  re- 
dislocation  of  the  wrist,  in  order  that  he 
might  demonstrate  the  accident  to  his 
class.  If  the  hon.  Member  was  pos- 
sessed of  the  real  facts  of  the  case,  and 
they  were  as  stated,  there  could  not  be 
the  smallest  difficulty  in  punishing  the 
surgeon  who  was  guilty  of  such  in- 
humanity. He  should  like  to  say  a  word 
or  two  as  to  what  had  occurred  at  the 
Glasgow  Royal  Infirmary.  The  hon. 
Member  led  the  House  to  infer  that 
there  was  some  connection  between  the 
cruelty  alleged  to  have  been  carried  on 
in  the  case  to  which  he  had  referred, 
and  the  fact  that  a  licence  for  experi- 
ments on  animals  had  been  granted  to 
Glasgow  Infirmary.  The  simple  expla- 
nation of  the  fact  would  be  found  in  this 
— that  there  was  a  medical  school  at- 
tached to  the  Glasgow  Eoyal  Infirmary. 
As  to  the  proceedings  in  regard  to  the 
case  of  hydrophobia,  he  had  unfortu- 
nately not  got  details  by  him,  because 
he  did  not  see  what  possible  connec- 
tion the  incident  had  with  vivisection; 
but  he  had  a  strong  impression  that  the 
surgeon  under  whose  charge  the  case 
occurred  had  been  able  to  explain  the 
whole  matter  in  a  satisfactory  manner, 
and  to  show  that  there  had  been  gross 
exaggeration  and  misrepresentation  in 
regard  to  it.  He  knew  that  the  whole 
circumstances  had  been  brought  before 
the  Governors  of  the  Royal  Infirmwy, 
and  that  it  was  found  that  nothing  had 
occurred  more  censurable  than  careless- 
ness in  allowing  a  dog  to  run  through 
the  Infirmary.  So  far  as  he  remembered 
the  explanation,  everything  that  took 
place  in  the  way  of  experiment  took 
place  before  the  nature  of  the  disease 
was  ascertained,  and  was  undertaken  in 
order  that  the  nature  of  the  disease 
might  be  determined.  Hydrophobia 
did  not  occur,  even  in  such  a  large  in- 
stitution, once  in  10  years,  and  it  was 
necessary  to  make  some  tests  or  experi- 
ments to  ascertain  the  exact  symptoms, 
in  order  to  determine  what  the  disease 
was.  The  hon.  Member  said  that,  '*  as 
might  have  been  expected  after  such 
treatment  the  patient  did  not  recover.'' 
He  (Dr.  Cameron)  never  heard  yet  of  a 
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patient  affected  with  hydrophobia 
did  recover ;  the  patient  invariably  died; 
so  that  the  death  which  occurred  in  tlua 
case  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  mfttt«r. 
To  show  the  reckless  manner  in  which 
charges  against  the  medical  profwini 
had  been  made,  he  might  refer  to  th* 
evidence  given  by  the  Secretary  of  iIm 
society — Mr.  Jesse — who  chargfed  Pro- 
fessor Huxley  with  encouraging  Tiriaee- 
tion,  because  he  had  published  a  hai^ 
book  of  physiology  for  the  nae  of 
schools,  in  which,  to  make  his  explana- 
tions the  more  effective,  he  used  a  Tery 
common,  though  a  slightly  figuratzre, 
form  of  phraseology.  **  Take,  for  exam- 
ple," he  said,  "  an  animal,  cut  its  sfnaal 
cord,  and  pinch  its  foot,  and  such  and 
such  phenomena  wiD  occur."  **  What'* 
said  Mr.  Jesse,  pointing  to  such  a  pa»> 
sage,  ^'oould  be  more  conclnaiTe  at 
proof  that  Professor  Huxley  ineolcates 
the  practice  of  vivisection  upon  the  boys 
and  girls  for  whom  his  work  is  written  ?  ** 
Professor  Huxley  replied — 

"  Well,  let  US  take  another  paMageof  the  book ; 
for  example,  this — '  If  the  upper  arm  of  a  nan, 
whose  arm  is  stretched  oat,  M  tiKfatly  graaped 
hj  another  person,  the  latt^,  as  the  man  bcsds 
up  his  forearm,  will  feel  a  mat  soft  maai,  which 
lies  at  the  fore  part  of  the  upper  aim,  awvU, 
harden,  and  become  prominent  As  the  arm  it 
extended  again  the  swelling  and  hardikps 
vanish.  On  removing  the  skin,  the  body  whkh 
thus  changes  its  conflfpiration  is  found  to  b«  a 
mass  of  red  flesh  sheathed  in  connective  tiiin  ' 
Are  you  of  opinion  that  that  passage  sogRwts 
that  boys  and  girls  should  remove  the  skin  nnoai 
one  another's  arms  P  "  "  I  do  not  know,*'  re- 
plied Mr.  Jesse,  '*  I  never  thou|^ht  of  it  belcm.  I 
should  like  to  take  it  home  and  look  it  OT«r." 
**  The  book  is  accessible  to  jou,"  retortad  Mr. 
Huxley.  **  I  now  take  you  to  page  16  of  the 
same  work — *  Let  any  person  in  the  eroct  pa*- 
tion  receive  a  violent  blow  on  the  head,  and  yoa 
know  what  occurs.  On  the  instant  he  drops 
prostrate  in  a  heap,  with  his  limbs  relaxed  km 
powerless.'  Do  you  think  that  that  is  an  en- 
couragement to  boys  and  girls  to  knock  on* 
another  on  the  head  P  *'  I  do  not  know,"*  wis 
Mr.  Jesse's  reply,  **Tt  has  rather  a  tendency 
that  way,  I  should  think,  if  they  are  azpori- 
mentally  inclined.*' 

He  (Dr.  Cameron)  did  not  know  whe- 
ther any  hon.  Members  from  the  sister 
Island  were  present ;  but  if  there  were, 
and  there  was  anything  in  the  argument 
of  Mr.  Jesse,  he  thought  he  ought  not  to 
have  read  the  extract.  Mr.  Jeeee  went 
farther  in  his  misrepresentationB.  With- 
out a  shadow  of  proof  he  accused  Tarious 
hospitals  of  misappropriating  fbndi 
which  ought  to  be  applied  to  the  treat* 
ment  of  patients  to  the   purpoees   of 
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TiTisection,  and  lie  now  charged  the 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Lancashire 
with  misappropriating  the  fiinds  of  the 
Anti- Vivisection  Society.  A  hand-bill 
had  been  isstied  by  Mr.  Jesse  with  refer- 
ence to  the  action  by  that  hon.  Oentle- 
man  in  connection,  he  (Dr.  Cameron) 
presumed,  with  the  reformation  of  the 
society  which  the  hon.  Member  had  pro- 
mised to  undertake.  A  portion  of  it, 
printed  in  red  ink,  ran  in  these  words — 

"  The  taxed  costs  saddled  upon  you  by  Messrs* 
James  Maden  Holt,  M.P.,  Harrison,  and  Bag- 
shawe  exceed  £500.  Though  the  Chancery  suit 
was  nerer  authorueed  by  the  subsoribert,  and 
was  persisted  in  against  the  expressed  desire  of 
the  most  munificent  and  a  laree  majority  of  the 
known  members  of  the  society,  nevertheless, 
Messrs.  J.  M.  Holt,  M.P.,  Hairison,  and  Bag- 
ihawe  do  not  consent  to  pay  one  birthing  of  the 
aboTC  costs." 

More  nnkind  still,  Mr.  Jesse  proceeded 
to  tarn  the  hon.  Member  into  ridicule  by 
publishing  a  number  of  extracts  from 
the  evidence  given  by  him  before  the 
Boyal  Commission,  concluding  with  the 
extract  from  The  Timee^  which  he  (Dr. 
Cameron)  had  quoted,  and  which  stigma- 
tized the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  as  '^  ut- 
terly ridiculous, "  and  stated  that  physio- 
log^s  would  probably  be  glad  to  see  it. 
Since  the  days  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire  accused  another 
hon.  Memberof  beinga  Jesuit  in  disguise, 
there  had  not  been,  in  Parliamentary 
experience,  anything  to  equal  these  re- 
criminations. The  funds  of  the  society 
were  now  free,  and  they  were  being  de- 
voted to  disfiguring  the  walls  with  pic- 
tures and  disseminating  misleaddng 
handbiUs  containing  gross  misrepresen- 
tations as  to  the  real  opinions  of  the  per- 
sons quoted,  with  regard  to  vivisection, 
Sir  Thomas  Watson  was  quoted  as  saying 
that  an  experiment  at  the  time  of  an 
animal  being  insensible  was  really  of 
little  or  no  value.  Did  that  mean  that 
Sir  Thomas  Watson  was  a  supporter  of 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member?  What 
Sir  Thomas  Watson  did  before  the  Com- 
mission was  to  give  examples  of  impor- 
tant results  which  had  been  obtained 
from  vivisection;  and  to  protest  against 
its  incautious  restriction.  Sir  William 
Fergusson,  it  was  true,  thought  that  the 
results  attributable  to  vivisection  had 
been  greatly  exaggerated ;  but,  far  from 
denying  that  vety  important  results  had 
been  (Stained,  he  admitted  that  these 
results  were  of  the  greatest  value,  and 
so  little  did  he  approve  of  the  ptoposi- 
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tion  of  thd  hon.  Member  that  he  was 
opposed  to  any  legislation  that  would 
trammel  scientific  men,  and  suggested 
that  a  strong  expression  of  the  Commis- 
sioners' opinion  would  be  sufficient.  Dr. 
Adand,  so  far  from  supporting  the  hon. 
Member's  proposition,  pointed  out  that 
observation  of  the  living  structures  had 
revolutionized  old  theories  of  animal  eco- 
nomy, and  urged  that  while  incompetent 
persons  should  be  restrained  from  mak- 
ing such  observations,  public  opinion  was 
generally  sufficient  in  other  cases.  Dr. 
Taylor  was  also  quoted  as  against  these 
experiments,  but  his  evidence  was  to 
the  directly  contrary  effect.  Before  the 
Commission  he  pointed  out  that  experi- 
ments were  useful  for  the  discovery  of 
antidotes,  and,  that  as  new  drugs  were 
continually  being  foimd,  they  were  ne- 
cessary for  discovering  their  properties. 
Again,  he  pointed  out  that  when  chemis- . 
try  failed  to  detect  a  poison,  it  might  be 
necessary  to  apply  part  of  the  substance 
said  to  have  produced  death  to  a  living 
subject.  Not  merely  had  he  repeated 
these  misstatements  contained  in  the 
society's  handbills,  but  the  hon.  Member 
had  fallen  into  other  mistakes  in  the 
same  direction,  especially  in  reference 
to  Sir  James  Paget  and  Professor 
Haughton.  From  the  official  summary 
of  the  evidence  given  before  the  Com- 
mission, which  had  just  been  published, 
he  found  that  Sir  James  Paget  stated 
that  experiments  on  animals  were  often 
necessary  in  cases  of  novel  inquiry,  and 
that  he  gave  a  number  of  instances  of 
their  utility.  As  to  Professor  Haughton, 
that  gentleman  undoubtedly  gave  some 
strong  evidence  against  the  state  of 
things  which  existed  previously  to  the 

Eassmg  of  the  Act  of  last  year ;  but  what 
e  advocated  was  the  regulation,  not  the 
abolition,  of  vivisection.  And  if  hon. 
Members  would  turn  to  the  abstract  of  his 
evidence  they  would  find  that  it  contained 
one  of  the  strongest  practical  arguments 
which  could  be  desired  against  the  pro- 
posal before  the  House.  They  would 
nnd  that  Professor  Haughton  had  him- 
self made  some  experiments  upon  frogs, 
which  demonstrated  the  antagonistic  ac- 
tions of  nicotine  and  strychnine,  and 
that  in  consequence  of  the  publication  of 
the  result  of  these  experiments  in  Ame- 
rica, nicotine  was  tried  as  an  antidote  in 
a  case  of  strychnine  poisoning  in  the 
human  subiect  **  and  proved,  as  it  had 
since  done  m  five  or  six  cases,  success- 
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faV*  Thus,  these  experiments  which 
Profespor  Haughton  himself  had  under- 
taken upon  frogfi,  had  been  instrumental 
in  saying  several  lives.  The  amount  of 
vivisection  practised  in  this  country  was 
extremely  small,  and  the  vivisections 
which  did  occur  in  the  countiy  were,  as 
was  shown  in  the  Betum,  entirely  pain- 
less. There  was  not  a  single  experiment 
that  was  not  performed  under  anaesthe- 
tics, and  there  was  not  a  single  case  in 
which  the  animal  had  not  been  killed 
before  its  recovery.  Even  before  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  last  year  the  extent 
of  these  experiments  had  been  grossly 
exaggerated.  One  of  the  gentlemen 
whose  name  had  been  held  up  to  loudest 
execration  by  the  anti-vivisectionists  was 
Dr.  Klt»in,  who  had  conducted  for  the 
Privy  Council  investigations  into  the 
transmissibility  of  tubercular  or  con- 
sumptive diseases,  and  researches  into 
the  nature  of  some  of  the  contagious 
diseases  of  cattle.  The  important  facts 
brought  to  light  by  Dr.  Klein's  investi- 
gations afforded  ample  justitication  for 
them.  And  what  was  the  amount  of 
animal  suffering  which  he  had  inflicted, 
and  which  had  brought  upon  him  all  this 
odium  ?  In  the  course  of  a  year's  lec- 
tures he  used,  for  purposes  of  demon- 
stration, according  to  his  evidence,  10  or 
12  animals,  mostly  frogs,  no  dogs,  and 
possibly  one  kitten.  In  his  Privy  Coun- 
cil experiments  with  reference  to  zymotic 
and  epizootic  diseases,  three  monkeys, 
three  dogs,  two  cats,  and  four  white 
mice  had  been  used.  The  experiments, 
so  far  as  the  monkeys  were  concerned, 
consisted  in  giving  them  infected  food, 
and  as  the  result  was  to  show  that  the 
disease  experimented  on  was  incapable 
of  being  produced  in  them,  the  experi- 
ment did  them  not  the  slightest  harm. 
I  Mr.  Holt:  Hear,  hear!]  The  hon. 
f ember  said  **  Hear,  hear;"  but  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  monkeys  had 
decidedly  the  best  of  it  in  that  experi- 
ment. The  suffering  inflicted  on  the 
animals  used  in  these  experiments  was  a 
mere  drop  in  the  ocean  as  compared 
with  that  daily  inflicted  for  agricultural 
and  sporting  purposes.  If  the  promoters 
of  this  movement  wished  to  illustrate 
the  walls  with  horrors,  they  should  re- 
present surgical  operations  on  mankind 
before  chloroform  was  discovered.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  for  a  wonder  ab- 
stained from  following  the  usual  practice 
of  anti-vivisectionists,  and  denying  that 
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experiments  upon  animala  had  mjtibhig 
to  do  with  the  discovery  of  ohlorofons. 
They  were  in  the  habit  of  asserting  thai 
this  discovery  had  been  brought  abooi 
by  means  of  experiments  instituted  by- 
Professor  8impson  on  himself  and  hu 
assistants,   forgetting    apparently    that 
these  were  animals  of  a  very  importast 
class.    To  show,  however,  the  value  of 
experiments  on  the  lower  animala,  eves 
in  connection   with  this  discorety,   h* 
might  mention  an  incident  which  had 
been  narrated  to  him  by  his  right  hoa. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Univerritr 
of    Edinburgh    (Mr.    Lyon    Playfair\ 
That  right  hon.  Gentleman  waa  Profes- 
sor of  Chemistry  at  the  time  when  Dr. 
Simpson  was  conducting  his  reaearches 
into  the  properties  of  an8Bsthetic«»  and 
he  was  in  the  habit  of  suppljring*  him 
with  such    chemical    products    as    Dr. 
Simpson  thought  from  analogy  mi^htbe 
possessed  of  ansBsthetio  properties.     On 
one  occasion  he  obtained  from  him  some 
bi-bromide  of    methylene,   and   before 
proceeding  to  test  its  properties  upon 
himself,  administered  some  to  some  rab- 
bits.   The  result  was  apparently   most 
satisfactory;    aneesthesia    was    speedily 
produced,   and  the   animals   recovered 
without  sickness  or  other  bad  effect.     It 
was  resolved  that  on  the  following*  day 
Professor  Simpson  should  try  the  drag 
himself,  and  he  was  about  to  do  so  when 
some  one  suggested  that  before  proceed- 
ing with  the  experiment  they  should  see 
how  the  rabbits  were  getting  on.     On 
visiting  them  it  was  found  that  thej  had 
all  diea  during  the  night.    The  agent, 
though  apparently  harmless,  was  pos- 
sessed of  deadly  properties,  and  he  need 
hardly  say  that,  under  the  circumstaDces, 
Professor  Simpson  did  not  proceed  with 
the  experiment  upon  himself.     In  this 
case  the  life  of  the  discoverer  of  chloro- 
form— a  life  the  value  of  which  to  huma- 
nity could  not  be  over-estimated — had,  in 
all  probability,  been  saved  by  an  expe- 
riment involving  the  sacrifice  of  a  few 
rabbits.    The  introducer  of  the  Bill  had 
contested  the  assertion  that  Hunter's  ope- 
ration for  the  cure  of  aneurism  was  due  to 
his  experiments  upon  animals.  Whether 
Hunter  had,  in  the  first  place,  been  led 
to  adopt  the   correct  system    by  purs 
inductive  reasoning,  or  through  his  ex- 
periments, he  (Dr.  Cameron)  would  not 
stop  to  argue,  but  this  was  clear — that 
Hunter  had  had  extensive  recourse  to 
experiment  in  the  course  of  his  inyesti* 
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gations ;  and  that,  without  the  aid  of  the 
facts  elicited  bj  these  experiments,  his 
operation,   though  it  might  have  been 
discovered,  would  not  have  been  estab- 
lished as  the  practice  of  surgery.     The 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Lancashire 
was  particularly  unfortunate  in  his  selec- 
tion of  the  arterial  system  as  his  battle- 
ground on  which  to  combat  the  utility  of 
vivisection,  for  there  was  no  part  of  the 
human  economy  for  our  knowledge  of 
which  we  were  more  clearly  indebted  to 
experiments  upon  animals,  than  the  ar- 
terial system.     It  was  by  means  of  vivi- 
section that  Galen  discovered  that  ar- 
teries were  filled  with  blood,  and  not 
with  air  as  was    previously  supposed. 
As  they  had  seen,  it  was  to  vivisection 
that  Harvey  was  indebted  for  the  dis- 
covery of  the  circulation  of  the  blood. 
The  present  system  of  tying  arteries  in 
operations  was  the  result  of  experiments 
on  animals  made  by  Mr.  Jones.    Pre- 
vious to  these  experiments,  surgeons,  iu 
tying   arteries,  took  the  greatest  care 
not  to  cut  or  bruise  them  for  fear  of  in- 
ducing secondary  haemorrhage  ;  but,  in 
spite  of  aU  their  precautious,  the  loss  of 
life  by  secondary  haemorrhage  was  very 
great.      Mr.  Jones,  however,  discovered 
by  means  of  his  experiments,  that  if  you 
wished  to  secure  an  artery  properly,  in- 
stead of   dealing  with  it  too  tenderly 
you  must  tie  it  so  tightly  as  to  cut  its 
inner  coat.     He  found  that  if  this  were 
done,  nature  at  once  set  up  a  reparative 
process,  and  secondary  hcemorrhage  be- 
carao  a  rare  complication.  Again,  within 
the  last  few  years,  by  means  of  experi- 
ments on  animals.  Professor  Lister  had 
elaborated  a  most  important  improve- 
ment in  the  practice  of  ligaturing  arte- 
ries. In  many  cases  of  operation  a  fatal 
irritation  was  kept  up  in  the  wound  by 
the  ends  of  the  ligatures  used,  which 
had  to  be  left  hanging  out  of  the  wound 
until    the    arteries    which    they    tied 
sloughed  through,  and  allowed  of  their 
removal.     Professor  Lister,  by  means  of 
experiments  upon  calves  and  other  ani- 
mals, discovered  that  a  ligature  prepared 
with  carbolic  acid  might  be  cut  off  short 
and  left  to  be  dealt  with  by  nature — that 
it  gave  rise  to  no  abscess  or  suppuration, 
but  became  encapsuled  in  the  surround- 
ing tissue,   and  in  course  of  time  ab- 
sorbed.    Turning  from  the  surgery  of 
the  arteries,  however,  let  them  look  at 
numberless  diseases  to  which  mankind 
was  subjected;  and  they  would  find  that 


some  of  their  most  valuable  know- 
ledge was  due  to  experiments  upon  the 
lower  animals.  Look,  for  example,  at 
diseases  produced  by  internal  parasites. 
The  subject  was  too  technical  to  eAter 
minutely  into  in  that  place ;  but  for  all 
their  knowledge  of  the  nature  and 
causes  of  those  diseases  and  their  mode 
of  prevention,  they  were  indebted  to 
such  experiments.  Then  look  at  cholera. 
They  had  not  been  able  to  discover  any 
cure  for  that  fell  disease,  but  they  had 
discovered  what  was  almost  equally 
important — the  agency  by  which  it  was 
disseminated,  and  the  means  to  prevent 
its  spread.  They  had  found  out  the 
terrible  danger  which  lurked  in  appa- 
rently inoffensive  dejecta  of  cholera 
patients,  and  the  subtle  manner  in 
which  these  colourless  excretions  might 
poison  our  wells  and  rivers  and  convert 
our  sewage  system  into  a  hotbed  of 
disease.  And  how  had  this  important 
knowledge,  which  enabled  them  to  com- 
bat an  epidemic  with  intelligence  and  to 
guard  against  it  with  success — how  liad 
it  been  gained?  By  means  of  experi- 
ments on  animals — chiefly  white  mice. 
He  had  a  long  list  of  other  discoveries 
in  medicine  and  surgery  for  which  they 
were  indebted  to  experiments  on  ani- 
mals, but  he  would  not  weary  the 
House  by  referring  to  them  further. 
[Crf>«  of  **Go  on."]  Well,  he  might 
refer  to  the  operation  of  the  transfusion 
of  blood — the  history  of  the  di**covery  of 
vaccination  —  the  practice  of  resecting 
joints.  By  means  of  experiments  on 
animals  it  was  shown  that  if  a  joint- 
were  cut  out  and  the  limb  treated  in 
a  certain  way,  nature  would  supply  a 
new  joint  and  the  utility  of  the  limb 
remain  very  little  impaired.  Conse- 
quently in  numerous  cases  of  diseases  or 
injuries  of  joints,  where  formerly  a  limb 
would  have  been  amputated,  the  opera- 
tion of  resection  was  practised,  and  the 
patient  when  cured  retained  a  very  use- 
ful limb.  In  the  same  way  it  had  been 
demonstrated  that  the  periosteum  or 
membraneous  sheath  of  bone  was  en- 
dowed with  the  capacity  of  secreting  and 
regenerating  bony  tissues,  and  in  many 
operations  involving  the  excision  of 
diseased  bone,  the  periosteum  was  now 
preserved  under  such  conditions  as  en- 
abled the  bone  which  had  perished  to  be 
restored.  In  his  Bill  of  last  year  the  hon. 
Member  had  made  an  exception  in  fa- 
vour of  experiments  on  animals  under- 
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taken  for  the  purpose  of  furthering  the 
ends  of  justice.  That  exception  he  had 
now,  however,  deliberately  cut  out.  It 
might,  therefore,  be  well  to  remind  them 
that  the  murder  by  Palmer,  which  cre- 
ated so  much  sensation  in  the  Country 
some  years  ago,  was  brought  home  to 
him  chiefly  by  means  of  experiments 
upon  frogs.  The  case,  too,  against  Dr. 
Pritchard,  of  Glasgow,  who  poisoned  his 
wife  and  his  mother-in-law,  would,  in  all 
probability,  have  fallen  through,  had  it 
not  been  for  a  series  of  experiments  on 
animals,  instituted  by  Dr.  Penny,  which 
conclusively  established  his  guilt.  Turn- 
ing to  the  brighter  side  of  the  picture, 
he  would  refer  to  the  evidence  of  Dr. 
Taylor  before  the  Commissioners  to 
show  that  if  experiments  were  some- 
times necessary  in  order  to  send  men 
to  the  gallows,  they  might  be  useful  in 
saving  men  from  it.  Dr.  Taylor  men- 
tioned the  case  of  a  child  which  died  of 
symptoms  of  poisoning,  and  &po8t  mort&m 
examination  resulted  in  the  detection  of 
arsenic  in  the  stomach.  The  mother  was 
arrested  for  the  murder  of  her  child; 
but  Dr.  Taylor  and  Dr.  Pavy  investi- 
gated the  case,  and  found  that  the  child 
was  suffering  from  ringworm,  and  had 
been  treated  with  an  ointment  which 
contained  arsenic.  By  experiments  on 
living  animals  Dr.  Taylor  and  Dr.  Pavy 
discovered  that  arsenic  being  readily 
absorbed  by  the  skin,  traces  of  it 
could  be  found  in  the  stomach  in  a  few 
hours  after  it  had  been  applied  exter- 
nally, and  by  that  means  the  woman, 
who  might  otherwise  have  been  con- 
signed to  the  gallows,  was  sent  forth  to 
the  world  without  a  stain  upon  her  cha- 
racter. As  he  had  said,  there  was  not 
the  smallest  chance  of  the  present  Bill 
being  allowed  to  pass ;  and,  under  ordi- 
nary circumstances,  he  would  not  have 
troubled  himself  to  expose  the  incon- 
sistency of  the  well-intentioned  hobby- 
mongers  who,  pursuing  the  shadowy 
horrors  which  they  supposed  to  be  flit- 
ting about  in  the  23  licensed  physio- 
logical laboratories,  left  unheeded  the 
thousand  instances  of  needless  suffering 
inflicted  every  day  under  their  very  noses, 
in  the  shamble,  on  the  moor,  and  in  the 
farmyard.  But  while  he  had  simply 
wondered  at  the  infatuation  of  a  GenUe- 
man  who,  holding  it  within  the  grant  by 
God  of  the  lower  animals  to  man,  to 
mutilate  them,  to  hunt  them,  and  to 
shoot  them  down,  regarded  it  as  contrary 

Dr.  Cameron 


to  that  grant  to  sacrifice  a  few  rabbits^ 
white  mice,  or  guinea  pigs,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  acquiring  knowledge  which 
might  prevent  the  spread  of  an  epidemie, 
which  might  enable  the  surgeon  to  saTe 
a  hundred  limbs,  or  which  might  reecoe 
the  suspected  murderer  firom  the  gallows 
— while  he  should  have  simply  smiled 
at  such  infatuation,  and  the  measure  in 
which  such  ideas  were  embodied,  in 
view  of  the  agitation  that  was  attempted 
to  be  got  up  under  cover  of  the  Bill,  and 
the  misrepresentations  which  were  zife 
on  the  subject,  he  had  considered  it  his 
duty  to  come  forward  and  explain  what 
appeared  to  him  the  real  merits  of  the 
case  and  the  real  nature  of  the  question 
at  issue.  He  would  conclude  by  moving 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this 
day  six  months." — (iV.  Cameron.) 

Mb.  HAEDCASTLE  supported  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  (Dr. 
Cameron)  had  endeavoured  to  meet  the 
case  by  citing  instances  which  he  (Mr. 
Hardcastle)  would  admit  did  not  involve 
any  very  great  suffering,  and  in  which 
humanity  had  benefited  from  experi- 
ments made  upon  the  inferior  animals, 
but  he  entirely  overlooked  the  real  point 
at  issue,  which  was  whether  those  Pro- 
fessors who  had  recourse  to  vivisection 
for  the  illustration  of  their  teaching 
could  be  trusted  to  keep  within  the 
bounds  of  moderation.  To  show  the 
length  to  which  some  experimentalists 
would  go,  he  would  refer  to  the  fact  that 
in  France,  where  the  practice  existed,  it 
had  been  carried  to  such  an  extent  that 
those  who  practised  it  had  become  quite 
callous  as  regarded  the  torture  to  which 
they  subjected  the  animals  on  which 
they  experimented.  The  Report  of  the 
Eoyal  Commission  bore  out  the  assertion 
that  there  had,  too,  been  several  instances 
of  the  same  thing  in  this  country,  and  it 
was  one  of  the  great  difficulties  in  deal- 
ing with  this  subject  that  the  details 
were  of  so  painful  and  revolting  a  char- 
acter that  it  was  almost  impossible  to 
get  persons  to  listen  to  them  with  pa* 
tience.  He  would  only  quote  one  or  two 
cases  mentioned  in  tiie  Beport  to  show 
to  what  lengths  the  practice  had  been 
carried  in  France,  and  by  Professors  and 
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even  sludents  in  this  country.  In  one 
instance  a  celebrated  French  experimen- 
talist had  run  red-hot  irons  into  the 
anterior  lobes  of  the  brain  of  a  dog ;  but, 
to  use  his  own  words,  although  he  beat 
it  seyerely  to  keep  it  quiet  afterwards, 
the  animal  raised  such  piteous  cries  that, 
for  the  sake  of  the  neighbours,  he  weus 
obliged  to  destroy  it  '^  after  some  days." 
The  same  operator  cut  open  a  bitch,  and 
while  she  was  lying  in  torture  brought 
to  her  her  pups,  which,  notwithstanding 
her  agony,  she  began  to  fondle  and  lick. 
Another  dog,  after  being  cruelly  tortured, 
managed  to  escape,  and  sought  to  pro- 
pitiate his  tormentor  by  placing  his  paws 
upon  his  shoulders  and  licking  his  face, 
but  in  vain ;  he  was  strapped  down 
again,  and  the  torture  continued.  But 
such  atrocities  were  not  confined  to 
France.  At  St.  Bartholomew's  Hospital 
16  cats  were  cut  open  while  under 
chloroform,  their  biliary  ducts  were  tied, 
and  they  were  allowed  to  remain  in  that 
miserable  condition  until  they  died, 
which  in  some  cases  was  not  for  three 
weeks.  Evidence  was  g^ven  that  medi- 
cal students,  too,  sometimes  performed 
experiments  upon  live  animals,  ap- 
parently for  amusement,  for  nothing  new 
resulted  from  their  inexperienced  re- 
searches. With  regard  to  the  argument 
put  forward  by  Professor  Huxley,  that 
none  but  men  of  science  had  a  right  to 
form  an  opinion  upon  this  matter,  he 
ridiculed  it.  He  believed  that  these 
learned  Professors  could  not  safely  be 
trusted  with  the  powers  they  claimed 
with  reference  to  this  subject.  It  was 
impossible  to  know  to  what  extent 
they  would  go.  Under  the  present 
Home  Secretary  there  was  some  guaran- 
tee that  the  experiments  would  not  be 
carried  to  excess;  but  some  day  we 
might  have  some  admirer  of  those  scien- 
tific men  for  Home  Secretary,  and  then 
God  help  all  the  poor  dogs  and  cats  of 
London !  A  dog  was  a  most  intelligent 
animal.  His  sense — it  was  more  than 
instinct — soon  detected  what  was  going 
on,  and  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
when  dogs  were  put  in  a  place  for  the 
purpose  of  vivisection,  and  one  of  them 
after  another  was  taken  away,  the  re- 
maining dogs,  scenting  blood,  suffered 
in  anticipation  the  torture  that  awaited 
them.  In  dealing  with  so  intelligent  an 
animal  as  a  dog,  we  were  dealing  with  a 
oreature  that  suffered  far  more  than  in- 
ferior animals,  which  were  unconscious 


of  the  fata  that  awaited  them;  and  as 
regarded  the  argument  that  shooting 
and  hunting  inflicted  more  torture  on 
the  brute  creation  than  vivisection,  it 
was  to  contrast  the  aggregate  pain  of 
thousands  with  the  concentrated  agony 
of  one  —  which  was  absurd.  Besides, 
man  was  by  nature  a  hunting  animal, 
and  there  could  be  no  comparison  be- 
tween killing  fairly  in  the  chase,  or  for 
food,  and  strapping  a  writhing  creature 
to  a  board  to  torture  it  for  hours.  He 
did  not  pretend  to  a  scientific  view  of 
the  case,  but  he  dreaded  lest  the  power 
should  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  vivi- 
sectors  to  practise  such  cruelties  as  those 
which  he  had  described.  He  thought 
that  sufficient  evidence  had  not  been 
advanced  to  show  that  the  beneficial 
results  were  at  all  proportionate  to  the 
cruelties  and  suffering  which  the  experi- 
ments involved,  and,  therefore,  he  had 
pleasure  in  seconding  the  Motion  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  M'LAEEN  said,  he  had  listened 
with  very  great  attention  to  the  address 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron),  and  although 
he  did  not  agree  with  his  conclusions, 
he  certainly  admired  the  talent  and 
research,  and  the  arguments  which  he 
had  adduced.  But  it  seemed  to  him 
that  one  large  portion  of  his  hon. 
Friend's  argument  was  altogether  beside 
the  question  which  naturedly  agitated 
the  public  mind.  His  hon.  Friend 
dwelt  largely  on  the  effects  of  poison, 
and  the  advantages  which  arose  from 
experiments  made  with  poisons  upon 
animajs.  But  the  form  of  vivisection 
which  the  public  complained  of  was  not 
that  animals  were  poisoned.  The  cruelty 
which  the  public  protested  against  was 
taking  a  living  dog  or  other  animal, 
pinioning  him  down  to  a  table,  making 
incisions  in  his  body,  exposing  his  in- 
testines— it  might  be  his  heart — or  prac- 
tically dissecting  the  body  to  show  the 
nervous  system,  and  doing  all  these 
things  on  animals  for  the  alleged  benefit 
of  science.  This  was  not  a  new  agitation, 
nor  was  it  an  unreasonable  one,  because 
the  society  who  worked  in  this  great 
city  for  the  protection  of  animals  against 
cruelty  were  almost  unanimously  willing 
to  consent  to  Lord  Carnarvon's  Bill  as 
originally  introduced  by  the  Govern- 
ment. If  that  Bill  bad  been  allowed  to 
Eass  into  law,  there  would,  he  believed, 
ave  been  very  little,  if  any,  agitation.at 
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the  present  dme.  But  tliat  Bill  was 
entirely  altered.  The  Bill  in  its  original 
shape  showed  a  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  put  an  end  to  what  was 
complained  of  as  far  as  possible ;  but  it 
was  altered  again  and  again  until  it  be- 
came a  kind  of  licensing  bill — a  measure 
for  licensing  parties  to  do  what  the  ori- 
ginal Bill  was  intended  to  stop  altogether. 
He  admitted  that  in  the  present  Home 
Secretary  they  found  a  very  humane 
administrator;  but  that  might  not  always 
be  so,  and,  moreover,  it  was  not  a  wise 
thing  to  make  the  option  depend  upon 
the  goodwill  of  one  man  whether  these 
laws  should  be  administered  or  not.  To 
show  that  what  he  had  stated  respecting 
the  objects  of  the  Society  for  the  Pro- 
tection of  Animals  liable  to  Vivisection 
was  correct,  he  would  read  a  passage 
from  their  Beport,  in  which  they 
stated — 

**  If  Lord  Carnarvon's  Bill  had  been  suffered 
to  pass  in  its  original  form  the  Society  would 
have  recognized  it  as  a  tolerably  fair  compro- 
mise between  humanity  and  science,  and  would 
have  dropped  further  agitation." 

That  showed  that  the  most  influential 
parties  engaged  in  the  present  agita- 
tion were  not  unreasonable  men,  who 
were  prepared  to  set  themselves  against 
everything  of  this  nature,  but  were 
willing  to  accept  a  fair  compromise. 
It  had  been  strongly  alleged  that  the 
Boycd  Commission  was,  if  not  literally, 
almost  altogether  in  favour  of  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  law;  that  they  dis- 
covered there  was  no  real  and  solid  cause 
of  alarm  or  distrust,  and  that  there  was 
no  great  degree  of  cruelty  manifested,  so 
far  as  an  opinion  might  be  formed  upon 
the  evidence  that  had  been  laid  before 
them.  Now,  the  Boycd  Commission  in 
their  Beport  stated  that  very  severe  ex- 
periments were  constantly  performed, 
and  witnesses  had  spoken  from  personal 
knowledge  of  the  sufferings  which  had 
been  often  unnecessarily  inflicted  in  the 
name  of  science.  He  thought  that  after 
such  a  statement  it  was  really  going  too 
far  to  say  that  the  Beport  of  the  Boyal 
Commission  was  in  effect  to  whitewash 
all  the  parties  charged  with  cruelty  in 
the  matter  of  vivisection.  They  went  on 
to  say — 

"  It  must  be  accepted  as  a  proof  of  the  willing- 
ness of  men  of  the  highest  eminence  in  science 
to  submit  to  the  consiaeration  of  the  Legislature 
this  difficult  question." 

Mr.  IPLann 


TheBoyalCommissionherereferredtodH 
fact  that  the  most  eminent  ^hysiologicks 
in  London  were  averse  to  viviaeetinn  ts 
the  extent  to  which  it  had  been  carried; 
that  they  were  most  willing  to  pot  a 
stop  to  it,  if  not  altogether,  at  least  to  a 
great  extent;  and  that  they  were  dis- 
posed to  co-operate  with  the  Oovemmeot 
in  promoting  the  Bill  which  was  intro- 
duced on  the  subject.    This  showed  thai 
the  leading  men  of  the  Medical  Profet- 
sion  were  in  favour  of  something  e£Fectiv« 
being  done.     What  those  oppoeed  to 
vivisection  now  complained  of  was,  that 
this  had  not  been  done,  and  they  and 
that  if  the  Legislature  would  not  reduce 
its  use  to  a  minimum  which  would  noC 
affect  the  public  feeling,  they  mnst^  in- 
sist on  the  abolition  of  the  whole  thing. 
He  (Mr.  M'Laren)  did  not  oontmid  for 
the  absolute  prohibition  of  viviaeotion ; 
but  he  thou^t  that  the  latitude  that 
was  at  present    eiven  was  much  too 
great.    Iteference  had  been  made  in  tho 
debate  to  the  alleged  discreditable  oppo- 
sition that  had  been  brought  forwanl  in 
some  instances  on  the  side  of  the  ques- 
tion which  he  now  supported.    He  did 
not  know  exactly  what  was  referred  to. 
but  he  was  aware  of  opposition  of  a  Tery 
discreditable  kind  that  had  been  brought 
forward  on  the  other  side  of  the  queetion. 
Not  very  long  ago  he  had  the  honour 
of  presiding  at  a  public  meeting  in  the 
city  which  it  was  his  privilege  to  repreeent 
and  which  oontainea  the  largest  medical 
school  in  the  United  Kingdom.  It  was  a 
meeting  to  hear  a  lecture  on  his  aide  of 
the  question,  from  a  very  eminent  man, 
Dr.  Ohilds^  of  London.    And  what  was 
the  discreditable  conduct  of  their  oppo- 
nents ?    It  was  that  a  band  of  40  or  60 
medical  students  took  possession  of  con- 
spicuous parts  of  the  room,  and  shouted, 
whistled,  and  stamped,  and  made  every 
conceivable  noise,  so  that  it  waa  im- 
possible for  the  address  to  go  on.    He 
now  spoke  of  what  he  saw,  and  he  had 
then  to  declare  that  the  lecture  oonld 
not  be  proceeded  with,  and  dissolved 
the  meeting.     When  Dr.  Childs  was 
afterwards  invited  to  a  meeting  held  in 
a  larger  hall,  a  much  larger  body  of 
students  appeared  at  the  second  meeting 
than  at  the  first,  and  effeotiTely  pre- 
vented the  delivery  of  the  address  in 
support  of  the  cause  which  he  had  now 
the  honour  to  advocate.     Dr.  Childs, 
on  both  occasions,  was  put  down  by 
mere  physical,  brute  foroe,  by  noise  and 
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clamour;  and  if  the  word  '' discredit- 
able "  could  be  used  at  all,  in  connec- 
tion with  the  discussion  of  this  subject, 
he  said  that  no  proceedings  could  be 
pointed  to  in  any  part  of  the  Empire  to 
equal  the  discreditable  proceedings  that 
took  place  on  the  part  of  the  medical 
students  of  Edinburgh  in  order  to  pre- 
vent the  other  side  of  the  question  from 
being  stated.    It  was  supposed  after  the 
first  meeting,  that  the  medical  Profes- 
sors would  have  used  their  iufluence  to 
restrain  the  students,   and   keep  them 
away  from  the  second  meeting ;  but,  so 
far  as  his  informants  had  been  able  to 
learn,  no  such  efforts  were  made.     His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow 
had   referred  to  the    feeling,   on  this 
question,   of  a  distinguished   surgeon, 
now  no  more — Sir  William  Fergusson. 
He  had  not  the  evidence  of  Sir  William 
Fergusson  before  him,  which  his  hon. 
Friend  had   stated  was   to  the   effect 
that  vivisection  had,  in  certain  cases, 
done  good.      He  would  not  willingly 
impugn    his    hon.  Friend's    accuracy, 
because  he   knew  that  he  would  not 
make  any  statement  which  he  did  not 
think  the  evidence  would  bear  out,  but 
he  (Mr.  M'Laren)  had  a  strong  recol- 
lection that  in  reading  that  evidence, 
he  found   Sir  William  Fergusson  de- 
clared that  he  had  never  known  of  any 
important  discovery  having  been  made 
through  vivisection.    The  entire  address 
of  his  hon.  Friend  was  to  the  effect  that 
to  stop  vivisection  would   be  to   stop 
scientific  progress,  and  that  the  experi- 
ments that  were  made  were  necessary  in 
the  interest  of  science.  He  was  informed, 
on  very  good    authority,  that    in   the 
larger  medical  classes  many  experiments 
were  made  on  living  animals,  merely  for 
the  purpose  of  showing  by  observation 
to  the  students  that  things  were  true 
which  they  knew  and  believed  to  be 
true  without  those  exhibitions  of  cruelty. 
In    a   respectable    London  paper   this 
para^aph   occurred   respecting  one  of 
the  Frofessors  in  the  Medical  School  of 
Edinburgh,  who  was  examined  as  a  wit- 
ness before  the  Boyal  Commission — 

**  Professor  Ratherford  has  not  been  allowed 
to  ask  to  repeat  his  old  frightful  experiment  on 
tho  capUlary  organs  of  thirty  dogs — an  experi- 
ment conducted,  as  the  Professor  boasted  at  tiie 
meeting  of  the  Ro;^al  Society  in  Edinburgh  on 
6th  March  last,  without  eiUier  chloroform  or 
opium,  and  which  Sir  WiUiun  Thomson,  one  of 
ibe  most  distinguished  scientific  men  in  the  Em- 
pire, afterwards  declared,  in  a  letter  to  The  ScotS' 


man  of  the  following  day,  is  not  justified  by 
either  the  objects  proposed  or  the  results  obtained 
or  obtainable." 

Now,  he  knew  there  were  thousands  of 
people  whose  feelings  were  harrowed  by 
the  cruel  experiments,  as  they  considered 
them,  that  were  made  in  the  medical 
school  of  Edinburgh.  He  knew  also 
that  this  feeling  had  gone  so  far  that 
parties  who  had  subscribed  liberally  to 
the  new  buildine  for  extending  the 
medical  school  had  said  that  if  they  had 
known  such  practices  existed  they  would 
never  have  subscribed  one  farthing.  He 
cordially  supported  the  second  reading, 
but  admitted  that  in  Committee  a  few 
Amendments  would  have  to  be  made  in 
the  Bill. 

Mr,  FORSYTH,  in  opposing  the 
measure,  said,  he  was  one  of  those  who 
had  originally  joined  heartily  in  the 
agitation  against  vivisection  which  re- 
sulted in  the  Act  of  last  year,  and  he 
entirely  sympathized  with  the  motive  of 
those  who  had  brought  forward  the  Bill. 
We  all  abhorred  cruelty,  but  there  was 
such  a  thing  as  zeal  without  discretion, 
and  he  thought  the  advocates  of  the  Bill 
had  let  their  zeal  outrun  their  discretion. 
He  believed  that  the  Act  of  last  year 
provided  sufficient  safeguards  against 
further  cruelties,  inasmuch  as  it  provided 
that  no  animal  could  be  experimented 
upon,  unless  it  was  at  the  time  as  desti- 
tute of  feeling  as  the  table  before  him, 
with  the  further  condition  that  it  should 
be  put  to  death  before  it  passed  from  an 
insentient  to  a  sentient  state.  They 
ought,  he  thought,  to  be  content  with 
that,  without  endeavouring  to  debar  the 
surgeon  from  the  whole  field  of  dis- 
covery. He  thought  it  was  absurd  that 
experiments  should  be  prevented  on 
living  animals,  when  precautions  were 
taken  to  absolutely  annihilate  the  pain. 
If  the  object  of  the  Bill  had  been  to  re- 
peal a  Proviso  in  the  Act  of  last  year, 
allowing  vivisection  without  anaesthetics 
in  cases  where  their  use  would  frustrate 
the  object  of  experiment,  he  should  have 
voted  for  it.  He  could  not  believe  that 
it  was  right  for  any  scientific  purpose  to 
inflict  pain  on  sentient  beings.  The  Bill 
would  not  allow  the  making  of  even 

Sainless  experiments  with  the  view  of 
iscovering  means  of  removing  human 
suffering.  It  contained  a  provision 
against  an  infliction  of  wanton  injury 
upon  a  vertebrate  animal.  That  phrase 
included  men,  birds,  reptiles,  and  fishes, 
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and  excluded  the  whole  insect  world. 
He  should  like  to  know  on  what  ground 
the  Bill  was  limited  in  that  manner? 
Why  was  the  beetle,  for  instance,  to  be 
excluded  ?    Shakespeare  said — 

**  The  poor  beetlo  that  we  tread  upon 
In  corporal  sufferance  finds  a  pang  as  great 
As  when  a  giant  dies.*' 

It  was  the  bounden  duty  of  those  who 
supported  the  Bill  to  show  that,  not- 
withstanding the  Act  which  was  passed 
last  year,  torture  had  still  been  inflicted 
upon  animals,  but  not  a  single  case  had 
been  adduced  to-day.  The  supporters 
of  the  Bill  had  not  shown  that  tne  Act 
of  last  Session  had  been  evaded  or  was 
a  failure,  and  as  its  operation  had  not 
yet  been  sufficiently  tested,  he  should 
oppose  the  second  reading  of  the  present 

Mr.  CO  WPEE  -  temple  observed 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Forsyth)  had  argued  on  the  assumption 
of  the  efficiency  of  the  Act.  It  was  too 
soon  to  Judge  of  its  results.  Although 
the  applications  for  licences  had  been 
few,  for  experiments  in  laboratories, 
where  was  the  security  that  unlicensed 
cruel  experiments  had  not  been  made  ? 
The  names  of  the  vivisectors  were  kept 
secret,  and  the  Inspector  must  have 
great  difficulty  in  discovering  and  prov- 
ing any  evasion  of  the  Act.  We  knew 
that  experiments  were  generally  con- 
ducted m  private  laboratories ;  but  the 
Act  did  not  contain  any  effective  ma- 
chinery by  which  such  evasion  could  be 
brought  home  to  those  who  practised  in 
those  places.  The  Home  Secretary  did 
not  give  the  names  of  the  gentlemen 
who  had  received  licences  to  make  expe- 
riments, and  the  public  had  no  means 
of  ascertaining  them.  That  was  a 
new  thing  in  the  administration  of 
this  country.  With  reg^ard  to  what  had 
been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  as  to  the  administration  of 
chloroform  to  animals,  in  order  that 
experiments  upon  them  might  be  con- 
ducted without  pain,  it  should  be  re- 
membered that  in  the  case  of  a  human 
being,  chloroform  had  to  be  frequently 
adounistered  during  a  prolonged  opera- 
tion, and  the  human  being  could  give 
notice  that  a  fresh  dose  of  chloroform 
was  necessary,  but  animals  could  not  do 
so.  Again,  it  was  not  by  any  means 
certain  whether  the  administration  of 
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aneesthetics  had  the  same  effect  on  tbe 
lower  animals  which  they  had  on  maa. 
The  application  of  anassthetioa  was  trou- 
blesome and  expensive,  and  might  ofie« 
be  ineffectual,  unless  especial  care  wat 
used.  In  various  parts  of  Europe  Uc- 
tures  on  physiology  were  acoompaaisd 
by  experiments  on  living  animala  which 
frequently  involved  great  sofferiii^  and 
even  torture  to  the  animala  operated 
upon.  Those  experiments  were  not  made 
for  the  discoveiy  of  some  new  tratli«  but 
for  striking  illustration  of  leotnrea,  and 
to  demonstrate  the  effects  and  action  of 
pain  upon  the  nerves  of  sensation.  Ifsocli 
a  horrible  system  became  the  oommoii 
method  of  studying  physiology,  it  moat 
tend  to  harden  the  feeling  of  stadenta 
and  make  them  indifferent  to  the  inflic- 
tion of  pain,  and  he  should  like  to  hear 
some  reason  assigned  why  these  meet 
cruel  and  revolting  exhibitiona  were  ao 
indispensably  necessary?  It  was,  he 
thought,  creditable  to  tne  British  natioa 
that  it  had  given  more  attention  to  the 
prevention  of  cruelty  to  animals  than 
some  Continental  nations ;  but  there  was 
a  danger  of  cruel  physiological  experi- 
ments being  introduced  from  abroad 
which  rendered  it  a  matter  worthy  c»f 
serious  consideration  whether  they  ought 
not  to  have  a  more  efficient  and  stringent 
Act  on  their  Statute  Book  than  the  one 
of  last  Session.  He 'did  not  say  that 
they  ought  at  once  to  pass  another  lav 
on  that  subiect ;  but  he  was  glad  that 
Question  had  been  again  brought  nnder 
oisoussion,  because  he  feared  that  a 
spirit  of  reckless  indifference  to  animal 
suffering  would  become  prevalent  onleas 
effective  means  were  taken  before  long 
to  repress  the  abuses  to  whidi  he  haa 
referred. 

Dr.  lush  said,  that  many  of  thoae 
who  supported  the  Bill  were  animated 
by  a  fictitious,  and  in  some  respects 
factitious,  enthusiasm.  They  apoke  as 
if  the  Act  of  last  year  had  not  passed, 
and  referred  to  experiments  of  a  cruel 
and  revolting  kind,  which  could  not  now 
take  place  in  this  country.  He  thought 
that  when  Gentlemen  of  calm  judgment 
spoke  in  that  House  of  exposing  to 
young  persons  the  sufferinp^  and  palpi- 
tating internal  anatomy  of  hving  animals 
on  the  dissecting  table,  it  was  evident 
that  people  of  less  balanced  minds  would 
be  still  further  carried  away  by  their 
feelings  on  that  question.  He  could  not 
understand  how  the  last  speaker  (Mr. 
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Cowper-Temple),  believing  in  the  exist- 
ence of  the  horrible  cruelties  which  he 
said  were  perpetrated  in  foreign  Uni- 
yersities,  could  have  had  the  heart  to 
schedule  those  Universities  in  a  Bill,  as 
he  had  done,  as  fit  places  for  the  educa- 
tion of  ladies.     Everything  relating  to 
foreign  countries,   however,  was  quite 
outside  the  sphere  of  the  present  debate, 
and  many  of  the  speeches  delivered  that 
day  would  have  been  more  appropriate 
when  the  Act  of  last  year  was  under 
discussion.    It  was  alleged  to  be  un- 
necessary that  actucd  physiological  ex- 
periments should  be  carried  out  before 
persons  who  in  after-life  were  to  have 
the  responsible  care  of  the  injuries  and 
aihnents  to  which  men  were  subject; 
but  he  thought  that  if  the  high  character 
of  the  British  mediccd  Profession  was  to 
be  sustained,  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  those  who  were  to  be  our 
future  practitioners  should  not  be  mere 
phantom  physicians  and  surgeons,  de- 
riving  their  ideas  from  diagrams  and 
papers  only,  but  must  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  witnessing  life  as  it  existed. 
With    regard    to  me   conduct    of   the 
students  of  Edinburgh  University  on  the 
occasion  of  the  lectures  in  favour  of  the 
suppression  of  vivisection,  he  did  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  McLaren).    He  had  attended 
many  meetings  at  which  young  men  had 
been  present,  and  he  had  always  noticed 
on  their  part  a  desire  to  act  with  dis- 
cretion, and  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  cast  an  un- 
deserved slur  upon  the  beneficent  society 
which  existed  in  the  University.    The 
3rd  clause  of  that  Bill  would  be  practi- 
cally inoperative,  because    there  were 
many  animals  which  for  agricultural  and 
other   purposes    underwent    operations 
amounting  to  positive  vivisection,  and 
sometimes  to  vivisection  in  its  grossest 
and  most  painful  form,  from  which  that 
clause  would    not    protect   them.     He 
further  maintained  that  the  Act  of  last 
year  had  not  had  time  to  develop  its 
powAr ;  while  he  also  denied  either  that 
there  was  any  desire  on  the  part  of 
medical  men  to  evade  that  Act,  or  that 
the  Home  Secretary  had  shown  any  un- 
willingness to  carry  it  into  full  and  fair 
effect.    On  the  other  hand,  a  false  cry  of 
humanity  had  been  raised  in  favour  of 
the  present  Bill,  which  he  trusted  the 
House  would  reject  by  a  large  majo- 
rity. 


Sib  GEORGE  JENKINSON  hoped 
that  the  House  would  adopt  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  measure,  the  details  of  wliich, 
if  too  drastic  and  stringent,  coiild  be 
amended  in  Committee.  They  could  not 
enforce  the  law,  unless  they  had  a  re- 
gister of  all  those  who  were  licensed ; 
and  he  thought  the  most  important  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  were  those  which  re- 
ferred to  the  registration  of  places  where 
vivisection  experiments  were  carried  on, 
because  they  afforded  checks  for  the 
prevention  of  malpractices.  He  believed 
that  if  the  Act  of  last  Session  had  been 
passed  in  its  integrity,  it  would  have 
satisfied  public  opinion,  and  that  there 
would  have  been  no  occasion  to  have 
brought  forward  the  present  measure. 
That  Act,  however,  was  defective  in  re- 
gard to  ensuring  the  use  of  ansdsthetics, 
which  should,  in  his  opinion,  be  made 
obligatory  in  all  experiments  on  animals 
without  exception.  He  trusted  that  the 
Bill  would  be  read  a  second  time  so  that 
it  might  be  considered  and,  if  necessary, 
modified  in  Committee. 

Sm  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBETSON, 
speaking  on  behalf  of  the  Government, 
said,  that  while  as  sincerely  hostile  as 
anybody  could  be  to  the  cruelties  com- 
plained of,  he  did  not  think  that  a  suffi- 
cient case  had  been  made  out  in  favour 
of  the  present  Bill.  When  they  were 
told  of  the  tortures  inflicted  by  students 
experimenting  on  dogs  in  England,  he 
must  observe  that  those  were  the  argu- 
ments used  last  year  to  induce  them  to 
adopt  the  measure  on  that  subject  which 
then  became  law.  He  could  state  from 
his  personal  knowledge  of  that  Act  that 
it  had  been  entirely  successful  in  effect- 
ing the  purposes  for  which  it  was  passed. 
It  had  been  said  that  there  was  no  means 
of  knowing  whether  there  had  been  any 
evasion ;  but  he  would  remind  the  House 
that  formerly  no  difficulty  had  been 
found  in  discovering  cases  in  which  pain 
had  been  inflicted  on  animals.  A  further 
allegation  was  that  it  did  not  provide 
that  the  animals  experimented  upon 
should  be  effectually  protected  from  pain 
by  the  use  of  anaesthetics ;  but  the  fact 
was  that  the  Act  required  the  person 
operating  to  possess  a  scientific  certifi- 
cate and  fidso  to  have  the  sanction  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  while  the  animal 
operated  upon  must  be  placed  under  the 
influence  of  some  aneesthetic  of  sufficient 
power  to  prevent  pain,  and  if  the  expe- 
riment was  one  which  would  cause  it  to 
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suffer  afterwards,  the  animal  must  be 
killed  before  the  effects  of  the  aneesthetio 
had  ceased.  Not  only  had  the  Act 
worked  as  it  was  intended  to  do,  but  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary 
had  found  in  the  whole  profession  of 
physiologists  and  those  who  practised 
experiments  the  greatest  readiness  and 
the  greatest  wish  thoroughly  to  carry 
out  the  Act.  Not  a  single  instance  of 
its  violation  or  evasion  had  been  adduced, 
and  surely  it  would  be  absurd  to  repeal 
the  Act  and  pass  another  which  they  had 
refused  to  accept  last  year.  It  had  been 
frequently  stated  and  circulated  that  the 
use  of  antBsthetios  under  the  Act  was 
entirely  optional ;  but  no  allegation  could 
be  more  misleading  or  contrary  to  the 
fact  than  that  notion.  Every  precaution 
was  adopted  in  respect  to  those  licences, 
and  there  was  only  one  instance  in 
which  an  experiment  had  been  sanctioned 
without  the  absolute  use  of  aneesthetics. 
Any  case  of  evasion,  or  of  the  infringe- 
ment of  the  conditions  of  the  licence, 
would  soon  be  discovered.  It  was  not 
the  fact,  as  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Holt) 
had  suggested,  that  the  learned  Bodies 
issued  these  licences.  The  Secretary  of 
State,  having  the  opinion  of  learned  and 
scientific  men  before  him,  issued  his 
certificate  upon  his  own  responsibility, 
and  no  matter  who  might  happen  to 
preside  at  the  Home  Office  at  any  time, 
the  public  opinion  of  the  House  and  the 
country  would  be  a  guarantee  against 
any  Minister  abusing  nis  functions  from 
any  feeling  in  favour  of  vivisection.  He 
could  not  consent  to  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  considering  that  sufficient 
time  had  not  elapsed  to  ascertain  the 
practical  operation  of  the  Act  of  last 
year,  and  believing  that  a  proposition  to 
repeal  an  Act  of  tne  Legislature  within 
a  year  after  its  passing  was  quite  un- 
precedented. He  therefore  asked  the 
House  to  maintain  the  beneficial  legis- 
lation it  adopted  only  last  Session,  and 
which,  while  restraining  the  horrors  that 
were  perpetrated  in  days  g^ne  by,  yet 
allowed,  with  comparative  immunity 
from  pain  to  the  lower  animals,  those 
advances  in  medical  science  to  be  made 
which  it  would  be  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  arrest. 

Mr.  holt  replied,  remarking  that 
if  the  Act  of  last  year  had  been  passed 
in  the  form  in  which  it  was  originally 
introduced,  the  country  would  have  been 
much   better    satisfied.      Some    future 
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Home  Secretary  might  licence  experi- 
ments of  as  horrible  a  kind  as  any  ever 
performed  in  this  country  or  abroad; 
and  he  objected  to  a  law  permitting:  any 
man  to  authorize  experiments  of  that 
character.  He  quoted  a  stateoient  to 
the  effect  that  young  ladies  at  Girtoa 
College  attended  the  lectures  at  tbe 
University  Laboratoiy,  and  on  reaching 
the  more  advanced  course  of  demonstra- 
tions might  be  taken  to  see  experi  meets 
in  which  rabbits  were  suffocated  under 
the  influence  of  chloral,  which  he  be- 
lieved, in  the  opinion  of  some  physio- 
logists, was  not  an  anaesthetic.  Was  that* 
he  asked,  a  fit  school  in  which  jonog 
ladies  should  study?  He  hoped  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Marj- 
lebone  (Mr.  Forsyth)  would  vote  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  then  in 
Committee  move  to  strike  out  the  word 
•'vertebrate."  For  himself,  he  was  for 
protecting  invertebrate  as  well  as  ver- 
tebrate animals,  and  he  had  only  con- 
fined the  Bill  to  the  latter,  in  consequence 
of  a  representation  that  it  would  in  that 
form  better  meet  the  views  of  the  weak 
brethren. 

Mb.  BROMLEY-DAVENPORT  ex- 
pressed a  hope  that  next  year  a  Bill 
would  be  brought  in  excluding  dogs 
from  the  influence  of  anaesthetics. 

Question  put,  '^  That  the  word  '  now* 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  83 ;  Noes 
222:  Majority  189.— (Div. List,  No.  109.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Beading  ptU  off  tor  six  months. 

BUMALS  BniL-[BiLL  36.] 

(Mr,  Osborne  Morgtm^  Mr,  Shmw  Zeftrrt^  Mr. 

Alderman  M' Arthur,  Mr,  RieUrd,) 

SECOND  READING.      BILL  WITHDRAWIT. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  said,  that 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  enter  into  any 
discussion  on  the  Bill  at  the  fag-end 
of  a  Wednesday  afternoon.  But  he 
had  another  reason  for  not  proceed- 
ing with  the  Bill,  and  that  was  that 
the  Government  had  introduced  in  the 
other  House  a  professedly  sanitary 
measure  dealing  incidentally  with  the 
question  raised    by  the  Bill.    And  it 
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wonld  hardlj  be  consistent  witli  Parlia- 
mentary propriety  to  have  two  discus- 
sions,  one  in  each  House,  proceeding  upon 
parallel  lines.  He  had  originally  in- 
tended to  postpone  the  Bill;  but,  on 
looking  at  the  state  of  the  Order  Book, 
he  found  there  was  no  possibility  of  its 
coming  on  again  this  Session,  and  he 
therefore  thought  the  more  judicious 
course  would  be  to  ask  the  House  to 
allow  him  to  withdraw  it  altogether. 
At  the  same  time,  he  begged  to  give 
Notice  that  when  the  Government  Bill 
came  on  for  second  reading  in  that  House 
he  would  move  a  Resolution  embodying 
the  principles  of  his  Bill,  and  asserting 
the  right  of  Nonconformist  parishioners 
to  have  their  dead  friends  and  relatives 
buried  in  the  parish  churchyard  with 
services  of  their  own  selection,  and  by 
ministers  of  their  own  choice.  In  case 
the  Government  Bill  should  not  reach 
that  House  —  and  such  a  contingency 
was  within  the  bounds  of  possibility — he 
reserved  to  himself  the  right  to  bring 
forward  his  Eesolution  as  an  indepen- 
dent Motion.  He  would  now  only  ex- 
press the  fervent  hope,  in  which  he  was 
sure  every  party,  he  might  almost  say 
every  man,  in  the  House  would  join, 
that  this  unhappy  and  distressing  con- 
troversy, which  had  agitated  the  country 
for  so  many  years,  might  be  closed 
speedily  and  for  ever.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  concluded  by  moving 
that  the  Order  for  the  Second  Eeading 
of  the  Bill  be  discharged. 

Me.  RIDLEY,  who  had  given  Notice 
that  he  would  move  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time  that  day  six  months,  re- 
marked that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber in  the  course  he  had  just  taken  had 
consulted  the  convenience  of  the  House, 
no  less  than  the  interests  he  had  in  view. 
He  would  only  add  that  he  cordially 
joined  with  him  in  the  hope  that  the 
controversy  on  this  subject  might  speedily 
be  settled. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  discharged :  BiM  mthdrawn. 

ASSISTANT  COUNTY  SURVEYORS 

(IRELAND)  BILL-[BiLL  106.] 

(Jfr.  William  John$t(m^  Mr,  ChaitUy  Mr,  King* 

Harmon.) 
SECONB    BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Me.  W.  JOHNSTON,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 


that  it  was  a  Bill  to  enable  the  Grand 
Juries  of  Ireland  to  grant  increased  re- 
muneration to  the  assistant  county  sur- 
veyors, and  also,  with  the  approval  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  to  grant  them  su- 
perannuation. The  present  salaries  of 
these  officials  was  fixed  at  a  maximum 
of  £80  a-year.  Considering  that  they 
had  all  passed  examinations  as  engineers, 
he  thought  it  was  impossible  to  obtain 
the  services  of  a  qualified  man  at  such  a 
salary.  They  had  each  of  them  to  travel, 
perhaps,  1,000  miles  in  the  course  of 
a-year,  and  one  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  would  give  the  Grand  Jury  power  to 
vote  them  a  further  sum  for  travelling 
expenses.  He  trusted  that  the  House 
would  read  the  Bill  a  second  time.  If 
there  was  anything  in  it  which  the 
Government  regarded  unfavourably,  he 
should  be  happy  to  consider  any  Amend- 
ments which  might  meet  their  views. 
He  had  only  further  to  add  that  he  hoped 
hon.  Members  for  Ireland  would  assist 
him  in  obtaining  this  small  modicum 
of  justice  for  a  deserving,  and,  at  the 
present  time,  badly-paid  body  of  men. 
He  concluded  by  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'* — {Mr,  William  Johruton,) 

Mb.  BIGGAE,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months,  said,  the  hon.  Member  who 
moved  the  second  reading  (Mr.  W.  John- 
ston) said  it  was  a  modicum  of  "justice 
to  Ireland."  He  (Mr.  Biggar)  did  not 
view  it  in  that  light.  It  was  a  Bill  which 
proposed  to  take  money  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  ratepayers,  without  their 
consent.  He  knew  very  well  what  the 
duties  of  the  assistant  surveyors  were, 
and  he  thought  £80  a-year  a  very  fair 
salary  in  relation  to  those  duties ;  and,  in 
his  opinion,  the  Grand  Juries  should  not 
have  power  conferred  upon  them  to  make 
orders  to  give  them  superannuations. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  they  merely  gave 
their  spare  time.  ["No,  no!"]  He 
thought  they  were  very  fairly  paid  for 
driving,  on  an  average,  three  miles  a-day. 
He  had  several  relations  who  had  held 
the  office,  and  as  they  did  not  give  their 
time  to  it  he  thought  they  were  already 
sufficiently  well  paid.  They  were  cer- 
tainly gentlemen  of  respectability ;  but 
he  could  not  see  why  the  Grand  Juries 
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ihould  have  increased  powers  conferred 
upon  them  to  impose  increased  expenses 
on  the  cesBpajers;  and  he  therefore 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  *'now/'  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  '*  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr.  Biggar,) 

Thb  O'CONOE  don  ventured  to 
say  that  there  was  no  such  persons 
as  assistant  county  surveyors.  They 
were  only  assistants  to  the  county  sur- 
veyors, and  the  difference  was  an  irn* 
portant  one,  as  these  gentlemen  were 
trying  to  get  themselves  recognized  as 
independent  county  officers.  Their  posi- 
tion, he  admitted,  was  one  of  the  most 
anomalous  kind.  Although  they  were 
appointed  by  the  county  surveyors  with- 
out the  intervention  of  the  Grand  Jury, 
they  could  not  be  removed  without  the 
sanction  of  that  body.  He  thought  that 
legislation  of  the  kind  proposed  by  the 
Bill  was  rather  premature  until  their 
position  was  more  clearly  defined,  and 
placed  on  a  more  satisfactory  footing, 
although  he  admitted  that  their  salaries 
were  at  present  small.  From  a  public 
point  of  view  the  result  of  raising  the 
salaries  of  the  county  surveyor's  assis- 
tants woiild  be  an  advantage.  Practically, 
the  n'eater  portion  of  the  county  work 
had  been  thrown  upon  them ;  and  it  fol- 
lowed that  if  the  salaries  were  too  low, 
the  class  of  men  would  not  be  the  best 
in  the  profession,  and  they  would  also 
be  open  to  temptations  from  contractors 
to  accept  remuneration  in  a  manner  that 
would  not  conduce  to  the  benefit  of  the 
county.  Believing  that  legislation  was 
required  on  the  subject  he  would  not 
oppose  the  second  reading,  but  should 
the  Bill  reach  Committee,  he  would  feel 
bound  to  suggest  considerable  Amend- 
ments.   

Me.  macartney  supported  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  taking  excep- 
tion to  several  of  its  provisions,  however. 
The  most  objectionable  part,  bethought, 
was  the  Proviso  giving  the  power  of  in- 
creasing the  sahries  of  the  assistant 
surveyors  to  the  Grand  Jury,  without 
having  previously  obtained  the  assent 
of  the  magistrates  and  associated  cess- 
payers  at  the  baronial  presentment  ses- 
sions. That  power,  he  thought,  should 
be  subject  to  some  control  from  the  rate- 
payers.   The  general  tendency  of  legis- 

Mr  Biggar 


lation  had  been  to  give  the  ratepajets 
control  in  the  county  expenditore,  mod 
it  would  be  unfair  to  make  an  ezceptiaii 
in  the  present  instance  and  denj  the 
ratepayers  a  voice  in  the  matter.  He 
thought,  however,  that  it  would  be  well 
if,  for  the  future,  assistant  surreyon 
should  be  fewer  in  number,  better  V^^ 
and  selected  fVom  a  class  of  men  fitted 
to  succeed  eventually  to  the  office  of 
county  surveyors.  The  hope  of  ultimate 
promotion  would  induce  a  higher  das 
of  men  to  serve  at  first  in  the  subordi- 
nate office. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  that  tlie 
only  way  to  have  good  roads  in  Ireland 
was  by  paying  the  assistant  county  aor- 
veyors  weU.  He  knew  the  work  thfy 
had  to  do,  and  therefore  gave  his  hearty 
support  to  the  measure.  It  had  been 
stated  that  those  surveyors  did  not  travel 
many  miles  in  the  year,  but  they  tra- 
velled not  only  1,000  but  over  6,000 
miles  a-year ;  and  out  of  their  salaries 
of  £80  a-year  they  paid  at  least  a  third 
of  that  in  expenses,  leaving  them  only 
£60.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Bigmr)  would  withdraw  his 
Amendment  and  allow  the  Bill  to  be 
read  a  second  time,  which  might  be 
amended  in  Committee. 

Me.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  ob- 
jeoted  that  the  Orand  Jury  should  have 
the  power  of  deciding  in  the  matter  of 
salaries  of  those  men ;  he  was  not  in 
favour  of  superannuation.  They  were  a 
most  useful  class  of  men,  and  their  la- 
bour and  services  were  very  valuable,  as 
the  main  part  of  the  work  was  really 
done  by  them.  The  late  Gk>vemmeQt 
showed  every  disposition  to  take  the  sub- 
ject in  hand ;  but  the  noble  Marquees 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  was  pre- 
vented from  doing  so  by  pressure  of 
other  business.  It  was  evident  the  men 
were  underpaid,  and  all  the  objections 
urged  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
(Mr.  Biggar)  coiild  be  dealt  with  when 
the  Bill  came  to  be  considered  in  Com- 
mittee. The  men,  as  a  class,  were  veiy 
dissatisfied.  They  had  to  do  a  great 
deal  of  important  work,  and  they  were 
badly  paid.  To  say,  as  had  been  done 
by  the  preceding  speaker,  that  a  third 
of  their  income  was  expended  in  travel- 
ling expenses,  was  to  understate  the  fact 
He  believed  that  half  of  their  salaiy 
was  so  consumed,  and  that  left  the  men 
only  £40  a-year  to  Kve  upon.  Amend- 
ments might  be  made  in  Oonunittes; 
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but,  in  his  opinion,  it  would  be  only  fair 
to  give  them  something  aaditional  in  the 
matter  of  pay. 

Mr.  BRUEN  said,  he  shonld  vote  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  as  he 
thought  the  assistant  surveyors  ought  to 
be  fairly  paid. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
had  no  objection  to  the  Bill  being  read 
a  second  time,  but  several  provisions 
would  require  careful  attention  in  Com- 
mittee. Before  the  House  proceeded  to 
a  division,  he  thought  they  should  have 
an  understanding  from  the  hon.  Member 
who  introduced  the  Bill  that  he  was  pre- 
pared to  accept  an  Amendment  limiting 
the  power  of  the  Grand  Jury  to  grant 
increases  to  the  salaries  of  the  assistant 
county  surveyors. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  was 
of  opinion  that  the  Bill  would  require 
considerable  alteration  before  it  became 
law,  and  he  certainly  thought  that  the 
question  as  to  whether  the  salaries 
should  be  raised  ought  to  be  referred  to 
the  presentment  sessions  as  well  as  to 
the  Grand  Jury.  The  Government 
would  object  to  the  relations  between 
these  assistant-surveyors  and  the  county 
surveyors  being  changed.  As  had  been 
well  observed,  the  former  were  assistant 
to  the  surveyors  and  were  not  county 
officers,  and,  therefore,  he  could  not 
agree  to  the  provision  for  pensions.  He 
also  doubted  the  wisdom  of  increasing 
the  travelling  allowances.  The  limit  at 
pfesent  fixed  for  the  salary,  £80,  he  ad- 
mitted, was  unsatisfactory.  This  class  of 
men  occupied  a  responsible  position,  the 
duties  of  which  were  in  many  respects 
analogous  to  those  of  the  surveyors  to 
Highway  Boards  in  England,  and  he 
did  not  think  it  was  cdways  possible  to 
secure  competent  men  at  so  low  a  salary. 
An  increase,  therefore,  might  very  fairly 
be  assented  to ;  but  as  to  what  the  pre- 
cise limit  should  be,  that  would  be  a 
matter  for  consideration  in  Committee. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  felt  justi- 
fied in  supporting  the  second  reading  of 
the  measure,  as  he  felt  sure  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Belfast  (Mr.  W.  John- 
ston) would  not  object  to  have  these 
points  dealt  with  in  Committee. 

Mb.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  en- 
tertained very  great  respect  for  the  assis- 
tant surveyors,  whose  duties,  he  knew 
from  experience,  were  Y&rj  ardnons  in 
measuring  stones  and  in  various  ways 
assisting  the  surveyors.    He  agreed  in 


the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar),  that  the  Grand 
Juries  should  not  have  the  settlement  of 
those  matters,  and  he  should  vote  for  the 
Amendment,  as  at  present  it  was  not 
desirable  that  any  change  should  be 
made.  That  should  be  deferred  until 
the  House  saw  what  form  for  county 
administration  the  measure  which  the 
Government  intended  to  bring  forward 
would  assume.  It  might  under  a  new 
system  certainly  change  the  position  of 
these  surveyors'  assistants.  He  shoiild 
be  glad  to  see  the  position  of  the  class 
improved,  and  if  they  were  deprived  of 
their  private  practice,  and  they  did  prac- 
tice, some  of  them  largely,  then  some 
compensating  arrangement  should  be 
made;  but  at  the  present  moment  he 
felt  it  would  be  injudicious  to  make  any 
change  in  the  relation  of  this  class  to  the 
surveyors.  With  that  view  he  should 
vote  for  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan. 

Mb.  H.  HERBERT  said,  he  should 
vote  against  the  Bill. 

Mb.  PARNELL  thought  that  the  Bill 
had  been  brought  forward  at  an  inop- 

Sortune  moment;  and  that  the  hon. 
[ember  for  Belfast  (Mr.  W.  Johnston) 
and  those  who  supported  him  would 
have  better  consulted  the  interests  of  a 
most  meritorious  class  of  men  if  they 
had  postponed  this  question  until  the 
whole  system  of  county  administration 
had  been  brought  before  the  country  by 
a  Government  measure.  It  was  his  in- 
tention to  vote  for  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan. 

Mb.  D.  TAYLOR  supported  the  Bill, 
and  thought  the  position  of  the  sur- 
veyors' assistants  required  consideration. 
Until  a  reform  of  the  Grand  Jury  system 
was  brought  about,  he  believed  the  Bill 
would  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  counties. 

Mb.  C ALLAN  considered  credit  was 
due  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast  (Mr. 
W.  Johnston)  who  introduced  the  Bill, 
and  hoped  it  would  be  amended  in  Com- 
mittee. He  should  support  the  second 
reading. 

Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  said,  in  reply, 
he  could  assure  the  House  that  he  would 
receive  all  Amendments  that  might  be 
proposed  in  a  favourable  manner. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  word  '  now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  211 ;  Noes 
32:  Majority  179.— (Div.  List,  No.  110.) 
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Main  Question  put,  and  agr$0d  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,   and  com- 
mitted for  Friday  11th  May. 


PIBB    AKD    HAKBOUR    ORDERS    CONFIRMA- 
TION (no.   2)  BILL. 
Contidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Bsaohed^  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  brinff  in 
a  Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under  **  The  Gene- 
ral Pier  and  Harbour  Act,  1861,"  relating  to 
Aberbrothwick  and  Skerries. 

Resolution  reported :  —  Bill  ord^ed  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Edward  Stakuopb  and  Sir 
Charles  Addbrlet. 

BUlpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  164.] 

MEDICAL   ACT    (1858)     AMENDMENT    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Lcsh,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Medical  Act  of  1868,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Dr.  Lusu,  Sir  Trevor  Lawrence,  Lord 
Edmond  FrrzMAVRiCB,  and  Mr.  Gramth  \m. 

B^presentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  166.] 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS 
(OAS)   CONFIRMATION  (PENRITH,  &C.)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Salt,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  relating  to  the  Local  Government 
Districts  of  Penrith,  Silsden,  and  Tnyscynhaiam, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  dalt  and 
Mr.  Sclater-Booth. 

Bm  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  166.] 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS 
CONFIRMATION    (aLTRINCHAM,    &C.)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Salt,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  relating  to  the  Rural  Sanitary  Dis- 
trict of  the  Altrincham  Union,  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Districts  of  Blaydon  and  Brandon, 
and  Byshottles,  the  Boroughs  of  Nottingham 
and  Stoke  upon  Trent,  the  Local  Government 
Districts  of  Tong  Street  and  Torquay,  and  the 
City  of  Winchester,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Salt  and  Mr.  Sclater-Booth. 

Biilpreuntedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  167.] 

House  acyonmed  at  Six  o'clock. 
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MINUTES.]  —  5i<  Firtt  in  Parliemmt ^'Tht 
Lord  Gonnaniton,  after  the  death   of  his 
Fathttf 


Public  Bills  — JVr*<  Brnding^'Kcmeml  of 
Wrecks*  (69) ;  Gas  and  Water  Ordcri  Ooq. 
firmation  (Brottoa,  ftc)*  (60),  and  rrfetred 
to  the  Examiners ;  Tramways  Orders  Coofir- 
mation  (Barton,  &c.)  *  (61),  and  reftrrwd  ta 
the  Examiners. 

Select  CommttteeSeport'-VvhUc  Becord  OAc*  * 
(61-68). 

Third  Reading — Judicial  Proceedings  (Rating)  * 
(37),  and  paeeed. 

Withdrawn — Protection  of  Narigatioa  *  (6S}. 


BLAOK  BOD. 

The  Deputy  Lord  Great  Chamberiain  _. 
quainted  the  House  **  That  Her  Majcoty  had 
fj>pointed  General  The  Ri^t  Hononrable  Sir 
William  Thomas  EnoUys,  K.C.B.,  to  be  0«b- 
tleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  in  the  room  of 
Admiral  Sir  Augustus  William  James  ClifTord, 
Baronet,  C.B.,  deceased,  and  that  he  was  at  the 
door  ready  to  receive  their  Lordshipe  com- 
mands,*' whereupon  the  House  directed  hs 
should  be  called  in ;  accordingly  he  wma  called 
in,  and  ofilciated  in  his  plaoe. 


REPRESENTATIVE  PEER  FOR  IRELAND. 

Writs  and  Betums  electing  the  Eari 
Anneslej  a  Representative  Peer  for  Ire- 
land in  the  room  of  the  late  Earl  of 
Bandon,  deceased,  with  the  Certificate 
of  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland 
annexed  thereto — Delivered  (on  oath), 
and  Certificate  read. 


RU8SLA  AND  TURKEY— THE  WAB- 
THE  SEAT  OF  WAR, 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Eael  CADOOAN  said,  it  might  he 
for  the  convenience  of  their  Lordships 
if  he  mentioned  that  it  was  intended  to 
place  in  the  Library  of  the  House  a  map 
of  the  Seat  of  War,  and  that  an  officer 
from  the  Intelligence  Department  of  the 
War  Office  would  attend  each  day  to 
mark  off  such  changes  as  might  oconr 
in  the  positions  of  the  contending  armies. 

SEMOVAL  OF  WRECKS  BILL  [n.L.] 

A  Bill  to  fadlitate  the  removal  of  Wredn 
and  other  obstructions  to  Navigation — Wm 
pretented  by  The  Lord  Elthinstoni  ;  read  I*. 
(No.  69.) 


gas  altd  water  orders  ookfirmatiov 
(brotton,    &o.)    bill   [h.l.]    (KO.    60.) 

A  Bill  for  confirming  certain  Provisional  Orden 
made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under  The  6ti 
and  Waterworks  Fadlitief  Act,  1870,  reUtiof 
to  Brotton  Qan,  Guisbrou^  Oat,  Bridpori 
Water,  Bargees  Hill  Water,  Ruthin  Wa^r,alui 
Pickering  (Taa  and  Water ;  And 
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n^   tions  jput;b7  the  two  hon.  Gentlemen 
ho   opposite. 

»t       Mb.  GOXJBLET  :  The  answer  of  the 
V.    hon.  Gentleman  is  scarcely  explicit.    I 
i    shoiild  like  to  read  the  second  paragraph 
of  my  Question — 

*' Whether  any  intemAtional  arrangement 
I'xists  deflninff  contraband  goods;  if  not,  if  he 
will  take  such  steps  as  Her  Majesty's  Govom- 
MH*nt  may  deem  necessary  to  procure  an  intor- 
'1  ttional  Bchedole  of  oontrabana  merchandise." 

>y  way  of  explanation,  I  may  tell  the 
m .  Gentleman  that  the  reason  why  I  ask 

k _  ^  I M  is  that  at  the  present  moment  a  large 

I  ~—  —  .-■■■'^  mber  of  vessels  are  bound  withcar- 

t  to  Bussian  ports  in  the  Black  Sea, 

that  those  vessels,  with  their  cargoes, 

i><)und  to  proceed  until  official  notice 

ven  of  the  blockade  of  those  ports. 

of  those  vessels   have  coal    on 

.  and  durinff  the  American  War 

.is  declared  to  be  contraband  of 

■^  our  own  (Government.    What  I 

'  —   ■  "^  le  Government  to  do  is  this — to 

'■^^'  the  shipowners  and  merchants 

*■=    =^  country  whether  they  consider 

•  >  a  contraband  of  war  or  other- 
^rr  1  also  to  endeavour  to  bring 

arrangement  with  other  Go- 

<  as  to  what  is  to  be  looked 

ontraband  of  war  during  the 

•f  hostilities  between  Bussia 

I  ^RKE :  I  am  sorry  that  my 
not  as  explicit  as  the  hon. 
uld  wish,  but  I  think  I  have 
lo  Question  so  far  as  I  pos- 
t'  the  hon.  Gentleman  wishes 
information  on  the  subject, 
to  of  vast  importance,  not 
i>  Government,  out  to  all  the 
•f  this  country,  and  if  he  will 
')ugh  to  give  me  Notice,  I 
y  happy  to  answer  his  Ques- 

IlLET :  My  Notice  is  ak^ady 
T.  What  I  want  to  learn  is 
Order!*'] 

AJCER:  If  the  hon.  Member 
>  put  a  now  Question,  he  is 
ve  Notice  of  it. 
ITRLEY:  It  is  the  same 
With  your  permission,  I 
he  second  paragraph  of  it 

''emational  arrangement  ex- 

nd  goods ;  if  not,  if  ho  will 

T  Majesty's  (Government 

procure  an  international 

vS-  norchandise." 
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THE  CATTLE  PLAGUE  —  COMPENSA- 
TION FOR  COMPULSORY  SLAUGHTER 
—LEGISLATION.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  PAGET  asked  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Coimcil,  Whether,  seeing 
the  national  importaiioe  of  early  infor- 
mation of  an  outbreak  of  Cattle  Plague 
and  with  a  view  to  afford  reasonable  in- 
ducement to  owners  of  stock  to  declare 
the  existence  of  this  disease  immediately 
on  its  outbreak,  he  will  endeavour  to 
provide  by  statute  that  compensation  for 
compulsory  slaughter  of  affected  ani- 
mals shall  be  awarded  on  a  scale  at 
least  as  liberal  as  that  now  in  force  in 
case  of  pleuro-pneumonia  under  the 
Animals  Order,  1875? 

Viscount  SANDON  :  Sir,  I  have  re- 
ferred the  Question  of  my  hon.  Friend 
to  the  Lord  President,  and  I  hope,  I 
need  not  assure  him,  that  we  fldly  ap- 
preciate the  importimce  of  the  matter 
to  which  he  has  called  attention.  Oon- 
sidering,  however,  that  these  matters 
will  shortly  be  investigated  by  the  Com- 
mittee, which  we  hope  will  be  soon  at 
work,  we  think  we  should  not  be  justi- 
fied in  giving  any  opinion,  and  still  less 
in  proposing  any  legislation,  respecting 
any  part  of  the  subject,  until  the  Re- 
port of  the  Select  Uommittee  has  been 
received. 

Mr.  PAGET  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  take  an  early  opportunity  of 
calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  subject. 

RUSSIA   AND  TURKEY  — THE  WAR— 
THE  SUEZ  CANAL.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  If,  in  view  of  the  com- 
plications which  may  arise  from  the  war 
between  Bussia  and  Turkey,  it  is  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  take  such  steps,  m  concert  with  the 
other  ffreat  Powers,  as  would  secure  the 
neutralization  of  the  Suez  Canal  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER :  If  by  the  expression  "neutra- 
lization" is  meant  an  arrangement  which 
would  prevent,  in  time  of  war,  the  ships 
of  war  of  any  nation  from  passing  through 
the  Canal,  Uiat  would  be  an  arrangement 
which  would  prevent  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment from  making  use  of  the  Canal 
for  the  purpose  of  sending  the  ordinanr 
reliefs  to  and  from  India,  and  to  suca 
an  arrangement  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 


ment was  not  disposed  to  lend  aaj  vaL 
But  Her  Majesty^s  Government  ml  be 
prepared  to  take  steps  for  the  proieolian 
of  the  navigation  of  the  CanaL 

RUSSIA   AND   TURKEY— THE    WAB— 
CONTRABAND  OP  WAR.— QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  tlOLUNS  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Ailairt, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Qovenuneot 
in  view  of  the  magnitude  of  Britiah 
interests  affected  by  the  question.  wiD 
propose  to  the  Governments  of  Hosflia 
and  of  Turkey  to  specify  what  artieleft 
or  merchandise  on  board  ships  of  neutral 
nations  they  will  empower  Prize  Coorti 
in  their  respective  States  to  adjudge  as 
contraband  of  war  ? 

Mb.  BOUBKB:  Sir,  as  there  is 
another  Question  upon  the  Paper  on  th« 
same  subject  by  the  hon.  Menaber  for 
Sunderland  (Mr.  Oourley),  if  the  House 
will  permit  me,  I  will  answer  both  at 
the  same  time.  I  need  hardly  remind 
the  House  that  the  question  as  to  what 
is  and  what  is  not  contraband  of  war  has 
at  all  times  g^ven  rise  to  much  diaons- 
sion.  I  need  hardly  also  remind  the 
House  that  there  are  certain  things 
which  are  alwajra  called  oontraband  of 
war,  such  as  arms,  military  store6,^un- 
powder,  and  things  of  that  kind.  Thett 
are  also  other  things  which  have  been 
held  to  be  contraband  of  war,  according 
to  their  destination,  and  according  to 
other  circumstances,  decided  by  the 
Prize  Courts.  It  has  never  been  UBual 
for  an^  Government,  and  certainly  not 
for  this  Government,  nor  do  I  think  it 
would  be  possible,  to  define  what,  under 
all  circumstances,  should  be  considered 
contraband  of  war ;  and  I  do  not  think 
that  it  would  be  in  the  interest  of 
English  merchants  to  call  on  bellige- 
rents to  define  what  they  consider  to  m 
contraband  of  war,  because  the  effect  of 
that  might  be  that  certain  foods  which 
have  not  hitherto  been  held  to  be  con- 
traband of  war  by  a  Prize  Court  might 
be  declared  by  a  belligerent  Government 
to  be  contraband  of  war.  Under  these 
circumstances  it  is  not  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  call  on 
the  belligerent  Powers  to  define  what 
they  consider  to  be  the  articles  which 
ought  to  be  included  under  the  term 
contraband  of  war.  At  the  same  time 
Her  Mf^esty's  Government  wUl  watch 
very  narrowly  the  proceedings  of  the 
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Prize  Courts  with  the  Tiew  of  seeing 
whether  any  articles  are  dedared  to  be 
contraband   of  war    which   have   not 
hitherto  been  included  in  that  category. 
I  may  mention  that  I  have  been  asked 
privately   by   several    hon.    Members 
within  the  last  few  days  whether  cer- 
tain articles  are  contraband  of  war.    I 
do  not  mean  to  name  the  articles  in 
detail,  because  1  do  not  think  it  would 
be  judicious.    1  may,  however,  mention 
one  thing  which  is  aown  in  these  Ques- 
tions— ^namely,  coal.    That  is  one  of  the 
artides  held  by  some  Prize  Courts  to  be 
contraband  of  war  according  to  the  desti- 
nation, and  also  according  to  other  cir- 
cumstances which  are  to  be  adjudicated 
upon  by  the  Prize  Court.    With  regard 
to  other  artides  mentioned  by  some  hon. 
Members,  I  can  only  give  the    same 
answer,  and  I  may  add  that  until  they 
have  been  dedared  by  a  Prize  Court  to 
be  contraband  of  war  it  is  impossible  to 
give  any  definite  answer  on  the  subject. 
The  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland  also  proceeded  to    inquire 
whether  we  have  received  any  official 
notification  of  the  nature  of  the  blockade 
and  regulations   intended  to  be  esta- 
blidied  by  the  Turkish  Qovemment  in 
the  Black  Sea,  Bosphorus,  and  Darda*- 
nelles,  and  whether  the  Bussian  Govern- 
ment has  forwarded  official  notice  and 
regulations  relative  to  the  mining   of 
harbours  other  than  that  of  Odessa?  We 
have  not  received  any  more  information 
about  the  blockade  of  the  Black  Sea 
than  that  which  I  communicated  to  the 
House  the  other  niffht.    The  relations 
which  we  were  told  at  that  time  were 
going  to  be  issued  by  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment have  not  reached  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment,  and  when  they  do  reach 
us  we  shall  not  lose  a  moment  in  pub- 
lishing them.  In  regard  to  mining  opera- 
tions carried  on  in  certain  ports  belong- 
ing to  Bussia,  I  have  not  heard  that  any 
ports  in  the  Black  Sea  have  been  mined 
except  that  of  Odessa.  Another  question 
asked  is  as  to  the  alleged  destruction  of 
a  Britidi  vessel  by  striking  a  torpedo  on 
entering  Kertch.  No  information  of  that 
destruction  has  reached  Her  Majesty's 
OoY^nment,  but  we  have  sent  a  tele- 
nam  to   our  Consul   to  inquire  what 
nas  taken  place.    When  the  reply  has 
been  received,  I  shall  be  very  happy 
to    communicate  it   to  the  House.     1 
think  this  answer  will  cover  the  whole 
of  the  subjects  contained  in  the  Ques- 


tions put;  by  the  two  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite. 

Mr.  GOXJBLET  :  The  answer  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  scarcely  explicit.  I 
should  like  to  read  the  second  paragraph 
of  my  Question — 

'*  Whether  any  international  arrangement 
exists  defining  contraband  goods ;  if  not,  if  he 
will  take  such  steps  as  Her  Majesty's  Gk>Yem- 
ment  may  deem  necessary  to  procure  an  inter- 
national schedule  of  contrabana  merchandise/* 

By  way  of  explanation,  I  may  tell  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  reason  why  I  ask 
this  is  that  at  the  present  moment  a  large 
number  of  vessels  are  bound  with  car- 
goes to  Bussian  ports  in  the  Black  Sea, 
and  that  those  vessels,  with  their  cargoes, 
are  bound  to  proceed  until  official  notice 
is  given  of  the  blockade  of  those  ports. 
Many  of  those  vessels  have  co^  on 
board,  and  during  the  American  War 
coal  was  declared  to  be  contraband  of 
war  by  our  own  Gt)vemment.  What  I 
want  the  Gt)vemment  to  do  is  this — to 
inform  the  shipowners  and  merchants 
of  this  country  whether  they  consider 
coal  to  be  a  contraband  of  war  or  other- 
wise, and  also  to  endeavour  to  bring 
about  an  arrangement  with  other  Go- 
vernments as  to  what  is  to  be  looked 
upon  as  contraband  of  war  during  the 
existence  of  hostilities  between  Bussia 
and  Turkey. 

Mb.  BOXJBKE  :  I  am  sorry  that  my 
answer  was  not  as  explicit  as  the  hon. 
Member  would  wish,  but  I  think  I  have 
answered  the  Question  so  far  as  I  pos- 
sibly can.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  wishes 
for  further  information  on  the  subject, 
which  is  one  of  vast  importance,  not 
merely  to  the  Government,  out  to  all  the 
merchants  of  this  country,  and  if  he  will 
be  kind  enough  to  give  me  Notice,  I 
shall  be  veiy  happy  to  answer  his  Ques- 
tion. 

Mb.  GOUBLEY  :  My  Notice  is  ah^ady 
on  the  Paper.  What  I  want  to  learn  is 
this [ "  Order !  "] 

Mb.  SPEAKEB:  If  the  hon.  Member 
proposes  to  put  a  new  Question,  he  is 
bound  to  give  Notice  of  it. 

Mb.  GOUBLET:  It  is  the  same 
Question.  With  your  permission,  I 
will  read  the  second  paragraph  of  it 
again — 

''  Whether  any  international  arrangement  ex- 
ists defining  contraband  goods ;  if  not,  if  he  will 
take  such  steps  as  Her  Majesty's  Government 
may  deem  necessary  to  procure  an  international 
schedule  of  contraband  merchandise." 
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Mb.  BOUEKE  :  I  thought  I  answered 
that  Question.  No  international  ar- 
rangement does  exist,  and  I  think  I 
said  that  in  the  opinion  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  it  would  not  be 
expedient  for  a  neutral  Government  to 
ask  a  belligerent  Government  what  they 
consider  contraband  of  war. 

TURKEY— MILITARY   CONTRIBUTIONS 
OF  EGYPT.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  STACPOOLE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  he  could  state  what  is  the  amount  of 
Force,  Egypt  is  by  Treaty  obliged  to 
supply  on  the  demand  of  Turkey;  and, 
whether  Egypt  is  obliged  to  supply 
Troops  on  the  demand  of  Turkey  in  ad- 
dition to  the  Tribute  she  pays,  or  does 
the  payment  of  Tribute  cease  when 
Troops  are  furnished  ? 

Mb.  BOURKE  :  When  the  hon. 
Gentleman  uses  the  word  "Treaty  "in 
the  Question,  I  conclude  that  he  means 
Firman.  According  to  the  Firman — or 
rather  Firmans,  for  there  are  three  of 
them,  I  believe — issued  by  the  Porte  to 
the  Khedive,  the  latter  is  oound  to  send 
30,000  troops  to  the  Porte  in  time  of 
peace,  and  that  number  may  be  in- 
creased in  time  of  war  according  to  what 
the  Porte  considers  to  be  reasonable. 
The  payment]  of  the  Tribute  from  the 
Khedive  to  the  Porte  has  nothing  at  all 
to  do  with  the  furnishing  of  troops. 

REGISTRY  OF  DEEDS  (IRELAND). 

QUESTION. 

Sm  JOSEPH  M*KENNA  (for  Mr. 
Meldon)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether  any  representations 
have  been  made  to  the  Treasury  by  the 
late  or  present  Registrar  of  Deeds  in 
Ireland  on  the  subject  of  uncompared 
documents,  and  what  reply  or  replies 
have  been  made  thereto;  whether  a 
special  report  was  at  any  time  made  on 
this,  amongst  other  subjects,  relating  to 
the  office  in  the  vear  1 865 ;  and,  whe- 
ther a  consolidated  Dictionary  Index  on 
paper  from  the  year  1870  to  the  present 
has  not  been  compiled  and  is  now  in 
official  use,  and  what  steps  the  Treasury 
have  taken  to  have  such  Index  placed  in 
the  hands  of  the  public,  and  how  much 
of  the  surplus  earnings  of  the  office, 
amounting  to  £42,000  m  the  vear  1867 
and  upwards,  has  been  applied  to  render 


the  office  more  useful  and  conTenifliit  to 
the  public  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Sir,  it  ia  tm 
that  representations  have  been  made  to 
the  Treasury  from  the  Begistry  of  Deeds 
in  Ireland  on  the  subject  of  nnoompared 
documents.  This  matter  was  reported 
upon,  among  others,  by  a  Departmental 
Committee  in  1865.  I  am  not  prenared 
to  lay  their  Beport,  which  is  a  oonnden- 
tial  document,  on  the  Table  of  th» 
House.  A  consolidated  Dictionary  In- 
dex has  been  prepared,  and  is  in  official 
use,  but  at  present  it  is  not  intended  to 
place  it  in  the  hands  of  the  public.  I 
am  aware  that  the  office  daima  that  up 
to  1867  its  surplus  earnings  amounted 
to  the  sum  stated — namely,  £42,000— 
but  during  the  last  10  years  the  total 
annual  cost  of  the  office  has  largely  in- 
creased, and,  instead  of  a  surplus,  ihen 
has  been  a  deficiency,  amounting  in  thft 
10  years  to  about  £26,500.  l£e  defi- 
ciency is  annually  increasing. 

EPPING  FOREST  COMMISSION— THE 
EVIDENCE.—  QUESTION. 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS  asked  the  Secretair 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  If 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  QoTemment  to 
introduce  a  Bill  this  Session  to  giTe 
effect  to  the  reoommendationa  of  ths 
Commissioners  on  Epping  Forest ;  and, 
if  so,  when  ? 

Sm  HENET  SELWIN-IBBET80N, 
in  reply,  said,  the  Home  Secretary  had 
already  stated  that  he  could  not  under- 
take to  fix  a  time  for  the  introduction  of 
a  Bill  until  the  voluminous  evidence 
had  been  printed.  When  it  was  it 
would  be  considered  with  a  view  to  ths 
bringing  in  of  a  Bill,  although  the 
present  state  of  the  Public  Business  wu 
not  very  promising  as  to  its  passing. 
No  difficulty  could  arise  from  the  sus- 
pension of  the  powers  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, as  they  woiild  be  alive  until  the 
end  of  next  year. 

CLOSING  OP  BURIAL  GROTTNDa 
QUBSTION. 

Mb.  OBEENE  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther there  are  any  practical  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  closing  overcrowded 
churchyards  or  other  bunal  gprounds  ? 

Sib  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON, 
in    reply,   said,  there  were  no  actual 
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difficulties  in  tHe  way  of  closing  burial 

g'ounds,  but  from  the  fact  l£at  the 
ome  Office  was  not  in  connection  with 
the  officers  who  looked  after  the  sanitary 
arrangements  of  the  country.  There 
were  some  difficulties,  which  would  be 
overcome  by  the  transfer  of  the  authority 
to  the  Local  Goyemment  Board.  The 
present  practice  was  for  a  complaint  to 
be  made,  for  an  inquiry  to  be  made  into 
that  complaint,  and  for  an  order  being 
made  in  Council  following  on  that  in- 
quiry for  closing  the  churchyard. 

NAVY— NAVAL  OFFICERS  ON  THE  RE- 
TIRED  LIST.— QUESTION. 

Captain  PIM  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  K  he  will  state  on  what 
authority  officers  on  the  Betired  List 
can  be  called  on  for  active  service,  and 
in  what  respect  they  differ  from  officers 
on  the  Eeserved  List  or  on  half-pay  in 
their  liability  for  active  service  ;  whether 
the  liability  of  retired  officers  to  be  called 
on  for  active  service  is  regulated  by 
Order  in  Council  or  by  the  Statute  Law  ; 
and,  if  he  will  inform  the  House  the 
authority  by  which 

"  The  Admiralty  haa  power  to  remove  from 
the  list  of  the  Royal  Navy  any  officer  whatever, 
wheither  on  fnll-pay,  half-pay,  or  on  the  Retired 
liBty  and  this  without  reason  assigned  ?  " 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGEETON  (for  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty)  said  : 
Sir,  I  have  to  inform  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  that  officers  on  the 
Reserved  or  Betired  List  can  be  called 
upon  for  active  service  by  Order  in 
Council,  according  to  the  Queen's  Regu- 
lations, cap.  7,  sec.  3,  art.  1.  The 
power  of  tne  Admiralty  to  remove  the 
names  of  officers  from  the  list  of  the 
Royal  Navy  rests  on  immemorial  usage, 
and  is  an  exercise  of  the  prerogative  of 
the  Crown. 


MERCHANT    SEAMEN'S    BILL— LEGIS- 
LATION.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  BURT  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  If  he  can  state 
when  the  Government  will  introduce 
their  promised  Bill  to  amend  the  Law 
relating  to  breaches  of  contract  of  sea- 
men? 

Sm  CHARLES  ADDERI.ET:  Sir, 
I  have  a  Bill  entitled  the  Merchant  Sea- 
men's Bill,  already  drafted,  dealing  with 
both  breach  of  contract  and  discipline  of 


seamen,  and  I  am  only  waiting  the 
earliest  opportunity  to  ask  leave  of  the 
House  to  introduce  it. 

LICENSING  ACT,  1872— 

SALE  OF  LICENSED  PREMISES. 

QUESTION. 

Sib  GEORGE  JENKINSON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  frequent  and  in- 
creasing practice  of  the  purchase  by 
brewers  of  licensed  premises  when  sold 
after  the  death  of  a  former  owner — thus 
creating  a  new  claim  for  vested  interest 
and  an  encouragement  to  drinking,  and 
thereby  neutralising  the  intentions  and 
efforts  of  the  legislature ;  also  the  prac- 
tice of  single  justices  (not  acting  in  pub- 
lic or  in  Court)  of  granting  an  extension 
of  hours  for  drinking ;  and,  whether  he 
will  take  any  steps,  by  legislation,  or 
the  issue  of  a  circular  and  other  means, 
to  endeavour  to  check  the  evils  arising 
from  the'  prevalence  of  the  practices 
above  described  ? 

Me.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  the  Secretary  of  State  could  have 
no  knowledge  of  the  purchase  by  brewers 
of  licensed  premises  after  the  death  of 
the  former  owner,  and  he  could  not  pre- 
vent the  purchase  of  such  premises  by 
brewers.  As  to  the  second  part  of  his 
Question,  he  had  to  inform  the  hon. 
Baronet  that  a  single  justice  had  no 
power  to  grant  an  extension  of  the  hours 
for  public-houses  to  be  kept  open  on 
special  occasions ;  that  could  only  be 
done  by  two  justices  of  the  peace  in 
petty  sessions  assembled.  He  was, 
however,  of  opinion  that  the  merits  of 
each  application  for  an  extension  of  the 
hours  should  be  carefully  considered, 
and,  if  possible,  a  uniform  system  be 
adopted,  so  as  to  prevent  different  rules 
being  laid  down  in  different  parts  of  the 
country.  There  were  difficulties,  no 
doubt,  in  the  way ;  but  the  magistrates, 
when  they  assembled  at  quarter  sessions, 
might  consider  and  discuss  the  whole 
question. 

POOR  LAW  GUARDIANS  —  ABUSES  AT 
ELECTIONS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  directed  to 
the  abuses  which  have  occurred  in  many 
places  during  the  last  few  years  in  the 
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election  of  the  guardians  of  the  poor ; 
whether  in  consequence  of  the  dissatis- 
faction caused  thereby  ho  is  prepared  to 
recommend  such  an  alteration  of  the 
Law  as  would  permit  the  yotes  to  be 
taken  by  ballot  instead  of  by  voting 
papers ;  and,  whether  the  tenure  of  office 
for  which  guardians  are  elected  might 
not  be  advantageously  extended  from 
one  to  three  years  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  in  renly, 
said,  that  the  number  of  contested  elec- 
tions for  Guardians  of  the  Poor  in  1874 
was  630,  and  in  1875  it  was  720.  Oom* 
plaints  had  been  made  of  malpraotioes, 
but  many  of  them  had  not  been  well 
founded,  and  in  1874  it  had  only  been 
found  necessary  to  hold  an  official  in- 
quiry into  two  cases.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  did  not  feel  it  necessary 
to  recommend  such  aiji  alteration  of  the 
law  as  would  permit  the  yotes  to  be  taken 
by  Ballot.  Apart  from  the  advantages 
of  the  use  of  the  voting  paper,  the  sub- 
stitution of  the  Ballot  would  lead  to  in- 
creased expense.  With  regard  to  the 
tenure  of  office  by  Guardians  beine  ex- 
tended from  one  to  three  years,  thesiunect 
had  been  frequently  brought  before  him 
by  Boards  of  Ouaidians  memselves,  but 
he  was  not  prepared  to  make  any  general 
alteration  on  the  subject.  He  should, 
however  be  very  glad  to  try  the  experi- 
ment in  places  where  the  feeling  for  &e 
change  prevailed.  That  feeling  he  be- 
lieved existed  to  a  great  extent  in  Lan- 
cashire and  some  parts  of  London. 

RUSSIA  AND  TURKEY— MAPS  OF  THE 
SCENE  OF  WAR. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  stated 
that  he  proposed  to  place  in  the  Library 
of  the  House,  for  the  inspection  of  hon. 
Members,  maps  of  the  scene  of  war, 
marked  from  time  to  time  by  an  officer 
of  the  Intelligence  Department,  which 
would  afford  assistance  to  those  Members 
who  wished  to  follow  the  progress  of  the 
war. 

NAVY— NAVAL  COLLEGB-THE  SITE. 

Qussnozr. 

Mr.  a.  F.  EGERTON  (for  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty)  asked  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wiarht  to  post- 
pone the  Motion  of  whion  he  had 
^ven  Notice  for  to-morrow  night  in  re- 
ference to  the  proposed  site  for  a  Naval 
College.    He  was  sorry  to  say  it  was 

Mr,  Eihhert 


very  doubtful  whether  his  ri^t 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiral^ 
could  be  in  his  place  to-monow,  ami 
even  if  the  Motion  were  bzooght  on.  it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  FLrat  Lend 
to  state  what  decision  the  Admiralty  had 
arrived  at,  because  the  riffht  hon. 
tleman  was  still  waiting  for  some 
tary  Reports  as  to  other  sites  that  had 
yet  been  received.      

Mb.  BAILLIB  OOCHRANE  said,  ha 
was  anxious  to  meet  the  wishes  of  tha 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty.  The  question  had  beee 
postponed  Uuree  or  four  times,  and  it 
would  be  of  great  convenience  to  hon. 
Members  interested  in  it  if  the  ri^dht 
hon.  (Gentleman  would  assist  him  by 
giving  him  a  day  to  bring  it  forward,  or 
give  him  a  promise  that  the  Admirahr 
would  not  acton  the  Beport  in  favour  of 
Dartmouth  until  the  matter  had  baea 
ftilly  discussed. 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGEBTON  said,  he  thought 
his  riffht  hon.  Friend  &e  Fbrst  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  would  allow  him  to  siva 
that  pledge— that  no  decision  would  \m 
arrived  at  until  after  the  subjeot  bad 
been  discussed  in  that  House.  Aato 
securing  a  day  for  the  discussion  that 
was  not  within  his  im>vinoe. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAT. 

UNIVEBSITIES  OF  OXFORD  AND  CAM- 

BRIDGE  BILL.^[BiLL  113.] 
(ifr.  OtUhwn$  Sartfyt  Mr.  A$$h$Um  Cnm^  JTr. 

Wmlpok.) 

coKMiTTBB.    lFh>^r$ii  April  dOM.] 
Bill  eomidered  in  Oommittee. 
(Li  the  Oommittee.) 

Olause  16,  (Objects  of  statutes  for 
University). 

Mb.  COURTNEY  moved,  in  page 
6,  line  1,  to  leave  out  **  either  at  any 
Oolleffe  or  Hall  within  the  Universitj." 
His  object  was  to  provide  that  the  ap- 
pointments to  Sohohurships  ortated  by 
the  action  of  the  Commissionera  to  be 
appointed  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  should  be  confined  to  unattached 
students. 

Mb.  OATHOBNE  HABDT  said,  the 
question  had  been  fully  oonsidered^  and 
he  did  not  think  any  hardship  could  be 
inflicted  upon  unattached  students  by 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  it  stood. 
The  Oommissioners  would  have  power 
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to  make  special  rules  with  regard  to  the 
SGholarships  in  qaeetion.  He  could  not, 
therefore,  accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  negatived. 

M&.    XiOWE  moved  an  Amendment 
on  tlie  clause  with  the  object  of  securing 
an  "  examination  by  the  IJniTersity  of 
all  persons  seeking  to  be  matriculated." 
He    understood    that  in    the    existing 
coarse  of  the  Universities  of  Oxford  and 
Cambridge  there  was  no  examination  be- 
fore students  were  admitted.    The  per- 
son seeking  admission  might  be  in  the 
most  lamentable  state  of  ignorance,  and 
yet    be    admitted  to  the   Universities. 
There  was  an  examination  in  several  of 
the  Colleges,  he  did  not  know  of  what 
sort ;  but  he  thought  the  present  was  an 
nnsatisfactoiy  state  of  things,  as  without 
such  examination  as  he  proposed  a  ^eat 
deal  of  time,  which  otherwise  might  be 
turned  to  better  account,  must  be  wasted 
on  elementary  instruction.    The  Univer- 
sities ought  not  to  be  occupied  in  mere 
teaching,  that  belonged  to  public  schools. 
Mr.  Pattison,Bector  of  Lincoln,  a  scholar, 
and  a  gentleman  who  had  paid  great  at- 
tention to  the  subject,  while  pointing 
out  in  a  work  of  his  the  existing  unsatis- 
factory state  of   things,   argued  that, 
though  the  Universities  had  no  exami- 
natioUy  the  Colleges  had,  and  that  beyond 
that  put  forward  in  the  Eesponsions,  the 
University  examination  would  be  of  no 
use   at  all.    But  from  the  fact  that  a 
great  many  persons  were  plucked  at  the 
outset,  the  mference  was  rather  in  favour 
of  the  value  of  such  examinations.    The 
University  examinations  would  be  more 
strict  than  those  of  the  Colleges ;  and  if 
the  thing  was  worth  doing  at  all  it  was 
worth  doing  well.   It  would  tend  greatly 
to  raise  the  standard  of  instruction  at  the 
Universities  if  such  examinations  were 
panted,  and   it  would  also  have  the 
important    collateral  effect  of  keeping 
schools  up  to  the  mark.    The  principle 
of  the  proposal  was  already  admitted  in 
some  of  our  best  Colleges  and  Univer- 
sities, and  he  hoped  it  would  be  adopted 
in  this  Bin. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  6,  line  5,  after  tmb-Bection  8,  to  insert 
the  words  **  For  the  ezamination  by  the  IJni- 
versity  of  all  persona  seekinff  to  be  matricu- 
lated.'^'—(ifr.  Lows,) 

Mb.  GATHOBNE  HAEDY  said,  the 
Amendment  seemed  at  first  sight  to 
promise  great  advantage,  but  on  study- 


ing it  carefully  he  was  not  prepared  to 
admit  it  into  the  Bill.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  wished  to  have  such  an  examina- 
tion that  nobody  who  was  not  perfectly 
mialified  should  be  admitted  mto  the 
University ;  and  he  supposed,  which  was 
contrary  to  the  view  that  he  had  ge- 
nerally taken,  that  the  Universitv  was 
the  teaching  power,  and  not  the  Colleges. 
At  present  the  Eesponsion  was  the  first 
University  examination^  but  the  Uni- 
versities had  80  many  examinations  now 
to  conduct,  that  he  (Mr.  Hardy)  could 
not  think  it  was  advisable  to  add  another. 
Many  of  the  College  examinations  were 
as  hard  as  the  Besponsion,  and  a  ques- 
tion had  been  raised  whether  the  Colleges 
were  not  straining  out  men  too  much  by 
their  examinations.  The  object  of  the 
Committee  should  be,  not  to  make  the 
Universities  exclusively  for  honour  men ; 
pass-men  gained  many  advantages  by 
their  connection  with  the  University, 
learning  a  good  deal,  and  being  brought 
into  contact  with  men  of  great  ability. 
As  to  plucking,  he  could  point  out  to  the 
right  non.  G-entleman  at  least  one  in 
a  very  remarkable  list  connected  with 
this  Bill  who  had  been  plucked  in  the 
Besponsion,  and  if  he  had  been  excluded 
from  his  future  career  in  the  University, 
the  world  would  have  lost  a  great  deal. 
Under  the  circumstances,  he  thought 
there  was  no  ground  for  altering  the 
present  system.  The  University  had 
already  the  power  in  its  own  hands. 
It  could  at  any  time  lay  down  a  rule  that 
no  one  could  be  a  member  of  the  Uni- 
versity, unless  he  passed  a  certain  exa- 
mination ;  and,  therefore,  there  was  no 
use  empowering  the  University  to  do 
what  it  could  do  now. 

Mb.  BEEBSFORD  HOPE  said,  he 
was  glad  to  hear  the  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  and  thought  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  G-entleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Lowe)  had  this  great  fault — that  it 
really  amounted  to  an  arbitrary  dicta- 
tion to  the  Commissioners  that  they 
should  insist  upon  the  Universities  re- 
forming themselves  after  one  exclusive 
model  and  no  other.  The  present  sys- 
tem could  be  so  extended  as  to  provide 
that  no  one  without  a  reasonable  amount 
of  knowledge  should  enter  a  University. 
[*  *  No ! " ]  Trinity,  as  well  as  some  oth er 
Colleges,  he  believed,  at  Cambridge  had 
an  entrance  examination  which  answered 
to  the  Besponsions  at  Oxford.  The  exami- 
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nation  for  the  degree  used  to  be  taken 
at  the  end  of  the  career  of  a  non-honour 
man ;  now  it  was  divided  into  two,  the 
earlier  part  being  taken  in  about  two 
years,  after  which  he  had  at  his  own  op- 
tion to  go  up  for  a  second  examination  in 
some  special  subject.  Thus,  for  a  Trinity 
non-honour  man,  there  were  in  all  four 
examinations,  varying  in  character — 
entrance,  little-g^,  eeneral  and  special, 
besides  the  intermediate  College  exami- 
nations. He  was  astonished  at  the 
financial  argument  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  London,  who  said  the  Colleges  wished 
to  let  in  men  easily  in  order  to  fill  their 
rooms,  &c.  So  far  from  the  Colleges 
going  into  the  highways  and  byways 
to  tout  for  men,  there  was  a  tendency 
to  raise  the  examination  standard 
almost  to  a  degree  which  some  old- 
fashioned  persons  might  think  not  de- 
sirable with  the  view  of  meeting  the 
pressure  of  so  many  men  coming  in. 
The  difficulty  of  the  University,  on  the 
other  hand,  was  a  want  of  resources. 
But  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  take 
money  from  the  rich  Colleges  in  order  to 
enrich  the  poor  University,  and  the  ex- 
perimenty  such  as  it  was,  had  best  be 
tried  without  the  interference  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend's  suggestion.  He 
trusted  that  the  Committee  would  not 
accept  the  Amendment. 

Mi.  08B0ENE  MORGAN  said,  it 
might  be  true  that  there  was  a  prelimi- 
nary examination  at  Cambridge.  [An 
hon.  Membeb:  There  is  not.]  He  left 
Cambridge  men  to  speak  on  that,  but 
certainly  that  was  not  the  case  at  Oxford. 
Every  College  there  had  an  examina- 
tion of  its  own,  or  dispensed  with  an 
examination  altogether.  There  were  14 
or  16  different  standards  of  exami- 
nation. At  his  College,  Balliol,  the 
standard  which  those  entering  the  Col- 
lege as  fresh  men  had  to  satisfy  was 
exceedingly  high  —  almost  an  honour 
standard.  He  remembered  that  when 
he  was  at  Oxford  there  was  one  Hall 
which  was  called  a  back  door  of  the 
University,  because  men  could  slip  into 
the  University  by  that  door  without 
examination  at  all.  Was  that  a  proper 
state  of  things?  There  should  be  a 
general  matriculation  examination,  so 
as  to  exclude  those  who  could  never  be 
taught  anything,  and  went  to  the  Uni- 
versity merely  to  waste  their  time.  The 
clause   of  his  right  hon.  Friend  was 

Mr,  Berenford  Ho^9 


merely  an  enabling  dause — it  left  ths 
subject  to  the  judgment  of  the  Coraiiu»- 
sioners,  and,  therefore,  he  would  si^ 
port  his  right  hon.  Friend  if  he  went  to 
a  division. 

Mb.  OOEST  said,  in  most  of  the  Col- 
leges at  Cambridge  there  was  no  en- 
trance examination  at  all.  It  would  be 
unfair  to  allow  students  at  Colleges  to 
enter  upon  easier  terms  than  the  poorer 
unattached  students.  He  should  sap- 
port  the  Amendment.  It  did  not  pro- 
pose to  legislate  for  the  Universitj,  but 
merely  suggested  to  the  Uniyerai^  in 
what  direction  it  should  legislate  £ar 
itself.  

Me.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGB88EN 
said,  that  there  was  more  in  the  Amend- 
ment than  at  first  appeared,  and  that  if 
adopted  it  would  change  the  whole  idia- 
racter  of  our  English  UniveraitieB ;  and 
although  it  was  true  enough  as  reg^arded 
most  of  the  points  raised,  that  this  was 
only  an  enablmgdause  and  it  might  be  left 
to  the  discretion  of  the  CommissioneTs  to 
deal  with  them  or  not,  yet  it  was  different 
in  the  present  case,  which  was  whether 
or  not  to  give  a  quati  direction  to  the 
Commissioners  to  introduce  a  new  prin- 
ciple into  the  Universities.  The  real 
point  was  not  whether  there  should  be  a 
preliminary  examination,  but  whether 
it  should  be  uniform  and  conducted  by 
the  University  instead  of  by  the  Colleges. 
It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the 
Colleges  at  Oxford  admitted  students 
without  examination.  Some,  no  doubt, 
were  more  lax  than  others,  but  upon 
this  point  as  upon  some  others,  he  ocmld 
not  help  saying  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Lowe)  seemed  to  speak  of 
the  University  as  he  knew  it  SO  yean 
ago,  since  which  time  great  changes  had 
been  effected.  In  Balliol,  University, 
and  some  other  Colleges  the  standard  of 
matriculation  was  hi^h,  and  the  resuh 
secured  an  aggregation  of  dever  and 
reading  men  in  those  Colleges.  In  most 
of  the  other  Colleges  young  men  were 
required  to  pass  an  examination,  show- 
ing them  to  oe  fit  to  pass  their  Bespon- 
sions,  and  &e  unattadied  students  were 
subjected  to  a  similar  examination  be- 
fore they  were  allowed  to  enter  the 
schools  for  their  Besponsions.  This 
Amendment  would  be  chanring  the 
existing  system  altogether.  No  doubt 
the  standard  differed  in  different  Col- 
leges; but  did  they  want  all  men  to 
go  in  for  honours,  or  did  they  want  or- 
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dinary  men  as  well  as  extraordinary, 
to  go  to  the  University?  He  did  not 
think  it  desirable  to  haye  a  uniform 
examination  conducted  by  the  IJniyer- 
sity.  If  they  did  so,  the  standard  must 
eitiier  be  high ;  in  which  case,  many  men 
would  be  kept  from  the  University  who 
under  the  present  system,  went  there 
with  great  advantage  to  themselves ;  or 
it  must  be  low,  which  would  prevent  the 
aggregation  of  talent  in  Oolleees  which 
now  obtained  that  result  bv  strict  exami- 
nations. He  held  strongly  the  opinion 
that  the  first  entrance  to  the  University 
should  not  be  made  too  difficult,  and 
that  the  subsequent  and  regular  Uni- 
versity examinations  should  be  the  real 
tests  of  proficiency. 

Mb.  a.  mills  said,  that  in  some 
Colleges  the  entrance  examination  was 
too  high,  and  in  others  it  was  too  low, 
and  in  others  there  was  no  examination 
whatever;  for  that  reason  he  should  like 
to  see  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the 
University.  The  Amendjpaent  would  put 
an  end  to  such  an  unsatisfactory  state 
of  things.  He  should  therefore  support 
it. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUBT  thought 
that,  as  by  matriculation  a  man  became 
a  member  of  the  University  and  not  a 
member  of  a  Ck>llege  only,  the  Univer- 
sity as  a  whole  should  determine  what 
were  the  conditions  on  which  students 
should  be  admitted  to  that  body.  The 
greatest  curse  to  the  University  was  a 
class  of  Colleges  which  would  notoriously 
admit  anybody  upon  any  terms.  He 
should  support  the  Amendment,  inas- 
much as  it  would  exclude  the  dunces 
and  idlers  who  went  to  the  Universities 
without  ever  intending  to  take  a  deg^e, 
but  merely  for  pleasure,  just  as  some 
men  went  into  the  Guards,  and  whose 
presence  there  was  injurious  to  the  dis- 
cipline of  the  place.  Surely  the  Uni- 
versity ought  to  be  able  to  say  it  would 
not  admit  a  man  to  come  to  a  place  of 
study  unless  he  knew  something  and  in- 
tended to  learn  something  more. 

Mb.  MOWBEAT  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment as  unnecessary.  He  believed  that 
at  Oxford  every  College  had  a  prelimi- 
nary examination  for  students.  There 
were  between  250  and  300  unattached 
students  who  were  examined  by  dele- 
gpates  appointed  by  the  University. 
Within  Uie  last  few  years  the  Univer- 
sity had  appointed  a  body  of  delegates 
to     conduct    examinations    at    public 


schools,  and  there  were  many  of  the 
boys  now  at  school  who  had  passed  the 
examinations  conducted  by  the  dele- 
gates appointed  by  the  University.  The 
present  system  was  an  elastic  one  which 
was  adapting  itself  to  existing  require- 
ments, and  would  do  all  that  could  be 
desired  if  time  were  allowed. 

Mr.  WALTER  said,  there  were  some 
words  wanting  to  his  right  hon.  Friend's 
(Mr.  Lowe's)  Amendment,  which,  if  they 
were  inserted,  might  induce  him  to  vote 
for  it;  otherwise  he  regretted  that  he 
could  not  do  so.  The  words  he  would 
suggest  were  '4n  lieu  of  the  present 
college  matriculation  examinations;" 
because  there  could  be  nothing  more 
cruel  to  young  men  enterins^  the  Uni- 
versity than  that  they  should  have  first 
to  pass  through  a  University  matricu- 
lation examination  and  then  have  to 
undergo  a  second  examination  to  get 
into  a  particular  College.  In  the  case 
of  unattached  students,  a  University 
examination  might  be  a  very  proper 
thing,  because  those  students  did  not 
belong  to  a  particular  College.  But  the 
proposed  University  examination,  if  it 
was  to  be  g^od  for  anything  at  all, 
oueht  to  be  good  for  the  Cmleges  as 
well  as  for  the  University.  He  doubted 
whether  the  idea  of  making  certain 
Colleges  earp8  d^ilite  was  good  either  for 
the  young  men  or  for  the  Colleges.  The 
attempt  to  maintain  such  a  standard  as 
that  of  Balliol  would  require  them  to 
drive  away  at  once  two-thirds  of  the 
undergraduates.  That  would  be  a  ba'd 
thing.  No  University  could  do  any- 
thing of  that  kind,  and  it  would  be  ridi- 
culous to  attempt  it.  If  they  were  to 
have  a  University  examination,  it  must 
be  a  more  moderate  one  than  the  ex- 
amination which  now  existed  in  certain 
Colleges ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  a  se- 
cond examination  ought  not  to  be  in- 
sisted on  for  admission  to  a  particular 
College.  He,  therefore,  hoped  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  would  accept  the 
words  he  had  suggested  as  an  addition 
to  the  Amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN  asked  whether  the 
hon.  Member  moved  the  insertion  of  the 
words?         

Mb.  WALTER  said,  he  was  willing 
to  do  so  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
agreed  to  that  course. 

Mb.  LOWE  agreed  with  the  view  of 
his  hon.  Friend  who  had  last  spoken, 
but  thought  that  by  his  suggestion  they 
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mighty  perhaps,  be  going  too  far  in  the 
way  of  interference.  It  would  be  wrong 
in  his  opinion  to  limit  the  powers  of  the 
University  without  a  full  discussion  of 
the  question.  It  was  quite  conceivable 
that  there  might  be  some  better  mode  of 
dealing  with  the  matter  than  even  the 
one  which  his  hon.  Friend  proposed. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  admitted  that  his 
opinion  had  been  somewhat  changed 
in  the  course  of  the  discussion,  and  he 
was  now  disposed  to  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  London.  It  was  rather 
preposterous  that  there  should  be  no 
general  rule  among  the  Colleges  on  that 
subject.  

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
observed  that  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
(Mr.  Lowe)  having  always  argued  that 
the  Colleges  were  the  teaching  bodies 
and  the  University  was  the  examining 
body,  was  perfectly  consistent  in  now 
proposing  that  the  examination  should 
be  conducted  by  the  University,  and  not 
by  the  Colleges.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  (Mr.  Mowbray)  urged  that 
the  University  had  appointed  an  Exa- 
mining Board  which  was  now  practically 
carrying  on  a  matriculation  examination. 
But  that  was  an  argument  for  the  pre- 
sent Amendment,  and  not  one  against  it. 

Mr.  J.  O.  TALBOT  opposed  the 
Amendment  because  it  would  introduce 
an  uninteresting  uniformity  in  the  Uni- 
versities, and  ought  operate  unjustly  to- 
wards the  dull  men.  If  Mr.  Carlyle's 
description  of  the  great  body  of  the 
people  of  this  country  was  true,  the 
majority  of  the  students  must  be  below 
the  high  standard  advocated  by  some 
right  hon.  (Gentlemen.  He  hoped  that 
a  standard  would  not  be  adopted  which 
would  keep  out  ordinary  men. 

Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL  contended 
that  Balliol  College,  for  instance,  woiild 
not  accept  an  orSnazy  University  stan- 
dard for  a  matriculation  examination. 
He  opposed  the  Amendment,  not  because 
it  was  not  a  very  desirable  Amendment 
in  itself,  but  there  were  so  many  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  of  carrying  it  into 
practice  that  it  would  cause  greater  evils 
than  those  it  was  intended  to  remedy. 
He  believed  he  was  correct  in  stating 
that  there  was  no  entrance  examination 
in  the  Scotch  Universities. 

Mr.  grant  duff  said,  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  (Gentleman 
was  perfectly  correct.    There  was  no  en- 

Mr.  Lowe 


trance  examination  in  the  Scotch 
sities,  and  Scotch  educational  refomen 
deeply  regretted  it.  Butwhywasthervso 
entrance  examination  at  the  Scoteh  Uu- 
versities  ?  Simply  because  a  good  many 
of  their  students  were  «o  miserably  poor 
that  they  could  not  obtain  adeqomte  pre- 
paration. Was  that  the  caae  at  iJbm 
English  Universities  ?  Surely  ]i<^  Why 
the  only  people  for  whom  there  w  a 
Univeraitv  entrance  examinatioii  at  Ox- 
ford and  Uambridge  were  the  unattacked 
students — that  was,  the  poorest  stndento. 

Mr.  HENLEY  believed  that  th« 
Amendment  would  shut  the  door  to  that 
large  class  of  persons  called  **ttPattached 
students."  They  were  an  important  ele- 
ment of  our  University  system,  and 
nothing  should  be  done  to  deprire  them 
of  the  advantages  they  now  received 
from  a  Universitv  training.  He  re- 
garded the  Amendment  as  a  very  retro- 
grade step. 

Mr.  MOWBBAY  explained  that  the 
examination  of  unattached  students  was 
not  a  University  education. 

Question  put,  ''That  those  wcatis  be 
there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  ISO; 
Noes  239:  Majority  59.— <Div.  Litt, 
No.  111.) 

Mr.  OREOOBY  moved  to  insert  is 
page  6,  after  line  5,  the  following  words : 

"  For  regulating  the  resinenoe  of  undergndn* 
ates  and  the  duration  thereof,  and  the  number 
of  terms  to  be  kept  by  them  a«  qualificatian  for 
a  degree." 

He  said,  under  the  present  system  young 
men  had  practically  to  reside  three  years 
at  a  University  before  taking  theb  de- 
gree, and  it  seemed  to  him  mat  it  was  a 
ffreat  hardship  to  require  so  Ions  a  ren- 
dence  ^m  many  who  misht  be  per- 
fectly able,  if  they  applied  themaelves  to 
work,  to  take  their  degree  in  a  shorter 
time.  He  did  not  think,  generaUv  qpeak- 
ing,  that  young  men  were  quaufied  to 
enter  a  University  before  18  or  19,  three 
years'  residence  brought  them  to  21  or 
22,  and  if  they  had  to  go  to  the  Bar  or 
to  medicine  they  would  require  two  or 
three  years'  additional  study  before  they 
would  be  able  to  praotioe  at  their  Pro- 
fession. That  would  bring  ihem  to  24 
or  25  before  they  could  earn  a  ahiUiiur 
for  themselves.  In  addition  to  this,  the 
fact  of  having  more  time  to  prepare  for 
his  degree  than  was  neoeasary  tended  to 
demoinlize  a  young  man  rather  than 
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otherwise.  There  was  also  another  con- 
aideration.  The  expenses  at  the  Uni- 
Tersity  were  not  much  less  than  from 
£200  to  £250  a-jear,  which  to  a  large 
number  of  persons  was  a  considerable 
sum,  and  to  many  parents  was  a  question 
of  capital  rather  than  of  income.  Now,  if. 
we  could  save  the  young  men  a  third  of 
the  expense  and  enable  them  to  go  to  a 
profession  a  year  earlier  than  at  present, 
it  would  be  conferring  on  them  a  great 
benefit,  without,  as  he  belieyed,  any  in- 
jury to  the  University. 

Amendment  pi^posed. 

In  page  6,  after  line  5,  to  insert  the  words 
^*  For  regulating  the  residence  of  undergraduates 
and  the  duration  thereof,  and  the  number  of 
terms  to  be  kept  by  them  as  a  qualification  for 
a  degree." — (Jfr.  OrefforyJ) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  BATHBONE  supported  the 
Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  to 
oblige  young  men  in  all  cases  to  spread 
their  Uniyersity  education  over  so  many 
years  neither  tended  to  raise  the  tone  of 
University  education,  nor  did  good  to  the 
young  men  themselves.  He  had  spoken 
to  many  men  who  had  not  only  been  at 
the  University,  but  distinguished  them- 
selves there,  and  they  told  him  that  the 
first  year  they  did  veiy  little  work,  the 
second  year  they  put  on  more  steam, 
and  they  made  a  spurt  at  the  end. 
Therefore,  there  was  much  useful  time 
wasted  under  the  present  system.  It 
might  fairly  be  said  that  the  tone  of 
O^dbrd  was  too  sceptical  and  critical, 
and  not  sufficiently  practical.  A  very 
distinguished  man  had  even  told  him 
that  he  considered  an  upper  fourth  form 
boy  in  some  ren>ects  oetter  fitted  for 
practical  life.  The  degree  of  Bachelor 
of  Arts,  at  all  events,  should  be  allowed 
to  be  taken  at  the  end  of  two  years  if  a 
man  passed  the  necessary  examination, 
and  that  of  Master  of  Arts  might  be  re- 
served for  longer  residence.  Two  years 
would  certainly  enable  a  student  to  go 
through  a  very  sufficient  course  at  me 
University,  to  give  him  a  foimdation 
which,  foUowed  up  by  reading  after- 
wards, would  render  him  a  very  useful 
member  of  society.  At  present,  a  boy 
stayed  in  the  sixth  form  of  our  public 
schools,  under  very  admirable  discipline, 
until  he  was  18  years  old,  and  adding 
to  that  four  years  at  the  University,  and 
two  or  three  years  for  learning  a  busi- 


ness or  profession,  he  would  be  25  before 
he  began  the  practical  work  of  life.  In 
these  days  there  was  often  no  time  for 
an  education  so  prolonged  which  would 
be  practically  unavailable  except  to 
those  who  had  a  profession  not  only 
ready  for  them,  but  which  would  be  kept 
waiting  for  them.  He  hoped  that  power 
would  be  given  to  the  Universities  to 
include  men  who  were  anxious  to  add 
culture  to  their  business  qualifications, 
and  he  was  confident  that  this  could  be 
done  without  diminishing  the  significance 
of  the  University  degrees. 

Sm  WILLIAM  FEASEE  said,  as 
one  of  those  who  by  privilege,  though 
with  the  same  examination  as  others, 
had  taken  his  degree  in  two  years,  that 
in  his  own  day  the  feeling  was  that  three 
years  was  too  lon^  a  time  to  spend  in 
reading  for  an  oroinary  degree.  There 
was  nothing  objectionable  or  revolution- 
ary in  the  proposal  that  the  Commis- 
sioners shomd  have  power  to  consider 
whether  an  alteration  should  not  be 
made  in  the  present  system.  He  con- 
sidered, too,  that  the  Long  Vacation 
ought  to  be  shortened. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  wished  to  point  out 
that  there  were  two  separate  branches 
of  the  question ;  first,  tiie  actual  time, 
or  the  number  of  terms,  spent  by  under- 
CTaduates  at  Oxford ;  and,  secondly,  the 
kngth  of  those  terms,  l^e  time,  tiien, 
might  evidently  be  curtailed  in  two 
ways.  He  would  suggest  the  addition 
of  the  words  **  for  regulating  the  resi- 
dence of  undergraduates  and  the  dura- 
tion thereof  and  the  number  of  terms  to 
be  kept,"  an  addition  which  would  not 
involve  the  cutting  down  of  the  terms. 
The  time  spent  at  the  University  might 
be  the  same  as  at  present,  but  put  into 
a  smaller  number  of  years.  Certainly 
the  arguments  for  a  shorter  time  were 
very  strong;  but,  in  his  opinion,  it 
would  be  better  to  lengthen  the  terms 
than  to  shorten  the  time  required  for 
study.  Those  who  were  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment  did  not  wish  to  diminish 
the  aggregate  standard  of  work  neces- 
sary for  obtaining  a  degree,  or  to  lay 
down  any  definite  rules,  their  object 
being  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
missioners to  this  important  subject  and 
to  give  them  powers  to  deal  with  it. 

Mb.  OSBOBNE  MOEOAN  considered 
the  Amendment  valuable,  and  r^narked 
that  it  had  always  been  his  opinion  that 
men  went  up  to  the  Universities  too  late 
and  stayed  too  long.    He  had  been  very 
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glad  to  hear  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Mr.  Rathbone)  express  his  views 
on  the  matter.  Those  views  bore  out 
what  he  had  himself  heard  in  Manches- 
ter lately.  He  asked  some  friends  there 
if  they  considered  the  expense  of  a 
University  education  too  high,  and  if 
they  would  send  their  sons  to  the  Uni- 
versities if  the  expenses  were  lower. 
Their  answers  were — **  No ;  we  are  not 
influenced  not  to  semd  our  sons  to  the 
Universities  by  the  consideration  of  the 
expense.  Money  we  can  spare  for  the 
object ;  but  we  are  influenced  by  the 
too  long  time  necessary  for  them  to 
obtain  their  degrees ;  and  we  are  anxious 
to  bring  our  sons  into  business  earlier 
than  a  University  education  will  admit." 
Persons  who  intended  to  go  into  business 
as  solicitors,  merchant,  &c.  were  now  in 
the  habit  of  going  to  the  Universities, 
and  he  thought  they  ought  to  be  enabled 
to  curtail  the  period  of  study  by  one 
year. 

Mr.  (K)S0HEN  suggested  to  amend 
the  Amendment  by  inserting  the  words 
"and  length." 

Mr.  GREGOEY  expressed  his  wil- 
lingness to  add  the  words  suggested  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT,  though  sympa- 
thizing with  a  rreot  deal  which  had 
been  said,  felt  bound  to  oppose  the 
Amendment,  as  he  did  not  believe  it 
possible  to  crowd  into  two  years  what 
now  required  three  years.  It,  moreover, 
interfered  with  the  internal  arrange- 
ments of  the  Universities,  which  had  far 
better  be  left  in  their  own  hands. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE 
said,  he  was  strongly  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  BERESFOED  HOPE  agreed 
that  it  was  desirable  that  the  members 
of  artistic  and  other  professions  should 
enjoy  the  advantage  of  a  short  Univer- 
sity career;  but  this  was  a  matter  re- 
lating to  internal  studies,  with  which 
this  ^ill — ^very  properly,  as  he  thought 
—did  not  propose  to  interfere.  The 
Amendment  haa  much  good  in  it,  and 
he  did  not  see  why  there  should  not  be 
a  class  of  undergraduates  who  should 
reoognizedly  go  to  Oxford  or  Cam- 
bridge, not  for  the  purpose  of  taking  the 
Arts  degree,  but  to  pass  creditably  their 
Little  Go,  or  Moderations.  Still,  this 
was  a  matter  of  internal  regulation 
which  ought  to  be  considered  by  the 
Universities  themselves. 

Mr.  Oihme  Morgan 


Mr.  JAMES  was  of  opinion  that  a 
reform  in  the  direction  indicated  by  the 
Amendment  would  never  be  eflfected  if 
it  were  left  entirely  to  the  internal 
administration  of  the  University.  The 
Fellows  themselves  were  the  greatest  op- 
ponents of  any  curtailment  of  the  period. 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  said,  he 
did  not  think  the  Amendment  was  very 
appropriate  to  the  clause  upon  which 
it  was  submitted.    That  clause  began 
"with  a  view  to  the  advancement  of 
art,    science,    and    other    branches  of 
learning,"  and  he  could  hardly  see  how 
the  Amendment  would  tend  to  advance 
art,  science,  or  other  branches  of  learn- 
ing.   The  Amendment,  on  the  contrary, 
was  intended  for  the  benefit  of  certain 
classes  in  the  country.     He  would  not 
take  objection  to  it,  however,  on  that 
ground,  because  he  had  a  strong  im- 
pression that  a  University  education  was 
desirable    for  the  professional  classes. 
His  reason  for  opposing  the  Amendment 
was,  that  he  did  not  wish  by  this  Bill  to 
interfere  with  the  internal  administra- 
tion of  the  Universities.    The  object  of 
the  Bill  was  to  give  the  Universitiea 
power   to   improve    themselves,   which 
they  did  not  at  present  possess.    They, 
however,  at  the  present  time,  possessed 
the  power  to  shorten  the  term  of  resi- 
dence, and  he  had  heard  that  prepara- 
tions were  being  made  at  Cambridge  to 
try  an    experiment   upon  the  subject 
Personally,  he  should  be  very  glad  to 
see  a  shorter  period  of  residence  allowed 
to  persons  wno  chose  to  qualify  them- 
selves for  a  degree. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  said,  he  could  not 
quite  accept  the  position  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  reference  to  the  in- 
terference of  Parliament  in  this  matter. 
The  interests  of  the  Governing  Bodies 
of  the  Universities  might  not  be  in  oon- 
formity  with  the  wishes  of  Parliament. 
The  academical  terms  had  been  in  exist- 
ence for  a  very  long  period,  and  there 
had  been  no  movement  on  the  part  of 
either  Universify  to  curtail  the  period 
of  residence.    This,  he  thought,  was  a 
matter  which  ought  not  to  be  withdrawn 
entirely  ^m   me    cognizance    of    the 
House. 

Lord  FBANCIS  HEEVEY  regretted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge 
of  the  Bill  had  not  accepted  this  most 
reasonable  Amendment.  He  would  pre- 
fer that  the  Amendment  should  be  car- 
ried rather  than  the  whole  of  the  BilL 
He  would  not  dwell  upon  the  econoxuioal 
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advantage  of  tlie  Amendment,  but  nrged 
its  adoption  mainly  on  tHe  ground  that 
it  would  contribute  most  materiallj  to 
"the  adyancement  of  art,  science,  and 
learning."  It  was  a  scandal,  which  was 
being  more  and  more  felt,  that  the  Uni- 
versities should  practically  be  lying  idle 
for  more  than  half  the  year,  and  he, 
therefore,  begged  to  move  to  amend  the 
proposed  Amendment  by  the  insertion, 
after  the  word  **  number,"  of  the  words 
"  and  length,"  so  that  the  Commissioners 
might  have  power  to  prolong  a  term  if 
they  thought  fit. 

Amendment  amended,  by  adding, 
after  the  word  "number,"  the  words 
"  and  length." 

Question  put,  ''That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes  135; 
Noes  143 :  Majority  8. — (Div.  list, 
No.  112.) 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
moved,  in  page  6,  to  leave  out  sub-sec- 
tion 11,  and  to  insert  (as  one  of  the 
purposes  for  which  the  Commissioners 
mignt  from,  time  to  time  make  pro- 
vision)— 

**  For  erecting  and  founding  any  office  con- 
nected wiUi  any  special  educational  work  done 
out  of  the  University  under  the  control  of  the 
nniversity,  and  for  remunerating  any  secretary, 
officer,  or  officers  employed  in  the  management 
of  such  educational  work:  Provided  edways, 
That  the  performance  of  such  educational  work 
shall  not  entitle  a  person  to  hold  a  Fellowship 
in  any  CoUege  for  a  longer  term  than  seven 
years." 

The  noble  Lord  said  the  University  of 
Cambridge  had  recently  established  a 
syndicate  to  promote  teaching  of  a 
higher  character  in  the  large  towns. 
The  work  of  this  syndicate  had  been 
very  successful.  It  employed  men  of 
the  highest  distinction,  who  taught  very 
large  classes.  The  salaries  and  other 
expenses  of  the  teachers  were  paid  by 
the  large  towns.  The  University  at  the 
same  time  had  appointed  another  syn- 
dicate on  University  teaching  in  the 
University.  This  syndicate  had  recom- 
mended a  large  increase  in  the  number 
of  University  teachers.  It  was  believed 
by  many  persons  that  the  two  systems 
might  be  brought  into  connection — ^the 
system  inside  and  that  outside  the  Uni- 
versity— and  that  the  teachers  in  the 
large  towns  should  hold  their  appoint- 
ments direct  from  the  University,  and 


have  the  position  and  status  of  Univer- 
sity teachers,  while  continuing  to  be 
paid,  as  at  present,  by  the  votes  of  the 
larg^  towns  for  University  teaching.  K 
that  were  done,  they  would  come  within 
the  terms  of  those  clauses  which  in 
several  Colleges  it  had  been  proposed  to 
confer,  under  new  statutes,  upon  Uni- 
versity teachers — that  was  to  say,  they 
would  be  able  to  retain  their  Fellow- 
ships for  the  performance  of  such  work. 
In  order,  however,  to  prevent  too  large 
a  number  of  Fellowships  being  held  in 
this  manner,  he  proposed  to  limit  their 
tenure  to  seven  years,  more  especially  as 
he  was  informed  by  Professor  Stuart, 
that  there  was  a  wish  to  treat  these  Uni- 
versity Lectureships  away  from  the  Uni- 
versity as  probationary  posts,  from  which 
the  occupant  would  be  promoted  to  posts 
within  the  University  after  a  certain 
length  of  service.  A  clause  similar  to 
that  he  was  proposing  was  among  the 
revised  Trinity  statutes,  and  he  had  re- 
ceived strong  evidence  of  support  from 
many  influential  members  of  both  Uni- 
versities. The  Amendment  also  pro- 
posed to  enable  the  University  to  pay 
the  secretary  and  inspectors  for  the  work 
done  in  the  large  towns,  but  not  the 
teachers.  On  this  latter  point  he  did 
not  understand  there  was  much  differ- 
ence of  opinion  between  hinself  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  BEEESFOBD  HOPE  thought 
that  the  proposal  of  the  Government 
and  that  of  the  noble  Lord  were  in 
effect  the  same,  both  being  to  enable  the 
Commissioners  to  make  provision  for 
carrying  on  the  same  good  work  of  Uni- 
versity extension,  not  by  means  of  con- 
fiscation of  College  revenues,  but  by 
sending  teachers  to  the  large  towns.  He 
feared,  however,  that  the  Amendment 
was  so  drawn  as  to  admit  of  the  appro- 
priation of  University  funds  to  the  pay- 
ment of  secretaries  and  so  on  who  would 
be  located  out  of  the  University,  and 
would  be  as  much  municipal  officers 
as  a  town  clerk. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
assured  the  Committee  that  nothing  was 
further  from  his  intention,  and  he  be- 
lieved the  clause  was  framed  to  carry  it 
out. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA,  as  one  connected 
with  towns  in  which  the  University  Ex- 
tension scheme  was  being  worked  with 
great  success,  wished  to  say,  on  the  part 
of  those  towns,  that  they  desired  to  pay 
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for  all  the  teaohing  they  received.  The 
relations  of  those  towns  with  the  Uni- 
versity Staff  were  oharaoterLEed  by 
mutual  regard  and  appreciation,  and 
the  towns  were  only  anxious  that  the 
members  of  the  staff  should  lose  no  ad- 
vantages. The  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment was  to  authorize  the  payment  of 
an  organizing  Staff,  such  as  a  secretary 
to  the  S3mdicate  and  an  inspector  to 
examine  and  report  upon  the  work  done 
in  the  towns,  which  supervision  would 
be  undertaken  on  account  of  the  Uni- 
versity. For  all  besides  that  the  towns 
were  willing  and  anxious  to  provide, 
regarding  University  extension  as  the 
greatest  educational  movement  of  the 
time  after  the  development  of  elementary 
education.  The  towns  could  not  go  to 
the  University,  and  they  found  the  Uni- 
versity coming  to  them.  In  Sheffield 
there  were  1,500  and  in  Nottingham 
1,000  students  of  all  positions  in  life, 
who  received  the  same  instruction  in  the 
same  classes.  A  bookseller  had  told  him 
that,  in  consequence  of  this  movement, 
he  had  sold  in  one  year  more  books  on 
political  economy  and  constitutional  his- 
tory than  he  had  sold  in  many  years 
Ereviously ;  and  it  was  one  of  the  most 
opeful  signs  of  the  times  that  these 
subjects  were  being  studied  by  ihe 
trades  unionists,  who  carried  their  text- 
books about  with  them,  and  had  their 
proficiency  tested  by  examination  and 
recoenized  by  certificates.  A  pleasing 
result  was  the  development  of  voluntary 
effort  in  all  forms,  up  to  the  munificence 
which  prompted  an  anonymous  donation 
of  £10,000  to  Nottingham,  and  a  gift  of 
£20,000  from  Mr.  Mark  Firth  to  Shef- 
field for  the  erection  of  University  build- 
ings, which  would  be  an  ornament  to 
each  town.  It  was  thus  the  towns  were 
doing  their  part,  and  Parliament  would 
be  glad  to  do  anything  in  could  to  en- 
courage the  work. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said, 
there  was  really  venr  little  difference 
between  the  noble  Lord  and  himself, 
and  apparently  it  arose  fr^m  some  mis- 
understanding of  the  Amendment.  They 
agpreed  as  to  the  advantages  of  the  edu- 
cational work  commenced  by  Cambridge 
outside  the  Universitgr;  that  the  mana«;e- 
ment  of  it  oueht  to  be  within  the  Imi- 
versit^,  and  that  somebody  ought  to  be 
paid  for  managing  it.  The  difficulty  in 
the  way  of  creating  an  office  within  the 
University  might  not  be  insuperable, 

Mr.  MundeUa 


and  it  was  absolutely  essential  liiat  wotk 
done  out  of  the  University  should  not  b« 
paid  for  by  the  University,  wfiidi  had 
no  superfluous  f^ds.  He  wooM  sw- 
gest  to  the  noble  Lord  that  he  shooSd 
not  press  the  last  provision  of  his  Amsod- 
ment,  and  that  he  should  accept  twv 
Amendments  to  make  it  dear  that  ao 
payment  should  be  made  out  of  Unxv«r- 
sify  or  College  f^ds,  and  that  any 
officer  appointed  should  be  resident  in 
the  University.  

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUHICE 
said,  he  had  great  pleasure  in  aoceptiag 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon  G^entle- 
man. 

Mb.  BEBESFOBD  HOPE  was  sIm 
quite  satisfied  with  the  proposal. 

Ths  CHAIRMAN  said,  that  the  moiC 
convenient  course  would  be  for  the  noble 
Lord  to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  and 
then  for  the  Committee  to  agree  to  the 
clause  as  amended  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  o». 
posing  the  Amendment,  said,  the  noUe 
Lord  proposed  to  omit  the  sub-seotian, 
which  was  already  open  to  objection,  and 
to  make  it  worse.  The  noble  Lord's  new 
sub-section  represented  the  views  of  Ph>- 
fessor  Gold  win  Smith  and  of  Dr.  JowsCt  ia 
favour  of  paying  Examiners  in  the  great 
provincial  towns.  If  the  Univenitiss 
were  rolling  in  wealth,  it  might  be  wise 
to  adopt  his  scheme,  but  the  Univerattiss 
were  poor,  and  the  great  towns  weve 
rich,  and  if  they  wanted  to  be  lectured 
and  examined,  they  ought  to  pay  for  the 
luxury  themselves.  The  proper  fbnc- 
tion  of  an  University  was  not  to  teach 
school  all  over  the  country,  and  to  exa- 
mine all  its  adult  inhabitants,  but  to 
give,  by  residence  and  by  consort  with 
uie  best  minds,  the  highest  training  to 
the  picked  youth  of  England. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  EU^DT  said,  that 
the  lecturers  who  went  to  the  towns 
would  be  paid  by  them ;  but  the  Univer- 
sity would  be  ready  to  pay  the  secretaiy, 
because  he  would  remam  in  the  Univer- 
sity, and  because  the  Bill  set  up  an 
office  that  was  a  University  office.  No 
change  would  be  made  as  to  any  part  of 
the  money  of  the  University. 

Amendment  {Lord  Bdm&nd  Fikmm 

rice),  by  leave,  wMdrawn, 

Amendment  (lA*.  GMom^  Smrdf) 
agreed  to. 
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Sm  CHASLES  W.  DILKE,  in 
moving  to  add,  in  page  6,  the  wordis — 

'*  For  altering  the  qualifications  required  for 
membership  of  congregation  at  Oxford,  and  for 
admisdon  to  the  electoral  roll  of  the  University 
of  Cambridge:  and  for  limiting  or  abrogating 
the  power  <S  the  convocation  of  the  University 
of  Oxford  and  of  the  senate  of  the  University  of 
Cambridge  respectively  to  re^fulate  matters 
relating  to  the  studies  of  the  University,  and  to 
the  education  given  in  it/' 

said,  there  were  two  Bodies  at  Oxford  and 
two  Bodies  at  Cambridge,  which  were 
dealt  with  by  this  Amendment.   A  Body 
consisting  of  all  who  had  taken  their 
Master's  degree,  and  numbering  some 
thousands  in  each  case,  called  Conyoca- 
tion  at  Oxford,  and  Senate  at  Cambridge, 
and  a  Body  consisting  of  resident  Mas- 
ters called  Congregation  at  Oxford  and 
Electoral  Boll  at  Cambridge.    Boughly 
speaking,  and  without  gomg  into  smaU 
details,  it  might  be  said  that  the  larger 
Bodies,  Convocation   and  Senate,   had 
the  following  powers : — They  elected  the 
Members  for  the  University,  the  Chan- 
cellors and  the  High  Stewards,  powers 
which  the  reformers  would  not  touch ; 
they  interfered  by  veto  with  schemes  for 
the  reform  of  the  studies  of  the  Univer- 
sities, a  power  which  he  believed  they 
were  not  competent  to  etercise,  and  of 
which  he  would  at  least  enable  the  Com- 
missioners to  deprive  them  if  they  thoufi;ht 
fit.    The  smaller  Bodies,  Congregation 
at  Oxford  and  Electoral  EoU  at  Cam- 
bridge, elected  the  governing  oligarchies, 
and  consisted  of  some  hundreds  in  each 
case.    The  majority  of  the  members  of 
these  smaller  Bodies  were  the  persons 
most  fit  to  exercise  the  powers  at  present 
entrusted  to  them ;  but  in  each  there  was 
a  minority  consisting  of  persons  most 
unfit.   Let  him  state  the  case  of  his  own 
University,  with  which  he  was  best  ac- 
quainted.   There  were  about  280  names 
upon  the  Electoral  EoU  of  the  University 
of  Cambridge.    About  200  of  them  were 
persons  engaged  in  the  government  of 
the  University  or  of  Colleges,  or  in  the 
educational  work  of  the  University.  The 
remainder  consisted  chiefly  of  two  classes, 
the  parochial  clergy  and  the  sons  of 
tradesmen  and  others  resident  in  the 
town  of  Cambridge,  who  happened  to 
have  taken  aMaster's  deg^e  without  ever 
having  held  any  University  or  College 
office.    It  was  a  mere  accident  that  these 
persona  had  their  names  placed  upon  the 
Electoral  Boll,  and  he  wished  to  remove 
them  from  a  position  in  which  it  was 


never   intended   that   they    should  be 
placed.    This  question  of  the  govern- 
ment of  the  University  was  one  doubt- 
less which  would  have  to  be  settied  by  a 
compromise,  but  he  wished  to  point  out 
to  the  House  that  it  was  in  fact  a  compro- 
mise which  he  suggested.    The  Liberals 
did  not  like  to  see  the  country  clergy 
brought  up  in  hundreds  to  Oxford  to 
vote  against  a  Broad  Church  clergyman, 
whose  name  had  been  proposed  as  one  of 
the  University  preachers  for  the  year ; 
but,  although  that  was  the  case,  they  did 
not  suggest  that  Convocation  should  be  de- 
prived of  such  a  power.  On  the  other  hand, 
they  did  emphatically  protest  against  the 
80  or  40  curates  at  Oxford,  who  were 
locally   known,   he   believed,   as   "the 
black  dragoons,"  being  even  potentially 
a  controlUng  element  in  the  mrection  of 
the  studies  of  the  University.    It  was 
not  only  of  the  curates  that  they  com- 
plained ;  but  why,  he  asked,  should  the 
ordinary  residents  of  an  ordinary  pro- 
vincial town,  who  happened   to    have 
taken  their  ordinary  degrees,  the  doctors, 
the  solicitors,  and  the  chief  constable, 
able  and  estimable  persons  though  they 
might  be,  have  a  voice  in  the  administra- 
tion of  affairs  for  which  special  qualifi- 
cations and  attention  were  needed?  Now, 
when  the  Board  of  Studies  at  Oxford 
had  agreed  on  some  much  needed  reform, 
and  had  even  succeeded  in  pushing  it 
through  Congregation  in  the  teeth  of  the 
opposition  of  the  locfd  clergy,  through 
the  unanimity  of  the  residents  recdly 
engaged  in  educational  work,  Conserva- 
tives and  Liberals  alike,  it  had  also  to 
pass  Convocation,  for  which  the  local 
clergy  then  whipped  up  their  allies,  and 
the  country  clergy  then  succeeded  in 
throwing  out  the  scheme  at  the  trouble 
only  of  that  which  they  were  known 
greatiy    to  enjoy — a   jaunt  to  Oxford 
to  beat  the  Badicals,  a  name  applied  by 
them    to    University   Conservatives  as 
much  as  to  University  Liberals.     Such 
a  day's  pleasuring  was  an  agreeable 
variety  and  relief  from  a  duU  country 
parish,  while  the  men,  perhaps  a  majo- 
rity of  Convocation,  who  would  support 
the  other  side,  were  busily  engaged  at 
the  Bar,  in  schools,  or  in  public  li^,  and 
could  not  come.    An  Amendment  such  as 
that  which  he  proposed,  which  would 
give  the  Commissioners  power  to  remove 
from  theprovince  of  Convocation  ques- 
tions of  University  discipline  and  educa- 
tion, would  probably  do  more  than  any 
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other  single  reform  to  elevate  the  work 
of  the  Universities.  The  Government 
proposal  in  1854  was  his  proposal,  but 
their  Bill  was  mangled  in  Committee 
upon  this  point.  It  was  foreseen  at  that 
time,  and  prophesied  in  the  debates  that 
then  took  place,  that  the  absurdity  would 
become  evident  of  committing  the  deci- 
sion as  to  the  studies  of  the  University 
to  a  body  of  several  thousand  gentlemen 
who  knew  their  University  not  as  it  was, 
but  as  it  had  been,  and  who  could  not  be 
supposed,  as  a  bodv,  to  have  given  much 
consideration  to  tne  question  of  what  it 
ought  to  be.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  was  now  Member  for  (Greenwich, 
pointed  out  with  great  clearness  in  the 
debates  of  1854,  that  the  persons  who 
come  up  to  vote,  upon  whichever  side, 
were  the  red-hot  partizans,  and  not  the 
^uiet,  judicious,  impartial  men  able  to 
judge  dispassionately  of  the  merits  of 
the  case.  Hallways,  and  other  modem 
facilities  for  travelling,  had  now  com- 
pletely changed  the  government  of  the 
Universities  for  the  worse.  In  old  days 
Convocation  had  been  only  attended  by 
the  residents,  and  they  proposed  once 
more  to  make  the  University  in  this 
matter  what  it  had  been. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  6,  to  add  the  words  **  (\2.)  For  alter- 
ing  the  qualificationfl  reauired  for  membership 
of  congregatioxi  at  Oxfora,  and  for  admission  to 
the  electoral  roll  of  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge; and  for  limiting  or  abro^tin^  the 
S>w6r  of  the  convocation  of  the  University  of 
xford  and  of  the  senate  of  the  University  of 
Cambridge  respectively  to  r^ulate  matters  re- 
lating to  the  studies  of  the  University,  and  to 
the  ^ucation  given  in  it" — (Sir  Charles  W, 
Dilke.) 

Mb.  DODSON  suggested  that  the 
words  referring  to  the  qualification  for 
membership  of  the  Congregation  of  Ox- 
ford and  to  admission  touieElectoralEoU 
should  be  omitted,  and  that  the  first 
part  of  the  Amendment  should  only  be 
adopted.     

Mb.  MOWBRAY  pointed  out  what 
the  present  state  of  the  law  was  in  re- 
gard to  the  matter,  and  showed  that  in 
certain  instances  the  proposed  change 
might  work  disadvantageously. 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DELKE  was  will- 
ing  to  withdraw  the  first  part  of  his 
Amendment,  on  the  understanding  that 
he  would  move  it  again. 

Mb.  BEHESFOHD  HOPE  contended 
that  this  was  too  difficult  a  matter  to 

Sir  Charhi  IF.  JHlke 


be  decided  by  an  Amendment  an  tW 
present  Bill.  The  objection  taken  I* 
the  Electoral  EoU  that  there  wns  too 
much  variety  in  its  composition  was,  la 
his  eyes,  an  advantage.  He  mi^t,  far 
instance,  criticize  the  circumstance  thai 
they  had  on  the  Electoral  Boll  a  certain 
number  of  men  who  were  put  on  it  u 
examiners  ah  extra,  men  who  had  never 
before  seen  Cambridge  in  their  Hvesi 
Still,  these  persons  were  few  and  emi- 
nent, and  brought  in  a  new  elemeat» 
while  the  addition  of  resident  MJL'% 
lay  or  clerical — ^parents,  it  mi^ht  be» 
of  students — ^not  engaged  in  tuition  was 
a  man  of  the  world  addition  wkidi 
wholesomely  counterbalanoed  tlie  poe- 
sibly  too  exclusively  class  feelings  of 
a  body  containing  none  but  teadien. 
He  should  be  sorry  to  see  the  Roll 


volutionized,  by  their  names  beinx 
struck  off,  and  he  trusted  that  for  soen 
a  small  objection  they  would  not  be 
called  upon  to  enter  into  a  matter  which 
would  produce  great  disputes  in  tlM 
University. 

Mb.  MAETEN  said,  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Chelsea  went 
entirely  beyond  the  scope  of  the  BilL 
It  would  be  much  to  be  deplored  if  Plar» 
liament  were  to  give  the  Commissionera 
such  a  power  as  that  which  the  Amend- 
ment involved,  and  which  would  enable 
them  to  alter  the  existing  Act  passed  in 
1856  for  the  regulation  of  the  jfmYenatj 
of  Cambridge,  whereby  the  oompoaitaon 
of  the  Electoral  Boll  was  determmed.  A 
body  of  persons  more  fit  to  be  entrusted 
with  a  share  of  the  government  of  a 
great  University  like  Cambridge  than 
those  who  formed  the  existing  Meotoral 
Eoll  could  scarcely  be  found.  If  this 
matter  was  to  be  dealt  with  practically, 
there  could  not  be  a  more  convenient 
arrangement  than  that  by  which  the 
working  of  the  University  was  vested  in 
those  wno  were  its  actual  offioers  for  the 
time  being,  and  at  the  same  time  Masters 
of  Art,  who  were  representativee  of  the 
liberal  professions,  engaged  in  the  eveir- 
day  business  of  the  town,  and  well  able 
to  judge  what  was  for  the  benefit  of  the 
University  at  large. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  could  not 
conceive  why  a  man  should  be  thought 
fit  to  interfere  in  the  government  of  the 
University  of  Cambridge  because  he  re* 
sided  within  a  certain  number  of  yaids 
of  the  Church  of  St.  Mary's.  Among 
the  educating  body  of  the  University 
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there  was  but  one  opinion  as  to  these 
extraneous  elements — namely,  that  they 
were  the  greatest  nuisanoe  that  could  be 
oonoeiyed.  He  intimated  that  in  the 
event  of  the  present  Amendment  being 
rejected,  he  would  move  another  one 
disenfranchising  these  members  of  the 
Uniyersii^  directly  rather  than,  as  the 
present  Amendment  proposed,  giving 
the  power  of  disenfranchisement  to  the 
Commissioners. 

Mr.  KNATOHBTJLL  .  HUGES8EN 
said,  that  if  the  question  was  to  be  raised 
at  all  it  must  be  upon  this  clause,  which 
determined  the  subjects  with  which  the 
Oommissioners  might  deal.  As  to  cur- 
tailing the  powers  of  Conyocation  to  deal 
with  matters  affecting  University  educa- 
tion, he  could  hardly  conceive  a  body 
less  qualified  to  deal  with  such  matters, 
consisting  as  it  did  of  men  scattered  all 
over  the  country,  having  long  lost,  if 
they  ever  possessed,  any  knowledge  of 
University  a£GEurs,  and  being  occupied  in 
various  pursuits  and  professions  else- 
where. As  to  the  smaller  Bodies,  the 
Congregation  at  Oxford  and  the  Electoral 
Boll  at  Cambridge,  the  proposition 
seemed  to  him  incontrovertible  that  the 
people  who  managed  the  internal  affairs 
of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  Universities 
should  be  engaged  either  in  tuition  or 
in  the  government  of  the  Colleges.  It 
was  most  undesirable  to  have  the  inter- 
ference of  another  element  consisting  of 
people  who  had  really  no  more  concern 
in  the  management  of  the  Colleges  and 
Universities  than  any  other  members  of 
Convocation.  For  his  own  part,  he 
could  not  conceive  why  the  Conmiission- 
ers,  who  had  already  been  entrusted 
with  the  exercise  of  most  important 
functions,  should  not  have  the  power  to 
make  alterations  in  the  direction  indi- 
cated by  the  Amendment,  should  public 
opinion  in  the  University  point  to  them 
as  desirable. 

Mb.  RODWELL  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment. It  involved  a  far  greater  ques- 
tion than  was  ever  contemplated  when 
the  Bill  was  introduced,  and  struck  at 
the  very  constitution  of  the  University. 
If  that  question  was  to  be  raised  at  all, 
it  ought  to  be  raised  in  a  more  promi- 
nent shape,  so  that  those  who  were  to 
be  disfranchised  might  hove  due  notice 
of  the  proposal. 

Hr.  JAMES  agreed  that  the  ques- 
tion raised  by  the  Amendment  would 
more  properly  be  dealt  with  in  a  sepa- 

YOL.  OOXXXEV.  [thibd  series.] 


rate  Bill.  In  the  Hebdomadal  Council 
of  Oxford  there  were  not  six  members 
who  did  not  belong  to  the  clerical  party. 
Why  a  person  living  a  mile  and  a-hcdf 
from  Ccufax  should  be  entitled  to  fill 
these  important  posts  was  most  difficult 
to  understand.  A  reformed  Congrega- 
tion would  be  much  the  best  body  for 
the  election  of  certain  offices  now  dis- 
charged by  Convocation.  At  present  there 
was  much  complaint  of  the  appointment 
of  improper  persons,  and  what  was  going 
on  now  in  the  matter  of  canvassing  wim 
respect  to  the  vacant  offices  of  Public 
Orator  and  the  Professorship  of  Poetry 
gave  this  Amendment  greater  impor- 
tance.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that  it 
would  be  generally  supported  by  the 
House. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  believed  that  in  1854, 
when  this  subject  was  before  the  House, 
it  was  debated  for  several  nights,  and  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wished  that 
could  be  done  again,  as  hon.  Members 
on  his  side  of  the  House  had  plenty  to 
say  and  plenty  of  arguments  to  advance 
against  this  proposal.  He  could  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  that  side  of  the  House  attached 
the  g^atest  importance  to  this  Amend- 
ment. It  might  be  desirable  to  raise 
the  question  at  issue  upon  subsequent 
clauses,  allowing  the  present  Amend- 
ment to  be  withdrawn  for  that  purpose ; 
but,  if  its  withdrawal  was  objected  to, 
he  would  support  the  Amendment.  The 
addition  of  tne  resident  clergy  to  Con- 
gregation had  not  worked  satisfactorily. 
The  fact  of  residence  alone  was  not 
a  sufficient  qualification,  to  the  exclu- 
sion of  non-residents.  It  was  not,  how- 
ever, a  question  between  the  clergy  and 
the  laity.  He  would  prefer  the  opinion 
of  the  purely  University  body  on  purely 
Uuiversitv  questions.  The  functions 
performed  by  the  two  bodies  had  not 
yet  been  discussed,  and  should  be  raised 
at  some  stage  of  the  Bill.  The  exercise 
of  patronage  was  liable  to  abuse,  and 
no  more  important  function  could  be 
assigned  to  tne  Commissioners  than  to 
see  that  these  abuses  were  not  per- 
petuated. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  did  not 
complain  of  fair  debate,  but  what  had 
been  alleged  against  the  clause  went  a 
great  desS  beyond  what  was  the  original 
purport  of  the  Bill.  The  Government 
had  no  intention  whatever  of  making 
this  Bill  a  large  disfranchising  measure, 
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and  the  noble  Lord  who  introduced  the 
Bill  last  year  in  another  House  dis- 
tinctly stated  that  fact.  With  regard  to 
the  Public  Orator  and  Professorship  of 
Poetry,  he  saw  no  reason  why  Convoca- 
tion should  not  appoint  them.  The  Pro- 
fessor of  poetry  should  be  a  man  known 
beyond  the  University  to  have  a  special 
knowledge  of  the  subject  and  a  critical 
acquaintance  with  it.  The  duties  of 
Public  Orator  were  not  those  of  teach- 
ing, and  therefore  no  real  objection 
could  be  urg^d  against  the  present  sys- 
tem of  election.  With  reg^ard  to  the 
statutes  passed  by  Convocation,  non- 
resident Masters  of  Arts  did  not  leave 
their  parishes  to  come  up  and  vote  un- 
less there  was  some  important  change 
under  discussion ;  and  unless  the  mem- 
bers on  both  sides  were  nearly  equal, 
these  gentlemen  could  not  turn  the 
balance.  Indeed,  there  were  no  reasons 
why  they  should  be  all  on  one  side. 
There  were  364  members  of  Convocation 
at  Oxford,  and  not  20  were  resident 
M.A.'s  not  connected  with  the  teaching 
of  the  ITniversity.  It  oould  therefore 
be  only  on  very  particular  occasions  that 
their  vote  oould  influence  the  result. 
They  had  but  a  small  modicum  of  power, 
and  there  was  no  reason  why  they  should 
vote  any  one  particular  way.  It  was 
only  natural  tnat  members  of  either 
University  residing  at  Oxford  or  Cam- 
bridge should  take  a  fi;reater  interest  in 
its  management  than  uiose  resident  at  a 
distance  were  able  to  do.  When  statutes 
were  passed  the  non-resident  Masters  of 
Arts  could  put  the  necessary  check  on 
them ;  for  although  passed  by  one  body 
they  required  to  be  conflrmed  by  the 
other.  But  it  was  seldom  that  non- 
resident members  had  to  interfere.  Con- 
sidering, then,  the  real  scope  of  the  Bill, 
he  oould  not  consent  to  any  Amendment 
like  this,  which  would  interfere  with 
the  very  roots  of  the  constitution  of  the 
Universities. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  they  were  all 
agreed  that  after  the  passing  of  this 
JBill  the  Universities  should  be  left  in 
peace  for  some  time,  and  not  be  harassed 
with  the  immediate  expectation  of  far- 
ther legislation.  Surely,  then,  it  would 
be  wise  that  the  present  Bill  should  deal 
with  all  the  matters  likely  to  arise  soon 
or  in  the  near  future.  If  this  question 
were  not  now  fully  considered,  it  ought 
to  be  at  some  future  stage  of  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Oathom^  Hardy 


Mb.  TBEYELYAN  :  Sir,  the 
ment  which  the  hon.  Baronet  haa  no* 
posed  is  one  which,  if  paasod  into  lav, 
cannot  fail  to  have  a  permanent  ud, 
in  the  opinion  of  some  who  are  v«iy 
well  qualified  to  judg^,  a  most  aelutaiy 
influence  upon  the  future  of  the  Uniw- 
sities.  It  has  absolutely  nothing'  politioaL 
religious,  or  controversial  aboat  it.  Its 
efiect  will  be  educational  and  educa- 
tional alone.  The  argomenta  in  ill 
favour  appeal  exactly  as  much  to  boa. 
Gentlemen  opposite  as  to  hon  Oentieom 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  In  fact,  it 
will  be  almost  unnecessary  to  oee  tbo» 
arguments ;  because,  if  once  fairly  stated, 
the  case  is  so  plain  that  it  may  uirly  be 
left  to  arg^e  itself.  I  feel  satisfied  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  are  of  opinion  that  this 
Bill,  which  professes  to  be  a  Bill  for 
making  our  Universitiea  as  usel^  as 
possible,  should  secure  that  the  task  of 
directing  the  studies  of  the  Universitiei 
should  be  lodged  in  the  hands  that  art 
best  capable  of  discharging  it.  If  we 
omit  to  ensure  this  we  may  just  as  well 
drop  the  Bill  at  once.  Now,  the  proeew 
through  which  any  scheme  for  aitecing 
the  system  of  education  in  the  Univer- 
sity of  Cambridge  has  to  pass  is  as  fal- 
lows:— Let  us  suppose  that  there  is  a 
general  feeling  that  enough  attention  is 
not  paid  to  the  historical  side  of  Greek 
and  Latin  literature.  In  order  to  ooc^ 
rect  this  tendency,  the  Board  which  has 
the  supervision  of  classical  studies  oocnss 
to  the  conclusion  that  greater  weight 
should  be  given  to  historr  in  the  final 
degree  of  examination.  The  first  step 
that  the  Classical  Board  takes  is  to  la j 
their  proposal  before  the  Council  in  s 
Eeport.  The  Council,  in  its  tmn, 
appoints  an  extraordinary  8yndaoiU% 
which  reportsonthe  matter  to  the  Senate, 
and  the  Senate  meets  in  the  Art  Schoob 
to  discuss  the  Eeport  of  the  CoonciL 
Up  to  this  point  there  is  nothing  to 
criticize;  but  from  this  point  forward 
the  process  of  University  legialatioa 
becomes  unequalled  in  abrardity  anHmg 
all  the  methods  of  transacting  publie 
business  which  men  have  ever  aaop^ 
since  society  became  organized.  The 
Senate,  as  hon.  Members  very  weO 
know,  consists  of  more  than  5,000  per- 
sons, of  all  ages  and  callings,  scattered 
over  the  whole  civilized  and  undvilind 
world  from  Calcutta  to  the  Lands  End. 


The  consequence  is  that  the  body  n 
assembles  in  the  Art  Schools  to  discoas 
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the  question   is  not,   and   cannot  be, 
the  Senate,  but  those  members  of  the 
Senate  who  are  resident  at  Oambridge, 
and  who  are  engaged  in  carrying  on  the 
work  of  the  Uniyersity.    These  gentle- 
men, than  whom  a  more  competent  body 
ifa  the   purpose  could  not  easily  be 
found,  take  we  matter  into  considera- 
tion. Speeches  are  madofor  and  against. 
The  personal    influence    of  the  great 
authorities  on  classical  questions — such 
men  as  Dr.  Thompson,  Mr.  Munro,  Dr. 
lightfoot,  Oanon  W esteott — are  brought 
to  bear.      Opinions   are    altered    and 
modified;     and   then  I  presume  hon. 
Gentleman  suppose  that  the  assembly, 
haying  had  the  case  fully  laid  before 
them,  proceed  in  due  course  to  a  deci- 
sion.   But  that   is    not    the    way    in 
which  matters  are  carried  on  under  the 
existing  constitution  of  the  University. 
Instead  of  having  a  division  upon  the 
spot,  while  those  present  are  fresh  from 
the  argument,  a  future  day  is  fixed,  on 
which  a  poll  is  taken;  a  poll  not  con- 
fined to  tnose  who  have  listened  to  the 
debate  in  the  Arts  Schools — not  even 
limited  to  those  who  are  practically  en- 
gaged in  the  educational  work  of  the 
place— but  a  poll  at  which  every  one  of 
the  5,000  members  of  the  Senate  who 
will  take  the  trouble  to  come  up  to  Cam- 
bridge will  have  a  risht  to  vote.    Then 
at  once  there  begin  idl  those  proceedings 
with  which  it  is  the  misfortime  of  all  of 
us  here  present  to  be  practically  ac- 
quainted.   One  poll  is  yqtj.  much  like 
anotiier,  whether  it  is  about  the  election 
of  a  Member  of  Parliament  or  the  choice 
between  one  system  of  study  and  another. 
There  is  a  canvass  and  a  whip.      Post- 
cards and  circulars  go  out  by  the  thou- 
sand.    Offers  of  hospitality  are  lavishly 
made ;  for  there  is  no  law  against  treat- 
ing in  questions  of  higher  education. 
Men  come  up  to  vote  this  way  or  that, 
not  because  they  know  anything  about 
the  merits  of  the  case,  but  because  they 
have  received  a  pressing  summons  from 
someone  who,   30  years  before,  rowed 
next  but  one  to  them  in  their  College 
boat.     When  the  day  comes  the  resi- 
dent members  look  anxiously  round  them 
to  see  whether  there  are  many  strange 
faces ;  for  they  are  only  too  well  aware 
that,  if  such  is  the  case,  the  deliberate 
opinion  of  those  who,  responsible  for 
the  education  of  the  University  on  ab- 
struse and  delicate  questions  which  it 
requires  a  life-time  to  study,  may  be 


swamped  by  a  multitude  of  persons  who 
are  no  more  fit  to  decide  such  questions 
than  a  country  gentleman  of  50  would  be 
fit  to  draw  up  a  new  system  of  infantry 
tactics  because  between  the  age  of  20  and 
22  ho  had  been  a  comet  of  dragoons. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  may  think  that  I  ex- 
aggerate ;  but,  in  describing  the  results 
of  a  system  as  anomalous  as  this,  no  one 
can  exaggerate,  imless  he  has  an  ima- 
gination much  more  lively  than  mine. 
Some  years  ago— certainly  not  a  year 
too  soon — ^it  was  proposed  to  introduce 
a  reform  of  a  most  vital  nature  into  the 
final  classical  examination.    The  great 
majority  of  those  concerned  in  conducting 
the  classical  studies  of  the  place  were  in 
favour  of  the  change.     But,  unfortu- 
nately, the  poll  was  taken  on  a  day 
when,  besides  the  excitement  of  the  con- 
test, there  was  the  additional  attraction 
of  a  flower-show.    Non-resident  Masters 
of  Arts  trooped  into  the  town  from  a 
circuit  of  60  miles  roimd.    Their  wives 
and  daughters  went  to  the  flower-show, 
while  they  themselves  crowded  into  the 
Senate  House,  in  order  to  overset,  by  an 
off-hand  vote,  a  scheme  which  had  been 
drawn  up  with  infinite  care  and  after 
long  consideration  by  a  committee  com- 
posed of  some  of  the  greatest  scholars  of 
Europe.    Sir,  it  is  bad  enough  for  those 
who  nave  been  debating  a  question  in 
this  House,  with  full  knowledge  of  the 
subject,  when  the  bell  rings,  and  a  crowd 
of  Gentiemen  hurry  to  the  Bar,  ready  to 
dispose,  between  two  mouthfuls  of  soup, 
of  a  matter  the  nature  of  which  they 
have  perhaps  heard  for  the  first  time 
from  our  worthy  Doorkeeper ;  but  what 
is  that  to  the  crying  abuse  of  a  system 
under  which  abstruse  educational  prob- 
lems, on  which  it  may  depend  whether 
the  intellectual  efforts  of  the  coming 
generation  are  to  be  directed  into  the 
right  or  the  wrong  channel,  are  decided 
by  the  haphazard  vote  of  people  who 
actually  were  100  miles  away  from  the 
place  when  the  question  was  discussed, 
and  who,  when  the  matter  is  once  settled, 
will  return  home  to  their  own  avocations, 
and  very  likely  by  the  end  of  the  month 
will  have  forgotten  that  such  a  question 
has  ever  existed.    That  was  the  method 
in  which  the  all-important  question  of 
whether  Gbeek  should  be  made  a  com- 
pulsory subject  was  settled,  and,  as  the 
people  who  know  best  appear  to  think, 
wrongly  settled  a  few  years  ago.    It  is 
to  enable  the  Commissioners  to  apply  a 
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remedy  to  this  state  of  things  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  has  placed  his  Amendment 
on  the  Paper.  If  the  Committee  thinks 
fit  to  agree  to  this  Amendment ;  if  the 
Commissioners — leaving  to  the  Senate 
and  to  Convocation  their  ancient  and 
splendid  functions,  the  right  of  electing 
the  University  representatives  and  many 
of  the  University  officials,  the  right  of 
petitioning  this  House,  and  of  laying 
addresses  at  the  foot  of  the  Throne—con- 
fine the  duty  of  superintending  educa- 
tional arrangements  to  a  smsller  and 
more  responsible  body,  then  a  reform 
will  have  been  effected  which  is  eagerly 
desired  by  many  of  those  who  are  most 
actively  engaged  in  the  practical  work 
of  our  Universities.  The  judgment  of 
hon.  Members  must,  I  am  satisfied,  be 
in  favour  of  this  Amendment ;  and,  on 
a  matter  which  does  not  touch  Party, 
the  judgment  of  hon.  Members  is  never 
appealed  to  in  vain. 

Mb.  STAVELEY  HILL  observed  that 
there  were  other  assemblies  besides  the 
Senate  of  the  University  in  which  it  was 
not  necessary  that  a  member  should  hear 
all  the  discussion  to  enable  him  to  vote. 
At  Cambridge  and  Oxford  the  great 
desire  was  to  bring  the  question  to  an 
end  as  soon  as  possible,  so  that  they 
might  know  what  ohanffes  were  to  be 
made.  He  was  a  member  of  Cong^- 
gation  and  Convocation,  and  no  great 
change  was  desired  in  either  of  Uiose 
bodies.  He  had  never  heard  any  dis- 
satisfaction with  the  present  stato  of 
things.  They  could  not  attempt  to  make 
any  alteration  in  this  respect  in  the  pre- 
sent Bill,  as  the  subject  was  not  within 
its  scope. 

Sir  THOMAS  ACLAND  could  not 
agree  with  the  last  speaker  that  there 
was  no  dissatisfaction  with  the  Oovem- 
ing  Bodies  of  the  University.  It  was 
veiy  doubtful  whether  the  constitution 
of  Congregation  did  not  place  too  large 
a  power  in  the  hands  of  the  tuto- 
rial interest,  many  of  them  being  very 
young,  acute,  and  subtle  men,  with  a 
very  moderate  acquaintance  with  the 
general  afiairs  of  the  world.  Hastily  to 
decide  now  that  the  Convocation  should 
be  confined  to  the  present  teaching  mem- 
bers of  the  University  might  possibly  be 
a  leap  in  the  dark,  which  might  hereafter 
be  regretted.  He  did  not  think  the 
University  would  rest  tUl  the  Governing 
Bodies  were  improved,  but  seeing  no 
prospect  of  the  question  being  thoroughly 

Mr.  2)r0V0lyan 


settled  by  separate  legnalationy  liis  aaij 
course  was  to  support  the  AmeDdmcat. 

MB.C.DALRYMPL£Baid,itwMoo]y 
on  particular  occasions,  as  at  the  eleetkm 
of  the  Public  Orator  and  the  like,  that 
non-resident  Masters  of  Arts  voted,  mad 
it  was  an  exaggeration  to  say  that  tba 
outside  voters  res^y  overbore  the  cfdauaa. 
of  the  University.  It  appeared  ilwmjt 
to  be  assumed  that  the  opinion  of 
resident  was  adverse  to  that  which 
wise  and  enlightened,  as  well  aa  to 
change  in  the  University  system.  He 
(Mr.  Dalr3rmple)  could  remember  at 
least  one  occasion,  when  non-residsnts 
flocked  to  Cambrid^  to  support  a  pro- 
posal for  a  readership  in  American  nis- 
tory,  which  had  been  strongly  opposed 
by  resident-members  of  the  Universitj — 
a  proposal  which,  at  all  events,  had  ths 
merit  of  novelty,  and  might  hare  bean 
of  great  use  to  ihe  University.  His  ob- 
jection to  the  Amendment  was  that  ths 


opinion  of  the  outside  world  was  tstt 
often  of  great  value,  and  he  behered 
that,  as  a  rule,  questions  of  ednoatkai 
were  left  to  the  resident  Masters  of  Aria 
Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  as 
to  the  objection  that  this  Amendment 
was  not  within  the  scope  of  the  Bill«  he 
begged  to  remind  the  hon.  Membos 
who  made  it  that  the  Oonmiittee  had  not 
passed  the  Preamble,  and  that  the  object 
of  postponing  the  Preamble  was  that  vm 
case  of  modifying  the  scope  of  the  Bill 
the  Preamble  might  be  modified  accord- 
ingly. The  Amendment  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  election  ^ 
Members  of  that  House.  He  would 
have  been  willing  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment  and  then  to  propose  it  in 
the  form  suggested  some  time  ago  had 
he  not  been  prevented  from  doing  so. 

Question  put,  ''That  those  words  be 
there  added. 

The  Committee  dwuUd: — ^Ayes  115; 
Noes  143:  Majority  28.^Div.  list, 
No.  113.) 


Mb.  COUETNET,  in  moving 
Amendment,  stated  that  as  far  hulk  as 
the  year  1869  there  had  been  a  College 
for  women  modelled  after  the  organisa- 
tion of  the  Colleges,  and  ito  promoten 
desired  that  the  students  shooML  be  sub- 
jected to  examinations  like  those  at 
Oxford  or  Cambridge.  The  authoritiet 
at  Cambridge  were  not  prepared  at  the 
time  to  aco^e  to  this  request,  but  thsy 
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had  intimated  that  the  Examiners,  in 
their  private  capacity,  might  look  through 
the  papers,  and  this  had  been  done  from 
the  year  1870  to  the  present  time.  In 
that  year  the  Examiners  of  the  previous 
examination  had  consented  to  furnish 
these  female  students  with  Examination 
papers  and  report  on  their  answers, 
raaging  them  by  the  University  standard. 
That  had  been  done,  and  the  examiners 
had  certified  with  respect  to  them,  and 
the  custom  had  prevailed  for  the  last 
seven  years,  not  only  in  the  case  of  the 
previous  examination,  but  in  the  case  of 
the  pass  and  the  higher  examinations 
for  honours.  He  could  not  better  ex- 
plain the  process  than  by  reading  a  letter 
which  had  been  written  by  one  of  the 
examiners  of  the  Classical  Tripos  in 
1873,  in  which  he  stated  that  his  col- 
leagues and  himself  would  be  happy  to 
examine  papers  sent  up  to  them,  but 
that  it  must  be  distinctly  understood  that 
they  did  so  in  their  private  capacity. 
The  whole  scope  of  his  Amendment  was 
to  give  an  official  recognition  to  what 
had  thus  been  done  in  an  unofficial  man- 
ner. Nothing  was  wanted  but  the  re- 
cognition of  the  University.  He  would 
point  out  the  extent  to  which  this  ex- 
amination of  women  had  been  carried. 
In  the  year  1870  five  students  passed  the 
previous  examinations,  two  of  them  in 
honours.  In  1871  two  others  passed  in 
honours.  In  1872  five  passed,  and  four 
took  honours.  In  1873  two  passed,  and 
two  took  honours.  In  1874  five  passed, 
and  two  took  honours.  In  1875  six 
passed,  and  five  took  honours.  In  1876 
18  passed,  and  12  took  honours.  Of  late 
years  ladies  had  been  tested  by  the  de- 
eree  examination  standards.  In  1873  a 
lady  took  a  position  equivalent  to  a 
second-class  in  the  Mathematical  Tripos ; 
and  another,  a  second  in  the  Classical 
Tripos.  In  1874  two  passed  in  Natural 
Science.  In  1875  two  reached  the  Clas- 
sical Tripos  standard.  All  these  came 
from  Giiton  College.  There  was  also 
at  Cambridge,  Newnham  HaU,  and  an 
arrangement  by  which  ladies  who  were 
members  neither  of  Girton  nor  of  Newn- 
ham were  admitted  to  the  lectures  of 
the  University  Professors,  and  students 
from  Newnham  had  been  examined  like 
the  students  from  Girton.  It  was  not 
impossible  that  the  ladies  attending  the 
Professorial  lectures  might  be  admitted 
to  examination  in  a  similar  way.  All 
that   he  wished  to  suggest  was   that 


what  was  now  done  by  favour  should 
be  done  publicly  and  in  a  recognized 
manner.  The  matter  was  one  of  con- 
siderable importance,  and  it  could  not 
be  argued  that  the  practice  which  the 
Amendment  proposed  to  legitimate  was 
novel  or  dangerous.  If  a  gentleman 
wished  to  send  his  boy  to  a  school  he 
could  ascertain  the  character  of  the 
schoolmaster;  but  in  the  case  of  girls 
parents  had  no  kind  of  authority  to  which 
to  refer.  But  the  voluntary  organiza- 
tion to  which  he  had  referred  had  intro- 
duced such  an  authority,  which  had  been 
found  most  useful.  Public  schools  for 
girls,  analogous  to  high  schools  for  boys, 
had  been  established  at  Netting  Hill, 
Chelsea,  Clapham,  Norwich,  Manchester, 
and  other  parts  of  the  country.  He  did 
not  know,  considering  the  strictly  per- 
missive character  of  tais  proposal,  what 
objections  would  be  raised  to  it.  He 
must  add  a  word  or  two  on  the  second 
part  of  his  Amendment.  Last  year  an 
Act  was  passed  enabling  any  autho- 
rity whicn  could  grant  degrees  to 
men  under  the  Medical  Act  to  confer 
them  on  women  also.  It  might,  per- 
haps, be  argued  that  under  the  provi- 
sions of  that  Statute  the  Universities  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  could  grant  me- 
dical degrees  to  women.  But  his  pre- 
sent proposal  did  not  relate  to  the 
granting  of  degrees  of  any  kind.  At 
present  the  Universities  of  Oxford  and 
Cambridge  granted  licences  to  practise 
medicine,  but  only  as  a  corollary  to  a 
medical  degree.  He  now  proposed  to 
enable  the  Universities  to  grant  such 
licences  to  practise  to  persons  who  had 
not  graduated,  provided  they  fulfilled 
the  necessary  conditions  of  knowledge. 
The  sub-section  was  purely  permissive, 
and  if  it  were  passed  the  probability  was 
that  Cambridge  would  take  the  matter 
up,  and  that  Oxford  would  not.  The 
greater  liberality  of  Cambridge  in  this 
respect  was,  perhaps,  due  to  gratitude  for 
what  that  University  owed  to  women. 
It  was  a  remarkable  circumstance  that 
at  Cambridge  six  Colleges  were  founded 
by  the  benevolence  of  ladies.  Consi- 
dering, therefore,  how  much  we  were 
thus  indebted  to  women,  we  ought  to 
do  what  we  could  now  to  promote  the 
education  of  women. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  6,  after  sub-section  11,  to  insert  the 
words  **  (12.)  For  enabling  the  University  to 
examine   female    students   concurrently   with 
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male  students,  subject  to  such  conditions  regu- 
lating the  residence  and  discipline  of  such 
female  students  as  the  University  may  from 
time  to  time  approve  or  ordain ;  and  for  enabling 
the  University  to  grant  licences  to  practise 
medicine  to  female  students  who  have  passed 
the  examinations  and  fulfilled  the  conditions 
which  are  necessary  for  obtaining  degrees  in 
medicine  in  the  case  of  male  students  in  that 
faculty." — {Mr,  Courtney,) 

Me.  FOESYTH  said,  that,  although 
no  one  could  accuse  him  of  bein^  indif- 
ferent to  the  claims  of  women,  he  con- 
fessed he  felt  some  difficulty  with  re- 
gard to  this  sub-section,  which  was 
rather  ambiguously  worded.  Its  first 
object  was  to  enable  the  University  **  to 
examine  female  students  concurrently 
with  male  students."  That  meant,  he 
supposed,  that  they  were  to  be  in  the 
same  lecture-rooms,  to  sit  side  by  side 
on  the  same  benches,  and  that  the  Ex- 
aminers were  to  walk  up  and  down 
while  the  young  gentlemen  and  young 
ladies  were  answering  the  questions. 
He  was  afraid  the  attentions  of  the  young 
gentlemen  would  be  paid  to  the  young 
ladies,  and  not  to  the  examination  pa- 
pers. His  real  objection  to  the  clause 
had  reference  to  the  first  part  of  it.  If 
ladies  were  examined  in  classics  and 
mathematics  by  University  officials,  and 
no  degrees  were  conferred,  no  better 
results  would  follow  than  were  now  at- 
tainable at  Girton  College.  If  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  had  had  the 
courage  to  carry  his  Amendment  to  its 
logicid  conclusion,  and  had  proposed 
that  the  ladies  who  acquitted  themselves 
weU  in  the  examinations  should  be 
named  in  the  Tripos  list,  cmd  should 
afterwards  have  degrees  conferred  upon 
them,  he  would  have  voted  for  the  pro- 
posal. He  thought  no  reasonable  argu- 
ment could  be  shown  why  women  should 
not  be  able  to  attain  degrees,  if  they 
passed  the  proper  examinations.  As  to 
the  second  part  of  the  sub-section,  he 
thought  it  right  that  licences  should  be 
given  to  female  students  of  medicine 
who  proved  themselves  fit  to  practise. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  supported  what  he 
regarded  as  the  just  demand  embodied 
in  the  Amendment.  He  fully  recognized 
the  great  services  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
had  rendered  to  the  cause  of  women  in 
this  country.  He  regretted  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  not  the  courage 
of  his  convictions,  and  had  not  suggested 
such  an  alteration  in  the  proposed  of  the 


hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  as  would 
carry  those  convictions  to  their  legiti- 
mate conclusion.  In  reference  to  the  ar- 
gument that  nothing  would  be  gained, 
he  thought  a  great  deal  would  be  gaiiied 
by  the  adoption  of  the  proposed;  he 
thought  that  the  mere  fact  of  official 
recognition  of  what  was  now  done  un- 
officially would  be  an  immense  gain.  This 
Amendment  was  moderate  and  effeotiye. 
It  was  a  very  just  demand  upon  the 
part  of  those  who  were  making  great 
exertions  to  elevate  those  women  who 
showed  that  they  had  talent  and  ability, 
and,  therefore,  he  should  vote  for  it. 

Mb.  GOBST  concurred  in  hoping  that 
the  Government  would  see  its  way  to 
concede  something  at  least  in  the  direc- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member's  Amendment 
He  reminded  Uie  House  that  last  Ses- 
sion an  Act  was  passed  empowering  the 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
to  grant  medical  degrees.  The  Amend- 
ment only  asked  that  the  Oommisaionen 
should  recognize  existing  facts.  Women 
were  examined  at  the  present  time,  and 
it  was  only  sought  to  give  the  examina- 
tions official  sanction.  He  must,  how- 
ever, express  his  concurrence  in  the  op- 
nion  that  the  first  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment did  not  go  far  enough. 

Mb.  BATHBONE  said,  the  great 
value  of  what  was  at  present  done  was 
shown  in  the  very  superior  olasa  d 
school-mistresses  which  the  Systran  bad 
been  the  means  of  providing  in  some  of 
the  schools  for  girls  throughout  the 
country.  Female  education  was  one  of 
the  most  important  works  of  the  present 
day,  and  nothing  would  tend  to  give  it 
such  an  imj^tus  as  to  provide  a  better 
class  of  mistresses  for  girls'  schools- 
The  adoption  of  this  proposal  would  be 
invaluable  to  tiiose  engaged  in  the 
work,  and  would  matericdly  streng^^ 
their  hands. 

Me.  BBRE8F0RD  HOPE  said,  he 
thought  it  was  a  proposal  which  wonl«i 
introduce  a  very  g^at  change,  which 
ought,  if  made  at  all,  to  be  made  in  a 
more  open  and  direct  form.  Many  ladies 
had  distinguished  themselves  at  the  vo- 
luntary examinations ;  but  this  Amend- 
ment would  legalize  the  position  of  theee 
ladies  as  being  formally  entitled  to  the 
honour  examinations  of  the  Univermtiei- 
It  oould  not  end  there.  If  onoe  Isdie* 
were  admitted  as  a  oonstitoent  pait  of 
the  studying  or  Under^;T«daate  bo4y< 
not  only  would  they  daun  to  oompcU 
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with  men  in  the  degree  examination, 
and  use  the  degree  to  which  that  was 
the  portal,  but  they  would  establish  an 
equitable  claim  for  the  substantial 
awards  to  which  examinations  lead  and 
demand  to  be  candidates  for  Scholar- 
ships and  Fellowships.  If  Fellows,  how 
could  they  be  excluded  from  becoming 
tutors,  deans,  and  masters  of  OoUeges  ? 
A  charming  and  an  accomplished  lady 
dean  would  be  sure  to  draw  a  large 
number  of  gentlemen  Undergraduates 
to  the  OoUege  which  she  rmed;  but 
what  would  Paterfamilias  say?  These 
were  not  extreme  considerations;  for 
the  fact  was  the  Amendment  proposed 
to  make  a  great  change,  as  to  which  no 
one  coidd  see  the  end. 

LoBD  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  hon.  Member  argued  against 
the  Amendment  as  being  Uie  thin  end 
of  the  wedge,  and,  as  usual,  he  was 
against  all  change.  He  would  support 
the  Amendment  because  it  sougnt  to 
recognize  and  to  regulate  the  examina- 
tions now  conducted  by  the  University 
Examiners  at  Cambridge  of  the  students 
of  Girton  and  Newnham  Colleges.  Great 
efiEbrts  were  now  being  made  to  improve 
the  education  of  girls,  especially  in  con- 
nection with  some  of  the  endowed  schools 
and  in  public  day  schools ;  but  the  great 
difficulty  was  to  obtedn  really  efficient 
teachers.  The  Colleges  to  which  he  had 
referred  were  doing  much  to  supply  that 
want,  and  by  means  of  the  voluntary 
and  gratuitous  assistance  of  the  Uni- 
versity Examiners  an  independent  test 
was  applied  to  the  attainments  of  their 
students;  and  it  was  because  it  was 
now  proposed  to  enable  the  Universities 
to  take  in  hand  this  work  now  done  in  a 
manner  unrecognized  by  them  that  he 
should  cordially  support  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  pointed  out  that 
the  examination  of  the  two  sexes  to- 
gether would  not  be  a  novelty  in  con- 
nection with  the  Universities,  the  pre- 
sent local  examinations  being  conducted 
in  that  manner.  Women  had  no  pro- 
fessional career  open  to  them.  If  such 
career  could  be  opened  to  those  who 
distinguished  themselves  at  the  Univer- 
sity, some  hope  might  be  entertained 
for  the  better  education  of  girls. 

Me.  GATHOBNE  HARDY  under- 
stood the  object  of  the  proposal  to  be  to 
bring  women  in  as  Undergraduates  of 
the    Universities.    PraoticiJly,    it   was 


proposed  to  put  them  under  the  autho- 
rity of  Proctors.     He  was  not  opposed 
by  any  means  to  female  students  having 
the  opportunity  of  passing  examinations 
and    obtaining    degrees    which    might 
enable  them  to  fill  situations  and  prac- 
tise medicine;  but  what  he  did  object 
to  was  that  they  should  be  subjected  to 
the  same  conditions  and  pass  through 
the  same  examinations  concurrently  with 
the  male  students,  for  whom  originally 
all  those  conditions  were  devised.    The 
hon.  Member  for  liskeard  had  spoken 
of  the  Colleges  which  in  times  past  were 
founded  at  Cambridge  by  women.  But 
he  must  remember  for  the  education  of 
men ;  and  it  had  been  overlooked  that  in 
those  times  the  education  of  the  women 
was  carried  on  in  convents,  and,  of  course, 
separately.  He  was  not  aware  that  Girton 
College  admitted  young  men.    In  that 
very  case  the  advantages  of  separation 
seemed  to  be  recognized.    The  scholars 
there  were  tmder  the  superintendence  of 
women ;  they  had  lecturers  of  their  own ; 
and,  he  was  told,  that  when  they  attended 
lectures  away  from  their  College,  they 
still  had  lecturers  for  themselves.     The 
whole  system,  therefore,  was  one,  not  of 
mixed  and  concurrent  education  for  both 
sexes,  but  distinctly  of  separate  educa- 
tion.    He  believed  the  success  of  the 
teaching  was  greatly  owing  to  the  pri- 
vacy of  the  arrangements.    Believing, 
as  he  did,  that  this  separation  was  most 
desirable,  he  must  oppose  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member.    If  the  object  was  to 
overturn  the  whole  system  of  male  and 
female  education  in  the  country,   this 
was  a  matter  which  ought  to  be  settled 
by  Parliament,  and  ought  not  to  be  dele- 
gated to  Commissioners.    With  respect 
to  the  latter  part  of  the  Amendment,  re- 
lating  to    the  granting  of  licences  to 
female  medical  students,  it  had  already 
been    pointed    out    that    it    was    not 
needed.    If  the  Universities  wished  to 
give  medical  degrees,  they  might  do  so  ; 
but  he  did  not  think  it  likely  they  would 
exercise  that  power.     While  recognizing 
the    importance  of   giving  educational 
facilities  to  women,  he  thought  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
to  bring  female  students  under  the  regu- 
lar discipline  of  the  Universities  was 
not  likely  to  meet  the  wishes  of  those 
whom  it  was^intended  to  benefit,  and  that 
the  attempt  to  carry  on  the  education  of 
both  sexes  together  would  only  destroy 
the   system   of  separate  education  for 
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young  ladies,  which  was  at  present 
flourishing. 

Me.  COURTNEY  explained  that  he 
did  not  wish,  as  the  rignt  hon.  Oentle- 
man  supposed,  to  bring  the  girls  of  Gir- 
ton  College  under  the  same  regulations 
with  respect  to  discipline  as  the  Under- 
graduates at  the  Universities.  He  ob- 
served, moreover,  that  it  was  not  pro- 
posed to  delegate  any  absolute  nnal 
authority  to  the  Commissioners,  but  only 
to  invite  them  to  frame  some  working 
plan  which  would  in  due  course  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  University  Commission  and 
to  Parliament. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  at  last 
understood  the  purport  of  the  Amend- 
ment. The  Universities  had  been  spoken 
of  by  the  advanced  Liberals  as  ''  monas- 
tic institutions.''  He  was  not  prepared 
to  vote  for  their  being  ''  conventual  in- 
stitutions ''  as  well. 

Question  put,  ''  That  those  words  be 
there  added.^' 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  119  i 
Noes  239:  Majority  120.— (Div.  list, 
No.  114.) 

Lord  FRANCIS  HERVET  moved, 
in  page  6,  line  23,  after  *^  the  same,''  to 
insert — 

**  (13)  For  the  administration  of  the  Univer- 
sity Press  and  of  the  funds  belonging  thereto, 
and  for  the  pablication,  not  less  than  once  in 
each  year,  of  the  accounts  thereof;  (14)  For 
the  management  of  the  financial  afikirs  of  the 
University.** 

He  remarked  that  the  Press  at  Oxford 
some  15  or  20  years  ago  brought  in  a 
net  revenue  of  £13,000,  a  sum  which 
was  now  considerably  less ;  but  he  could 
not  think  it  right  that  no  accurate  infor- 
mation should  be  given  as  to  what  be- 
came of  a  sum  of  money  amounting  to  a 
quarter  of  the  whole  annual  revenue  of 
the  University.  Account  should  be 
rendered  of  so  important  a  source  of 
income.  It  was  to  oe  remembered  that 
the  Delegates  of  the  Press  enjoyed  the 
monopoly  of  printing  Bibles,  and  it 
might  be  urged  that  Convocation  had  a 
right  to  know  how  its  servants  adminis- 
tered their  money.  He  could  not  admit 
the  plea  so  often  put  forward,  that  the 
University  Press  was  a  tradioff  concern. 
If  that  was  the  case,  it  would  be  the 
first  occasion  on  which  he  had  ever 
heard  that  a  great  centre  of  learning 
was  a  trading  concern.     And  in  that 

Mr.  Oathome  Hardy 


case  the  Press  authorities  8h<MiId  io 
what  other  trading  concerns  did,  andlar 
their  accounts  before  Parliament,  imtaafl 
of  shrinking  from  publicity.  He  woold 
not  charge  any  individual  with  mis- 
management; he  merely  wanted  to 
learn  the  prospective  income  of  the  Uni- 
versity.         

Mb.  MOWBBAY  said,  his  nobk 
Friend  had  not  been  quite  deer  as  to 
the  authority  to  whom  theee  acoooBt» 
should  be  rendered;  one  thing,  how- 
ever, was  quite  clear,  that  the  naxneo  o^ 
the  Board  of  Delegates  furnished  «a 
ample  guarantee  agamst  maladminifltre- 
tion.  It  was  to  be  reoolle(^ed»  moce- 
over,  that  the  Clarendon  Frees  was 
divided  into  two  parts,  one  of  which 
certainly  was  a  trading  concern,  aiMl  tht 
managers  had  their  capital  embarked 
in  it ;  therefore  the  public  had  no  right 
to  inquire  into  it. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Olause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  BiU. 

Oommittee   report   PMgress;    to  sit 
again  upon  Thureday  next 

House  resumed. 

CATTLE  PLAGUE  AND  IMPOBTATIOK 
OF  LIVE  STOCK. 

vokdxjltiojx  of  thb  select  ooKMnm. 

FUBTHEB   PKOOESDINO   HESUKBD. 

Viscount  SANDON  said,  he  was 
about  to  propose  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Queen^s  Oounty  (Mr.  Dease).  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Norfolk 
rMr.  Glare  Bead)  be  Members  of  the 
Committee.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt)  had  already 
f laced  the  name  of  Mr.  Dease  on  the 
^aper,  and  he  (Viscount  Sandon)  was 
informed  that  it  wodld  be  aooeptahle  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  aide. 
On  further  communication  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Norfolk,  he  found 
that  the  hon.  Member  was  still  Toy 
much  disinclined  to  serve  on  the  Com- 
mittee. All  must  regret  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Soulh  Norfolk  persisted  in 
his  reAisal.  If  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Norfolk  should  be  still  unable  to 

S*ve  the  benefit  of  his  sendoes,  he  woold 
en  propose  the  hon.  Member  for  lia- 
lithgowshire  (Mr.  M'Lagan^,  who,  he 
believed,  would  be  aooeptaole  to   the 
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House.    He  begged,  in  the  first  place, 
to  propose  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Queen's  County  (Mr.  Dease)  be  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee. 
Mb.  butt  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Dease  be  one  other  Member 
of  the  Select  Committee." — {Viscount 
Sandon,) 

Me.  J.  W.  BAECLAY  would  like  to 
hear  something  more  about  the  represen- 
tation of  Scotland  on  the  Committee.  It 
was  right  that  the  yarious  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom  should  be  all  fairly 
represented.  He  should  be  imwilling 
to  put  up  anybody  in  opposition  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Norfolk,  but 
he  approyed  the  nomination  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Linlithgowshire  (Mr. 
M'Lagan). 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  that  he  had 
reposed  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
Mr.  Pamell),  but  since  then  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  whom  he  con- 
sidered his  Leader  had  proposed  Mr. 
Dease;  he  would  not  therefore  perse- 
vere. At  the  same  time,  he  must  state 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  had 
intimated,  on  seeing  the  name  of  Mr. 
Dease  proposed,  that  he  should  decline 
to  senre  on  the  Committee. 

Mb.  E.  NOEL  said,  that  he  thought 
that  the  Scotch  Members  should  be  re- 
presented. He  would  not,  however, 
press  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  MAEE  STEWABT  said,  that 
Scotland  would  be  fairly  represented. 

Mb.  CLAKE  bead  said,  if  he  wanted 
an  additional  excuse  for  not  servine  on 
the  Committee,  this  short  debate  liad 
furnished  him  with  one.  He  was  ex- 
tremely indebted  to  the  noble  Lord  for 
his  courtesy  in  placing  his  name  on  the 
Paper,  and  he  felt  ako  the  compliment 
which  had  been  paid  to  him  by  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  who  had 
desired  that  he  should  be  one  of  the 
Committee.  He  had,  however,  objected 
to  serve  from  the  first.  He  haa  told 
everybody  so,  and  he  still  adhered  to 
his  determination.  In  the  first  place, 
he  believed  that  this  Committee  was  not 
wanted.  In  his  judgment,  a  good  de- 
bate in  that  House  would  be  much  more 
serviceable  than  a  Committee.  What 
was  wanted  was  not  inquiry,  but  action 
—short,  sharp,  and  decisive.  He  also  ob- 
jected to  the  scope  of  the  Committee. 


If  it  were  simply  to  inquire  into  any 
circumstances  which  might  have  occurred 
since  the  last  Cattle  Plague  Committee, 
such  as  the  imports  of  American  meat, 
he  should  have  been  willing  to  serve 
upon  it ;  but,  having  had  the  honour  of 
serving  on  the  Cattle  Plague  Commission, 
and  on  most  of  the  Committees  appointed 
to  consider  the  subject  since  1865,  he  had 
no  wish  to  go  over  the  whole  of  that 
evidence  again,  as  he  was  quite  sure 
would  be  the  fate  of  these  27  hon.  Oen- 
tlemen  who  would  have  that  great  plea- 
sure during  the  next  three  months  in 
the  very  warm  rooms  upstairs.  If  his 
opinion  were  of  any  use  to  the  Commit- 
tee, they  had  nothing  to  do  but  to  sum- 
mon him  to  give  evidence.  He  was 
happy  that  his  declining  to  serve  would 
enable  the  name  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Linlithgowshire  to  be  added 
to  the  Committee,  on  which  he  trusted 
England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland  would 
now  be  fairly  represented. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QXTEE  declined  to  enter  into  any  discus- 
sion with  his  hon.  Friend  as  to  ^e  scope 
of  the  Committee;  but  he  thought  he 
expressed  the  general  feeling  of  both 
sides  of  the  House  when  he  said  that 
they  all  deeply  regretted  his  hon.  Friend's 
refusal  to  serve  on  the  Committee.  In 
so  refusing  they  were  sure  he  was  guided 
by  no  other  than  the  motives  which 
always  actuated  him — ^public  spirit  and 
a  desire  to  do  what  he  believed  to  be 
right. 

Mb.  PABNELL  regretted  that  the 
same  spirit  which  animated  the  Oovem- 
ment  to-night  had  not  been  displayed 
the  other  night,  when  the  nomination 
of  the  Committee  occupied  six  hours  of 
the  time  of  the  House.  He  begged  to 
say  that  he  had  no  intention  of  serving 
on  the  Committee.  He  had  no  wish  to 
serve  on  any  Committee  of  that  House, 
much  less  on  a  Committee  the  appoint- 
ment of  which  was  marked  by  such  a 
scene  as  that  witnessed  the  other  night. 
If  he  had  been  appointed  he  might  have 
had  his  opportunities  of  doing  good  in 
that  House  late  at  night  diminished. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Viscount  SANDON  next  proposed 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lin- 
lithgowshire (Mr.  M'Lagan),  and  though 
he  regretted  the  refusal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Norfolk  to  serve,  he 
congratulated   the    House   on   having 
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reached  the  last  name  upon  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  morgan  LLOYD  complained 
that  in  studying  national  interests  no- 
thing had  been  said  of  those  of  the  Prin- 
cipality of  Wales,  which  produced  a 
large  number  of  cattle.  Flintshire  and 
Denbighshire  had  suffered  from  the 
cattleplag^e,  and  it  was  qmte  necessary 
that  Wales  should  be  represented  on  Ihe 
Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers' 
and  records ;  Five  to  be  the  quorum. 

CUSTOMS,    INLAND     REVENUE.    AND 

SAVINGS  BANKS  BILL— [Bill  143.] 

{Mr.   Haikes,  Mr*  Chanctllw  of  th$  ExehequtTy 

Mr,  WiUiam  H$nry  Smith,) 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the 
Chair." 

Mb.    COUETNEY  wished  to  make 
some  observations  on  the  proposals  made 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
his  Budget  speech  with  regard  to  oavings 
Banks.      There    was    a    deficiency    of 
£8,250,000  upon    the    Savings   Banks 
account,  and  the  object  which  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  said  he  had  in  view  was 
to  stop  that  leak.    His  proposals,  how- 
ever, when  examined,  woula  not  really 
stop  the  present  leak,  but  would  have 
the  e£Pect  of  starting^  a  new  one.    The 
Commissioners  for  tne  Beduction  of  the 
National  Debt  received  largpe  sums  from 
the  trustees  of  the  old  Savings  Banks 
established    about    60  years  ago,   and 
those  sums  were  invested  in  the  public 
funds.    The  Commissioners  allowed  the 
trustees  3^  per  cent  interest,  and  upon 
those  transactions  the  deficiency  he  had 
referred  to  had  arisen.     The  Commis- 
sioners also  received   the   monies  de- 
posited in  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks, 
allowing  2^  percent  interest  upon  them; 
those  deposits  they  likewise  invested  in 
the  public  funds;  and  upon  them  they 
had  obtained  a  certain   surplus.      On 
account  of  the  Friendly  Societies'  Funds 
there    was    also  a    serious    deficiency. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  pro- 
posed to  place  to  the  credit  of  revenue 
the  amount  of  the  surplus  obtained  from 
the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks.    Now, 
suppose,  by  way  of  illustration,  that 

Vi$o(mni  Sandon 


£94  was  received  from  a  depositor 
invested  in  the  purohaae  of  £100  <i 
Consols,  the  Commissioners  would  re- 
ceive 3  per  cent  interest  for  the  iiivcit 
ment,  and  they  would  pay  the  depomux 
47«.,  leaving  an  apparent  annnal  profii 
of  13«.,  which  they  would  be  bonnd  to 

Say  into  the  Excnequer.      Bat  if  tLe 
epositor  wished  to  draw  out  hiB  moakefj 
when  Consols  fell  below  94,  say  to  89 
or  90,  and  the  Commissioners  had  thsn 
to  sell  out,  they  would  be  landed  ia  a 
deficiency.    How  did  the  deficieiicy  ot 
£3,250,000  arise?     Not    beoaose    th« 
National  Debt  Commissioners  paid 
interest  than  they  received,  but ' 
they  bought  stock  in  times  of  prosperity 
and  sold  it  in  times  of  depression.     ISke 
g^ss  amount  of  interest  or  dividend  r»- 
ceived  by  the  National  Debt  Oosninis- 
sioners  in  respect  of  ordinary  Savings 
Banks     since     the     year     1817     was 
£62,112,000,   while   the   total  amosmt 
of  interest  paid  and  credited  to  Sarings 
Banks  by  them  during  the  same  pariod 
amounted  only  to  £54,389,000.     So  far 
as  interest   was  concerned,   therefore, 
they    had    been     gainers    by    memxfy 
£8,000,000.  Their  losses  really  occurred 
in  the  depreciation  of  Stock ;  and,  as  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  made  so 
provision  for  that,  he  would  inevitably 
land  himself  in  a  deficiency.    Hs  con- 
tended  that   one-fifth  of  the   intercut 
received  ouffht  to  be  allowed  as  a  de- 
preciation nind.     The  plan  he  would 
recommend   was   this.     There    was  a 
deficiency  of    £8,250,000.     That   was 
part  of  the  National  Debt;  therefort*, 
they  might  as  well,  first  as  well  as  Imst, 
hand  over  to  the  Commissioners  another 
book-debt,  to  add  to  the  National  Debt, 
in  order  to  make  things  square.     That 
would  involve  no  change  in  the  finance 
accounts  of  the  year ;  and  having  thus 
balanced  the  accounts,  the  only  rational 
way  of  proceeding  was  to  reduce  the  in- 
terest in  order  to  keep  the  account  sol- 
vent.   He  thought  2i  instead  of  3^  per 
cent,  as  at  the  present,  would  be  the 
proper  rate  to  pay.  That  was  the  honest 
course,  and  he  did  not  think  that  would 
be  at  all  an  unpopular  proceeding. 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  observed  that  this  subject  had 
only  a  year  or  two  ago  excited  consider- 
able discussion,  and  therefore  it  was  not 
necessary  for  him  to  go  into  it  at  any 
ffreatlenffth.  He  quite  agreed  with  the 
hon.  (}enUeman  that  the  proposal  in  ths 
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Bill  did  nofc  completely  deal  with  the 
whole  question  of  the  Savings  Banks 
acooiints.  They  had  not  attempted  to 
touch  the  question  of  the  accumulated 
deficiency.  That  was  rather  a  compli- 
cated question,  with  which  it  would  be 
necessary  one  of  these  days  to  deal. 
They  had  also  avoided  raising  the  ques- 
tion of  an  alteration  in  the  rate  of 
interest  allowed.  If  they  were  to  go 
into  the  question  of  the  rate  allowed  for 
Savings  Banks'  deposits,  they  ought  to 
look  into  the  whole  arrangements,  and 
consider  whether  any  alteration  should 
be  made  in  the  limits  of  deposits  allowed, 
which  was  an  interesting  but  hardly  a 
pressing  subject.  There  was,  however, 
this  matter  of  the  deficiency,  which  year 
by  year  was  continually  increasing,  and 
which  it  was  undesirable  to  allow  to  in- 
crease. But,  then,  there  was  one  kind 
of  increase  which  was  real,  and  another 
which  was  a  matter  of  account.  Suppose 
the  Funds  one  day  this  year  were  94, 
you  made  the  assets  of  the  Commis- 
sioners so  much.  Next  year  the  Funds 
might  be  96,  and  then  the  assets  would 
be  a  g^eat  deal  more.  That  was  a  sort 
of  variation  which  was  a  matter  of  ac- 
count. It  should  be  always  borne  in 
mind  that  the  whole  national  income  was 
security  for  the  deposits,  and  there  was 
no  danger  to  the  depositors.  But  then 
there  was  this  continually  going  on, 
there  was  a  larger  amount  credited  to 
Savings  Bank  depositors  year  by  year 
than  was  earned  on  the  amount  depo- 
sited to  their  account.  For  instance,  as 
he  had  shown  in  his  Budget  State- 
ment, the  income  which  accrued  to  the 
Savings  Banks  for  the  year  ending  No- 
vember, 1876,  amounted  to  £1,307,000, 
whereas  the  interest  credited  to  the 
trustees  was  £1,380,000,  showing  a  defi- 
ciency of  £73,000.  In  the  same  way, 
on  the  Friendly  Societies'  accoimt  there 
was  a  deficiency  of,  bethought,  £49,000. 
The  rate  of  interest  was  fixed  by  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  it  was  really  desirable 
that  Parliament  should  know  that  it  was 
giving  year  by  year,  in  the  shape  of  in- 
terest, more  than  it  was  earning,  and 
then  the  country  would  see  what  the 
cost  of  this  system  was.  The  deficiency 
was,  no  doubt,  at  present  a  part  of  the 
National  Debt.  With  re^rd  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  liord  (Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish),  to  the  effect  that 
the  (Government  should  make  some 
allowance  for  the  depreciation  in  the 


value  of  the  securities,  he  was  prepared 
to  accept  it. 

Me.  DODSON  thought  that  a  good 
deal  might  be  said  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
position of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with  regard 
to  the  Savings  Banks  funds.  It  would, 
to  use  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman,  ''stop  the  leak,"  and  pre- 
vent the  deficiency  from  growing  larger. 
The  proposition  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would,  at  any  rate,  bring 
imder  the  eyes  of  the  public  the  annuel 
loss,  and  pave  the  way  for  the  proposal 
to  reduce  the  rate  of  interest  to  the  sum 
which  was  properly  earned.  He  was 
glad  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in- 
tended to  accept  the  Amendment  about 
to  be  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  West  Biding. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  suggested  that  the 
morning  after  the  Budget  Statement 
Members  should  be  supplied  with  a 
printed  balance-sheet,  showing  the  esti- 
mates of  receipt  and  expenditure  of  the 
current  year,  in  order  that  they  might 
be  able  to  discuss  the  Budget  proposals 
with  advantage. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  the 
suggestion  had  already  been  considered, 
and  arrangements  would  be  made  for 
the  future  to  supply  the  House  with  the 
information  suggested  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clauses  1  to  6,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Provisions  of  Income  Tax 
Acts  to  apply  to  duties  hereby  granted). 

Mb.  HIBBEET  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  2,  line  35,  at  end  to  add 
the  words — 

**  Provided,  That  in  estimating  the  balance  of 
the  profits  and  gains  of  any  trade,  mann&cture, 
adventure,  or  concern  in  the  nature  of  trade 
chargeable  under  Schedule  (D)  of  the  said  Act, 
or  for  the  purpose  of  assessing  the  duty  thereon, 
in  addition  to  the  deduction  allowed  trom  such 
profits  or  gains  for  the  supply  of  repairs  or  alte- 
rations of  any  implements,  utensils,  or  articles 
employed  for  the  purpose  of  such  trade,  manu- 
facture, adventure,  or  concern,  a  reasonable 
sum  shall  be  allowed  to  be  deducted  from  such 
profits  or  gains  to  set  against  the  depreciation 
arising  fr^  the  wear  and  tear  of  such  imple- 
ments, utensils,  or  articles." 

He  appealed  to  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  consider  the  iiyustice  done  to  manu- 
facturers under  the  existing  law,  by  not 
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allowing  them  to  take  into  account  the 
depreciation  of  macliinery  when  they 
made  their  returns  of  profits. 

Mr.  ore  EWING  said,  he  cordially 
supported  the  Amendment.  When  the 
income  tax  was  introduced  by  Sir  Robert 
Peel,  he  was  sure  it  was  his  intention  that 
the  manufacturer  or  mine-owner,  or  any 
person  who  carried  on  large  works,  should 
only  pay  upon  the  balance  which  he 
could  divide  amongst  his  partners ;  and 
he  was  also  sure  that  if  the  return  was 
made  honestly  the  GK)vemment  would 
not  lose  by  agreeing  to  the  Amendment. 
An  honest  man  must  keep  books,  and 
therefore  must  know  the  amount  de- 
ducted for  depreciation.  What  was  done 
in  Scotland  r  He  did  not  know  what 
was  done  in  England,  but  in  Scotland, 
if  any  person  was  doubted  as  haying 
made  an  honest  return,  he  was  obliged 
to  exhibit  hisbooks  to  the  InlandRevenue 
authorities,  who  would  make  him  add 
to  bis  income  tax  the  amount  of  depre- 
dation which  he  honestly  believed  he 
ought  to  deduct  before  he  divided  his 
profits  among  his  partners.  He  could 
not  believe  that  so  unjust  a  principle  was 
intended  ever  to  have  been  adopted. 
Under  a  Treasury  Minute,  issued  many 
years  ago,  those  who  had  property  in 
ships  were  allowed  to  deduct  deprecia- 
tion of  10  or  15  per  cent ;  but  any  person 
being  a  printer,  spinner,  weaver,  or  any 
other  trade,  was  obliged  to  add  it  to  the 
balance  which  he  had  to  divide.  He 
could  not  conceive  a  g^reater  injustice  to 
trade,  and  he  did  hope  the  Government 
would  see  their  way  to  remedy  the  injus- 
tice. At  the  same  time,  he  did  not  think 
these  words  would  exactly  carry  out  the 
views  which  he  held  upon  the  subject, 
but  he  could  not  see  how  the  Oovem- 
ment  could  contest  the  principle,  and 
more  especially  when  this  right  was 
granted  to  shipping,  how  they  could  re- 
fuse to  grant  it  to  other  kinds  of  manu- 
factures. There  never  was  a  time  when 
there  was  a  greater  need  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  remedy  this  injustice  to  the 
manufacturers  of  Great  Britain. 

Mr.  HERMON  also  supported  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  there  was  no 
Member  of  the  House  who  had  ever 
been  connected  with  the  manufacturing 
interest  but  had  felt  the  injustice  of  the 
mode  in  which  the  income  tax  was  levied. 
He  had  himself  known  many  oases  of 
great  hardship,  and  it  was  only  but- 
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prising  the  country  had  submitted  to  it 
so  long.  He  could  only  account  for  it  oa 
the  supposition  that  the  income  tax  had 
always  oeen  deemed  a  sort  of  tempormiy 
measure  that  we  were  to  get  rid  of  some 
day,  and  in  that  hope  people  had  sub- 
mitted to  it.  The  case  of  the  mine  owner 
was  even  worse  than  that  of  the  mann- 
factuerer,  because  evexything  a  mam 
took  out  of  a  mine  he  was  aJ^solntely 
taking  out  of  capital,  and,  therefosv,  to 
make  him  pay  on  it  as  profits  was  nio«t 
unfair,  for  it  was  making  him  pay,  noic 
on  profit,  but  on  capital.  He  hoped  IIm 
Amendment  would  oe  adopted. 

Me.  WHITWELL  urged  that  the 
change  proposed  in  the  Amendment 
should  be  made  as  an  act  of  justice,  and 
not  on  account  of  the  depression  of 
trade. 

The  OHANOELLOR  of  the  EXOHE- 
QITEB  said,  that  an  allowance  was  at 
present  made  which  substantially  came 
to  the  same  thing  as  was  now  asked — 
namely,  the  deduction  allowed  for  re- 
pairs and  other  fixed  charges  over  a 
period  of  three  years ;  but  when  the 
hon.  Member  asked  them  to  go  farther, 
and  allow  for  depreciation,  he  thought 
the  proposal  was  an  unreasonable  one ; 
for  it  would,  in  fact,  be  allowing  the 
deduction  twice  over.  There  was  no 
standard  by  which  depreciation  could  be 
tested;  but  the  Government  were  most 
anxious  to  deal  with  each  case  that  was 
brought  before  the  Exchequer,  and  deal 
fairly  with  it.  As  an  instance  of  the 
difficulty  to  be  dealt  with,  it  had  been 
shown  that  in  one  case  £20,000  had  been 
charged  for  depreciation  on  a  plant  that 
originally  cost  only  £10,000.  At  the 
same  time,  the  Inland  Revenue  Depart- 
ment were  quito  willing  to  deal  liberaUy, 
and  even  generously,  with  those  who 
came  tmder  the  Schedule  in  the  matter 
referred  to. 

Mb.  HIBBERT,  in  reply,  could  not 
consider  that  his  Amendment  had  so 
wide  a  scope. 

Question  put,  "That  those  words  be 
there  added.'' 

The  Oommittee  divided: — Ayes  56; 
Noes  91 :  Majority  35. — (Div.  list, 
No.  115.) 

Oommittee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monnay  next 

House  a^oumed  at  Two  o^dook. 
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HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 

I^ida!f,4thMaifm7. 

MINXTTES.]— Public   BiLL^Firtt  Reading- 
Law  of  Evidence  Amendment  ^  (63). 


KU8SIA  AND  TUBKEY— THE  WAR  — 

NEUTRALITY  OF  THE  SUEZ  CANAL. 

QUESTION.      0BSEBYATI0N8. 

Eabl  DE  la  WAER:  My  Lords,  in 
putting  the  Question  to  Her  Majesty's 
Goyemment  of  which  I  have  giyen 
Notice,  I  wish  to  ask  for  such  informa- 
tion as  it  may  be  convenient  for  the  Go- 
▼emment  to  give  with  regard  to  the 
neutrality  of  the  Suez  Canal,  with 
special  reference  to  its  free  navigation 
for  vessels  of  commerce.  At  the  time  of 
the  opening  of  the  Oanal  it  was  declared 
by  liie  14tii  Article  of  the  Concession 
that  it  should  be  neutral  and  open  to 
ships  of  commerce  of  all  countries.  The 
Article  runs — 

'*  Nous  d^daronB  le  grand  Canal  et  les  ports 
en  dependant  onverts  h.  toujours  comme  passages 
neutres  &  tout  navire  de  commerce  traversant 
d'une  mer  h.  I'autre  sans  aucune  distinction,  ex- 
clusion, ni  pr6f6rence  de  personnes  on  de  na- 
tionaliti^." 

The  intention  here  expressed  is  evident 
— it  is  that  the  ports  connected  with  the 
Canal,  as  well  as  the  Canal  itself,  should 
be  neutral  and  open  alike  to  vessels  of 
commerce  of  all  countries.  But  it  is 
obvious  that  this  declaration  alone  is 
not  a  sufficient  security,  and  that  cir- 
cumstances might  arise  which  would 
cause  complications,  and  possibly  result, 
if  not  permanently,  yet  for  a  time,  in  ob- 
structing the  free  navigation  of  commerce 
through  the  Canal.  I  might,  perhaps, 
illustrate  what  I  mean  by  referring  to 
existing  circumstances.  Port  Said,  the 
entrance  to  the  Suez  Canal,  is  a  port 
belonging  to  a  country  which  at  the 
present  moment  is  at  war  with  another 
maritime  Power.  For  the  purposes  of 
war  it  might  be  necessary  on  the  one 
side  to  dose  the  port,  or  on  the  other  to 
blockade  it ;  ana  in  either  case  the  navi- 
gation of  the  Canal  would  be  stopped. 
What  now  exists  on  the  Danube  might 
at  any  time  occur  at  Port  Said.  I  do 
not  mean  to  say  it  is  a  probable  event, 
but  it  is  obvious  that  under  certain  cir- 
cumstances it  is  a  possible  event ;  and  I 
would  put  it  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 


ment as  a  question  not  tmdeserving  of 
notice  whether  some  security  might  not 
be  provided  against  possible  commercial 
difficulties  by  a  joint  guarantee  of  the 
Maritime  Powers  of  Europe— if  such 
does  not  already  exist — or  in  some  other 
way  that  the  Canal  should  be  open  at 
all  times  and  under  all  circumstances  for 
the  purposes  of  commerce.  I  wish  to 
offer  this  explanation  of  the  sense  in 
which  I  have  used  the  word  "neutrality" 
— namely,  as  in  the  Article  of  Concession 
to  which  I  have  referred,  and  not  as  in 
any  way  applying  to  ships  of  war.  My 
Question  is — to  what  extent  the  neutrality 
of  the  Suez  Canal  is  secured,  and  whether 
there  is  any  guarantee  of  such  neutrality 
by  the  Maritime  Powers  of  Europe  ?  I 
have  further  to  ask,  if  there  is  any  ob- 
jection to  laying  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  Papers  or  Correspondence  relative 
to  the  Suez  Canal  bearing  date  since 
June,  1876,  to  the  present  time  ? 

LoBD  HOUGHTON  hoped  that  in  his 
reply  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  would  not  limit  his 
Answer  to  the  free  navigation  of  the 
Canal  to  vessels  of  commerce,  but  would 
state  how  the  case  stood  with  respect  to 
vessels  of  war,  which  appeared  to  him 
to  be,  under  existing  circumstances,  the 
most  important  point  with  which  we  had 
to  deal.  He  believed  the  Russian  Go- 
vernment had  ships  of  war  in  the  Chinese 
Seas  and  other  parts  of  the  world  which 
they  might  wish  to  bring  into  the  Medi- 
terranean for  warlike  purposes.  It  was 
therefore  a  matter  of  great  consideration 
whether  those  ships  would  be  allowed 
to  pass  through  the  Suez  Canal  and  con- 
sequently through  territory  belonging  to 
the  enemy  of  Bussia.  As  the  Suez  Canal 
passed  tlm)ugh  the  territory  of  the  Porte 
it  was  not  improbable  that  the  Porte 
might  think  it  right  to  stop  the  passage 
of  Kussian  ships  or  of  munitions  of  war 
through  that  Canal. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY:  My  Lords, 
my  answer  to  the  Question  which  my 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Waveney)  has  put 
to  me  shall  be  a  very  short  and  a  very 
simple  one.  No  Treaty  and  no  inter- 
national act  of  any  kind  exists  by  which 
the  neutrality  of  the  Suez  Canal  is  se- 
cured. By  the  Firman  and  the  Con- 
cession to  the  Company  from  which  my 
noble  Friend  has  quoted  in  putting  hiis 
Question  the  Canal  is  to  be  open  "for 
ever  " — ^that  is  the  literal  translation  of 
the  French  word — as  a  neutral  passage 
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for  ships  of  oommeroe.  The  Finnan, 
however,  I  ought  to  observe,  is  not  in 
the  nature  of  an  international  agreement, 
but  is  only  in  the  nature  of  a  oonces- 
sion  to  the  Oompany.  Moreover,  the 
language  employed  in  it  does  not 
imply  neutralization  in  the  ordinair 
sense  in  which  the  word  is  understood. 
Neutralization,  as  I  take  it,  understand- 
ing the  word  as  it  is  oommonly  employed 
in  international  documents,  would  mean 
that  the  Canal  should  not  be  used  at  all 
in  time  of  war  for  the  passage  of  ships 
of  war  of  any  belligerent ;  and  I  need 
not  point  out  to  your  Lordships  that 
under  certain  circumstances  that  so  far 
irom  beinff  an  advantage  to  this  country 
might  lead  to  venr  serious  inconveniences. 
My  noble  Friend  will  therefore  see  that 
there  is  no  such  guarantee  of  the  neu- 
trality of  the  Suez  Canal  bv  the  Mari- 
time Powers  as  that  which  he  refers  to 
in  his  Question.  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  convenient  or  desirable  in  reply  to  a 
Question  such  as  that  put  by  my  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Houehton),  and  there 
being  no  matter  of  discussion  before  the 
House,  that  I  should  enter  into  a  con- 
sideration of  all  the  hypothetical  circum- 
stances under  which  the  traffic  of  the 
Canal  might  be  interfered  with.  Pro- 
bably it  will  be  enough  if  I  repeat 
what  has  been  said  by  a  representative 
of  the  Covemment  in  **  another  place  " 
— namely,  that  the  maintenance  of  the 
uninterrupted  communication  of  the 
Canal  is  in  our  view  an  English  interest, 
one  of  the  highest  importance,  and  one 
which  certainly  we  shall  feel  it  our  Antj 
not  to  neglect.  As  regards  the  Papers 
asked  for  by  my  noble  Friend,  thev  are 
in  preparation,  and  very  shortly  will  be 
laid  upon  the  Table. 


QuHiion. 
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MINUTES.l— Nbw  Writ  IwriD— Jbr  Mont- 
gomery Borough,  9,  the  Honble.  Gharlee 
DourliM  Richard  Hanburj-Traoy,  now  Lord 
Bndelej. 


ABMY  SURGEONS— THE  ROYAL,  WAE- 
RANT,  1877.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENBY  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he  would 
state  why  the  Cozmnisaioiis  of  the  gen- 
tlemen who  were  gazetted  as  Sargeooi 
under  the  Eoyal  Warrant  of  April  2Stli 
1877,  were  not  ante-dated  as  was  here- 
tofore the  case;  and,  in  the  ereot  of 
their  not  being  ante-dated,  will  the  dine 
spent  at  the  Army  Medical  School* 
Isetley,  count  towards  promotion  for 
those  who  may  be  continued  in  the 
Department  after  ten  years  ? 

Mk.  GATHORNE  hardy,  in  reply, 
said,  that  preyious  to  the  year  1 876  the 
time  of  instruction  atNetley  was  allowed 
to  count  as  a  period  of  senrice.  Wheo« 
however,  the  10  years'  system  of  ahmt 
service  was  adopted,  it  appeared  imde> 
sirable  to  cut  off  the  period  during  whkii 
they  were  under  instruction.  It  was 
not  desirable  to  make  a  distinction  be- 
tween those  who  left  at  the  end  of  10 
years  and  those  who  did  not. 

IMPORTATION  OF  AMERICAN  ICEAT. 

QT7B8TIOH. 

Captadt  NOLAN  asked  the  Ftea- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  the  cost 
of  flight  of  fresh  meat  from  Americs 
to  this  Country  (}(/.  per  pound  as  stated 
in  Return  151)  includes  the  cost  of  keep- 
ing the  meat  fresh  by  ice ;  and,  if  not, 
could  he  state  approximately  the  cost 
per  pound,  in  addition  to  freight,  of 
keemng  meat  imported  from  America 
fresn  during  its  voyage  to  this  Country  f 

Sib  CHARLES  iU)DERLEY  :  Sir. 
the  rate  of  freight  for  oonveyanoe  of  fbesh 
meat  to  Gh^at  Britain  from  America  i« 
stated  in  the  Return  named  at  27«.  6^. 
to  dO«.  per  ton  measurement  of  the  specs 
occupied  by  refrigerators,  together  with 
5  per  cent  primaee,  equivdent  to  ]/. 

§er  lb  of  meat.  I  am  informed  thif 
oes  not  include  the  cost  of  ice  furnished 
by  the  shippers.  I  have  no  means  of 
stating  what  this  additional  cost  maybe. 

ST.  CATHERINE'S  HOSPITAL 
QUESTION. 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
asked  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exohequeri 


The  £arl  of  Derby 
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Whether  it  is  intended  to  adyise  Her 
Majesty  to  fill  up  the  sinecure  office  of 
Master  of  Saint   Oatherine's  Hospital 

now  vacant  ?  

The  CHANCELLOE  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QIJEH,  in  reply,  said,  that  some  time 
ago  a  Commission  was  appointed,  with 
Lord  Hatherley  at  its  head,  to  inquire 
into  the  position  of  this  institution.  That 
Commission  had  made  a  Eeport  contain- 
ing separate  recommendations  on  the 
subject  of  increasing  the  utility  of  the 
institution,  as  the  funds  had  increased, 
and  that  Beport  was  now  under  con- 
sideration. 


MERCANTILE  MARINE  — NORTH    SEA 
HARBOUR  AND  CANAL.— QUESTION. 

Qbnbkal  Sie  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
asked  the  Presidentof  theBoard  of  Trade, 
If  he  will  obtain  and  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  the  official  papers  containing 
the  tables  of  rates  and  charges  of  yarious 
kinds  leviable  on  the  trade  and  shipping 
entering  and  leaving  the  Great  Norm 
Sea  Harbour  of  Holland,  passing  up 
and  down  the  new  Canal,  and  for  load- 
ing and  discharging  at  the  quays  of 
Amsterdam ;  and  also  such  other  statis- 
tics of  trade,  &c.  as  will  show  the  pro- 
gress since  this  g^at  work  was  opened  ? 

Sie  CHARLES  ADDERLEY:  Sir, 
the  tariff  of  tolls  and  rates  leviable  for 
the  use  of  the  new  canal  from  the  North 
Sea  to  Amsterdam  was,  on  the  80th  of 
March  last,  published  tit  extenso  in  The 
Shipping  and  Mercantile  Oazette^  which 
is  much  more  accessible  to  the  British 
trade  that  use  the  canal  and  harbour 
than  any  Parliamentary  Paper  can  be. 
The  ordinance  of  the  Dutch  Government 
for  the  general  regulation  of  the  navi- 
gation of  the  canal,  containing  upwards 
of  70  Articles,  was  also  published  in 
extmso  in  the  same  paper  on  the  25th  of 
December  last.  As  the  canal  was  only 
opened  in  November  last,  statistics  of 
trade,  &c.,  for  so  short  a  time  would  not 
be  of  much  value. 


ARMY—"  GENERAL  MONTHLY  RE- 
TURN."— QUESTION. 

Sm  ALEXANDER  GORDON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House, 
for  the  use  of  Members  in  the  Library, 
a  Copy  of  the  ''  General  Monthly  Return 


of  the  British  Army/'  which  is  printed 
every  month  at  the  War  Office  for  the 
use  of  Government  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  he  would  remind  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  that  the  Return  referred 
to  had  always  been  regarded  as  a  De- 
partmental document.  There  was,  how- 
ever, nothing  secret  in  it,  and  he  saw  no 
obiection  to  a  copy  being  left  in  the 
Library  for  the  use  of  Members. 


GIBRALTAR^PROPOSED  TRADE 
REGULATIONS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  WHIT  well  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  What 
steps  the  Colonial  Department  is  pro- 
posing to  take  with  reference  to  trade  at 
Gibriutar  and  the  neighbourhood  calcu- 
lated to  affect  British  commerce  on  that 
coast ;  and,  whether,  before  any  instruc- 
tions are  issued  on  the  subject,  they  will 
be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Me.  J.  LOWTHER:  Sir,  the  inten- 
tion is  to  frame  regulations  which,  while 
in  no  way  interposing  obstacles  in  the 
way  of  legitimate  commerce,  shall  pre- 
vent the  port  of  Gibraltar  from  con- 
tinuing to  be  a  smuggling  depot.  I  am 
afraid  I  can  add  nothing  to  what  I  said 
the  other  day — namely,  that  the  Man- 
chester Chamber  of  Commerce  have  been 
informed  that  no  final  action  will  be 
taken  tmtil  they  have  been  again  oom« 
municated  with,  and  that  a  copy  of  the 
regulations  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
before  they  are  brought  into  operation. 


NAVY— ROYAL  MARINES— PROMOTION 
AND  RETIREMENT.— QUESTION. 

Me.  SAMPSON  LLOYD  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
the  Committee  appointed  to  consider  a 
Scheme  of  Promotion  and  Retirement 
in  reference  to  the  Royal  Marines  has 
made  its  Report ;  if  it  has  not  reported, 
whether  he  can  state  when  it  is  expected 
that  it  will  do  so ;  and,  if  it  has  re- 
ported, whether  he  has  any  objection  to 
lay  the  Report  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House? 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGERTON,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  Committee  referred  to  had  not 
yet  made  their  Report.  He  was  unable 
to  say  when  it  would  be  ready ;  but  he 
would  take  care  it  should  be  laid  on  the 
Table  as  soon  as  possible. 
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The  Ea%Um  Qu^mUm,      Sir 


COAL  MINES—TYNEWYDD  COLLIEKY. 

QUBSnOK. 

Mb.  MAOpONALD  asked  wliy  it  waB 
— as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment promised — that  counsel  did 
not  attend  the  investigation  into  the 
mine  explosion  at  Tynewydd  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  was  glad  the  hon.  Ghwtle- 
man  had  called  his  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject. He  had  given  orders  more  than  a 
week  ago,  through  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  that  counsel  were  to  attend 
the  inquest,  and  he  had  sent  a  message 
to  ascertain  why  counsel  had  not  at- 
tended. He  could  not  imagine  the 
slightest  reason  why  his  instructions  had 
not  been  carried  out.  He  would,  how- 
ever, make  inquiries. 


THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— PRINCE 

G0RTCHAK0FF8  CIRCULAR. 

QX7ESTI0K. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  a 
Question  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  Notice,  If  he  can  inform  the 
House  whether  an  answer  has  been  sent 
to  Prince  OortchakoflTs  Circular  to  the 
different  Powers  at  the  time  of  the  de- 
claration of  war ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  can  lay  it  on  the  Table  of  the 
House?  

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJER:  Sir,  an  answer  has  been  sent 
to  Prince  Oortchakoff's  Circular,  and  it 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table.  I  believe  that 
it  is  not  in  accordance  with  the  usages 
of  diplomacy  to  lay  a  commimication  of 
that  kind  before  Parliament  or  the 
public  until  it  has  been  received  by  the 
Power  to  which  it  has  been  addressed. 
We  shall  know  by  telegram  when  it  has 
been  received,  and  then  it  will  be  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  without 
delay.  I  presmne  it  will  be  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  week. 

RUSSIA  AND  TURKEY— THE  EASTERN 
QUESTION— MR.  GLADSTONE'S  RESO- 
LUTIONS.—QUESTIONS. 

Sm  HARCOURT  JOHNSTONE 
asked  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Christchurch  (Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff)  and  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Maidstone  (Sir  John  Lub- 
bock), Whether,  seeing  that  Amend- 


ments to  the  right  hon.  Gtontleouui's  (Mr. 
Gladstone's)  Rssolutions  had  now  Dfl«a 
placed  upon  the  Paper,  and  that  m, 
according  to  the  Forms  of  the  Hoqm^  bo 
Amendment  could  be  proposed  altar  % 
decision  on  Ihe  Previous  Qnestios— 
whatever  that  decision  might  be — had 
been  arrived  at,  it  was  their  intentioik 
to  persevere  in  the  Motion  of  whick 
they  had  given  Notice  to  more  the  Pre- 
vious Question  ? 
SiK  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF:  I 

Sive  my  Notice  of  moving  the  Prefviow 
uestion,  Sir,  because  I  thought  that  in 
the  present  state  of  Europe  it  would  b* 
wrong  to  embarrass  Her  Majeetj'B  Go- 
vernment in  Iheir  foreign  policy  and 
that  it  was  therefore  undeairabie  that 
Parliament  should  even  entertain  such  a 
question  as  that  raised  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Greenwich.  I  am  stiU  of 
that  opinion ;  but,  as  I  gave  my  Node* 
on  national  and  not  on  Party  groondt,  I 
am  indifferent  whether  the  Preriotu 
Question  is  moved  by  the  hon.  BaitNiflt 
the  Member  for  Maidstone  or  mvself 
If,  therefore,  the  hon.  Baronet  adhares 
to  his  intention,  I  will  readily  give  way 
to  him,  so  that  the  Motion  may  oo( 
appear  to  have  a  Party  character.  But 
if  the  hon.  Baronet  does  not  intend  to 
adhere  to  his  Notice,  then  I  will  move 
the  Previous  Question  myself. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK :  As  my  hon. 
Friend  appeals  to  me,  I  may  be  iJIowed 
to  say  that  I  am  of  opinion  the  Besok- 
tions  to  be  moved  by  the  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwiek 
cannot  be  satisfactorily  met  either  by  a 
distinct  negative  or  by  an  affirmativi, 
and  it  is  therefore  my  intention  to  per- 
severe with  the  Amendment  of  whioa  I 
have  given  Notice.  At  the  same  time^ 
if  the  Government  should  desire  to  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  which  Notioe 
has  been  given  by  the  noble  Lord  tiie 
Member  for  Haddington  (Lord  Elcho), 
or  any  other  Amendment  implying  con- 
fidence in  Her  Majesty's  Govemmoit,  I 
should  feel  it  impossible  to  stand  in  the 
way  of  the  issue  to  be  raised  on  such  s 
question. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  bearing  in 
mind  the  various  speeches  and  detri- 
tions which  have  been  made  from  tin 
other  side  of  the  House,  and  eopeciaDj 
by  the  Leader  of  the  House,  in  expiosi' 
ing  the  anxiety  of  the  Government  to 
have  a  declaration  of  policy  stated  fron 
this   side,  I  am  justified,  I  think,  in 
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Asking  Her  Majesty's  Gk>yeniment,  whe- 
ther it  is  their  intention  to  use  any  in- 
fluence they  possess  with  the  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Ohristehuroh  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  ns  in  the  fSoce  of 
the  country  to  take  issue  on  this  ques- 
tion, or  whether  they  are  content  that 
the  Tote  should  be  taken  on  the  Preyious 

Question  ?       

Tbb  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QIJEB :  I  think,  Sir,  that  the  question 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  one  of  a 
very  unusual  oharaoter,  and  one  to  which 
it  is  hardly  necessary  Ihe  Gbvemment 
should  give  any  answer.  The  Motion 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Qreenwich  does  not  raise  any  direct  issue 
of  want  of  confidence  in  Her  Majesty's 
Government;  but  it  sets  forth  a  series 
of  propositions  which,  as  I  understand, 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  (Sirist- 
church  and  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Maidstone  are  of  opinion  ought  not 
to  be  entertained  by  the  House.  Li 
these  circumstances,  it  is  not  the  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  to 
interfere  either  with  the  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  or  with  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Christchurch,  as  it  is  a  mat- 
ter of  indifference  to  us  who  moves  Ihe 
Previous  Question. 

ORDERS    OF    TEE   DAT. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

THE   MAGISTRACY   (lEELAND)  —  CASE 
OP  MR.  ANCKETELL,  J.P. 

BSSOLTTTION. 

Mb.  SXTLLXVAN,  in  rising,  according 
to  Notice,  to  call  attention  to  the  conduct 
of  Mr.  William  Ancketell,  a  Justice  of 
the  Peace  and  Deputy  Lieutenant  of  the 
county  Monaghan,  in  reference  to  his 
public  conviction  of  having  out  the 
throats  of  two  dogs  belonging  to  humble 
people  in  the  vulage  of  Emyvale,  on 
suspicion  that  the  dogs  had  an  hour 
previooaly  barked  at  and  frightened  his 
norse ;  also  to  call  attention  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  magistrates  sitting  at  Emy- 
yale  Petty  Sessions  on  the  2l8t  September 
last,  and  to  Ihe  circumstances  whereby 
a  failure  of  justice  ensued  in  respect  of 
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the  prosecutions  instituted  against  Mr. 
AncketeU  by  the  police,  and  by  the 
Society  for  the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to 
Animals ;  and  to  move — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  re- 
tention of  Mr.  Ancketell's  name  on  the  Ck)m- 
mission  of  the  Peace  for  the  county  of  Monaghan 
is  not  calculated  to  inspire  the  humbler  classes 
of  the  people  with  respect  for  the  administration 
of  the  Law,  or  wiUi  confidence  in  the  impar- 
tiality of  its  application  to  rich  and  poor  in  that 
locality," 

said,  the  conduct  to  which  he  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  was  so 
lawless  and  brutal,  that  if  Mr.  Ancketell 
had  been  a  humbler  individual  he  would 
instantly  have  been  punished  by  the 
crimincd  law  of  the  cotmtry;  and  he 
contended  that  such  a  man  was  not  a  fit 
person  to  be  retained  upon  the  Petty 
Sessions  bench  to  administer  the  law 
which  he  had  so  grossly  violated.  In 
bringing  this  matter  forward,  he  entirely 
disclaimed  making  any  imputation  upon 
the  character  of  the  magistracy  in  Ulster 
or  any  other  Province  of  Ireland,  who, 
he  believed,  heartily  condemned  this 
transaction.  They  had  often  heard  of 
what  was  called  Justices'  justice;  but 
he  was  happy  to  say  that  there  were 
few  magistrates  in  Ulster  against  whom 
a  similar  complaint  to  that  he  had  to 
refer  to  could  be  made.  It  was  an  excep- 
tional case ;  but  he  would  ask  the  House 
to  say  what  would  be  thought  if  a 
humble  peasant  had  forced  his  way  into 
the  magistrate's  house  and  cut  the 
throats  of  two  of  his  dogs  ?  That,  how- 
ever, was  the  offence  wnich  this  magi- 
strate had  committed.  On  the  night  of 
the  ISth  August  last  Mr.  Ancketell  and 
a  g^om  were  driving  through  the  street 
of  the  little  village  of  Emvvale  at  one 
o'clock,  and  the  noise  of  the  wheels  set 
the  village  dogs  barking.  Had  they 
barked  at  a  commercial  traveller  witn 
his  baggage  they  would  have  been  safe; 
but  they  dared  to  bark  at  the  gig- wheels 
of  the  local  Bashaw,  and  they  forfeited 
their  lives  for  the  o£Pence.  There  was  no 
doubt  Mr.  Ancketell  had  some  cause  for 
irritation,  as  the  mare  he  was  driving 
got  restive  and  did  some  damage ;  and, 
in  the  heat  of  the  moment,  if  he  had  shot 
the  dog  the  case  would  never  have  been 
brought  forward.  But  what  did  he  do  ? 
He  £ove  to  the  police  barrack,  took  his 
horse  from  the  trap,  put  it  in  the  stable, 
and  called  upon  the  police  to  go  with 
him  to  sear^  for  the  dogs  and  take 
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their  liyes ;  but  this  was  an  hour  after 
the  oocuirenoe.  Being  a  magistrate, 
the  police,  who  were  bound  to  prevent 
such  an  outrage,  accompanied  him  upon 
his  bloody  errand,  and  stood  by  wnile 
he  surgically  operated  upon  the  dogs. 
The  party  went  to  the  house  of  the  widow 
Armstrong,  who,  with  her  household, 
was  asleep.  They  broke  into  her  yard, 
and  found  that  there  was  a  dog  in  one 
of  the  out-houses.  Her  son,  a  youth, 
came  down  to  the  door  in  his  night-shirt, 
and  in  answer  to  their  inquiries  said 
there  was  a  dog  in  the  out-house,  and  at 
their  bidding  unsuspectingly  went  down 
the  yard  ana  brought  out  his  pet.  Mr. 
An<Jketell  immediately  out  tne  dog's 
throat,  and,  according  to  the  sworn 
eyidenoe  of  the  boy,  the  poor  animal 
ran  across  the  road  with  the  blood 
spurting  from  its  throat,  and  he  followed 
and  took  it  in  his  arms  until  it  died. 
The  magistrate  crossed  the  street  and 
found  another  dog,  the  throat  of  which 
he  also  cut.  He  then  returned  to  the 
police  barracks  and  washed  his  hands. 
Was  this  a  gentleman  who  ought  to  sit 
upon  the  bench  at  Emyyale  to  admi- 
nister the  law?  Supposing  the  dogs 
had  eyen  violated  a  statute  in  baiking 
at  a  magistrate's  car,  was  he  justified  in 
taking  the  law  into  his  own  hands? 
Now,  he  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
Gbyemment  and  the  House  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  this  conduct  on  the  part  of 
a  magistrate  had  been  dealt  witn,  not- 
withstanding every  e£Port  that  had  been 
made  to  bring  him  to  justice.  If  it  had 
been  the  conduct  of  a  humble  indi- 
vidual the  police  would  have  left  a  sum- 
mons the  neact  morning ;  but  here  they 
did  nothing  whatever  until  the  Society 
for  the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Animals 
took  up  the  prosecution.  To  show  there 
was  nothing  of  political  animus,  he 
might  mention  that  the  person  who 
invoked  the  action  of  the  Society  was  a 
strong  Oonservative  gentleman — though 
he  was  a  dog-fancier  it  was  true.  No 
sooner  did  the  Society  take  action,  and 
open  the  prosecution,  than  the  police 
intervened,  bringing  a  friendly  prose- 
cution at  the  instance  of  &e  very 
policeman  who  had  accompanied  Mr. 
Ancketell  in  the  butchering  of  the  dogs. 
So  little  confidence  did  the  peofde  have 
in  their  magistracy  that  application  was 
made  thatartipendiaiy  ma^;istrate  should 
be  sent  down  from  Dublin  to  hear  the 
case,  but  this  was  refdsed.    Well,  the 
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result  of  the  friendly  poUoe  ^ 
was  that  the  mode  of  deatk  mllicilrf  ca 
the  dogs  had  so  little  of  omeltj  im  it, 
and  so  much  of  surgical  skill,  that  tbe 
case  did  not  come  within  the  words  of 
the  statute,  ''torture  of  aaimsl%"  and 
upon  that  miserable  pretext  the  eeas  vas 
dismissed.    Upon  this  the  Becietny  <tf 
the  Society  retired,  dedariiur  he  voald 
take  no  further  part  in  a  fiunoe.    Bat 
other   gentlemen   in  the    county,  aa4 
those,  too,   of  the  same  relifioa  aai 
political    opinion    as    Mr.    AiidcalsiL 
thought  the  matter  should  not  rest,  aai 
another  summons  was  taken  <mt  lor  th* 
breaking  into  the  premisea  and  the 
ciless  kming  of  the  dogs,  and 
strong  took  out  a  prooesa  for  the  re- 
covery of  the  value  of  the  dog^-£SO. 
When  the  second  summons  waa  oalM 
on,  Mr.  Ancketell's  brother  magiatratat 
postponed  the  case,  on  the  graund  that 
a  civil  action  was  pending.     He  (Mr. 
Sullivan)  complained  not  onlT  ot  th» 
conduct  of  Mr.  Ancketell,  bat  alao  €sf  has 
brother  magistrates,  for  the  pari  they 
took  in  baffling  justice,  and  not  aioBr^ 
oising  the  powers  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment.   At  length  the  case  came  beiors 
the    a8B»t.at!Wr»ter  of  the   Ooa^ 
Court,  who- in  indig^nant  terma,  which 
ought  to  suggest  the  impropriety  of  Mr 
Ancketell  holding  Her  Afigestrv'a  com- 
mission, condemned   his   oonauct,    de- 
claring it  to  be  g^roBsly  and  abominably 
bad,  and  decid^  against  him  to  ths 
fullest  extent.    Mr.  Ancketell  appealed 
to  the  going  Judge  of  assize  (Mr.  Joatios 
Barry),  and  carried  that  appeal.     He 
(Mr.  Sullivan)  did  not  know  who  had 
the  selection  of  foremen ;  but  it  waa  a 
singular   circumstance   that  when  the 
case  was  being  called  Mr.  Ancketell  was 
taking  his  seat  as  chairman  of  the  Oraasd 
Jury  upstairs.    He  had  been  fined  a 
sum  representing  the  value  of  tiie  dog. 
and  the  amount  was  reduoed  on  appeal 
from  £10  to  £5.    At  the  same  time,  the 
Judge  asked  where  was  the  poliomnan 
who  stood  by  when  the  brutal  aot  was 
done ;  and  beingr  told  that  he  had  left 
the  Force,  repli^  that  the  Force  woaU 
be  the  better  for  it.    Thanks  to  the 
action  of  the  Superior  Oourta,  widow 
Armstrong  had  reoeived  at  least  aoase 
satisfaotion ;  but  what  satisfisetioii  had 
been  given  to  the  outraged  humanity  of 
the  country?  Mr*  Ancketdl  had  aacased 
him  (Mr.  SuUivan)  of  having  broni^ 
this  question  forward  from  poatkal  mo* 
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tiTBfl,  and  beoauee  of  his  (Mr.  Ancketell's) 
high  Bocialpofiition  and  political  opinions; 
but  the  mot  was  that  when  he  (Mr. 
SuUxran)  pot  his  Question  to  the  right 
hon.  Baraiet  the  Chief  Secretaiy  on  the 
sabjeot,  he  had  not  l^e  remotest  notion 
of  what  Mr.  Anoketdl's  politieal  opinions 
were,  nor  that  he  considered  himself  of 
such  lofty  social  position.  It  so  hap- 
pened that  Mrs.  Axmtftronf,  whose  dog 
he  had  butchered,  was  of  tne  same  poli- 
tieal opinions  as  himself;  and  it  had 
been  asserted  ^at,  although  representing 
himself  as  a  Constitutional  Tory,  this 
gentleman  was,  under  the  rose,  a  Home 
Kuler,  haying  been  present  at  a  Home 
Bnle  banquet  held  in  Dublin.  The 
question  before  ^e  House,  however,  was 
not  one  of  Party  politics,  but  whether 
tiie  conduct  commained  of  was  of  a 
nature  that  was  calculated  to  inspire  the 
peoj^e  of  Ireland  with  confidence  in  the 
administration  of  justice  by  the  magis- 
trates of  tiie  oountzy.  He  would  oon- 
cAude  by  moving  €he  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Mb.  ANDMtSON  said,  he  had  great 
pleasure  in  seconding  the  Motion.  Even 
if  Irishmen  eould  be  accused  of  party 
bias  in  the  matter,  he  as  a  Scotchman 
could  not.  He  knew  nothing  otherwise 
of  Mr.  Ancketell,  eitiier  of  his  social  posi- 
tion, or  of  his  political  views.  AU  he 
knew  was  that  he  had  read  all  the 
evidence  in  this  case  carefully.  He  saw 
l^at  Mr.  Ancketell  was  a  magistrate,  a 
justice  of  the  peace,  and  a  deputy-lieu- 
tenant of  the  county,  and  he  must  say 
that  he  was  perfectiy  horrified  with  the 
evidmioe  he  read.  Not  only  were  the 
dogs  not  identified  as  those  which 
fHghtened  the  horse,  but  the  act  was 
one  of  utter  brutality.  It  was  the  case 
of  a  man  of  social  position,  a  magistrate, 
a  gentleman,  going  deliberately  out  int4 
a  village  to  cut  the  throats  of  two  dogs 
vdiich  were  not  in  any  way  injuring  him 
at  the  time,  the  only  excuse  being  that 
an  hour  before  he  supposed  that  these 
dogs  had  annoyed  him.  How  could  the 
people  of  Ireland  place  any  confidence  in 
the  magistracy  of  Ireland,  or  in  the  ad- 
ministmtion  of  the  law,  when  a  magis- 
trate like  that  could  retain  his  position 
on  the  Bendi?  The  man  should  have 
been  kicked  off  tiie  Bench  immediately 
by  an  indignant  Government;  and  he 
bad  grestiy  regretted  to  hear  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  endeavour  to  palliate  the  offmce 
t^en  it  was  brought  on  some  time  ago. 


He  hoped  that  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
now  that  he  had  read  the  evidence,  would 
no  longer  attempt  to  palliate  it,  but 
would  visit  it  with  the  righteous  indig- 
nation it  deserved. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  retention  of 
Mr.  Anoketall'i  name  on  the  CommisBion  of  the 
Peace  fOT  the  oounty  of  Monaghan  is  not  calcu- 
lated to  inspire  the  humbler  classes  of  the  people 
with  respect  for  the  administration  of  the  Law, 
or  with  confidence  in  the  impartiality  of  its 
appHcation  to  rich  and  poor  in  that  locality," — 
(Mr,  SuUiwm,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKB- BEACH 
deprecated  discussion  on  this  matter  at 
the  present  time.  The  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan) 
was  practically  that  Mr.  Ancketell  should 
be  dismissed  from  the  commission  of  the 
peace  for  his  conduct.  He  could  not 
reply  to  the  Motion  in  so  far  as  it 
merely  referred  to  Mr.  Ancketell,  as 
proceedings  in  that  respect  were  still 
pending.  Li  the  month  of  March  the 
hon.  Member  for  Louth  brought  this 
matter  forward  in  the  shape  of  a  Ques- 
tion, to  which  he  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  replied  that  he  would  forward 
such  information  on  the  subject  as  he 

Eossessed  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
reland,  with  whom  the  decision  of  such 
matters  rested.  He  accordingly  handed 
papers  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  next  day ; 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor  required  from 
Mr.  Ancketell  an  explanation  of  his  con- 
duct. Mr.  Ancketell  furnished  an  ex- 
planation, with  which  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor was  not  satisfied,  and  the  latter 
deemed  it  necessary  to  advise  the  Irish 
Government  to  issue  a  Commission  to 
inquire  into  the  circumstances  of  the 
case.  The  special  Commissioner  ap- 
pointed was  a  very  eminent  lawyer,  who 
had,  on  many  occasions,  held  an  impor- 
tant position  as  going  Judge  of  Assize — 
namely,  Dr.  Bat^rsby — whose  other  en- 
^gements  prevented  him  from  holding 
me  inquiry  so  soon  as  he  would  other- 
wise have  done.  The  inquiry  had  been 
made,  but '  the  Beport  had  only  come 
into  his  hands  a  few  days  ago,  and  it 
had  to  be  sent  to  the  Lord  Chancellor 
for  Ireland  before  anything  further  could 
be  done.  He  TSir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
informed  the  non.  Member  for  Louth  of 
these  facts  yesterday,  and  had  suggested 
to  him  to  consider  whether  it  would  not 
be  better  that  the  Motion  should  not  be 
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disoussed  that  evening ;  and  he  was 
bound  to  say,  although  their  conversa- 
tion was  private,  that  the  hon.  Member 
appeared  to  regard  the  matter  in  the 
same  light.  The  House  would  feel  that, 
in  this  state  of  things,  he  was  precluded 
from  saying  one  word  on  the  merits  of 
Mr.  Ancketell's  case ;  because  the  matter 
was  one  which  was  for  the  decision, 
not  of  himself,  but  of  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor of  Ireland,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  his  decision  would  be  consistent 
with  justice  and  with  the  facts  of  the 
case.  He,  however,  wished  to  say  that 
the  charges  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  had  brought  against  the  magis- 
trates on  the  local  Bench  were  entirely 
without  foundation.  The  circumstances 
were  these  —  Summonses  against  Mr. 
Anoketell  were  issued  at  the  instance 
of  the  police  and  the  Society  for  the 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Animals. 
These  summonses  were  wrongly  taken 
out  under  the  Cruelty  to  Animals  Act ; 
and  the  magistrates,  acting  as  they  were 
bound  to  do,  held  that  they  were  unable 
to  convict  under  the  provisions  of  that 
statute^that  there  was  not  in  the  mere 
killing  of  the  dogs  a  statutable  case  of 
cruelty  proved  on  which  they  could  con- 
vict. Tne  hon.  Member  for  Louth  had 
looked  upon  this  as  a  mere  technical 
objection;  but  he  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  should  be  sorry  to  blame  the 
magistrates  for  declining  to  go  beyond 
the  letter  of  the  law.  Those  summonses 
were  dismissed  after  full  hearing.  Sub- 
sequently, a  fresh  summons  was  issued 
at  the  instance  of  Mrs.  Armstrong  against 
Mr.  Ancketell,  under  the  proper  statute, 
for  malicious  killing;  but  the  hearing 
of  that  summons  was  adjourned  in  con- 
sequence of  civil  proceedings  being  com- 
menced by  both  sides,  Mrs.  Armstrong 
claiming  damages  for  the  loss  of  her  dog, 
and  Mr.  Ancketell  claiming  damages  for 
the  injury  to  his  horse  and  carriage. 
These  actions  were  tried  at  the  quarter 
sessions,  and  from  the  best  information 
he  could  obtain  he  did  not  believe  that 
the  Chairman  made  the  remarks  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  had  been 
informed  that  he  had  used.  He  be- 
lieved further,  that  the  decision  of 
Judge  Barry  was  arrived  at  not  only 
without  influence  being  brought  to  bear 
on  the  learned  Judee,  but  absolutely 
without  Mr.  Anoketdl  giving  evidence 
on  being  represented  in  any  way  at  the 
hearing  of  his  case.  That  was  all  that 
he  had  to  state  to  the  House  upon  this 

Sir  Michael  SieU^Beaeh 


subject  that  evening,  exoe^  to  nmj  fttt. 
looking  at  the  position  m  whidi  ^ 
matter  stood,  he  regretted  that  the  koiL 
Member  for  Louth  should  have  braogkt 
it  forward  on  this  occasion,  and  that  he 
trusted,  after  the  statement  he  bad  msdt. 
the  hon.  Member  would  withdraw  ki 
Motion ;  or  that,  if  pressed,  the  Hobm 
would  decline  to  assent  to  it. 

Mb.  SITLLIYAN  wished  to  say  thst 
he  had  twice  offered  in  oonTonatioa 
with  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  to  post- 
pone the  Motion,  if  his  doinjor  ao  iroold 
nave  been  a  ounvenience  to  the  rigfe 
hon.  Gentleman ;  but  that  he  luid  unto* 
stood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  «t 
that  there  was  a  portion  of  the  Modci 
to  which  his  objections  did  not  apply. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  ex- 
plained that  the  hon.  Member  had  oer* 
tainly  offered  to  postpone  his  Motion  m 
a  matter  of  favour  to  himself ;  bat,  d 
course,  he  could  not  ask  him  to  pot^xiw 
it  upon  such  a  ground  as  that. 

Sm  JOHN  L£SLIE,  as  one  of  tb» 
magistrates  who  sometimes  presided  n 
the  petty  sessions  of  Emyvale,  and  cm 
of  the  Kepresentatives  of  the  ooun^  ib 
which  this  affair  occurred,  waa  anxKmi 
to  refute  and  repel  the  charges  and  tl» 
insinuations  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  had  made  against  that  Beach. 
When  reduced  to  the    proportions  of 
truth  the  circumstances   were    nttorij 
insignificant,  and  it  must  be  regardad 
as  a  favourable  sim  of  the  calmness  tad 
of  the  happy  condition  of  Ireland  t^ 
the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  could  wasta 
his  time  and  his  eloquence  on  a  matter 
so  utterly  insignificant  as  that  now  belbrc 
the  House.    He  thought  Uie  hon.  Maoh 
ber  must  be  at  a  loss  for  employment— 
at  all  events,  for  a  legitimate  grievaacs 
on  which  to  exercise  his  talents.   Afnk 
fioa    eapit   musoae — the   eagle   did  sot 
usually  condescend  to  swoop  at  a  flj. 
As  far  as  concerned  Mr.  Ancketell,  h» 
was  entitled  to  say  that  this  Motkn 
ought  never  to  have  been  made,  beosaie 
the  whole  subject  had  been  Mly  goat 
into  by  the  hon.  Member  on  the  15Ui  of 
March  in  putting  his  Question  to  theOiisf 
Secretary  for  Ireland.    The  Answer  to 
that  Question  was,  that  the  facts  stated 
in  the  hon.  Member's  Question  were  io 
many  parts  inaccurate,  and  in  others  rm 
much  exaggerated.    That  he  oonoeim 
to  be  an  cumost  complete  answer  to  tlis 
Motion   of  the   hon  Member.     'With 
regard  to   the   magistrates,   the  boa. 
Member  for  Louth  had  allowed  tMr 
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names  to  remain  on  the  Paper  for  five 
or  six  weeks  in  connection  with  imputa- 
tions highly  dishonourable  to  ^em, 
which  had  been  already  fully  and 
entirely  answered  by  the  Beport  of  Dr. 
Battersby,  who  had  exonerated  them 
from  all  reproach  in  the  matter,  and 
had  expressed  his  opinion  that  they  had 
conducted  themselves  throughout  the 
whole  business  with  the  greatest  pos- 
sible propriety.  The  House  would  pro- 
bably be  curious  to  know  how  this  small 
Tillage  scandal  came  into  such  remark- 
able prominence.  There  were  three  causes 
for  it.  In  the  first  place,  he  attributed 
it  to  the  machinations  of  an  unprincipled 
attorney  living  in  the  neighbourhood; 
secondly,  to  the  injudicious  and  in- 
temperate conduct  of  the  Chairman  of 
^e  Quarter  Sessions ;  and,  thirdly,  to 
the  unmistakeable  desire  on  the  part  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Louth,  as  well  as 
of  other  hon.  Members  who  had  equally 
attacked  the  magistrates  in  different 
counties,  to  bring  into  disrepute  the 
Protestant  magistrates  of  Ulster.  With 
reg^ard  to  the  first  cause — the  machina- 
tions of  the  unprincipled  attorney — 
[^Laughter'] — probably  hon.  Members  did 
not  believe  that  there  was  in  existence 
such  a  thin^  as  an  unprincipled  at- 
torney; but,  for  his  own  part,  he  believed 
that  that  there  was  one.  Mr.  Ancketell 
was  allowed  to  repose  for  a  fortnight 
after  committing  these  indiscretions. 
[Laughter.']  Well,  they  were  merely  in- 
discretions. Mr.  Ancketell  was  young, 
and,  like  others  who  were  young,  indis- 
creet. For  his  own  part  he  (Sir  John 
Leslie)  did  not  defend  the  act,  but  it  was 
an  indiscretion.  A  fortnight  after  that 
act  had  been  conmiitted,  Mr.  Ancketell 
did  what  eveiybody  of  proper  feeling 
would,  under  the  circumstances,  do.  He 
expressed  his  g^eat  reeret  for  what  he 
had  done  in  the  public  newspapers, 
and  offered  to  compensate  the  owners 
of  the  dogs — an  offer  which  the  owners 
would  have  been  only  too  happy  to 
accept  had  the  unprincipled  attorney 
not  appeared  upon  the  scene.  The 
unprincipled  attorney  had  addressed 
the  following  letter  to  a  Mend  of  Mr. 
Ancketoll — 

"  Omag^,  Sept.  10, 1876. 

•*My  dear , — ^You  have  taken  Buch  an 

intereit  in  thia  horrible  case  of  Ancketell's,  I  do 
not  hedtate  to  tell  you  all  the  facts,  as  on  his 
father's  account  I  don't  want  to  bring  unneces- 
tary  disgrace  upon  him ;  bat  he  must  pay  hand- 
•omel V  for  such  an  outrage.  Tou  say  you  won- 
der who  has  pat  the  Humane  Society  in  motion. 


I  reply,  it  is  done  under  my  advice,  so  that  we 
may  be  folly  prepared  with  the  evidence  on  the 
trial  of  the  record  in  Dublin,  in  November. 
The  summons  and  plaint  are  ordered  in  both 
cases  by  my  son,  ana  I  fancy  a  Dublin  jury  will 
give  sweeping  damages  in  a  case  of  the  kind. 
You  say  you  would  wish  the  case  hushed  up. 
If  so,  let  Mr.  Ancketell  send  you  down  £60,  and 
on  receipt  of  it,  I  shall  do  alll  can  to  withdraw 
all  actions,  and  shall  tr\'  and  get  tiie  Society  to 
forego  further  proceedings,  on  the  ground  of 
Mr.  Ancketell  having  compensated  the  parties 
fully ;  and  if  they  do  not  withdraw,  I  will,  or 
my  son  will  attend  the  Bench  and  state  Mr.  A. 
has  fully  compensated  and  made  amends,  and 
thus  get  a  nominal  fine.  If  Mr.  Ancketell  does 
not  at  once  adopt  this  course,  he  need  not  expect 
any  favour  trom  the  hands  of  yours  faithfully, 

"Cecil  Moobe." 

So  much  for  an  unprincipled  attorney. 
Mr.  Ancketell  had  oeen  prosecuted  no 
less  than  five  times.  He  had  been  fol- 
lowed about  by  attorneys  and  lawyers. 
Mr.  Ancketell  was  at  last  brought  to 
bay  before  the  Chairman  of  the  Quarter 
Session  in  a  civil  action  for  damages — 
the  value  of  these  wild  beasts.  The 
Chairman  of  the  Quarter  Sessions 
showed  a  decided  bias  against  Mr. 
Ancketell.  That  the  Chairman  was 
wrong  was  proved  by  the  fact  that  the 
Judge  of  Assize,  on  an  appeal  from,  the 
decision  of  the  Chairman,  reduced  by 
one  half  the  amount  which  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  ordered  Mr.  Ancketell 
to  pay.  Tact,  temper,  and  discretion 
were  qualities  which  were  requisite  in  a 
Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions,  and  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  the  county  of 
Monaffhan  was  most  unfortunate  with 
regard  to  the  qualities  displayed  by 
their  Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions. 
Almost  simultaneously  with  the  bring- 
ing of  this  charge  against  Mr.  Ancke- 
teU,  three  other  charges  were  brought 
against  different  magistrates.  Those 
charges  had  been  disposed  of.  They 
seemed  to  owe  their  origin  to  a  desire 
to  attack  the  Protestant  magistrates  of 
Ulster.  Admitting  that  Mr.  Ancketell 
had  committed  a  fault,  he  did  not  see 
why  that  gentleman  should  be  made  a 
scapegoat  of  in  order  to  bring  odium 
upon  the  county  magistracy  in  Ireland. 
He  would  ask  the  House  to  contrast  the 
tender  emotion — the  more  than  feminine 
sensibility — that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  had  shown  for  the  possible  phy- 
sical suffering  of  two  cur  dogs,  with  the 
pain,  the  moral  pain  he  was  inflicting 
on  those  of  his  own  species.  Mr.  Ancke- 
tell had  a  wife,  a  mother,  a  sister.  Had 
they  no  hearto  to  feel,  no  human  sym- 
I  pathies  to  be  wounded  when  they  had 
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to  witness  their  husband,  son,  brother 
dragged  through  the  mire  of  oalumny, 
hela  up  to  public  infamy  and  disgrace  ? 
But  it  was  well  for  Mr.  Ancketell  as  for 
those  he  held  dear,  that  there  was  a 
tribunal  such  as  this,  which  was  g^ded 
by  truth,  and  which  administered  im- 
partial justice ;  and,  therefore,  he  (Sir 
John  Leslie)  appealed  to  the  House  to 
declare  that  the  magistrates  were  firee 
from  even  the  slightest  suspicion  of  re- 
proach, and  to  restore  Mr.  Ancketell  to  the 
good  opinion  of  all  honest  men,  as  also  to 
le  enjoyment  of  an  unsullied  reputation. 
Sm  COLMAN  O'LOGHLE&J  said, 
that  the  Question  of  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Sullivan)  first  appeared  on  the 
Notice  Paper  on  the  4ta  of  March,  and 
on  the  15th  of  March  the  Chief  Secretary 
promised  to  refer  the  matter  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  for  investigation. 
It  was  extraordinary  that  it  should  take 
two  months  to  discover  whether  or  not  a 
magistrate  had  acted  improperly,  and 
that  the  Eeport  of  that  investigation  had 
only  been  communicated  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  on  the  day  before  this  Motion 
was  maide.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Louth  had  acted  without 
fommunication  with  him ;  but  in  October 
last  he  (Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen)  hap- 
pened to  read  a  report  of  the  case,  and 
he  was  so  shocked  at  it  that  he  immedi- 
ately addressed  a  letter  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, stating  that  he  knew  nothing  of 
the  case,  except  what  appeared  in  The 
Irish  Times ;  that  by  a  reference  to  the 
Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  could  ascertain  whether  the 
strong  statements  were  true:  and  that 
if  they  should  be  found  true,  Mr. 
Ancketell  was,  in  his  opinion,  unfit 
to  hold  the  commission  of  the  peace. 
Mr.  Ancketell  had  a  good  and  earnest 
advocate  in  the  hon.  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Sir  John  Leslie);  but  he 
must  complain  of  the  observations  he 
had  used.  He  had  spoken  of  a  solicitor, 
Mr.  Cecil  Moore,  in  unjustifiable  terms, 
seeing  that  he  was  not  there  personally 
to  defend  himself.  The  language  "un- 
principled attorney"  was,  he  ttiought, 
language  unfit  to  oe  used  by  a  Gentle- 
man in  that  House.  He  had  also  at- 
tacked the  Chairman  who  had  tried  the 
case,  and  stigmatized  his  conduct  as 
most  partial  and  unfair.  [Sir  John 
Leslie  :  No,  Sir ;  I  said  most  injudicious.] 
He  had  understood  the  hon.  JBaronet  to 
say  "that  the  Chairman  had  shown  a 
decided  bias."    If  he  was  wrong,  he 

Sir  John  Leslie 


apolo^ed.  Having  the  faonovir  of  fki 
aoquamtance  of  the  Ohairmaii  nttarkgjl. 
he  would  appeal  to  evBiyone  who  kacr 
him,  and  in  particular  to  the  xi^it  boa. 


and  learned  Attorney  GtoermI  for  Ir«laad» 
whether  he  was  not  die  last  person  agaisil 
whom  such  an  imputation  oould  be  made 
The  decision  was  that  of  a  jiuy»  umI  ^ 
Chairman's  lanfi;uage  was  not  atoonger 
than  was  jutified,  and  he  believed  that 
if  Mr.  Justice  Bany  had  been 
that  Mr.  Ancketell  mid  been 


before  the  juiy  and  the  ChaizmaB,  be 
would  not  have  altered  the  deouiaii  of 
the  Court  of  .Quarter  Sessiona.  He  £d 
not  know  whether  his  hon.  Friend  would 
divide  the  House  on  the  queetion,  bitt 
he  thought  it  was  quiteproper  to  bring 
it  forwi^.  The  Lord  Chancellor  ought 
to  have  investigated  it  mudi  earlier  thaa 
he  did. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  had  h^d  th« 
privilege  of  knowing  the  gentlemen  who 
had  been  spoken  of  as  the  "  unprinci^J 
attorney  "  for  tiie  last  12  years.     Dinar- 
inff  as  he  did,  both  in  politics  mod  ia 
reugion  from  Mr.  Cecil  Moore,  the  gen- 
tleman referred  to,  he  wiahed  to  say 
there  was  not  anv  professional  gendemaa 
in  the  North  of  Ireland  who  was  mart 
highly  respected.    As  a  proof   of  tha 
high  estimation  in  which  he  wee  held, 
he  might  mention  that  the  Oovemmeot 
had  lately  appointed  him  to  the  reapoo- 
sible  office  of  Clerk  of  the  Boles  in  th* 
Conunon   Pleas,  and  the  f^ppointmaat 
had  been  unanimously  approved  b^  the 
Profession.    He  therefore  felt  painsd, 
andhe  must  be  allowed  to  tell  the  boa. 
Baronet  that  the  expression  he  had  nsed 
was  an  infringement  of  the  privileges  of 
the  House,  and  he  was  oonfident  that 
he  would  not  use  that  language  outaid* 
of  the  House.     [Sir  Jomr  Lxmx :  I 
read  a  letter  in  support  of  my  state* 
ment]    He  had  taken  down,  the  words, 
and  he  appealed  to  hon.  Members  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Baronet  was  reading  fkom 
a  letter  at  the  time.    Perhi^  he  would 
avail  himself  of  the  opportunity  to  with- 
draw the    expression^  which  he  (Mr. 
Callan)  was  sure  the  hon.  and  leanud 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had  bees 

Sained  to  hear.  In  that  case  he  (Mr. 
tallan)  would  be  satisfied.  When  the 
hon.  Baronet  spoke  of  the  cruelty  to  th« 
ladies  of  Mr.  Anoketdl's  family  which 
this  Motion  would  inflict,  he  shoiud  have 
thought  of  ite  pain  whioh  his  own  re- 
marks were  sure  to  inflict  upon  the 
female  members  of  Mr.  Moore's  mmily. 
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ICb.  law  said,  lie  a^ed  with  the 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  John  Leslie) 
that  gentlemen  in  a  judicial  position 
oueht  to  be  possessed  of  tact,  temper, 
and  discretion.  And  the  question  which 
had  now  to  be  decided  by  the  authorities 
in  Lreland  appeared  to  hun  to  be  whether 
in  this  unhappy  matter  Mr.  Anoketell 
had  conducted  himself  with  such  tact» 
temper,  and  discretion  as  that  he  could 
with  advantage  to  the  public  interest 
any  longer  remain  in  the  commission  of 
the  peace.  The  House  was  not  in  a 
position  at  the  present  moment  to  deal 
with  the  subject ;  and  when  the  Govern- 
ment had  had  time  to  consider  the 
Beport  that  had  been  made  by  Dr.  Bat- 
tersby,  it  was  not  to  be  assumed  that 
they  would  adopt  any  course  of  which 
the  House  would  have  reason  to  com- 
plain. The  hon.  Baronet  must  surely 
reg^t  having  in  such  sweeping  terms 
brought  under  the  very  unpleasant  notice 
of  the  House  persons  who  could  have 
had  no  idea  that  they  would  be  thus 
attacked.  They  had  had  the  phrase — 
<<the  machinations  of  an  unprincipled 
attorney"  applied  to  Mr.  Cecil  Moore 
over  and  over  again.  Now.  Mr.  Cecil 
Moore  had  lately  been  selected  by  the 
present  Government  for  a  most  respon- 
sible and  important  office  in  one  of  the 
Supmor  Courts  of  Lreland,  having  been 
promoted  to  it  from  one  which  he  pre- 
vioudy  held  in  the  county  of  Tyrone. 
The  House,  he  hoped,  would  do  the  Gk>- 
vemment,  as  well  as  Mr.  Moore,  the 
justice  of  believing  that  they  would  not 
nave  placed  Mr.  Moore  in  that  position, 
if  he  had  really  been  a  person  who  de- 
served the  epithets  which  had  been  ap- 
plied to  him  that  evening.  It  was,  too, 
in  his  (Mr.  Law's)  opinion,  unfortunate 
that  langpuage  had  been  used  as  to  Mr. 
Barron,  the  Chairman  of  the  County 
Monaghan,  accusing  him  of  showing  a 
decided  bias  in  dealing  with  this  case. 
A  Judge  must,  of  course,  form  a  decided 
opinion,  or  he  would  probably  not  come 
to  a  dedsion  at  all.  iBut  was  not  such 
lanffuaffe  as  had  been  used  calculated  to 
shue  the  confidence  felt  by  the  people  of 
the  county  in  their  Chairman  ?  Having, 
he  (Mr.  Law)  presumed,  arrived  at  the 
conclusion  that  he  ought  to  give  a  deci- 
sion adverse  to  Mr.  Ancketell,  Mr.  Barron 
pronounced  his  judgment  against  him 
acoordingly ;  but  it  must  in  all  fairness 
be  believed  that,  in  so  doing,  he  pro- 
ceeded on  the  sworn  evidence  in  the 


case,  and  not  on  any  prejudice  or  pre- 
possession against  Mr.  Ancketell.  He 
concurred  with  the  hon.  Baronet's  ob- 
servation that  consideration  should  be 
had  for  the  feelings  of  relatives;  but 
that  principle  must  not  be  pressed  very 
far,  or  it  might  be  used  to  screen  any 
official  from  having  his  conduct  brought 
into  question.  He  would,  however,  ask 
the  hon.  Baronet  whether  he  thought 
that  Mr.  Cecil  Moore  or  Mr.  Barron  had 
no  near  relatives  whose  feelings  were 
entitled  to  consideration?  There  was, 
as  it  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Law),  some 
justice  in  the  complaint  that  a  stipen- 
diary magistrate,  imconnected  with  the 
district,  had  not  been  sent  to  preside 
at  the  Petty  Sessions,  having  regard  to 
the  existence  of  so  much  local  feeling. 
Li  conclusion,  he  would  suggest  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  should 
withdraw  his  present  Motion. 

Mb.  butt  said,  that  he  entertained 
the  high^est  respect  for  the  privilege  of 
Members  of  the  House  to  speak  freely 
and  openly  their  opinions.  But  if  a 
gentleman  was  unfairly  attacked,  as  in 
this  case,  he  thought  it  equally  right 
that  those  who  knew  him  should  testify 
what  they  knew  in  his  favour.  Now,  it 
was  the  simple  truth  that  there  was  no 
man  who  occupied  a  higher  position  in 
his  Profession  than  Mr.  Cecil  Moore. 
He  could  not  understand  that  any  letter 
in  the  least  degree  justified  the  epithet 
of  **  unprincipled,"  which  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (oir  John  Leslie)  had  applied  to 
Mr.  Cecil  Moore,  or  the  statement  that 
the  beginning  of  this  business  was 
the  machination  of  an  imprincipled  at- 
torney. 

Sib  JOHN  LESLIE :  My  words— 
"imprincipled  attorney"  had  reference 
entirely  to  the  proposal  for  the  payment 
of  £50. 

Mb.  butt  said,  he  did  not  think  that 
that  proposal  in  any  way  justified  the 
the  hon.  Member's  expression.  There 
was  nothing  discreditable  to  Mr.  Moore 
in  the  letter,  and  the  hon.  Baronet  must 
have  known  that  no  man  in  the  North 
of  Ireland  stood  so  high  in  his  Profession. 
Mr.  Moore  had  been  selected  to  take  one 
of  the  most  important  offices  connected 
with  the  administration  of  justice  in  the 
Irish  Courts.  He  thought  it  was  his 
duty  to  say  that  the  expression  ''un- 
principled attorney,"  as  applied  to  Mr. 
Cecil  Moore,  woidd  be  simply  looked 
upon  as  an  outrage  in  Ireland. 
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Mb.  SHAEMAN  OEAWFOED  be- 
lieved  Mr.  Barron  to  be  most  careful  and 
painstaking,  both  as  a  magistrate  and 
an  assistant  barrister. 

Me.  W.  JOHNSTON  dedared  that 
in  professional  as  well  as  in  private  life 
Mr.  Moore,  who  had  been  a  personal 
friend  of  his  for  many  years,  occupied 
the  highest  rank. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  likewise 
bore  testimony  to  the  high  character  of 
Mr.  Moore,  and  suggested  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Monaghan  should  withdraw 
the  offensive  expressions  he  had  used. 
For  his  own  part,  he  did.  not  altogether 
defend  the  letter,  but  he  did  not  think 
it  ought  to  be  pitted  against  Mr.  Moore's 
long  honouraole  and  straightforward 
professional  career. 

Me.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  con- 
curred in  the  good  opinion  which  had 
been  expressed  of  Mr.  Moore's  profes- 
sional and  private  character.  With  re- 
ference to  the  main  'question  before  the 
House,  he  stated  that  some  years  ago  an 
Irish  magistrate  named  O'DriscoU  struck 
a  boy  with  a  whip  for  not  telling  him 
which  way  a  hare  had  run,  and  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  the  day  decided  in 
consequence  that  Mr.  O'DriscoU  was 
imfit  to  hold  his  position  on  the  Bench. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  poe 
IRELAND  (Mt.  Gibson)  observed  that 
the  Motion  nad  been  brought  forward 
at  a  most  unfortunate  time,  and  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan) 
ought  in  fairness  to  have  postponed  it 
in  accordance  with  the  suRgestion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretair 
for  Ireland.  [Mr.  Sullivan  :  No  such 
suggestion  was  made.1  Well,  as  the 
hon.  Member  was  no  doubt  aware  that 
an  inquiry  was  being  made  into  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  by  direction  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  his  own 
judgment  ought  to  have  led  him  to  take 
that  course.  He  was  the  only  Member 
who  had  directiy  referred  to  the  trans- 
actions connected  with  the  case,  for 
nearly  all  the  other  hon.  (Jentiemen  who 
had  spoken  had  alluded  to  other  mat- 
tors,  and  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  thought  it 
woiild  have  been  bettor  if  the  hon. 
Member  had  waited  until  that  decision 
had  been  announced.  He  believed  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  could  not 
have  taken  any  earlier  action  than  he  did, 
as  the  matter  was  still  iuhjudm  until 
very  reoentiy.  On  October,  when  the 
representation  was  made  that  had  been 


referred   to   by   the    right    hon.   sad 
learned  Member  for  Clare  (Sir  ColsMa 
O'Loghlen),  an  appeal  was  actnalW  pond- 
ing Tiniich  could  not  be  heard  he&am  tW 
Judge  of  Assize  until  the  recent  Spdif 
Assizes.    Therefore,  it  would  hwmhem. 
both  unreasonable  and  unjust  £or  liM 
Lord  Chancellor  to  have  prejndioed  iIm 
case.    Whatever  offence  Mr.  Anokstan 
might  have  been  guilty  of,  it  would  baire 
been  unjust  and  unreasonable  on  ti» 
part  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Irdaad 
to  have  taken  action  in  respect  to  it  nstQ 
all  the  facts  of  the  case  had  been  iaitj 
ascertained,  and  for  that  pnrpose,  ht 
sent  down  one  of  the  most  experisooed 
and  able  Queen's  Counsel  at  the  Inili 
Bar  to  make  a  ftill  investigation  in  opsn 
Court  at  the  very  scene  of  ue  ooooxrBDea 
He  ventured  to  think  that  his  rif  ht  hoe. 
and  learned  Friend  opposito  (1&.  Law) 
had  not  rightiv  gath^ed  the  facta  of  tlw 
case.    He  understood  the  hon.  Member 
for  Louth  to  concede  that  Mr.  AncketeQ 
took  no  part  in  the  decision  of  any  of  tlis 
cases  at  the  petty  sessions.    [Mr.  Law 
said  he  merely  alluded  to  the  constitntMn 
of  the  Bench.]    He  came  to  the  ooe- 
elusion  that  it  was  suggested  that  Mr. 
Ancketoll  was  sitting  on  the  Bench  aad 
taking  part  in  the  oases ;  but  after  tb« 
explanation  no  more  need  be  said  on  that 
subject.    It  was  said  to  be  unfortonate 
that,  under  the  circumstanoeeof  thecaae,  a 
resident  magistrato  was  not  present;  hot 
when  the  second  summons  was  brought 
forward,  of  unlawAil  killing,  a  reaideDt 
magistrato  (Mr.  Whito)  of  very  great 
experience,  was  in  attondanoe,  and  the 
Bench  was  unusually  strong.    On  that 
occasion  it  was  dedded,  as  was  not  on* 
usual,  to  postpone  the  criminal  proceed- 
ings till  the  civil  action  had  beoa  tried. 
The  matter  was  not  in  position  for  de- 
cision.    He  did  not  thmk  the  P&P^'* 
were  yet  before  the  Lord  OhanoeUor, 
but  he  had  no  doubt — and  no  one  in 
that  House  could  doubt — that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  would  meto  out 
justice  to  all  parties,  whether  it  might 
result  in  the  vindication  or  puniahmeot 
of  Mr.  Ancketell.    Under  these  ciroiun« 
stances,  he  thought  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  ought  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

MAJOBO'GOBMANsaidjMr.AnoktteU 
certainly  appeared  to  him  a  moat  fortn* 
nato  indiviaual,  for  there  had  been  a 
Commission  sent  down  to  inquire  into 
the  oiroumstanoee  of  his  ease ;  and  ao 
end  of  magistratea  were  pteacnt  whei 
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the  inquiry  was  gone  into.  When  he 
(Major  0' Gorman)  was  deprived  of  the 
commission  of  the  peace  no  Commission 
was  sent  down  at  all  to  inquire  into  his 
case.  But  then  it  was  not  a  gentleman 
of  the  name  of  Ball,  but  one  of  the  name 
of  O'Hagan,  who  was  Lord  Chancellor. 
He  had  since  been  ennobled  with  the 
title  of  Baron  O'Hagan.  He  sent  down 
no  Commission;  he  simply  wrote  him 
(Major  O'Gorman)  a  letter  something 
like  this — or,  rather,  Mr.  IJppington, 
his  secretary,  wrote--*' Sir,  I  wish  to 
know  if  you  wrote  a  letter  which  ap- 
peared in  The  Freeman^s  Journal  on  such 
a  day,  and  if  it  was  published  by  your 
authority."  He  took  up  his  pen  and 
wrote  back — "Sir,  I  beg  to  acquaint 
you,  for  the  information  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  that  the  letter  in  question 
was  written  by  me,  and  publi^ed  by 
my  authority."  And  then  he  was  de- 
prived of  the  commission  of  the  peace, 
without  receiving  the  common  rights 
which  a  convicted  felon  should  receive. 
A  man  convicted  of  a  capital  crime  was 
usually  asked  by  some  official  whether  he 
had  anythingto  say  why  sentence  of  death 
should  not  be  passed  upon  him,  buthehad 
not  been  asked  a  single  question  at  all. 
Now,  he  thought  it  a  very  admirable  thing 
to  have  such  a  Chancellor  as  Lord 
Chancellor  Ball,  who  took  time  to  con- 
aider  the  circumstances  of  every  case. 
He  was  not  so  very  rapid  in  his  decisions, 
but  he  was  principled  m  fact.  He  (Major 
O'Qorman)  remembered  that  one  day  he 
was  standing  in  Sackville  Street,  when 
he  met  a  mend.  His  firiend  said  to 
him — "Do  you  know  whose  carriage 
that  is  passing  by?"  He  replied — "No, 
I  don't."  His  friend  said— "That  is 
Lord  Chancellor  O'Hagan's  carriage." 
''Well,"  said  he,  "what  do  I  care?" 
His  j&iend  rejoined — "He  is  going  to 
learn  the  art  of  equitation."  Just  at 
that  minute,  a  third  party  came  up,  an 
ill-natured  man,  very.  He  (Major 
O'Oorman)  said— "That  is  Lord  Chan- 
cellor O'Hagan,  and  he  is  going  to  learn 
the  art  of  equitation."  "Well,"  the  ill- 
natured  man  replied — "It  would  be  a 
very  fortunate  thing  for  the  miserable 
suitors  attending  his  Court  if,  in  addi- 
tion to  learning  equitation,  he  would  try 
and  teach  himself  a  little  equity."    . 

Mb.  SULLITAN  said,  he  would  not 
press  his  Motion  to  a  division.  Lx  de- 
ference to  what  he  took  to  be  the  feeline 
of  the  House  he  would  withdraw  it  untu 


they  had  the  decision  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor before  them.    [  *  *  No,  no ! "  ] 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion," put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  proposed,  "That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 


THE  CHAJNNEL  ISLANDS— THE  LAWS 

AND  JUDIOATUEE— CASE  OF  COLONEL 

DE  FABY.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Me.  J.  COWEN,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  case  of  Colonel  De 
Faby,  said,  the  House  had  been  for 
the  last  hour-and-a-half  engaged  in 
commenting  on  the  proceedings  of  the 
Lish  magistracy.  He  would  invite 
them  for  a  short  time  to  turn  their 
minds  to  the  magistracy  in  the  Channel 
Islands.  He  wie^ed  to  call  attention  to 
a  case  of  sing^ar  severity  and  oppression 
that  had  recently  occurred  in  Quemsey. 
His  object  in  doing  this  was  two-fold. 
He  was  desirous  of  securing  some  con- 
sideration or  compensation  for  an  unfor- 
tunate gentleman  who  had  suffered  great 
harshness  at  the  hands  of  the  authorities 
in  that  island.  In  the  second  place,  he 
was  anxious  to  use  the  incidents  of  the 
case  for  showing  the  necessity  there  was 
for  a  complete  and  radical  reform  in  the 
administration  of  justice  in  these  small 
dependencies.  The  Constitution  existing 
in  the  Channel  Isles  was  substantially 
the  same  as  was  in  operation  in  the  12th 
century.  The  administrative  and  fiscal 
departments  had  not  been  materially 
altered  since  the  time  of  the  Norman 
Conquest.  There  had  been  no  attempt 
to  adapt  their  laws  to  the  altered  cir- 
cumstances and  the  new  conditions  of 
modem  life.  While  every  other  portion 
of  the  United  Kingdom  had  had  its 
institutions  re-cast,  those  in  the  Channel 
Islands  had  remained  stationary  and 
stereotyped.  They  were  a  sort  of  con- 
stitutional or  local  Eip  Van  Winkles. 
While  the  other  parts  of  the  Kingdom 
had  been  progressing  they  had  l)een 
asleep — only  their  sleep,  instead  of  being 
of  20  years'  duration,  Uke  that  of  Wash- 
ington Lrving's  hero,  had  extended  over 
20  times  20  years.  The  facts  of  the  case 
he  wished  tne  House  to  consider  were 
briefly  these: — Colonel  de  Faby  was  a 
Frendi  officer.  When  a  young  man  he 
served  with  the  French  Army  in  Algiers. 
Afterwards  he  held  a  situation  of  re- 
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^onsibilitj  and  trust  in  the  Oivil  Ser- 
vice.  At  the  oommenoement  of  the  war 
with  Qermanj  he  resumed  his  military 
profession  at  the  wish  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  was  g^ven  the  command  of  a 
regiment.  He  went  through  all  the 
disastrous  campaign  on  the  Bhine — at 
Woerth,  Metz,  and  afterwards  at  Sedan. 
When  peace  was  concluded,  along  with 
many  other  partisans  of  the  Empire,*  he 
returned  to  the  Channel  Isles.  Messrs. 
Bouher,  Baroche,  and  others  went  to 
Jersey.  Colonel  de  Faby,  his  wife,  his 
father,  and  mother,  went  to  Aldemey. 
His  father  had  been  connected  with  the 
Consular  Service,  and  was  at  that  time 
in  receipt  of  a  pension.  This  was  in 
1871.  In  1872,  M.  de  Faby,  sen.,  died, 
and  shortly  after  his  wife  also  died.  A 
dispute  arose  as  to  the  disposition  of 
some  property  that  M.  de  ^aby  left. 
Mr.  Clucas,  the  Judge  in  Aldemey,  and 
his  wife,  had  made  the  acquaintance 
of  Messrs.  de  Faby,  and  when  the  old 
gentleman  and  his  wife  died  Mrs.  Clucas 
alleged  that  they  had  left  her  some 
jewellery  and  other  property.  This  state- 
ment might  be  correct,  or  it  might  be  in- 
correct— ^he  was  not  in  a  position  to  offer 
an  opinion.  Colonel  de  Faby  alleged 
that  Mrs.  Clucas  had  got  possession  of 
the  property  of  his  father  and  mother 
fraudulently,  and  he  brought  an  action 
against  her  in  the  Aldemey  Court ;  but, 
strange  to  say,  Mrs.  Clucas's  husband 
was  the  Judge,  and  he  actually  presided 
on  the  case  when  the  charge  against  his 
wife  was  preferred.  Such  a  proceeding 
might  be  legal,  but  he  thought  the 
House  would  admit  that  it  was  not  alto- 
gether decent.  When  the  case  was  con- 
sidered the  Judee  charged  Colonel  de 
Faby  openly  in  the  Court  with  beinff  a 
liar — adding  to  the  phrase  a  somewhat 
offensive  a^ective  wnich  he,  however, 
did  not  care  to  repeat.  The  case  was 
removed  from  Aloemey  to  the  Boyal 
Court  at  Guernsey,  and  was  yet  unset- 
tled. The  law  in  those  islands  was 
sometimes  very  prompt,  and  at  other 
times  it  was  as  slow  as  in  the  old  Chan- 
cery Court  in  this  countrv.  Shortly  after 
the  death  of  his  parents,  C)olonel  de  Faby 
settled  in  Guernsey,  and  with  the  assist- 
ance of  some  of  his  friends,  commenced 
a  newspaper.  The  paper  was  established 
in  1873,  and  had  a  fair  measure  of 
success.  In  1876  Mr.  Clucas,  the  Alder* 
ney  Judge,  died.  Colonel  de  Faby,  in 
his  paper,  gave  a  sketch  of  his  life,  and 

Mr,  J.  Coion 


commented  upon  his  career  as  a  J«dg« 
and  a  public  man.  In  this  ka  fbOovvd 
the  example  of  other  and  more  infhMB 
tial  papers  on  ^e  deadi  of  any  looal  m 
national  celebrity.  It  was  oat  of  this 
article  that  the  unhappy  dispote  bad 
arisen.  He  (Mr.  Cowen)  was  wiDing  to 
admit  at  once  that  the  article  waa  a  wj 
severe  one.  It  was  written  with  gnat 
smartness  and  sarcasm.  It  set  finia  ths 
career  of  Judge  Clucas  in  not  a  veiy 
attractive  li^ht.  He  did  not  deifisad  ^ 
article,  nor  did  he  apologize  for  it ;  but 
he  thought  it  was  only  fair  to  the  writer 
to  state  that  he  had  had  great  profoca- 
tion.  It  should  also  be  stated  Uiat  Mr. 
Clucas  himself  had  either  puhHahed  or 
caused  to  be  published  a  pamphlM  re* 
fleeting  on  tne  Ufa  and  dianieiv  of 
Colonel  de  Faby  which  was  quits  as 
severe,  if  not  more  objeotionahle,  thsa 
the  offending  article.  Mrs.  Clneaa  com- 
menoed  an  action  for  libd  in  the  Boyal 
Court  at  Guernsey.  When  Colonel  d« 
Faby  was  summoned  to  appear  be£ort 
the  tribunal  he  found  to  ms  astonish- 
ment that  Mr.  Utermarok,  the  Attonuy 
General  had  been  retained  for  the  prose- 
cution. This  raitleman  had  been  re- 
tained previoudy  by  tlolonel  de  Faby  to 
prosecute  Mrs.  Clucas  for  frmudnlenHj 
getting  possession  of  his  mother's  pro- 
perty; and  yet,  notwithstanding  nis, 
the  gentleman  considered  there  was 
no  breach  of  le^  etiquette  or  cnatoai 
for  him  to  turn  nght  round  and  offar  bts 
services  to  his  former  dienfs  oppoosBt 
English  barristers  would  oonsiaar  sudi 

Procedure  utterly  indefensible.  Mr. 
rtermarck  had  become  possessed  of  a 
full  knowledge  of  Colonel  de  Fab/B 
case  from  that  gentleman's  self,  and  yet 
he  transferred  his  services  to  Colonel  de 
Faby's  opponent  in  a  case  arising  out  of 
the  same  dispute.  The  simple  state- 
ment of  the  fsct  would  in  the  eettmatioB 
of  all  the  lawyers  in  this  ooontiT  be 
sufficient  to  condemn  the  prooeonie. 
There  was  another  point  in  which  the 
case  against  Colonel  de  Faby  was  con- 
ducted in  anirregndar,  if  not  in  an  illegal 
maimer.  It  was  me  custom  in  the  Chaa- 
nel  Isles  to  associate  the  offioera  of  tbt 
Crown  with  both  the  plaintiff  and  de- 
fendant in  certain  cases.  The  Attonuj 
Goneral  was  joined  to  the  plaintiff,  and 
the  Controller  was  joined  to  the  defend- 
ant. Theseoffioerswerenottoaotassd* 
vooates,  but  to  use  theirsupposedsupstior 
knowledge  in  guiding  the  Court  when 
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settling  all  difficult  legal  points.     Pro- 
bably no  one  in  the  House  would  contest 
this  statement ;  but  be  would  refer  bon. 
Members  to  the  Beport  of  the  Bojal 
Commission  appointed  in  1846  to  inquire 
into  tbe  Criminal  Law  of  the  Oluumel 
Islands,  and  which  would  fully  bear  out 
wbat  be  had  just  said — ^that   the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  ought  to  be  asso- 
ciated in  such  cases  with  both  parties  to 
the    trial;   and  that   therefore   legally 
Ck>lonel  de  Faby  should  have  had  asso- 
ciated with  him  the  Controller  of  the 
Gxiemsey  Court.    The  Attorney  General 
'waa  with  bis  opponent ;  but  Colonel  de 
Faby  bad  no  one  associated  with  his 
advocate.  He  stood,  therefore,  at  a  great 
disadyantage  in  not   having   his  case 
fairly  put  before  the  Court.    The  House 
would  know  that  the  Court  in  Ghiemsey 
consisted  of  the  Bailiff,  who  presided, 
but  took  no  part  in  arriving  at  any  de- 
cision— ^he  simply  explained  points  of 
difficuliy  and  legal  doubt.    The  Jurats 
or  judges  were  the  parties  who  were 
supposed  to  tiy  the  case.    The  two  Law 
Omeers,  the  Attorney  General  and  Con- 
troller, constituted  really  part  of  the  tri- 
bunal, and  no  Court  for  trying  a  case 
of  criminal  libel  was  fairly  or  legally 
constituted  without  the  Crown  officers 
were  adjoined  to  both  the  prosecution 
and  the  defence.    That  was  the  first  dis- 
advantage under  which  Colonel  de  Faby 
'  laboured,  and  it  was  not  only  an  irregu- 
lar, but,  as  he  contended,  an  illegal  pro- 
cedure.   Li  the  second  place,  the  law  in 
Jersey  required  that  all  the  witnesses, 
both  for  the  plaintiff   and  defendant, 
should  be  summoned  by  the  Attorney 
General,  and  their  expenses  paid  by  the 
Crown.    He  did  not  think  the  Home 
Secretary  would  contest  that  point  either ; 
but  if   he  did,  he  would  refer  again 
to  the  Beport  of  the  Boyal  Commission. 
Colonel   de   Faby,  it  would   be  seen, 
when  he  went  to  the  Court,  was  placed 
in  a  very  adverse  position.    He  found 
that  the  lawyer  who  had  been  his  advo- 
cate against  Mrs.  ducas   had  turned 
round  and  had  become  his  prosecutor ; 
that  the  Court  was  not  legally  consti- 
tuted and  he  w4s  deprived  of  the  assist- 
ance that  ought  to  have  been  extended 
to  him  by  the  Controller  being  associated 
with  bis  advocate ;  and,  in  the  third  case, 
none  of  his  witnesses  were  in  attend- 
ance.   His  case  was,  therefore,  practi- 
cally undefended.     His  advocate,  Mr. 
Falla,  had  given  a  list  of  these  wit- 


nesses to  the  Attorney  General,  and  ac- 
cording to  the  law  of  Guernsey,  that 
official  ought  to  have  summoned  tiie  wit- 
nesses. Me  failed  to  do  so ;  and,  there- 
fore, placed  Colonel  de  Faby  at  very 
serious  disadvantage.  When  the  case 
was  heard,  the  Attorney  General  Uter- 
marck  made  a  veiy  violent  speech  against 
Colonel  de  Faby.  Listead  of  contenting 
himself  with  a  calm  and  judicial  exposi- 
tion of  the  law,  he  entered  into  a  viru- 
lent personal  attack  upon  the  defendant, 
and  declared  in  conclusion  that  he 
wished  the  Court  had  the  power  of 
realizing  in  practice  the  well-known 
couplet— 

**  To  pnt  in  erery  honest  hand  a  whip 
To  hush  the  raacal  naked  through  the  world." 

The  Attorney  General  was  required  in 
Guernsey  to    demand   the  amount   of 

Sunishment  that  should  be  inflicted.  He 
emanded  a  fine  of  £400  upon  Colonel 
de  Faby— £200  to  go  to  Mrs.  Clucas  and 
£200  to  the  Crown.  It  was  usual  for  the 
Court  to  halve  the  demand  of  the  officer; 
but,  in  this  instance,  no  opinion  was  of- 
fered by  the  Court  at  all.  The  Bailiff 
was  an  old  man,  75  years  of  age,  did  not 
hear  well,  and  consequently  was  not 
thoroughly  acquaiated  with  what  took 
place  before  hun.  All  that  he  said  on 
the  occasion  was,  that  it  was  to  be  re- 

f  retted  that  the  witnesses  for  Colonel  de 
aby  had  not  been  called.  The  Jurats 
made  no  comment,  and  the  result  was 
that,  without  any  formal  judgment  being 
pronounced.  Colonel  de  Faby  was  prac- 
tically sentenced  at  the  demand  of  his 
opponent's  lawyer,  to  the  very  heavy 
fine  that  he  (Mr.  Cowen)  had  just  men- 
tioned. No  sooner  had  the  Jurats  bowed 
their  acquiescence  to  the  decision,  than 
the  Attorney  General  cried  out  in  Court 
to  the  Sheriff  to  <<collaj"  Colonel  de 
Faby,  who  was  thereupon  taken  to  the 
Sheriff's  office,  and  a  demand  made  that 
he  should  pay  the  £400,  or  go  to  prison 
as  a  debtor  for  the  sum.  Colonel  de 
Faby  was  quite  unable  to  meet  such  an 
extortionate  claim,  and  he  went  to  gaol. 
For  10  weeks  he  was  treated  as  an  ordi- 
nary debtor,  had  his  victuals  supplied, 
edited  his  newspaper,  and  was  allowed 
to  conduct  his  business.  During  this 
time  the  arbitrary  procedure  of  the  At- 
torney General  had  been  the  subject  of 
comment  in  the  island,  and  bad  been 
discussed  with  some  warmth  in  the  news- 
papers. The  authorities  then  adopted  a 
very  extraordinary  mode  of  curtailing 
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ths  sale  of  ColoEel  de  Faby's  journal. 
The  Attorney  General,  or  some  of  the 
officials  in  tie  island,  sent  tlie  consta- 
bles to  the  different  agents  and  urged 
tliem  not  to  sell  Colonel  de  Faby's  paper, 
intimating  to  them,  at  tbe  same  time, 
that  if  they  did  so  they  would  be  liable 
to  the  same  or  nearly  similar  punish- 
ment as  bad  been  meted  out  to  Colonel 
de  Faby,  This  very  extraordinary  pro- 
cedure seriously  injured  the  sole  of  the 
journal,  and  no  doubt  the  interference 
of  an  officer  so  powerful  as  the  Attorney 
Gteneral  would  have  an  effect  in  a  small 
island  with  a  population  of  30,000  or 
40,000,  which  would  fail  if  in  a  large 
community.  Soon  after,  without  any 
notice,  a  most  eztraocdinair  change  in 
the  treatment  of  Colonel  de  Faby  wa« 
made.  TTp  to  that  time  be  had  been 
treated  as  be  (Mr.  Oowen)  had  said,  as 
a  debtor,  but  afterwards  he  was  treated 
as  a  criminal,  and  transferred  from  one 
side  of  the  gaol  to  the  other.  It  would 
appear  that  the  Court,  for  some  reaaoa 
or  other,  held  a  private  sitting,  and  a 
sort  of  (Juemsey  Star  Chamber  declared 
that  this  change  should  take  place. 
Colonel  de  Faby  was  not  summoned 
before  the  Court,  had  no  notice  that  his 
case  was  to  be  re-considered,  nor  had 
his  advocate  any  intimation  that  any- 
thing was  to  be  done ;  but  in  his  absence, 
privately  and  secretly,  the  change  in  his 
treatment  was  effected.  Anything  more 
unjustifiable  and  more  out  of  accord  with 
anEoKliehman's  notion  of  justice  heoould 
scarcely  conceive.  Colonel  de  Faby  was 
in  extremely  bad  health  when  he  was 
sent  to  prison.  He  was  suffering  &om 
such  an  accumulation  of  complaints  as 
any  man  that  bod  been  through  the  ter- 
rible campaign  of  1871  could  be  well 
supposed  to  suffer  from.  The  medical 
officer  of  the  gaol,  with  much  more 
humanity  and  good  feeling  than  the 
lawyers,  declared  that  if  the  treatment 
of  Colonel  de  Faby  as  a  criminal  was 
persevered  in  he  would  certainly  die. 
Indeed,  he  believed  this  benevolent 
official  gave  notice  to  the  governor' of 
the  gaol  that  if  he  tranaferred  the  debtor 
to  the  criminal  side  of  the  prison,  that  it 
would  be  nothing  less  than  assassina- 
tion, and  he  declajred  that  he  would  take 
the  oonsequenceB  of  the  g^aoler  refusing 
to  comply  with  the  arbitrary  order  of 
the  Court    Colonel  de  Faby,  although 
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was  still  kept  in  close  confinement  22 
hours  out  of  the  24.  The  doctor  again 
interfered,  and  declared  that  unless  a 
larger  amount  of  fresh  air  was  given 
and  the  door  of  his  cell  was  opened,  his 
state  of  health  was  such  that  ne  would 
certainly  die.  This  humane  recom- 
mendation of  the  doctor  was  ^ain 
complied  with ;  but  the  case,  meanwhile, 
bad  excited  a  large  amount  of  sympathy 
and  attracted  great  interest  in  the 
island.  The  lieutenant  Governor,  the 
Home  Secretary,  and  the  Queen  bad  all 
been  communicated  with,  and  the  case 
of  Colonel  de  Faby  had  been  brought 
before  them  all  individually.  In  De- 
cember last  the  Lieutenant  Qovemor 
wrote  to  Colonel  de  Faby  intimating  to 
him  that  bis  imprisonment  should  ter- 
minate in  a  month — that  was  to  say, 
six  months  after  the  trial — that  on 
January  15th  he  would  be  released ;  but 
that  he  would  be  required  to  leave  the 
island.  On  the  day  mentioned,  Colonel 
de  Faby  was  taken  out  of  prison,  and 
though  in  a  very  bad  state  of  health  and 
unable  to  make  much  exertion,  he  was 
taken  to  the  steamboat  in  charge  of  the 
constable  and  banished  to  Jersey.  He 
was  not  informed  why  he  was  sent  away 
— no  charge  was  mode  against  him 
warranting  such  banishment — he  was 
simply  deported  in  accordance  with  the 
order  of  the  Qovemor.  He  (Mr.  Cowen) 
made  no  charge  against  the  Governor 
of  acting  illegally,  as  hebelieved  the  law 
permitted  the  Governor  to  transport  an 
alien  without  trial  under  certain  circom- 
BtancBB.  The  custom  was  a  very  old 
one;  but  it  had  been  acted  npoa  re- 
peatedly even  at  comparatively  modem 
times.  In  1856,  Victor  Hugo,  Fiancini, 
and  nearly  a  score  of  French,  Polish,  and 
Itahan  exiles  were  banished  from  Jer- 
sey by  the  edict  of  the  Gtovernor.  These 
gentlemen  had  written  severe  articles 
respecting  the  Emperor  of  the  Freuch. 
The  Governor,  in  consequence,  sent 
them  out  of  the  island  without  accusa- 
tion or  trial.  There  was,  however, 
usually  some  reason,  good  or  bad,  for 
laws  of  this  kind,  which,  as  in  this  case, 
gave  the  Governor  of  the  Channel 
Islands  the  power  of  deportation.  The 
islands  were  within  sight  of  the  French 
coast,  and  in  time  of  war  it  was  feared 
that  foreigners  in  small  numbers  might 
land  on  the  ahores,  promote  inaurreo- 
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would  pretend  to  saj  that  Colonel  de 
Paby  was  acting  in  this  manner.    He 
was  pre-eminendy  loyal,  and  there  was 
no  one  in  the  island  a  stouter  defender 
of  the  Monarchy.     He  was  neither  a 
Hepublican  nor  Eevolutionist.      There 
haa  been  no  political  charge  preferred 
ag^ainst  him.    The  whole  dispute  arose 
out  of  a  purely  private  quarrel.    It  was 
simply  a  contention  about  the  disposi- 
tioiT  of  certam  property,   and  no  one 
could  maintain  that  such  a  dispute  would 
endanger  the  safety  of  the  islands  or 
shake  the  allegiance  of  some  30,000  of 
the  most  loyal  subjects  in  the  United 
Kingdom.    Colonel  de  Faby  was  sent  to 
Jersey.    His  permanent  removal  would 
have  been  absolute  ruin,   as  it  would 
have    prevented    him    conducting  his 
newspaper  and  carrying  on  his  business. 
The  Home  Secretary,  however,  removed 
the  interdiction  upon  him  after  a  few 
weeks,  and  allowed  him  to  return  to  the 
Island  of  GKiemsey,  where  he  now  was. 
These  were  substantially  the  facts  that 
he  wished  to    submit   to   the  House. 
What  he  contended  was,  that  in  the  first 
instance    Colonel    de    Faby  had   been 
treated  with  great  severity.    Even  ad- 
mitting that  he  had  libeUed  Mr.  Clucas, 
the  punishment  was  quite  out  of  pro- 
portion to  the  offence.    The  trial  for 
libel  was  irreg^ar  and  informal,  and 
placed  Colonel  de  Faby  at  great  disad- 
vantage.     His  imprisonment   was  at- 
tended with  unnecessary  and  imcalled- 
for  severity,  and  the  property  that  had 
been  seized,  and  would  have  been  sold, 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  kind  interces- 
cession  of  friends — ^was  really  not  his 
own.    He  had  lost  everything  he  pos- 
sessed in  France,  was  ruined  both  in 
health  and  in  purse,  and  the  modest 
establishment  he  had  in  Qnemsey  had 
been  found  by  his  wife's  friends.  It  had 
not  ^been  sold ;  but  at  the  present  time 
it  was  in  charge  of  the  Sheriff,  and  if 
the  security  was  withdrawn  the  whole  of 
the  effects  would  be  at  the  mercy  of  the 
authorities.    He  thought  the  case  was 
one  for  the  generous  consideration  of  the 
Government,  and  that  some  restitution 
should  be  made  to  Colonel  de  Faby.  He 
(Mr.  Cowen)  had  listened  to  his  tale  of 
sorrow  and  misfortune  with  very  great 
concern.  It  was  well  calculated  to  excite 
the  commiseration  of  all  humane  per- 
sons.     Colonel  de  Faby's  family  nad 
been,  and  he  himself  had  been  ruined 
by  the  disasters  in  France.    He  was  a 


partizan  of  the  Empire.  He  (Mr.  Cowen) 
was  not  a  sympathizer  with,  and  had 
very  little  respect  for  the  Government  of 
Louis  Napoleon ;  but  it  was  only  fair  to 
recollect  that  he  ruled  France  for  the 
better  part  of  20  years,  that  he  was  the 
Ally  and  friend  of  liiis  country,  and 
there  was  no  more  discredit  to  Colonel 
de  Faby  for  having  been  an  official 
of  the  Emperor  Napoleon,  than  there 
was  in  this  coimtry  having  been  his 
Ally.  His  wife,  Mrs.  de  Ffu)y,  was  an 
English  lady.  Her  father  was  an  officer 
in  our  Army,  four  of  her  brothers  had 
been  officers,  her  brother-in-law  was  an 
English  General,  and  another  brother 
was  a  clerg3rman  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. She  had  a  modest  but  competent 
fortune,  which  was  lost  in  the  failure  of 
one  of  the  rascally  joint-stock  banks 
which  scattered  such  widespread  ruin  a 
few  years  ago.  He  put  their  case  before 
hon.  Gentlemen,  and  asked  them  to 
consider  what  they  would  have^said  if  an 
English  subject  living  in  the  Island  of 
Corsica  had  been  treated  as  harshly  and 
arbitrarily  as  Colonel  de  Faby  had  been 
in  Guernsey  ?  If  such  had  been  the  case 
this  country  would  have  rung  with  con- 
demnation of  the  French  Government, 
whether  it  had  been  Imperial,  Monarch- 
ical, or  Eepublican.  He  asked  them — 
as  they  would  have  sympathized  with 
their  own  countrymen  under  such  cir- 
cumstances— to  extend  the  same  con- 
sideration for  this  imfortunate  French- 
man and  his  wife  in  the  distressing  posi- 
tion in  which  they  had  been  placed  by 
the  illegal  exercise  of  arbitrary  power 
in  a  portion  of  the  United  !^ngdom. 
He  hoped  the  exposure  of  this  case 
would  be  a  means  of  moving  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  some  steps  to  reform 
the  administration  of  the  Channel 
Islands.  This  was  only  one  case.  There 
was  constantly  occurring  cases — not  so 
serious,  perhaps,  but  still  very  hard 
cases — where  the  authorities  used  their 
power  with  great  injustice. 

Me.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
would  admit  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
done  good  service,  in  a  Constitutional 
"^^Ji  by  bringing  this  case  under  the 
notice  of  the  House,  and  thus  strength- 
ening the  hands  of  the  Government  in 
their  endeavours  to  reform  the  laws  of 
the  Channel  Islands.  He  was  not  there 
either  to  defend  those  laws  or  the  prac- 
tical manner  in  which  they  were  ad- 
ministered— nor  did  he  wish  to  make 
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any  impntation  aff&inst  any  offloers ;  but 
he  murt  say  the  laws  were  so  peoidiar 
and  BO  repugnant  to  onr  feelings  Ihat 
nothing  would  satisfy  him  better  than  to 
be  the  humble  instrument  in  working 
some  change.  There  was,  however,  he 
was  bound  to  say,  a  very  great  praotioal 
difficulty  in  the  way.  He  beUered  no 
subjects  of  the  Queen  were  more  loyal 
or  more  devoted  to  the  Grown  than  the 
inhabitants  of  the  Channel  Islands. 
They  possessed  enormous  privileges, 
which  tliey  thoroug^y  appreciated,  and 
they  were  as  loyal  as  they  could  be.  If 
hon.  Members  wanted  a  specimen  of 
Home  Bule  they  had  it  in  the  Channel 
Triands.  This  question  of  the  state  of 
the  law  of  the  Channel  Islands  was  no 
new  matter  to  either  the  Gkyvemment 
or  that  House.  As  far  back  as  1846  and 
1847  a  Boyal  Commission  made  an  in- 
quiry respecting  the  Channel  Islands, 
eepeoially  with  regard  to  the  criminal 
law,  and  for  30  years  dieir  Report  had 
been  before  the  House.  The  oifficulty 
was  that  the  people  themselves  did  not 
wish  to  change  their  laws,  some  of  which 
were  most  extraordinary.  For  instance, 
all  the  jurats  were  dected  by  the  pec^le. 
He  haa  a  case  before  him  the  other  day 
when  one  of  these  jurats  became  bank- 
rupt under  circumstances  by  no  means 
creditable,  but  quite  the  reverse.  He 
was  asked  to  intmere  and  dismiss  him, 
and  put  some  one  else  in  his  place ;  but 
he  found  he  had  not  the  slightest  power 
to  do  so.  There  was  a  great  difficulty  in 
reforming  the  laws  of  the  Channel 
Islands,  hecause  the  people  would  not 
attempt  to  reform  tnem  themselves. 
There  was  likewise  this  peculiarity  in 
the  Channel  Islands.  Although  we  might 
pass  an  Act  of  the  Imperial  Legislature 
to  govern  these  Islands,  yet  until  that 
Act  was  registered  in  the  Boyal  Courts 
in  the  Islands  it  had  not  any  efipiect  there 
at  all.  It  was  true  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  was  invested  with  certain  arbitrary 
powers,  but  he  would  never  think  of  re- 
sorting to  them.  He  had,  however,  done 
his  best  to  induce  the  people  to  have  the 
laws  changed,  and  he  was  still  continu- 
ing those  endeavours.  When  there  was 
a  vacant  position  in  the  Island  of  Jersey 
last  year  ne  appointed  a  man  on  the  ex- 
press understanding  that  he  was  to  assist 
nim  (Mr.  Cross)  to  the  best  of  his  power 
iaenaeavouring  to  bring  about  a  reform. 
Ther^ore,  so  &  as  tiiai  part  of  ike  oaae 
was  concerned,  the  hon.  Member  might 
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rest  assured  Ihat  it  was  not  onm  whick 
he  could  possibly  advance  at  aU.    H* 
would  not  lose  sight  of  the  sttbjecat,  be- 
cause he  would  very  modi  like  to  aee  a 
reform  established.    To  come  to  tiie  in- 
dividual case  which  the  hon.  Member 
had  brought  forward,  he  had  not  a  word 
to  say  against  ^e  manner  in  whkh  H 
had  been  stated ;  and  if  he  mad«  one  cr 
two  remarks  he  trusted  the  hoti.  Mem- 
ber would  not  think  he  was  doing  no  ii 
order  to  prejudice  this  partioalar  caae. 
In  discussing  this  case  ne  thon^^  he 
was  discussing  the  conduct  of  the  Lav 
Officers  and  oSier  officers  of  the  lalaad ; 
and  the  hon.  Member  must  admit  that 
whatever  might  have  been  the  prorooa- 
tion  in  the  &st  instance,  the  libel  at  aD 
events  was  cross.    He  believed  ft  was 
true   that,   ^though  Colonel  de  ¥nbj 
had  served  very  gallantly  in  tlie  Army, 
vet  matters  had  been  brought  af^ainit 
nim  before  he  left  France  of  a  somewhat 
serious  character.    When,  however,  hs 
went  to  live  in  Guernsey  he  TMr.  Crns), 
had  no  reason  to  suppose  tnat  he  con- 
ducted himself  in  any  other  way  than 
a$  an  ordinary  citizen,  except  tiiat  ia 
the  newspapers  the  libels  which  he  pub- 
lidied  were  very  gross.    On  the  part  of 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  he  must  asy 
that  the  articles  which  Colonel  de  Fabj 
had  written  in  this  newspaper  since  tht 
charffe  was  made  against  him  were  such 
as   me   hon.    Member   for   Newcastle 
would  be    the   last   to   defend.      Tbe 
hon.  Member  complained  of  the   hus- 
band of  the  party  actine  as  a  Judge. 
He  (Mr.  Cross)  had  no&ing  to  aay  in 
defence  of  that.    He  would  not  now  go 
into  the  case  of  the  Attorney  General, 
because  it  wae  Colonel  de  Faby's  inten- 
tion to  prosecute  him  in  the  Courts  of 
Law,  and  it  would  be  wrong  for  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  say  anything  that 
would  prejudice  the  tnal.    As  to  tlM 
summoning  of  the  witnesses,  he  was  in- 
formed that  the  case  of  libel  was  one  ia 
which  the  ordinary  practice  in  this  re- 
spect was  not  foUowcKl.    With  reference 
to  the  place  in  which  Colonel  de  Falrf 
was  imprisoned,  he  had  letters  in  hui 
possession    from    the    Lieutenant  Go- 
vernor, which  he  should  be  happj  to 
show  to  the   hon.  Member   privat^, 
which  showed  that  every  consideratioD 
had  been  paid  to  hhn.     He  eraht  to 
have  been  placed  on  the  oriminaf  aide, 
b«t  he  was  placed  on  tbe  civil  aide  aad 
treated  as  a  debtor.     He  (Mr.  Ciosi) 
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knew  that  in  the  lebnd  a  ereat  deal 
had  been  said  against  the  Lieutenant 
(jh>T6mor;  but  he  did  not  beliere  that 
that  official  ever  had  one  thought  across 
his  mind,  exoept  to  do  what  was  right. 
As  to  the  question  of  deportation,  he 
believed  it  was  perfectly  true  that  the 
Lieutenant  (Jovemor  had  power  to  de- 
port persons  from  the  Island.  Such  a 
law  was  recognised  by  an  Order  in 
Council  so  late  as  1846.  He  was  bound 
to  say  that,  considering  the  peculiar 
situation  of  tiie  Islands,  it  was  a  law 
which  it  might  become  very  necessary  to 
put  into  force ;  but  he  did  not  think  he 
should  allow  it  to  be  put  in  force,  except 
in  Tory  q»ecial  cases.  But  in  Oolonel  ae 
Paby's  case,  he  was  liable,  under  the 
existing  law,  to  have  remained  in 
prison  for  the  rest  of  his  life.  In 
the  course  of  the  correspondence  which 
passed,  the  Lieutenant  Qovemor  re- 
oommended  that  in  default  of  paying 
l^e  fine  he  should  be  kept  in  prison 
for  the  space  of  nine  months ;  but  on 
the  facts  of  the  case  coming  before  him 
(Mr.  dross),  he  thought  that,  under  the 
drcumstances,  the  man  might  be  libe* 
rated  at  the  expiration  of  six  months. 
He  knew  perfectly  well  that  there  was  a 
great  feeling  in  the  Island  aaung  his 
mends,  and  the  Lieutenant  Qovenior 
suggested  that  when  he  came  out 
of  prison  he  should  leave  tiie  Idand. 
To  that  he  (Mr.  Cross)  assented ;  and 
Oolonel  de  Faby  was  let  out  of 
prison  and  deported.  As  soon  as  the 
matter  came  under  his  notice,  he  tele- 
graphed to  the  Gt>yemor  that  deporta- 
^on  was  not  intended — but  he  did  not 
know  of  it  until  after  Oolong  de  Faby 
had  left  the  Island.  It  should  be  borne 
in  mind  that  he  did  not  suffer  in  conse- 
quence, as  he  would  not  have  been  per- 
mitted to  leave  afiber  so  short  a  qpace  of 
imprisonment,  unless  he  had  promised 
to  leave  the  Island.  He  could  not  allow 
any  imputation  to  rest  on  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  with  reference  to  this  subject, 
and  he  hoped  the  House  would  consider 
that  the  Lieutenant  Oovemor  was  not 
in  any  way  to  blame. 

Ma.  WHITBBEAD  reminded  hon. 
Members  of  the  powers  of  a  journal  in  a 
small  community  like  Ghiemsey,  and 
that  the  libd,  which  was  very  gross, 
would  be  read  from  one  end  of  the  Island 
to  the  other.  He  thought  it  was  dear 
that  OoLond  de  Faby  had  been  allowed 
great  privileges  during  the  time  that  he 


spent  in  prison,  the  offence  with  which 
he  was  charged  being  one  of  a  very 
g^ve  character,  inasmuch  as  he  had  as- 
sailed not  only  the  character  of  a  man, 
but  his  relations  also.  He  thought  that 
the  Home  Secretary  had  done  rail  jus- 
tice, but  still  no  more  that  he  deserved, 
to  iJie  Lieutenant  Gbvemor,  under  the 
trjdng  circumstances  in  which  he  was 
placed. 

Genbbal  Sm  OEOBOE  BALFOUE 
said,  that  the  authorities  in  the  Islands 
claimed  to  be  independent  not  only  of 
the  Privy  Council,  but  of  Parliament. 
No  Englishman  who  went  to  the  Channel 
Islands  could  fl;o  there  without  risk  of 
his  personal  liberty  and  loss  of  his  pro- 
perty. No  Englishman  was  safe  trom. 
being  put  into  prison  for  imaginary 
claims  of  debt.  No  one  could  rely  on 
the  security  of  property,  so  complicated 
were  the  conditions  on  which  rights  in 
land  were  held.  The  real  Judges  of  the 
Courts  of  Law  were  elected,  in  a  form 
and  out  of  a  class,  totally  opposed  to  all 
the  arrangements  existing  in  Europe. 
The  reforms  were  urgently  needed,  but 
so  great  were  the  difficulties  in  over- 
coming the  home  rule  prejudices  of  the 
clique  interested  in  the  present  bad 
system,  that  he  could  only  say  that  he 
wished  the  Home  Secretary  God  speed 
should  he  make  an  attempt  to  carry  out 
the  reforms  to  which  reference  had  been 
made.  

Mb.  J.  CO  WEN  explained  that  he  had 
said  notiiinff  at  all  reflecting  on  the  con- 
duct of  the  Lieutenant  Gbvemor. 

PARLIAMENT— DESPATCH  OF  PUBLIC 
BUSINESS— RULES  OF  DEBATE. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  (JOLDNEY  rose  to  call  attention 
to  the  present  Rules  of  Debate.  The 
hon.  Member  said,  he  had  placed  on  the 
Paper  a  Notice  of  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee 

<*  to  coxudder  and  report  on  the  best  means  for 
^M^tating  the  despatch  of  Public  Bosmess,  and, 
especially,  to  inquire  whether  some  limit  might 
not  be  advantageously  placed  on  Motions  for 
Adjournment." 

The  Boles  of  the  House,  however,  pre- 
dnded  him  from  submitting  any  such 
Besolution.  He  observed  that  the  neces- 
sity for  doing  something  to  feunlitate  the 
tcansaotion  of  Public  Business  was  felt 
by  many  hon.  Members.  Attention  had 
been  called  to  the  subject  in  1848,  1861, 
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and  again  in  1871.  It  had  also  been 
considered  by  Select  Oommittees,  and 
certain  changes  had  been  recommended, 
but  the  fear  that  the  rights  of  private 
Members  might  be  infrmged  stood  al- 
ways in  the  way.  Being  himself  a  private 
Member  and  one  of  some  years'  stand- 
ing, he  ventured  to  come  forward  to  pro- 
pose a  moderate  change,  which  would 
not  have  the  effect  of  placing  a  minority 
at  the  mercy  of  an  overbearing  majority. 
He  would,  in  the  first  place,  pomt  out  that 
the  number  of  hours  which  they  sat  was 
on  the  increase.  During  an  ordinary 
Session  they  sat  altogether  some  1,400 
hours,  of  which,  at  lei^,  150  were  after 
12  at  night.  The  number  of  Motions 
that  were  recorded  on  the  Order  Book 
exceeded  10,000  in  the  Session.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  some  parts  of  the 
Bules  and  Orders  were  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent detrimental  to  the  progress  of  busi- 
ness and  to  the  convenience  of  the  House. 
First  there  was  the  Bule  that  no  Opposed 
Business  should  be  brought  forwardafter 
half-past  12.  That  Bule,  which  might  be 
a  very  g^ood  one,  applied  even  in  cases 
where  the  Member  who  had  given 
Notice  of  Opposition  was  not  present, 
and  he  thought  it  might  with  advantage 
be  altered  to  the  extent  of  requiring  that 
the  opposing  Member  should  be  in  Ids 
place  when  the  Order  was  called. 
Another  matter  to  which  he  wished  to 
call  attention  was  the  frequency  of  Mo- 
tions for  reporting  Progress  or  for  the 
Adjournment  of  uie  Debate  or  of  the 
House.  For  over  a  century — ^perhaps  a 
centu^  and  a-half— it  had  been  held  in 
that  House  that  it  was  necessary  40 
Members  should  be  present. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 


Mb.  GOLDNET  continued,  by  s^g 
that  so  jealous  were  Members  of  Isusi- 
ness  beinff  transacted  by  an  inadequate 
number,  9iat  thev  allowed  any  Member 
to  interpose  and  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  a  quorum  was  not  present. 
The  point  he  desired  to  have  specially 
consiciered  was  that,  if  it  required  40 
Members  to  carry  on  legislation,  it  oueht 
to  require  a  majority  of  40  to  say  that 
it  should  be  stopped,  by  adjourning  the 
House  or  the  Debate,  or  by  reporting 
Progress,  subject  to  the  exercise  of  a 
discretion  on  the  part  of  the  Ohair,  de- 
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pendent  in  part  upon  the  period  of  As 
evening  at  which  the  Motion  was  made. 
Early  in  the  evening  he  miffht  role  thai 
the  business  should  proceed ;  later,  that 
it  should  stop.  In  this  way  the  zighfei 
of  the  minority  might  be  fairlj  pco> 
tected,  and  at  the  same  time  the  BnaJnei 
of  the  House  saved  from  undue  sstw- 
ruption.  Evidence  had  been  |fiv«i  be- 
fore former  Committees  by  diatmguiflhed 
persons,  including  Speakersof  the  Hoqm, 
which  was  well  woitlnr  of  conoidertttiaa. 
After  two  or  three  lotions  for  the  Ad- 

i'oumment  of  the  House  or  of  the  Debate 
lad  been  made,  it  miffht  be  re&doied 
competent  for  any  Member  to  move  thai 
the  question  in  debate  should  be  pol, 
and  the  decision  of  the  House  tak^ 
The  practice  of  movine  altematelj  the 
Adjournment  of  the  House  and  cSt  the 
Deoate  was  one  of  very  modem  ovinia. 
It  used  at  one  time  to  be  a  Standutf 
Order  that,  after  a  Motion  for  the  a£ 
joumment  of  the  House  had  been  nega- 
tived, another  Motion  for  Adjoummeat 
should  not  be  made  until  a  new  Motion 
had  intervened,  and  it  was  contemplated 
that  a  substantial  Motion  should  have 
been  made;  but  in  1819,  on  the  East 
India  Bill,  when  a  Motion  for  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  House  had  been  nega- 
tived, Mr.  Hume  moved  the  Ac^oim- 
ment  of  the  Debate,  and  the  Motion  not 
being  questioned  as  to  correotnees,  that 
seemed  to  have  been  accepted  as  a  cob* 
stantial  Motion  ever  since.    A  rule,  in- 
deed, was  made  by  the  last  Speaker  that 
succeeding  Motions  for  the  Adjounmieflt 
of  the  House  should  be  made  bj  sepa- 
rate Members  and  not  by  the  same; 
but  in  Oommittee  it  was  competent  lor 
any  two  Members  to  move  and  aeooad 
the  Motion    alternately,    though   thej 
could  not  do  so  in  the  **  House  "  when 
the  Speaker  was  in  the  Chair.    When  a 
Motion  for  Adjournment  had  been  made, 
Members  speaking  thereupon  ought  to 
be  confined  oy  the  Ohair  to  the  subject 
of  Adjournment,  and  oueht  not  to  bt 
allowed  to  speak  on  the  Main  Question. 
In  past  time  Uie  Speaker  exercised  mon 
power  than  now,  having  since  been  con- 
trolled  by   precedents    and    Seaaional 
Orders.     These  matters  had  been  con- 
sidered by  Oommittees  in  1820,  in  1848, 
and  in  1861,  and  might  now  fairiy  be 
considered  again ;  for,  while  taking  the 

g:eatest  care  liot  to  interfere  with  the 
ules  which  had  grown  up  in  the  oouxts 
of  time,  their  operation  ought  to  be 
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carefully  watched  to  see  that  they  did 
not  conflict  with  changifa^  requirements. 
Members  were  now  occupied  in  attending 
the  House  for  an  average  of  nine  hours 
a-day,  in  addition  to  which  250  were  sit- 
ting on  Select  Oommittees  and  others  on 
Friyate  Bills ;  and  having  regard  to  the 
pressure  of  their  duties,  no  duty  could 
be  more  incumbent  on  them  than  to 
adopt  any  measures  they  could  to  lighten 
the  burden  of  their  labours  and  to  ex- 
pedite the  transaction  of  the  business  of 
Uie  country.  These  were  some  of  the 
matters  for  consideration  with  a  view  to 
amendment,  and  on  their  account  he 
hoped  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  be  able  on  a  future  day  to  assent 
to  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittoe 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  rejoiced  that 
this  subject  was  brought  forward  by  his 
hon.  Friend,  for  it  involved  a  question 
of  some  importance.  The  hon.  Member 
was  proceeding,  when 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  not  being  present, 

House  adjourned  at  Eight  o'clock 
till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

Monday,  1th  May,  1877. 

SOUTH   AFRICA— ANNEXATION   OF 
THE  TRANSVAAL.— QUESTION. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBEELEY  asked 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  he  has  any  informa- 
tion to  communicate  to  the  House  as  to 
the  reported  annexation  of  the  Trans- 
Taal  Territory  by  Sir  Theophilus  Shep- 
stone? 

The  Eakl  of  CAENAEVON:  My 
Lords,  I  am  not  surprised  the  noble  Earl 
should  have  asked  for  some  information 
on  this  subject.  So  far  as  my  official 
information  or  any  official  annoimce- 
ment  is  concerned,  I  have  no  informa- 
tion to  give  your  to  Lordships ;  but  I 
have  received  a  telegram  from  Sir  Bartle 
Frere  at  Kimberley,  which  leaves  no 
doubt  whatever  that  the  Transvaal  has 
passed  under  British  protection.     The 
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teleeram  states  that  news  arrived  there 
on  uie  16th  instant  to  the  effect  that  on 
the  22nd  of  March  Sir  Theophilus  Shep- 
stone  annexed  the  Transvaal  territory  to 
the  British  dominions,  and  that  he  had 
abolished  the  war  tax,  and  that  no  op- 
position was  expected  to  the  measure. 
According  to  the  Press  telegrams  the 
news  had  been  received  with  general 
satisfaction  from  Kimberley  to  Victoria. 
This  is  not  the  time  to  go  into  explana- 
tions ;  but  I  may  say  tins — that  in  con- 
sequence of  what  \hB  Correspondence 
showed  to  be  occurring  I  had  for  some 
time  feared  that  this  event  would  come 
to  pass.    I  have  repeatedly  during  the 
last  12  months  given  most  serious  warn- 
ings, if  you  will ;  encouragement,  if  you 
wm;   and  promise  of  support,  if  you 
will — but   all  in  vain.      Recently  the 
situation  became,  I  may  say,  perfectly 
deplorable.    Not  only  had  the  Trans- 
vaal country  lapsed  into  a  chronic  state 
of  anarchy  in  which  its  Government  was 
incapable  of  fulfilling  the  duties  of  the 
government  of  a  civilized  country,  either 
to  its  own  subjects  or  its  neighbours, 
but  the  country  itself  was  split  up  in 
factions :  the  peace  patched  up  with  the 
Native  Chiefs  turned  out  to  be  a  delu- 
sion, and — what  constitutes  the  greatest 
danger — the  Zulu  King,  who  can  com- 
mand   an    army  of   20,000  or  30,000 
Kaffirs,  has  shown  undoubted  signs  of 
hostility,  and  made  a  movement  on  the 
borders.    I  can  only  say  that  in  those 
circumstances  the  danger  seemed  to  be 
— and  is  now,  perhaps — ^very  serious  for 
all  parties.    I  am  satbfied  that  it  has 
been  owing  to  the  great  influence  of  Sir 
Theophilus  Shepstone   that  peace  has 
been  preserved    up  to  this  time.      K 
this  news  be  true — if  annexation  has 
been  resorted  to — ^I  have  little  doubt  it 
has  been  as  a  measure  of  self-preserva- 
tion, so  far  as  we  are  concerned,  far 
more  than  anything  else.    It  is  stated 
that    there  has    been  a  Protest  from 
President  Burgers;  but  I  have  reason 
to  think  that  it  is  a  Protest  of  the  most 
formal  character,   because   certainly  a 
very  large  proportion  indeed  of  the  com- 
mimity  of  Transvaal,   and  that  repre- 
senting the  intelligence,    wealth,    and 
respectability  of  the  country,  has,  for 
some  time  past,  in  presence  of  those 
serious  dangers,  desired  the  incorpora- 
tion of  their  territory  with  the  British 
dominions.    I  need  hardly  say  that  I  am 
not  surprised  at  what  has  occurred.    I 
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regret  it;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  regard 
it  as  ineyitable.  Tonr  Lorddiips  will 
not  expeot  me  to  express  any  precise 
opinion  as  to  the  grounds  on  which  Sir 
Theophilus  Shepstone  has  taken  the 
step.  This  seems  to  me  to  be  peculiarly 
a  case  in  which  we  are  bouna  to  with- 
hold an  opinion  until  we  have  some 
knowledge  of  the  particular  circum- 
stances— which  I  expect  to  receive  before 
long.  At  the  same  time,  it  would  be 
unfair  to  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone  if 
for  one  moment  I  allowed  the  impression 
to  go  abroad  that  I  thoueht  ne  was 
w£mting  in  judgment  and  discretion  in 
the  step  he  has  taken.  My  impression 
is  that  he  carried  forbearance  to  the  last 
point,  and  that  it  was  only  the  extreme 
emergency  of  the  situation,  emd  the  con- 
viction that  thepeace  £md  the  lives  of 
the  whole  of  theWnite  inhabitants  of  that 
part  of  South  AMca  were  involved  in- 
duced him  to  adopt  the  measures  he  is  re- 
ported to  have  taken.  When  I  receive 
the  details  of  the  measures,  I  will  take 
the  earliest  opportunity  of  laying  before 
Parliament  the  Papers  containing  that 
information. 

THE  MEDITERRANEAN— SECURITY  OP 

COMMERCE. 

MOTION  FOB  AN  ADDBE8S. 

LoBD  WAYENEY,  in  rising  to  move 
an  Address  on  the  subject  of  commerce 
in  the  Mediterranean,  said,  that  he  spoke 
neither  in  reference  to  nor  on  behalf  of 
either  of  the  belligerents,  nor  in  reference 
to  nor  on  behalf  of  either  of  the  political 
Parties  in  that  House.  His  desire  was 
to  elicit  from  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment  a  statement  of  the  measures  they 
intended  to  adopt  for  the  protection  of 
our  maritime  interests  in  the  event  of  a 
prolongation  of  this  war.  A  hope  was 
indulged  that  the  war  would  be  localized. 
He  felt  it  impossible  to  join  in  such  an 
anticipation — it  was  a  war,  he  thought, 
the  effects  of  which  were  likely  to  be  felt 
from  the  North  Oape  to  Aden.  It  was 
no  exaggeration,  he  thought,  to  term  it 
a  war  of  unexampled  extent,  thoiigh  he 
trusted  it  would  not  be  a  war  of  un- 
exampled duration.  Was  it  possible 
that  it  could  be  localized?  Ifnot,  all 
the  trade  of  the  Levant  would  be  im- 
perilled. It  was  not  impossible  that 
hostilities  would  be  oarriea  into  the  Me- 
diterranean, and  the  first  cannon  shot 
fired  in  that  sea  would  let  loose  all  the 
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elements  of  revolt  and  distnrlMme* 
its  shores,  and  tlius  serioudly  dktub 
commerce  of  neutrals,  and  eneeuJly  if 
this  country.  Pirates  in  the  dxrvotuB  if 
the  Islands  of  the  Levant  and  along  A* 
low-lyin^  ooasts  of  Dalmatia  woidd  tkia 
find  their  account  in  such  a  state  of  £»> 
turbance,  and  would  issue  forth  to  pnj 
upon  commerce  indisoriminataly,  ••  thty 
had  done  during  the  Greek  War  ai 
Independence.  The  introduction  of  steiai 
into  the  Oommeroial  Marine,  bj  tnaknig 
the  vessels  which  used  it  more  vinUe  ai 
a  distance,  increased  in  one  wmj  the 
dangers  of  piracy.  Then  there  wwtm 
veiy  grave  questions  as  to  blockade  aad 
contraband  of  war — among  whieh  eoel 
was  now  reckoned — respeotiiig  irUflh 
an  arrangement  among  the  Maritn— 
Powers  might  be  very  desirable.  He 
had  heard  on  good  authority  Amt  even 
if  Port  Said  was  blockaded  a  free  paa- 
saffe  through  the  Sues  Oanal  with  Um 
aid  of  pilots  might  be  preserved,  md  he 
sujg;ffested  that  an  international  rale 
mi^t  be  adopted,  in  accordance  with 
which  a  through  passage  by  seavays 
from  one  part  of  me  world  to  another 
might  be  left  for  those  not  ennged  in 
bemgerent  operations.  He  did  not  de- 
sire Qiat  the  combination  which  he  ad- 
vocated should  be  in  the  nature  of  aa 
alliance— all  he  desired  was  a  oomhina- 
tion  of  the  Maritime  States  to  proaeaie 
the  freedom  and  security  of  that  oom- 
merce  to  whidi,  in  a  great  degree,  they 
were  indebted  for  their  exisSmce  and 
their  power. 

Movtd,  "That  an  humble  AddrMs  be  p^ 
sented  to  Her  K^jesty,  praTing  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty will  be  graciously  pleased  to  inriia  the 
co-operation  of  the  (Joremments  of  the  Mari- 
time States,  her  allies,  in  maintaining  the  esco- 
rity  of  commerce  in  the  MediterraDeaa  aad 
in  the  seaways  leading  thereto." — {Tkt  Ltri 
Wavemy,) 

LoBD  STANLEY  ow  ALDEBLET 
pointed  out  that  no  instance  of  piiecj 
had  been  mentioned  by  the  noble  Lord 
except  the  one  to  whi^  he  had  called 
attention  on  a  previous  evening.  He 
thoiight  the  noble  Lord  oug^t  to  have 
been  satisfied  with  the  answer  he  thso 
received  from  the  noble  Earl  the  Seore- 
tary  for  Foreign  Affairs;  and  that  aaae 
consideration  might  be  idiown  to  Minis- 
ten  in  regard  to  patting  the  sane 
Questions  twice  over.  As  the  aoUe 
Lord  did  not  come  from  the  other  side 
of  St.  George's  Ohaimel,  there  was  dq 
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exciuie  for  oallisg  tlie  Danube  a  seaway. 
WjJUi  regard  to  piracy,  and  what  the 
noble  Lcm  called  the  wandering  pirates 
of  the  Meditearranean,  ihey  did  not  in 
reality  ezist^^-the  case  to  wbidi  the 
noble  Lord  called  attention  on  Monday 
was  not  Diraoy,  but  simple  brigandage. 
The  noble  Lord  had  referred  to  the 
Ghreek  War  of  Lidependence,  but  at  that 
time  there  were  no  gteamersi  and  at  the 
time  of  the  Crimean  War  there  wag  no 
piracy  to  speak  of,  though  the  Qreek 
GKnremment  then  acted  in  opposition  to 
the  French  and  English  allied  forces, 
invaded  Thessaly,  and  let  loose  all  the 
bad  characters  from  the  gaols.  The 
questioui  also,  of  the  Suez  Oanal  had 
been  the  subject  of  recent  consideration 
by  the  House,  and  he  could  not  see 
what  good  could  be  done  by  aeain  re- 
ferring to  it.  At  present,  in  fact,  he 
could  see  no  reason  for  any  of  the  evils 
the  noble  Lord  anticmated.  He  seemed 
to  have  caught  a  nightmare  from  a  re- 
cent perusalof  £ohifuon  Cruioe,  in  which 
he  had  seen  more  Sallee  rovers  and 
Algerine  corsairs  than  ever  issued  from 
those  ports. 

LoBD  DX7NSANT  thoup;fat  it  would 
be  v^y  undignified  of  ims  country  to 
ask  the  other  Maritime  Powers  to  assist 
them  in  doing  that  which  they  could  do 
for  themselvea.  A  few  ships  of  the 
British  Navy  would  give  a  summary 
account  of  any  pirates  who  might  at- 
tempt to  prey  on  British  commerce. 
The  noble  Lord,  moreover,  had  omitted 
to  indicate  who  were  the  Maritime  Powers 
whose  aid  it  was  desirable  to  invoke.  They 
mightdepend  upon  it  thatothercountries, 
if  uiey  saw  their  interest  was  involved, 
would  soon  take  means  to  put  down 
pirates,  without  waiting  for  an  appeal 
from  us.  The  events  of  the  Ghreek  War 
of  Lidependence,  60  years  ago,  were 
quite  beside  the  question  of  the  present 
day.  It  was  inconceivable  that  piracy 
should  exist  in  the  Mediterranean  in  the 
presence  of  a  few  fast  steamers  on  its 
coasts;  and  co-operation  of  the  kind 
suggested  might  be  calculated  rather  to 
hamper  than  assist  in  its  suppression. 

Tm  EinL  of  DEEBY  :  Your  Lord- 
ships will  probably  desire  that  I  should 
answer  the  Questions  suggested  by 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  I^rd  (Lord 
Waveney)y  and  in  doing  so  perhaps  X 
may  be  aUowed  to  say  a  few  words  by 
wi^  of  Qommefit  on  the  course  which 
^e  i^oble  Xpx^  ha,a  adopted,    I  do  not 


make  it  a  subject  of  complaint  that  the 
Notice  given  by  the  noble  Lord  is  of  the 
most  vague  and  general  character ;  but 
I  do  make  this  observation — that  there 
is  absolutely  nothing  in  that  Notice 
which  could  inform  anybody  of  what 
are  the  particular  matters  affecting  the 
security  of  commerce  to  which  it  was  the 
noble  Ix>rd's  intention  to  call  attention. 
I  am  sure  your  Lordships  will  under- 
stand me,  and  will  not  think  I  am  put- 
ting unnecessary  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
discussion,  if  I  say  that  when  questions  are 
raised  as  to  what  constitutes  contraband 
of  war,  or  as  to  what  particular  regula- 
tions have  been  issued  by  the  Turkish 
authorities  with  regard  to  operations  on 
the  Danube — when  questions  of  that 
kind  are  raised,  and  answers  to  them 
are  pressed  for,  it  is  not  unreasonable 
that  a  person  in  my  position  should 
expect  to  know  beforehand  what  the 
precise  points  are  to  which  attention  is 
intended  to  be  directed;  because  such 
questions  may  involve  very  difficult 
points  of  Litemational  Law,  on  which 
a  Minister  of  the  Grown  must  speak 
with  the  ^pearance  of  authority;  and 
therefore  I  cannot  think  that  anyone 
holding  the  office  which  I  hold  should 
be  called  upon  to  give  an  opinion  which 
would  go  forth  as  the  opinion  of  the 
British  Government,  unless  he  has  pre- 
viously had  time  for  consideration,  and 
for  eliciting  the  advice  of  those  who  are 
specially  conversant  with  those  matters. 
With  reeard  to  the  otherquestions  raised, 
I  have  less  difficulty  in  answering  Uie 
noble  Lord.  He  first  expressed  great 
apprehension  that  this  war  would  not  be 
localized.  He  thought  it  would  spread 
to  an  unexampled  extent.  I  shaU  not 
indulge  in  any  predictions,  but  I  do  not 
think  the  noble  Lord  gave  any  reason 
for  the  apprehension  he  expressed. 

LoED  WAVENEY  wished  to  explain 
that  what  he  had  said,  or  intended  to  say, 
was  that  he  feared  the  war  would  be  of 
wide  extent,  though  he  hoped  it  would 
not  be  of  unexampled  duration.  That 
it  was  of  wide  extent  he  illustrated  by 
saying  that  its  effects  might  be  felt  from 
the  Noi*th  Cape  to  Aden — and  he  feared 
that  in  its  consequences  it  might  spread 
over  the  Mediterranean. 

The  Eabl  of  DEEBY :  I  understood 
the  noble  Lord  to  say  that  it  extended 
or  would  extend  from  the  North  Cape  to 
Aden ;  but  I  cannot  think  that  the  people 
at  the  North  Cape  or  those  at  Aden  can 
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apprehend  that  they  are  in  much  danger. 
Again,  the  noble  Lord  fears  tiiat  with 
the  outbreak  of  this  war  there  will  come 
a  repetition  of  those  piratical  proceed- 
ings which  occurred  to  so  large  an  ex- 
tent in  the  war  of  Gbreek  Lidependence. 
I  should  doubt  whether  that  will  be  the 
case,  and  I  will  say  why.  In  the  first 
place,  the  whole  condition  of  things  is 
changed  by  the  introduction  of  steam 
— wluch  idone  makes  an  immense  dif- 
ference. The  noble  Lord  then  spoke  of 
the  difficulty  our  iron-plated  ships  would 
haye  in  passing  piratical  yessels.  Of 
course  our  iron-clads  were  not  made 
for  the  purpose  of  chasing  pirates. 
But  here  I  must  obsenre  tiiat  I  do 
not  think  that  a  disadyantag^  arises 
to  the  Mercantile  Marine  firom  the  use 
of  steam.  No  sailing  yessel  will  be  in 
the  long  run  a  match  for  a  steamer, 
so  far  as  speed  is  concerned;  and  I 
do  not  apprehend  that  pirates  will 
fit  out  steamers.  Again,  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  those  islands  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  referred  the  state  of  society 
along  the  coasts  is  altogether  chemged 
from  what  it  was  former^.  In  fact,  the 
present  conditions  are  entirely  different 
from  those  which  existed  at  the  time  of 
the  Qreek  War  of  Independence.  At 
all  eyents,  as  far  as  matters  haye  gone 
up  to  the  present  time — I  can  state  this 
as  a  matter  of  fact — no  single  complaint 
has  reached  me  from  people  in  the 
Greek  waters  in  reference  to  any  renewed 
outbreak  of  piracy  there,  either  actual 
or  expected.  The  only  case  that  has 
come  to  the  knowledge  of  the  Foreign 
Office  was  the  one  mentioned  a  week 
ago  by  the  noble  Lord  himself;  and  the 
result  was  not  yeiy  encouraging  to  the 
persons  who  set  up  in  that  line,  because 
the  affair  ended  in  the  whole  of  the  party 
being  captured.  I  may  notice,  too,  in 
passing,  that  that  case  was  not  one  of 
piracy  in  the  usual  sense  of  the  word. 
It  was  not  an  attack  made  on  a  yessel 
at  sea,  but  a  descent  on  an  unprotected 
yillage.  We  haye  a  certain  number  of 
gunboats  and  other  small  and  fast  yes- 
sels which  are  competent  for  the  protec- 
tion of  commerce,  and  the  number  can 
always  be  increased  if  necessary.  And 
we  are  not  alone  in  the  world.  France, 
Italy,  and  Germany  haye  powerful 
Nayies;  and  I  haye  not  the  slightest 
doubt  that  there  would  be  an  entire 
willingness  to  oo-operate  with  us,  and 
that  in  such  a  case  no  feeling  of  inter- 
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national  riyalry  or  jefdousy  wodild  be 
allowed  to  exist.  I  am  not  quite  mr*  h 
to  what  the  noble  Lord  said  about  •obm 
new  arrangement  or  combination  for  tW 
protection  of  commerce.  I  fouled  to  make 
out  clearly  whether  the  noble  Lord 
suggests  that  theMaritimePowers  aliould 
combine  to  introduce  new  reg^olmtioiM, 
or  combine  together  for  the  more  etrm- 
gent  enforcement  of  the  intemAtioaal 
obligations  which  now  exist.  If  tke 
latt^  be  the  suggestion,  then  I  do  not 
think  there  is  on  that  point  mu^  dif- 
ference between  the  noble  Lord  sad 
myself.  If  there  were  anything  widoli 
we  considered  an  inyasion  of  the  rights 
of  Neutral  Powers  we  should  un- 
doubtedly, and  as  a  matter  of  ooutm, 
communicate  with  the  other  Neutral 
Powers,  and  we  should  be  ready  and 
willinjo;  to  concur  with  them  in  a  coonnoii 
line  ofaction.  I  am  not,  howerer,  awu* 
that,  under  the  existing  rules  of  Inter^ 
national  Law,  there  is  any  want  of  dn» 
proyision  against  interference  with  the 
mtereets  of  commerce.  At  any  rate,  it  is 
better,  Ithink,to  wait  until  some  real  case 
arises.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
the  Suez  Oanal,  I  am  sure  the  noUe 
Lord  will  excuse  me  for  saying  that  it 
is  too  graye  and  too  delicate  a  one  to  bt 
dealt  with  in  an  off-hand  manner.  I  haye 
already  stated  here,  and  my  right  boa. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  ikd^equer 
has  stated  in  "  another  place,"  that  we 
are  watching  that  question  earnestly  and 
anxiously  with  the  yiew,  should  the  ciat 
arise,  of  taking  such  steps  as  maybe 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  Bntish 
commerce.  I  do  not,  for  my  own  pazt» 
I  confess,  apprehend  the  oanger  and 
difficulty  on  that  point  which  many  per- 
sons seem  to  think  may  arise.  I  am 
quite  sure  it  is  not  the  wish  nor  the  in- 
terest of  either  of  the  Powers  now  belli- 
gerents to  bring  upon  itself  the  hoetiLity 
of  neutral  nations  by  an  interference  with 
neutral  trade  which  would  be  absolutdy 
wanton  and  unnecessaxy,  and  could  serre 
no  usefid  purpose  in  the  operations  of 
war.  I  think  the  noble  Lord  will  anti- 
cipate the  answer  I  haye  to  giye  as  to 
his  Motion.  Indeed,  I  presume  he  pot 
that  Motion  on  the  Paper  rather  with  the 
yiew  of  introducing  a  discussion  than  of 
pressing  it  on  your  Lordships.  We  are 
quite  ready  to  ask  the  co-operation  of  all 
theMaritimePowerstoextendthesecurity 
to  commerce  wheneyer  we  see  or  when- 
eyer  it  is  shown  that  there  is  a  necessity 
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for  such  an  extension;  but  I  do  not  think 
it  woold  be  of  any  use  to  invite  their  co- 
operation unless  we  had  had  some  spe- 
cmc  proposal  to  bring  before  them.  In 
any  case  it  is  not  necessary  to  address 
the  Crown  to  direct  us  to  do  that  which 
we  are  perfectly  willing  to  do  without 
any  Address  such  as  that  proposed  by 

the  noble  Lord.  

Lord  WAVENEY  begged  to  express 
his  satisfaction  with  the  answer  oi  the 
noble  Earl  generally^  but  more  especially 
with  that  part  of  it  having  reference  to 
the  Suez  Oanal.  He  would  withdraw 
his  Motion. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
draum, 

HonBe  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Six  o'clock,  Idll  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  1th  May,  1877. 


MINXJTESJ  —  Public  Bills  —  Committee  — 
Customs,  Inland  Reyenue,  and  Savings  Banks 
[143]— B.P. 

Third  Reading — Public  libraries  Act  (Ireland) 
Amendment  *  [149],  and  passed. 


QUESTIONS. 


ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  ACT,  1870— 
SCHOOL  BOARD  OF  SWINDON. 

QT7ESTI0N. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE 
asked  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council, 
If  he  will  explain  the  reasons  which 
have  prevented  the  Education  Depart- 
ment issuing  an  order  for  the  formation 
of  a  School  Board  for  the  town  of  Swin- 
don, in  Wiltshire,  notwithstanding  the 
expiration,  on  the  27th  September,  1876, 
of  the  time  mentioned  in  tiie  final  notice 
of  the  27th  March,  1876;  if  it  is  the 
case  that  the  Auction  Mart,  said  to  have 
been  recently  purchased  for  the  purposes 
of  a  Church  School,  was  still  bemg  used 
for  sales  on  April  28th,  1877,  and  can 
in  any  case  only  provide  accommodation 


I  for  350  children  out  of  the  580  specified 
in  the  final  notice  of  the  Department ; 
and,  if  he  is  aware  that  the  population 
of  Swindon,  being  now  18,400,  and 
school  accommodation  existing  for  only 
1,952  children,  fresh  educational  accom- 
modation is  required  for  1,114  children 
and  not  for  580  only  ? 

Viscount  SANDON:  Sir,  the  usual 
procedure  of  the  Department  has  been 
followed  in  the  case  of  the  formation  of  the 
Swindon  School  Board.  The  time  limited 
by  the  final  notice  expired  on  the  8th  of 
October,  1876,  and,  in  conformity  with 
our  invariable  practice,  the  matter  was 
referred  to  the  Inspector  to  report  whe- 
ther the  requirements  of  the  Depart- 
ment had  been  or  were  in  course  of 
being  fulfilled.  His  Beport  informed  us 
that  the  accommodation  required  was 
in  course  of  being  supplied,  and  that 
arrangements  were  being  made  for  ac- 
quiring possession  of  the  Auction  Mart, 
which  would  supply  accommodation  for 
228  children,  and  that  the  National 
School  would  be  enlarged  so  as  to  pro- 
vide for  870  children,  thus  providing 
extra  accommodation  for  593,  being  in 
excess  of  the  number  required  by  the 
final  notice.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
Auction  Mart  at  Swindon  was  used  for 
sales  in  April  of  this  year,  but  it  was 
certainly  bought  for  the  school  in  1876. 
As  to  the  increase  in  the  population  of 
Swindon,  we  are  only  able  to  complete 
the  supply  of  the  country  upon  the 
basis  of  the  population  when  our  notices 
were  originally  published.  As  soon  as 
we  have  completed  the  general  supply 
of  the  country  upon  this  basis,  which  I 
hope  will  be  shortly  the  case,  we  shall 
then  have  to  make  another  inquiry, 
which  will,  of  course,  entail  the  usual 
notice  to  the  locality  demanded  by  the 
Act  of  1870,  and  we  shall  lose  no  time 
in  seeing  that  the  accommodation  for 
the  increased  population  is  provided.  I 
need  hardly  remind  my  noble  Friend, 
that  if  £my  locality  desires  to  have  a 
a  school  board,  and  if  a  majority  of  the 
ratepayers  vote  for  it  in  legal  form,  a 
school  board  is  at  once  ordered  by  the 
Department. 

INDIA— TAXATION  OF  INDIA. 

QX7S8TION. 

Sib  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  with 
reference  to  the  new  measures  of  Taxa- 
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tion  introduced  in  tlie  LegidatiTe  Ooun- 
oil  of  Bengal,  Whether,  in  aocordanoe 
with  the  instructions  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  in  Council,  dated 
Slst  March,  1874,  and  11th  November, 
1875,  the  intention  to  introduce  those 
measures  was  previously  communicated 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council ;  if 
so,  whether  they  have  been  considered 
and  approved  by  him  ? 

LoBD  GEOEQE  HAMILTON:  Sir, 
information  of  the  intended  legislation 
was  sent  home  to  my  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  by  telegraph  under 
the  clause  of  the  despatch  of  the  1 1th 
November,  1876,  referring  to  urgency. 
The  Secretary  of  State  gave  leave  for 
the  introduction  of  the  measures,  re- 
serving his  liberty  of  expressing  any 
objection  at  a  later  stage.  At  the  same 
time,  it  is  right  to  say  that  my  noble 
Friend  the  present  Secretary  of  State 
has  for  some  time  past  recommended  to 
the  Viceroy  the  principle  that  where  irri- 
gation has  been  provided  at  large  ex- 
pense by  the  State  for  the  benefit  of  any 
locality  or  province,  the  locality  or  pro- 
vince 80  benefited  ^ould  recuperate  the 
State. 


MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACT  (1876)— 

SEAWORTHY   SHIPS— THE    "OLYDES- 

DALE."— QUESTION. 

Mb.  GEIEVE  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  If  it  is  true  that 
the  ship  ''  Clydesdale,"  after  being  in 
the  hands  of  tradesmen  at  Greenock  for 
more  than  a  month,  and  under  the  in- 
spection of  the  two  local  surveyors  to 
Lloyds  Eegister  of  Shipping,  and  re- 
paired to  class  with  them,  was  frequently 
visited  by  the  local  surveyors  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  while  being  so  repaired, 
and  no  objection  made  against  the  vessel ; 
if  it  be  true  that  when  repairs  were 
nearly  completed,  cargo  taken  on  board, 
and  the  crew  shipped,  the  Board  of 
Trade  caused  Mr.  Price,  their  chief 
officer  for  the  Clyde,  and  three  others 
to  survey  the  **  Clydesdale,"  who  re- 
ported her  unseaworthy ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  owner  thereupon  de- 
manded a  special  survey  from  Lloyds, 
who  appointed  Mr.  Mumford  of  Glas- 
gow and  Mr.  Williamson  of  Sunderland 
to  join  Mr.  Boolds  and  Mr.  Couohman 
(the  local  surveyors)  on  the  survey,  and 
if  he  is   aware    these   four    surveyors 
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unanimously  pronoonoed  the  tmhI  mt- 
fectly  seaworthy ;  if  it  is  true  tkat  Mr. 
Turner,  the  principal  eurvejor  of  tiie 
Board  of  Trade,  was  unable  to  wwifif 
the  decision  of  his  ooUeaguee  wken  tiie 
ship  was  released;  and,  whetfaflr  Hm 
Board  of  Trade  is  prq;iared  to  nuke 
compensation  to  the  owner  of  the 
**  Clydesdale?" 

Sib  CHAELES  ADDEBLEY:  Tbm 
officers  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Sir,  mej 
not  interfere  with  a  ship  until 
brought  forward  for  some  senriee  «t 
I  do  not  know  of  any  of  them 
the  Clydeidale  while  she  was  ond^ 
pair  in  the  hands  of  Lloyd's  8unrejQt& 
If  they  did,  they  would  not  interfaii 
while  such  repairs  were  inoompleCa.  At 
the  proper  time  the  district  officer,  with- 
out any  direction  from  the  Boud  c^ 
Trade,  exercised  his  juc^gment  as  to  her 
fitness  to  go  safely  to  sea,  as  was  his 
duty,  and  detained  her.  The  owners 
resorted  to  the  provisions  of  the  6tli  sec- 
tion of  the  Act  of  last  year,  and  ^>- 
pointed  a  surveyor  out  of  the  statototy 
list,  who  with  two  Board  of  Trade  sur- 
veyors, agreed  that  the  ship  should  be 
further  surveyed.  Upon  this  the  owners, 
instead  of  appealing  to  the  Court  of 
Survey,  askea  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
send  down  one  of  their  principal  snr- 
veyors,  who  went  down  to  Glasgow^  and 
reported  that  the  ship  might  be  allowed 
to  go  to  see  without  serious  danger  to  life, 
but  that  the  preliminary  detention  was 
on  reasonable  grounds  and  perfectly 
justified  by  the  appearance  of  certain 
timber  heads.  The  ulydeiiah  was  there- 
upon released,  but  compensation,  of 
course,  has  not  been  applied  for. 

TUBKEY-THB  LOAN  OF  1854. 

Quxsnoii'. 

Mb.  J.  G.  HUBBABD  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
A&irs,  When  the  Oopy  of  the  Joint 
Representation,  made  17th  Febroazy. 
1877,  at  Constantinople,  with  reference 
to  the  Turkish  Loan  of  1854,  and  the 
Eeply  made  bv  the  Porte,  for  which 
papers  an  Address  was  moved  on  the 
22nd  March,  will  be  presented  to  the 
House? 

Mr.  BOUBKE,  in  reply,  aaid,  he 
could  assure  his  right  hon.  Friend  that 
there  would  be  no  unnecessary  delay  in 

5 reducing   the  Papers   to   which   the 
iuestion  referred. 
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contend,  has  been  compelled  to  adopt 
the  measure  in  question. 


TUEKEY— LOAN  OF  1864— THE  BOND- 
HOLDEKS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  J.  Q.  HUBBAED  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether, 
in  fulfilment  of  their  promise  last  Ses- 
sion to  influence  the  forte  in  favour  of 
the  bondholders  of  the  1854  Turkish 
Loan,  the  Goyemment  will  represent  at 
Constantinople  the  injustice  of  the  Tur- 
kish Ambassador  in  London  withhold- 
ing £*om  the  Bank  of  England  the 
formal  instruction  to  pay  to  the  bond- 
holders the  money  belonging  to  them 
now  in  the  Bai^,  and  under  no  possible 
circumstances  available  for  any  other 
purpose  ?         

Ita:  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEE,  in  reply,  said,  the  House  was 
aware  from  the  Answers  given  to  former 
Questions  that  the  matter  referred  to 
had  been  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  Porte,  and  that  joint  representations 
had  been  made  on  the  subject  by  the 
Governments  of  England  and  France. 
He  might  add  that  the  Gt>vemment  pro- 
posed to  take  advantage  of  the  oppor- 
tunity afforded  by  the  return  of  the 
British  Ambassador  to  Constantinople 
to  press  the  matter  again  upon  the 
attention  of  the  Forte,  and  to  make 
remonstrances  in  its  own  interests  as 
well  as  in  the  interests  of  the  bond- 
holders. 

SOUTH  APEICAN  COLONIES— ANNEXA- 
TION OP  THE  TRANSVAAL. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGESSEN 
said,  he  wished  to  ask  a  Question  of  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, of  which  he  had  not  been  able  to 
give  him  Notice: — Whether  he  could 
give  the  House  any  information  as  to 
Uie  truth  of  the  report  contained  in  the 
newspapers  that  morning  of  the  annexa- 
tion of  the  Transvaal  Eepublic  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB:  Sir,  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  does  not  appear 
to  be  in  his  place ;  but  I  can  state  that 
no  official  announcement  of  the  annexa- 
tion of  the  Transvaal  has  been  recived, 
but  I  am  informed  by  Lord  Carnarvon 
that  he  has  no  reason  to  doubt  that  Sir 
Theophilus  Shepstone,  having  exhausted 
every  means  of  arriving  at  a  settlement 
of  the  difficulties  with  which  he  had  to 


PARUAACENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE— APPOINTMENT  OF  A  SELECT 

COMMITTEE.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  had  a 
Notice  on  the  Faper  on  the  subject  of 
the  Business  of  the  House,  and  he 
would  venture  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  move  for 
a  Select  Committee  to  consider  the 
subject  of  the  Public  Business  of  the 
House  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB,  in  reply,  said,  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  House  being  counted  out 
on  Friday  night  he  had  an  opportunity 
of  giving  an  explanation  on  this  sub- 
ject. He  had  now  to  state  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  not  of  opi- 
nion the  time  had  come  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee  on  Fublic 
Business. 

THE   EASTERN   QUESTION  —  RESOLU- 
TIONS (MR.  GLADSTONE). 

POSTPONEMENT    OF    OBDEBS    OF    THE  DAY* 

Mb.  TEEVELTAN:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich  a  Question  of  which  I 
have  given  him  private  Notice.  It  is  a 
Question  the  reply  to  which  many  other 
hon.  Members  besides  myself  await  with 
very  deep  interest.  I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  Whether,  in  the 
place  of  his  second  Besolution,  he  will 
substitute  words  which  would  make  it 
read  as  follows : — 

<*  That  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  the  Forte, 
by  its  conduct  towards  its  subject  populations, 
and  by  its  refusal  to  give  g^uarantees  for  their 
better  goyemment,  has  forfeited  all  claim  to  re- 
ceive either  the  material  or  the  moral  support  of 
the  British  Crown ;  ** 

and,  whether  he  will  abstain  firom  mov- 
ing his  third  and  fourth  Eesolutions  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  Mr.  Speaker,  in 
answer  to  the  Question  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  I  need  not  say  that  I  stand  here, 
as  I  stood  last  week,  responsible  for  the 
whcde  of  these  five  Besolutions ;  and, 
indeed,  I  do  not  think  it  is  within  my 
competence  myself  to  move,  or  rather  to 
adopt,  any  change  in  them  before  mov- 
ing them,  in  consideration  of  the  under- 
standing that  prevails  between  Members 
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of  this  House  and  the  principles  upon 
which  Notices  are  given — ^unless  it  were 
a  merely  verbal  change,  which  this  can 
hardly  be  called.  Nevertheless,  I  quite 
accede  to  the  substance  of  both  the 
propositions  of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  will 
read  the  words  of  the  second  Eesolution 
to  the  House  as  he  has  proposed  it, 
because,  only  havine  heard  them  once, 
it  is  possible  that  the  House  may  not 
gather  their  full  effect.  He  proposes 
that  the  second  Hesolution,  which  in  its 
original  form  is  before  all  the  Members 
of  tne  House,  should  run  as  follows : — 

"  That  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  the  Porte' 
by  its  conduct  towards  its  subject  populations, 
and  by  its  refusal  to  give  g^uarantees  for  their 
better  ^oyemment,  has  forfeited  all  claim  to  re- 
oeive  either  the  material  or  the  moral  support  of 
the  British  Crown." 

Sir,  that  Resolution  is  entirely  satisfac- 
tory to  me,  though  it  is  not  exactly  the 
form  of  words  I  proposed ;  and  though, 
as  I  have  said,  I  do  not  feel  warranted 
in  making  a  change  and  asking  the 
House  at  once  to  consider  that  change, 
if  it  be  the  pleasure  of  my  hon.  Friend 
to  move  that  change  I  should  readily 
accede  to  it,  and  be  prepared  to  support 
it.  With  regard,  Sir,  to  the  remaining 
Hesolutions,  I  may  say  as  respects  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  opposite 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mary- 
lebone  (Mr.  Forsyth),  to  substitute  the 
word  "obtaining"  for  "exacting,''  I  hare 
no  objection  to  that  Amendment  what- 
ever. I  presume  the  mode  of  proceeding 
would  be  this — I  shall  move  the  first 
Eesolution,  upon  which  I  suppose  there 
will  be  a  division.  I  shall  then  move 
the  second  Resolution,  in  order  that  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  may  have  an 
opportunity,  if  he  thinks  fit,  of  moving 
to  substitute  the  word  which  he  has 
proposed;  and  if  out  of  that  Amend- 
ment of  his  a  division  should  grow,  I,  of 
course,  should  be  very  ready  that  that 
division  should  take  place.  With  regard 
to  the  other  Resolutions,  I  shall  not  wink 
it  necessary  to  trouble  the  House  by 
asking  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  put  them 
from  the  Chair. 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
Sir,  I  am  aware  that  there  is  no  Ques- 
tion before  the  House,  and  that  I  have 
no  right  to  address  the  House,  but  per- 
haps 1  may  be  allowed  to  say  one  word. 
It  appears  to  me,  Sir,  that  &e  Resolu- 
tions as  proposed  to  be  amended  by  my 
right  hon.  rriend  are  such  as  will  meet 
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with  very  general  support — at  all 
from  this  side  of  the  MouBe ;  and  'mrSSt 
that  conviction  I  wish  to  a|^>eal  to  mj 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  MaidstoD* 
(Sir  John  Lubbock)  not  to  take  tika 
course  of  which  he  has  given  Notioa,  of 
moving  the  Previous  Question. 

SiK  JOHN  LUBBOCK :  After  tke 
important  announcement  which  hma  just 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  (Jentlemam 
the  Member  for  Oreenwioh,  the  state  of 
the  case  is  entirely  altered.  The 
lutions  as  they  will  now  stand  I 
cordially  support,  and  therefore  I  ahall 
not  move  the  Previous  Queaticm^^ 

The  OHANOELLOR  OF  THB  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  am  not  quite  sure.  Sir,  that  I 
heard  correctly  what  fell  from  the  boa. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Maidstone  (8ir 
John  Lubbock),  and  I  am  still  laae  sue 
whether  I  understood  correctly  what  fell 
frt>m  the  right  hon.  G^tleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Ghreenwich,  but  as  it  appeazs  to 
me  the  House  is  getting  into  a  tcit  ridi- 
culous position.    Sir,  it  will  be  in  th« 
recollection  of  the  House  that  about  10 
days  ago  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Cnm- 
berland  (Mr.  0.  W.  Howard)  with  acnn<» 
solemnity  informed  the  House  that  in  the 
unfortimate  absence  of  the  ri^ht   bon. 
Member  for  (Greenwich  he  desired  to  0;iti» 
Notice,  on  the  part  of  that  right  hon.  Oen  - 
tleman,  that  he  would,  on  the  Ist  of  ICaj. 
bring  forward  certain  Resolutions  "  with 
rega^  to  the  Eastern  Question  and  tht* 
prospective  policy  of  the  Government.'* 
Well,  we  had  that  Notice  given;  and 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cbrist- 
church  rSir  H.  Drnmmond  Wolff),  with 
a  sort  01  prescient  intuition  that  it  wan 
likely  there  would  be  something  rather 
curious  in  this  Motion,  gave  Notice  at 
once  that  he  should  be  prepared  to  more 
the  Previous  Question.     Then,  on   the 
following  Monday,  the  right  hon.  Oea- 
tleman  the  Member  for  (menwich  oame 
down  to  the  House,  and  gave  Notice  in 
the  usual  manner  of  the  Resolutions 
which  he  was  about  to  propose ;  and  I 
remember  quite  well  that  he  stated  at 
the  time  he  gave  that  Notice  that  he 
was  anxious  to  put  them  in  such  a  form 
as  would  give  the  House  an  opportunity 
of  meeting  them  with  any  Amendment. 
[Mr.    Oladstonx:    I    said,    I    would 
move  them  separately.^    Yes ;  or  sepa- 
rately —  separately  with  any  Amend- 
ments.    Well,  hardly  had  that  Notice 
been  given  when  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Meml^  for  Maidstone  got  up  and  gave 
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Notice  that  he,  on  his  part,  would  move 
the  Previous  Question.  Well,  Sir,  the 
question  then  arose — could  any  Amend- 
ment be  moved  upon  those  Eesolutions  ? 
It  is  no  breach  of  confidence  to  say  that 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Christ- 
church  was  anxious  to  alter  the  Notice 
which  he  had  announced  to  the  House, 
and  to  move  an  Amendment  upon  the 
first  of  these  Eesolutions.  But  he  was 
informed  that  in  consequence  of  the  step 
that  had  been  teiken  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Maidstone  he  was  precluded  from 
doing  so;  and  that  even  though  ^e 
House  might  not  support  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Maidstone  on  the  **  Ptevious 
Question,"  it  was  absolutely  impossible 
for  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Ohristohurch  or  any  one  else  to  move 
any  Amendments  at  all  upon  the  first 
of  these  Eesolutions.  WeU,  Sir,  we  on 
this  side  of  the  House  have  been  called 
the  "  stupid  Party ; "  and  I  freely  admit 
that  our  wits  are  not  so  keen  as  the  wits 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  especially 
as  the  wit  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Border  Burghs  (Mr.  Trevelyan),  for  he 
has  discovered  a  way  of  turning  this 
difficulty  by  putting  ihe  Question  whe- 
ther certain  Amendments  would  or  would 
not  be  accepted.  Having  got  the  infor- 
mation that  these  Amendments  would 
be  accepted,  then  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Maidstone  is  perfectly  satis- 
fied, and  getting  up,  accepts  the  altered 
state  of  circuinstances,  emd  withdraws 
his  Notice.  Sir,  I  think  this  is  really  a 
very  peculiar,  and,  I  am  bound  to  say,  a 
rather  undignified  position  for  the  House 
to  be  placed  in,  because  this  is  a  matter 
that  has  been  before  the  country  for 
more  than  a  week ;  and  mv  noble  Friend 
the  Postmaster  General  teUs  me  that  the 
telegraph  revenue  has  been  sensibly 
sweUed  by  telegrams  being  sent  to 
all  parts  of  the  country  to  support  these 
important  Eesolutions.  Meetings  have 
also  been  held  for  the  same  purpose, 
and  we  were  told  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dundee  (Mr.  E.  Jenkins)  was  con- 
templating a  new  edition  of  his  pam- 
phlet which  was  to  blow  up  the  un- 
natural coalition  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House;  in  fact,  that  he  was  about  to 
re-establish  the  mountain,  and  that  the 
mountain  was  to  bring  forth  somethix^ 
to-day.  But,  Sir,  I  confess  that  although 
we  shall  find  ourselves  in  a  position  of 
some  little  difficulty  in  proceeding  to 
discuss  the  very  different  Eesolutions 


which  are  now  to  be  submitted  to  us, 
still  I  think  that  perhaps  of  two  absurdi- 
ties we  had  better  choose  the  lesser. 
Only  this,  I  would  venture  to  suggest  to 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Christ- 
church,  as  the  noble  Lord  opposite  has 
given  his  advice  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Maidstone  that  he  should  keep  himself 
in  reserve,  so  my  hon.  Friend  should 
not  pledge  himself,  till  he  sees  whether 
at  the  end  of  the  speech  which  we  are 
all  expecting  to  listen  to  to-night,  my 
right  hon.  Fnend  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich does  really  move  this  Eesolution 
after  all.  We  are  so  unused  to  what 
has  passed  that  I  feel  that  almost  any- 
thing may  happen,  therefore  I  ought  to 
make  some  such  request  as  that— -I  beg 
to  move  that  the  Orders  of  the  Day  be 
postponed  until  after  we  have  considered 
the  Eesolutions  with  regard  to  the 
Eastern  Question. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  be  postponed 
until  after  the  Notice  of  Motion  relating  to  the 
Eastern  Question."  —  (Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,) 

Several  hon.  Members  rose  to  address 
the  House,  proposing  to  raise  a  question 
of  Order :  but  Mr.  Speaker  calling  on 
Mr.  Gladstone  to  proceed — 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said :  I  hope.  Sir, 
I  am  not  trespassing  unduly  upon  the 
patient  indulgence  of  the  House  in  seek- 
ing to  say  a  few  words  upon  this  Motion, 
inasmuch  as  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  the 
course  of  his  speech,  has  made  a  very 
direct  appeal  to  me,  and  has  thought 
himself  justified  in  insinuating  a  doubt 
whether  I  am  about  to  move  any  of  these 
Eesolutions  at  all.  I ,  am  aware  of  no 
fi;round  that  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
has  for  insinuating  such  a  doubt,  because 
I  have  already  told  the  House  that  I 
am  as  much  responsible  at  the  present 
moment  for  the  whole  of  these  Eesolu- 
tions as  I  was  on  Monday  last.  But 
with  regard  to  the  question  how  many 
of  these  Eesolutions  are  to  be  put  from 
the  Chair,  I  think  it  is  the  usage  of  this 
House,  known  to  all  who  hear  me,  and 
who  are  practised  in  the  Business  of  this 
House,  in  the  case  of  a  string  of  Eeso- 
lutions being  moved,  that  it  is  a  matter 
entirely  within  the  discretion  of  the  per- 
son moving  them  how  many  of  them 
shall  be  put  from  the  Chair — ^provided 
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that  he  obtains  from  the  House  a  judg- 
ment which,  by  fair  implication,  inyolves 
the  judgment  of  the  House  on  the  whole 
of  his  propositions.  The  principle  upon 
which  I  have  proceeded  in  this  case  nas 
been  to  put  forward,  in  the  first  place,  a 
Resolution  to  which,  in  my  opinion,  it  will 
be  most  difficult  for  all  candid  and  rea- 
sonable men  to  object,  and  I  own  that  I 
was  sang^ne  enough  to  believe  that  it 
might  be  possible  to  induce  Her  Majesty's 
Gt>yemment  to  consider  that  Besolution. 
Haying  done  so,  I  might  haye  felt  it  to 
be  my  duty  to  propose  the  Eesolutions 
which  followed ;  but,  at  any  rate,  I  am 
within  my  right  in  declining  to  put 
myself  to  the  disadvantage  of  pledgmg 
myself  to  proceed  to  a  succession  of 
divisions  on  each  of  these  Eesolutions — 
possibly  with  diminishing  numbers  in 
each  successive  division.  Therefore,  I 
tell  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  that  he  has  no 
moral  right,  and  is  entirely  going  beyond 
the  bare  courtesies  of  debate  and  of  this 
House,  in  stating  that  he  would  wait 
until  the  close  of  the  speech  in  order  to 
ascertain  whether  any  Resolution  was 
moved  at  all,  and  when  he  calls  upon  me 
to  state  whether  I  do  or  do  not  intend  to 
move  the  whole  of  these  Eesolutions. 
p'No,  no!"]  The  noble  Lord  the 
Postmaster  General  takes  exception  to 
that  statement.  [Lord  John  Mannebs  : 
I  said  nothing  of  the  kind.]  Well,  then, 
some  equally  good  Oonservative  behind 
the  noble  Lord  must  have  done  so,  and 
I  beg  the  noble  Lord's  pardon  for  refer- 
ring to  him  in  that  manner.  The  in- 
sinuation of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is, 
however,  in  direct  contradiction  to  my 
statement  that  I  was  about  to  move 
the  first  Eesolution,  and  that  I  should 
follow  it  by  moving  the  second  Eesolu- 
tion. The  rig^ht  hon.  Gentleman  got  up 
and  said  he  should  wait  until  the  end  of 
my  speech,  in  order  to  see  whether  I 
moved  the  Eesolutions  before  he  would 
advise  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Ohristchurch  what  course  he  should 
take  with  reg^ard  to  his  Amendment.  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  that  is  not  the 
treatment  which  hon.  Members  of  this 
House  are  entitled  to  receive  at  the 
hands  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  a  good 
deal  more  than  that ;  and  in  addressing 
myself  to  this  ^int,  I  must  assume  a 
tone,  I  am  afraid,  of  retaliation.    The 
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Tight  hon.  Gentleman  atLjn  titat  Urn 
House  is  placed  in  an  undignified 
tion ;  he  says  that  it  is  plaoed  in  aa 
usual  position,  and  I  even  think  he 
it  was  placed  in  a  ridiouloas 
The  last  expression  is  rather  strong,  boi 
I  am  not  disposed  to  deny  that  tiie  pod* 
tion  of  the  House  is  unosual,  or  to  ammt 
that  its  position  is  altogether  digaified. 
But,  Sir,  I  ask  if  such  is  the  oaae,  to 
whom  is  that  unusual  and  that  an- 
dignified  position  of  the  House  das? 
The  question  which  I  adc  ia,  who  is 
it  that  on  this  important  matter  baa 
departed  from  the  usage  of  the  Ho«n ; 
— ^who  is  it  that  upon  the  part  of  tiie 
Government  which  is  challenged  in  its 
policy,  for  the  first  time,  I  believe  in  Ae 
history  of  this  House,  has  oondeeoeoded 
to  meet  a  Motion  of  this  kind  bj  pre- 

Eosing  to  put  aside  a  discussion  upon  it 
y  means  of  a  stifling  Amendment  ?    It 
is  the  riffht  hon.  Gentieman  the  Gkaa- 
cellor  of  the   Exdiequer.     Fronx    tiw 
right    hon.  Gentleman's    side    of    the 
House  proceeded  the  first  proponal  to 
meet  my  Eesolutions   by  moving  the 
P^vious  Question,  and  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  appealed  to  by  me, 
he  said  that  he  had  no  intention  of  anViny 
the  hon.  G^tleman    who   had   g^v«a 
Notice  of  his  intention   to  move    ibm 
Ftevious    Question    to   withdraw    that 
Notice.    I  do  not  say  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself    proposed    to 
move  the  Ftevious  Question ;  out  I  do 
say  that  he  was  perfectly  willing  to  avail 
himself  of  its  mendly  shelter.    If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
War  is  about  to  speak,  or  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  ChanoeUor  of  the 
Exchequer,  or  any  other  Member  of  the 
Government  is  about  to  speak,  I  request 
^em  to  tell  me  of  any  case  in  wbich 
a  Government,  challenged  upon  their 
policy  in  this  House,  have  hwa  either 
moved  or  have  availed  themselves  of  the 
shelter  of  the  Previous  Question.    Why, 
Sir,  we  have  the  greatest  right  in  the 
world  to  expect  that  we  should  be  al- 
lowed an  opportunitv  of  perfectly  free 
discussion  on  this  subjeot.    I  speak  of 
the  great  and  vital  matters  of  poUqy  of 
Governments,    and   I   want   to   know 
whether  it  is  in  the  usage  of  the  House 
for  a  Government  so  challenged  to  seek, 
or  to  employ  the  shelter  ot  the  Pre- 
vious Question.    Why,  Sir,  we  had  the 
stronffest  reason  to  suppose   that  we 
shall  DO  allowed  a  perfectly  free  disooe- 
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BioHi  for  again  and  again  the  ohiyalry 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  was  indig- 
nant at  not  being  aUowed  this  oppor- 
tunity of  debate  on  this  subject.  Why, 
did  not  the  hon.  and  gallant — I  mean 
the  politically  gallant  —  Member  for 
Mid-Iinoolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  on  an 
early  night  of  the  Session,  directly  chal- 
lenge me  to  bring  forward  this  question. 
The  hon.  Memb^  could  not  endure  that 
the  policy  of  the  Government  should  not 
be  brought  under  discussion  in  this 
House,  and  he  challenged  me  to  bring  it 
under  its  notice.  I  neyer  complained. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  do  me 
the  justice  to  say  that  I  neyer  com- 
plained of  the  hon.  Member  giying  me 
that  challenge.  On  the  contrary,  I  said 
that  he  was  within  his  free  Parlia- 
mentary liberty  in  doing  so;  but  I  said 
that  I  should  take  the  liberty  of  choosing 
my  own  time  and  mode  in  accepting  that 
ohallenge.  But  that  is  not  all.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Mid-Lincolnshire  spoke  only 
once  on  the  subject,  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer has  been  at  it  every  night.  Not 
an  evening  has  passed  on  which  the 
Eastern  Question  has  been  discussed 
that  the  right  hon.  G^entleman  has  not 
challenged  us  to  question  his  policy. 
Beally  after  what  has  been  said  to-night 
I  must  refer  to  some  of  the  words  he 
has  used  on  former  occasions.  On  the 
16th  of  February,  after  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid-Lincolnshire  had  referred  to 
this  subject,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  the  House  had  as  much  right  to  be 
taken  into  my  confidence 

Mb.  EOEBUCE  :  I  rise  to  Order,  Sir. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot  pro- 
perly refer  to  speeches  which  have  been 
made  in  this  Mouse  during  the  present 
Session. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  No  doubt  it  is 
against  the  Eules  of  the  House  to  refer 
to  what  has  been  said  by  an  hon.  Mem- 
b^  in  a  former  debate  during  the  same 
Session.  I  may,  moreover,  remind  the 
House  that  the  question  immediately 
before  it  is  the  postponement  of  the 
Orders  of  |the  Day,  and  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  some  of  the  observations  of  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  are  more  relevant 
to  the  subject-matter  of  his  Besolutions 
than  to  the  Question  immediately  before 
the  House. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  ehaU  entirely 
submit  myself,  Sir,  to  what  you  have 
said ;  but  the  right  hon  GoitUmaa  the 


Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  ex- 
pressed doubts  as  to  my  intentions 
which  1  thought  were  just&ed  by  none 
of  the  circumstances,  and  had  by  im- 
plication complained,  as  I  thought,  of 
myself,  but,  certainly,  of  some  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  of  having  placed  the 
House  in  an  undignified  position.  I  was 
therefore,  as  I  thought,  under  the  com- 

Sulsion  to  point  out  whence  it  was  the 
oubts  and  difficulties  have  arisen  — 
namely,  as  I  thought,  from  the  course 
which  had  been  aaopted  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  However,  I  will 
not  prosecute  the  subject,  but  I  will  say 
as  much  as  I  feel  it  necessary  to  say 
upon  it  when  we  come  to  a  discussion 
on  the  Motion. 

Mb.  BENTINCK:  I  rise.  Sir,  for 
the  purpose  of  espressing  the  hope 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  not  persevere  with  his  Motion 
for  postponing  the  Orders  of  the  Day. 
I  express  that  hope  for  two  reasons.  In 
the  first  place,  a  new  issue  has  been 
raised,  and  I  think  hon.  Members  of  the 
House  are  fairly  entitled  to  ask  that  they 
should  have  time  to  consider  the  posi- 
tion in  which  they  now  find  themselves 
before  proceeding  to  a  debate.  No  doubt 
the  Government  had  Notice  some  hours 
ago  of  what  was  likely  to  take  place ; 
but  the  news  has  just  burst  upon  the 
House,  and  we  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  the  question  as  it 
now  stands.  While  I  say  that,  I  must 
frankly  own  for  myself  that  the  Be- 
solutions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
as  we  have  them  at  present  before  us  do 
not  appear  to  me  to  show  that  any  ne- 
cessity whatever  exists  for  postponing 
the  O^ers  of  the  Day.  So  far  afl  I  am 
able  to  gather  their  purport,  they  do  not 
amount  to  really  anything.  What  he 
now  proposes  is  nothing  but  a  reduetio 
ad  alsurdum  of  his  previous  proposition. 
But  I  have  a  second  reason  for  the  wish 
I  have  expressed,  and  that  is,  that  we 
should  rememember  the  period  of  the 
Session  at  which  we  have  arrived,  the 
pressure  of  Public  Business  which  ex- 
ists, and  the  various  [matters  of  import- 
ance which  we  have  to  consider.  I  main- 
tain that,  under  present  circumstances, 
there  is  no  ground  whatever  for  post- 
poning the  O^ers  of  the  Day. 

Mb.  GBEENE:  I  cordially  second 
what  has  just  been  said  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Norfolk.  If  I  were 
to  state  that  the  proposed  treatment  of 
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which  we  have  heard  to-night  of  a  grave  | 
and  serious  question  was  ''  un-EngHsh/' 
I  might,  perhaps,  be  making  use  of  an 
un- Parliamentary  expression  ;  but  I 
must  say  that  when  the  country  is  ba- 
lancingy  between  war  and  no  war,  a 
subject  of  such  importance  as  this 
should  not  be  dealt  with  in  the  way  in 
which  some  hon.  Members  opposite  seem 
to  desire.  I  think  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  has  had  a  suffi- 
cient expression  of  opinion,  not  only 
from  his  own  side  of  the  House,  but 
from  the  country  generally,  to  show  him 
that  it  would  have  been  better  if  he  had 
altogether  withdrawn  his  Besolutions. 
When  he  found  that  he  could  not  be 
followed  into  the  Lobby  by  a  great 
many  of  his  Liberal  Friends — Gentle- 
men upon  whom  in  the  past  he  has 
been  accustomed  to  depend,  and  whom 
we  all  respect — he  ought,  I  think,  to 
have  taken  a  different  course  from  Uiat 
which  he  has  now  followed.  As  it  is,  he 
has  adopted  one  of  the  most  extraordi- 
nary steps  ever  taken  in  this  House.  I 
have  been  a  good  many  years  in  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  I  cannot  remember  a  case  of 
a  Member  in  the  position  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  coming  down  here  and 
asking  us — after  we  had  been  invited  to 
consider  certain  Besolutions,  after  the 
country  at  large  had  been  invited  to 
consider  them,  and  after  meetings  had 
been  held  over  the  lemd  in  their  support 
— to  take  up  those  Besolutions  iQl  at 
once,  in  a  very  emasculated  and  attenu- 
ated form.  I  shall  oppose  the  suspen- 
sion of  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  and  I 
think  the  country  will  agree  with  the 
view  I  take  of  the  situation — ^namely, 
that  this  is  not  the  kind  of  treatment  to 
which  this  House  should  be  subjected. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN:  I  entirely  concur 
with  the  last  speaker,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Norfolk,  in.  the  wish 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
should  not  persevere  with  his  Motion. 
The  right  hon.  (Gentleman  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) has  said  that  on  a  previous  occa- 
sion I  challenged  him  to  bring  forward 
a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence  in  the 
Government.  I  did  so.  It  was  due  to 
the  Government,  whom  he  had  so  fiercely 
assailed,  that  he  should  do  so— and  it 
was  of  even  still  greater  importance  in 
my  idea  if  there  was  difference  of  opi- 
nion amone  us  with  regard  to  the  pokey 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  —  that 
Europe  and  that  the  world  shoidd  know 
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what  the  opinion  of  Parliament,  with 
gard  to  this  question,  in  reality  waa. 
But  what  is  our  position  to-night  ?    The 
whole  state  of  affairs  has  changed.    Tea 
days  ago  the   right  hon.  G^ntlmnaa* 
through  one  of  his  Friends,  gave  Notice 
of  Besolutions  which  created  senMtimial 
excitement,  not  onlv  in  Engiand,  but 
throughout  the  world.  To-ni^t  the  Gal- 
leries are  filled.    The  House  is  crowded. 
I,  myself,  were  it  not  for  the  charity  of 
my  Friends,  should  be  sitting  on  tlw 
steps  of  the  Gangway.    But  now  tiia 
right  hon.  Gentieman    comes  forward 
and  withdraws  two  of  his  BeaohitioBa 
and  attacks  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezidi*- 
quer  because  the  right  hon.  Baronet  re* 
nises,  as  he  savs,  to  meet  him  with  a 
Vote  of  Oonfiaence.     Sir,   I  sinoerdj 
trust  that  the  House  will  not  conseiit  to 
be  treated  in  this  manner.    I  trust  we 
shall  not  consent  to  postpone  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  in  order  to  consider  eEff«te 
Besolutions.    I  hope  that  for  the  sake 
alike  of  the  dignity  of  the  House  and 
the  diffnity  of  the  country  we  shall  jnaA 
to-niffht  in  a  most  emphuatic  and  unmia- 
takeaole  manner  our  sense  of  what  I  can 
only  characterize  as  this  ohildiah  TacO- 
lation  of  purpose. 

Mb.  GATHOBNE  HABDT:  I  ho^ 
my  hon.  Friends  who  have  spoken  witlun 
the  last  few  minutes  will  not,  after  all, 
resist  the  Motion  for  the  postponement 
of  the  Orders  of  the  Day.  Whaterer 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  has  to  say  agamst  the  Go- 
vernment, let  him  say  it,  and  let  us  hare 
done  with  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  Notice  of  certain  Besolutions — ^whal 
tiieir  exact  meaning  might  be  we  miffht 
find  out,  I  suppose,  in  the  course  of  dis- 
cussion ;  but,  by  some  inscrutable  pro- 
cess, our  opponents  have  a^;reed  upon 
the  course  to  be  adopted  thu  evenmg, 
and  those  Besolutions  have  now  been  so 
dealt  with  that  the  opposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Maidstone  (Sir  John  Lub- 
bock) has  been  withdrawn,  and  the  noble 
Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington^  will 
bring,  I  presume,  his  now  united  lorcea 
in  support  of  a  portion  of  that  which 
a  few  nights  ago  only  commanded  sup- 
port of  a  scattered  remnant  of  his 
Party.  Hon.  Members  have  not  al- 
lowed us  to  witness  the  preliminaiy  pro- 
ceedings which  have  lea  to  this  result ; 
but  we  are  acquainted  with  them,  al- 
though we  were  not  present  at  the  re- 
hearral  of  what  we  have  seen  enacted 
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here  this  evening.  We  have  had  a 
tragedy  in  this  House  more  than  once, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
has  been  uie  embodiment  of  it.  We 
have  this  evening  had  a  farce,  and  a 
farce  so  ridiculous  and  absurd  that  those 
engaged  in  it  could  hardly  keep  their 
countenances.  Why,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Maidstone,  as  he  withdrew  the 
Amendment  which  he  was  about  to  pre- 
sent to  the  House,  could  not  for  the  mo- 
ment cease  from  laughing,  and  he  had 
not  the  gravity  of  the  augur,  when  he 
looked  into  the  faces  of  hon.  Members. 
But  we  are  not  afraid  to  meet  our  oppo- 
nents on  whatever  ground  they  may 
take  their  stand.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  said  we  are  afraid  of  meeting 
him — that  we  are  afraid  of  a  Vote  of 
Censure;  but  when  I  looked  through 
these  Eesolutions  I  could  not  see  what 
it  was  he  wanted  to  accuse  us  of.  We 
were  informed  that  he  aimed  at  indi- 
cating what  should  be  the  prospective 
policy  of  the  country;  but  I  have  not 
been  able  to  find  fit>m  the  Hesolutions 
what  that  policy  should  be.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  told  us  that  two  of 
the  Besolutions  are  of  such  a  character 
that  the  Government  may  accept  them ; 
and  yet  these  are  the  very  Besolutions 
on  which  he  asks  you  to  condemn  us. 
He  has  withdrawn  the  others.  Does  he 
mean  to  call  attention  to  those  Besolu- 
tions which  he  is  not  going  to  press  ?  Is 
he  going  to  press  an  indictment  on  which 
he  is  not  going  to  take  a  decision  ?  Is 
he  going  to  press  those  Besolutions 
which  he  thinks  so  milk-and-watery  ? 
—["Order,  order!"] 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  I  must  again  inter- 
pose. I  hardly  think  the  observations 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  relevant  to 
the  Question  before  the  House. 

Mr.  GATHOBNE  HABDT  :  I  bow 
at  once,  Sir,  to  your  decision.  When 
the  question  arose  as  to  postponing  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  I  thought  it  desirable 
and  important  to  show  why  the  Govern- 
ment shoidd  be  anxious  that  the  debate 
should  proceed ;  but,  as  I  have  said,  I 
at  once  bow  to  the  opinion  which  you 
have  just  indicated. 

Mb.  PEBCY  WTNDHAM  :  I  also 
think  that  the  Orders  of  the  Day  should 
not  be  postponed.  Besolutions  about 
which  meetings  have  been  held  through- 
out the  count^  are  now  brought  before 
us  in  an  attenuated  form ;  and  I  think 
that  not  only  the  Government,  but  the 


House  and  the  nation  have  a  right  to 
longer  notice  of  the  extraordinary  change 
which  has  been  made  in  those  Besolu- 
tions this  evening  than  we  have  re- 
ceived.   

Mb.  COUBTNEY:  I  am  sorry  to 
interpose ;  but  I  cannot  help  rising  to 
express  my  concurrence  in  the  views  of 
those  who  think  the  Orders  should  not 
be  postponed.  I  think  that  as  matters 
now  stand  we  should  all  ask  ourselves, 
are  we  in  such  a  position  that  it  is  de- 
sirable, not  in  the  interests  of  the  House 
only,  but  in  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
try, that  we  should  now  proceed  to  dis- 
cuss the  Besolutions  which  we  are  asked 
to  debate.  Is  it  worth  while  to  set  aside 
the  regular  Business  of  the  evening  for 
the  purpose  of  considering  these  two 
Besolutions  alone  ?  It  is  almost  impos- 
sible to  consider  them  without  discussing 
those  that  are  to  be  withdrawn ;  and  as 
for  those  that  remain,  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  first  Besolution  is  one  of  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  must  ap- 
prove ;  and  as  to  the  second,  it  does  not 
seem  to  me  to  involve  anything  on 
which  we  are  not  agreed.  In  fact,  they 
express  precisely  the  opinion  of  the 
Foreign  Secretary.  More  than  that, 
Sir,  by  proceeding  in  this  way  the  House 
may  be  understood  as  giving  its  opinion 
on  the  third  and  fourth  Besolutions.  I 
can  quite  understand  the  feelings  of  the 
Secretary  for  War  in  desiring  that  the 
question  should  be  discussed  and  decided 
at  once,  and  that  anything  firom  a  Party 
point  of  view  would  be  better  for  his 
purpose  than  a  postponement.  But  if 
we  are  to  rise  above  Party,  if  we  are  to 
consider  the  whole  country,  and  I  may 
say  the  whole  of  Europe — for  all  the 
Governments  of  Europe  are  awaiting 
the  opinion  of  this  House  as  to  the  policy 
which  it  is  right  to  pursue — is  it  desir- 
able or  expedient  that  a  Party  vote 
should  be  taken  under  the  present  cir- 
cumstances, which  would  not  fuUy  con- 
vey to  the  world  what  that  opinion  really 
is  ?  I  was  surprised  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Maidstone  so  easily  withdrew 
his  Notice,  as  under  present  circum- 
stances it  seems  to  me  that  the  Previous 
Question  is  the  most  wise  thing  that 
could  be  put.  When  we  consider  that 
the  whole  country  has  been  agitated 
about  these  Besolutions,  I  do  think  it 
will  be  in  the  highest  degree  impolitic 
to  discuss  not  the  whole  four  Besolutions, 
but  the  first  two,  which  mean  nothing. 
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OoLOTOL  LOTD  LIND8AT:  Sir,  I 
have  a  suggestion  to  make,  and  it  is 
this — that  the  lifi^ht  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich  should  propose  his  first  Be- 
solution,  and  that  the  Govemment  should 
support  it.  As  the  sting  has  been  taken 
out  of  the  Besolutions,  whioh  during 
the  past  week  have  been  agitating  the 
country,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  method 
could  be  adopted  without  the  slightest 
danger  or  dmoulty.  In  doinff  so  we 
shomd  only  accept  that  with  which  we 
can  cordially  agree. 

Mb.  OHAIOEBLAIN:  I,  Sir,  also 
should  agree  with  the  suggestion  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Norfolk 
(Mr.  Bentinck),  if  I  were  sure  that  the 
issue  raised  by  the  Besolutions  this  after- 
noon has  been  materially  changed  by  the 
statement  the  right  hon.  G^ntbman  the 
Member  for  Greenwich  has  made,  and  I 
wish  to  put  a  question  on  the  subject. 
Certainly  the  right  hon.  G^tleman 
himself  could  not  hare  conceived  that 
the  statement  whioh  he  made  in  the 
earlier  part  of  the  evening  has  materially 
altered  the  issue  before  me  House.  The 
issue  has  not  been  altered  by  his  willing* 
ness  to  accept  the  Amendment  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  JBorder 
Burghs,  for  that  Amendment  only  streng- 
thens the  second,  and  very  slightly, 
perhaps,  weakens  a  8in^  expression 
m  the  third  Besolution.  The  important 
change,  if  change  there  be,  lies  in  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  would  not  trouble  the  House  by 
inviting  its  decision  on  the  third  and 
fourth  Besolutions.  The  question  which, 
if  I  were  in  Order,  I  should  like  to  put 
to  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  is,  whether, 
in  view  of  the  discussion  whidi  has  now 
taken  place,  he  would  not  submit  the 
third  and  fourth,  as  well  as  the  first  and 
second  Besolutions,  to  the  House?  I 
did  not  imderstand  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  j^ersonallv  held  any  ejection 
to  the  submission  of  these  two  Besolu- 
tions. I  understood  that  he  still  main- 
tains them  as  he  did  when  he  first  put 
them  on  the  Paper,  and  that  he  was 
only  actuated — these  were  his  own  words 
— by  a  desire  to  save  the  trout>le  of  the 
House.  But,  Sir,  considering  that  these 
Besolutions  in  their  entirety  have  now 
been  for  some  time  before  the  House ; 
that  they  have  also  been  the  subject  of 
discussion  in  the  country,  and  that  the 
country  has  pronounced  an  opinion  upon 
them,  thougn  a  very  different  opimon 
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from  that  which  the  boa.  Member  for 
Buiy  St.  Edmund's  (Mr.  Qreene)  VBom- 
gines,  I  do  think  it  is  desirable  that  all 
the  Besolutions  should  now  be  eiib- 
mitted  to  the  judgment  of  the  Hoaae. 

Mb.  £.  JEN^NS :  I  rise  in  sapnnt 
of  the  appeal  of  my  hon.  Friend  behTBii 
me  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  in  regard  to  tbeae 
Besolutions.  Those  who  have  spokaB 
from  the  Front  bench  I  think  ham 
spoken  with  great  justice  of  the  faraeal 
nature  of  the  scene  enacted  this  eveain^. 
I  cannot  but  feel  that  it  would  be  a 
most  undignified  nrooeeding  if^  after  the 
whole  country  ana  the  whole  of  Boxt^e 
has  been  invited  to  observe  the  Beeola- 
tions  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
brings  forward,  they  should  now  be  m 
com^te^  emasculated  as  has  bean  pro- 
posed. Therefore  I  hope,  in  fair  joetioe 
and  in  honest  Party  warfare,  that  the 
rig^t  hon.  Gentleman  wiU  consent  to  go 
on  with  these  two  latter  Be8olutioiiia» 
and  submit  them  to  the  opinion  of  the 
House.  If  he  only  proposes  the  first 
two  Besolutions,  as  he  has  mentioaed, 
I  oertainlv,  if  the  House  goes  to  a  divi* 
sion,  shall  be  prepared  to  vote  againefc 
postponing  the  Orders  of  the  Day  in 
order  to  discuss  two  simple  mattera  of 
theory. 

SiB  GEOBGE  BOWYEB:  It  has 
been  said  that  the  Besolutions  in  their 
emasculated  state  do  not  amount  to  a 
challenge  of  the  conduct  and  poliqy  of  the 
Government,  and  are  such  as  they  may 
accept  them.  The  Besolutions  have 
also  been  designated  as  **  milk-and- 
watery ''  Besolutions,  and  what  I  want 
to  know  is,  why  we  should  be  asked  to 
postpone  the  Orders  of  the  Day  in  order 
to  discuss  Besolutions  of  that  onaracter  ? 
The  best  solution  of  the  difficulty  in 
which  we  are  placed  will  be  to  refVise  to 
postpone  them,  and  I  certainly  shall  not 
vote  for  the  Motion. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  as  he 
was  not  now  entitled  to  answer  the 
questions  which  had  been  put  to  him  in 
that  discussion,  he  would  refer  to  them 
when  he  had  the  power  of  bringing  for- 
ward his  Motion.  

The  MAnQUEss  op  HABTINQTON: 
Sir,  the  question  before  the  House  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  one  which  ought  to  be 
decided  entirely  on  the  ground  of  the 
convenience  of  the  great  minority  of  the 
House.  Hon.  Members  who  have  urged 
that  the  Orders  of  the  Day  ahoold  not 
be  postponed,  undoubtedly,  if  they  think 
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fit,  liaye  a  perfect  right  to  make  that 
request,  because  the  issue  submitted  by 
my  riffht  hon.  Friend  has  been,  whether 
matenally  or  not,  altered  to  a  certain 
extent — ^I  will  not  discuss  to  what  extent 
— and  the  House  has,  if  it  thinks  fit,  an 
undoubted  right  to  require  sufficient 
Notice  of  the  terms  of  that  alteration. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  must  say  it  appears 
to  me  that  the  great  minority  of  the 
House  are  perfcnkly  willmg  that  the 
discussion  should  proceed  at  once ;  and 
as  that  seems  also  to  be  the  wish  of  the 
GoYomment,  I  am  unable  to  see  why 
difficulties  diould  be  interposed  in  the 
way  of  the  immediate  commencement  of 
the  debate.  I  wish,  however,  before  it 
begins,  that  there  should  be  no  mis- 
underrtandin^  as  far  as  I  am  concerned 
as  to  the  advice  which  I  have  given  to 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Maid- 
stone rSir  John  Lubbock),  and  the  posi- 
tion wnioh  I  myself  occupy.  It  is  per- 
fectly true  that--as  I  think  has  been 
already  pointed  out — ^upon  some  ooea- 
siona,  when  a  series  of  resolutions  axe 
proposed  Har  consideration,  the  decision 
of  the  House  is  challenged  on  the  wlude 
series  by  a  division  on  me  first  Besolu- 
tion.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  I  believe 
it  is  perfeody  possible  for  the  House  to 
enter  on  the  discussion  of  a  series  of 
Besolutions  on  the  understanding  that 
they  will  be  submitted  one  by  one,  and 
that  the  opinion  of  the  House  will  be 
chaUeoged  upon  each.  Now,  Sir,  the 
advice  which  I  gave  to  the  hxm.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Maidstone,  and  whidi 
he  accepted,  was  distinctly  based  on 
the  understanding  that  the  first  Besolu- 
tion  would  be  moved,  that  the  second 
also  would  be  moved  with  the  Amend- 
ment which  has  been  sugjgested  and 
accepted  by  my  riffht  hon.  Friend,  but 
that  the  decision  en  the  House  woiildnot 
be  challenged  on  the  third  and  four& 
Beeolutions. 

Thb  OHANOELLOB  of  the  EXOHE- 
QIJEB  :  I  quite  agree  with  the  noble 
Lord  that  in  this  matter  regard  ought 
to  be  had  to  the  ccmvenience  of  the 
House ;  but  I  woold  venture  to  add  that 
there  are  other  considerations  which 
ought  not  to  be  left  out  of  sight.  Be- 
gard  ought  also  to  be  had  to  the  effect 
which  will  be  produced,  not  only  in 
this  country,  but  even  in  foreign  coun- 
tries, if^  after  all  the  prq>arations  which 
have  been  made  for  the  discussion 
coming  on  iUds  evening,  those  prepara- 


tions are  suddenly  laid  aside  fbr  reasons 
which  I  think  would  be  hardly  intelli- 
gible in  England,  and  which  would  be 
utterly  unintelligible  abroad.  I  do  not 
myself  think  there  need  be  any  difficulty 
in  our  proceeding  with  the  discussion  in 
consequence  of  the  change  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  in  his 
Besolutions.  Undoubtedly,  the  change 
as  described  by  the  noble  Lord  is  a 
change  of  the  most  material  character — 
that  is  to  say,  if  we  are  only  to  be 
asked  to  affirm  the  first  and  second  Be- 
lutions,  and  not  to  be  invited  to  express 
an  opinion  on  what  is  really  the  sub- 
stantive and  operative  part  of  the  Beso- 
lutions— ^namely,  that  referring  to  the 
future  policy  of  the  country.  That,  no 
doubt,  is  a  material  change  in  the  posi- 
tion. It  has  been  said  mat  by  accept- 
ing the  first  of  these  Besolutions  we 
should  be  accepting,  by  implication,  the 
whole  of  them.  ["No,  no!"]  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  himself  made  use 
of  an  expression — I  am  not  quite  sure 
what  he  intended  by  it — as  to  the, ac- 
ceptance by  implication  of  the  substance 
of  the  whole. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE :  No,  no ;  I  had 
not  the  slightest  intention  of  implying 
that  the  Judgment  of  the  House  on  the 
first  Besolution  had  anything  to  do  with 
its  judgment  on  the  other  Kesolutions. 
All  I  said  was  this — that  by  implication 
or  inference,  I  could  judge,  perhaps, 
for  myself  by  the  judgment  on  the  first 
what  the  judgment  would  be  on  the 
others. 

The  OHANOELLOB  op  the  EXOHE- 
QUEB :  I  hope,  at  idl  events,  the  House 
understands  all  these  explanations.  I 
wish  to  make  a  suggestion  to  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Ohristchurch 
(Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff),  which  I  think 
may,  to  some  extent,  clear  up  our  posi- 
tion. We  have  been  rather  taunted  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  for  sheltering  our- 
selves behind  the  Previous  Question 
when  challenged  on  our  policy  —  the 
challenge  consisting  in  a  Besolution 
which  he  thinks  we  ought  to  accept — 
rather  an  odd  sort  chcllenge,  I  think. 
But  now  we  are  left  in  greater  difficulty, 
because  we  are  told  that  if  we  discuss 
and  pass  the  first  Besolution  by  itself 
the  ^ect  or  consequence  will  be  to  influ- 
ence the  judgment  of  a  great  many  be- 
sides my  ri^ht  hon.  Friend  himself  as  to 
whether  this  House  would  agree  to  the 
operative  part  of  the  Besolutions ;  whilst 
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the  first  Eesolution  would  be  sapported 
by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  and  others 
who  would  not  support  tiie  operatire 
part  of  the  Besolutions.  If  I  may  Ten- 
ture  to  use  such  a  simile,  it  seems  as  if 
my  right  hon.  Friend  had  taken  a  lesson 
from  a  certain  picture  in  the  Boyal 
Academy  ("  The  Finishing  Touch  "\  in 
which  a  lady  who  is  having  her  hair 
powdered  keeps  her  whole  body  behind 
a  curtain  in  order  that  no  harm  may 
come  to  her  dress.  The  right  hon.  (Gen- 
tleman appears  to  me  to  hare  taken 
some  such  precaution  as  that,  in  order 
that  no  harm  may  occur  to  the  great 
body  of  the  policy  which  is  indicated  in 
these  Besolutions.  But  the  suggestion 
which  I  would  make  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Christchurch  is,  that  he  should 
do  that  which  he  was  always  anxious  to 
do  after  the  Notice  of  these  Besolutions 
had  been  given,  but  which  he  was  pre- 
vented from  doing  by  the  Notice  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Maidstone — namely, 
that  instead  of  moving  the  Previous 
Question,  he  should  meet  the  Motion  of 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  with  an 
Amendment — something  of  this  charac- 
ter —  **  That  this  House  declines  to 
pass  any  Eesolution  which  may  em- 
barrass the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  (Go- 
vernment, if  that  Eesolution  be  not 
accompanied  by  any  indication  of  an 
alternative  policy."  I  have  no  doubt  that 
if  my  hon.  Friend  who  has  been  de- 
feated by  the  tactics  on  the  other  side 
were  to  move  such  a  Eesolution,  it  would 
lead  us  to  a  clear  issue  upon  the  ques- 
tion. I  hope  that  hon.  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  will  not  object  to  the 
postponement  of  the  Orders.  I  can  as- 
sure them  that  I  speak  not  in  any  Party 
sense,  or  in  any  Party  interest,  when  I 
say  that  I  believe  it  would  be  a  great 
detriment  to  the  public  interest  if,  after 
all,  this  matter  were  not  to  be  dis- 
cussed 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  sug- 
gested was  precisely  the  offer  which  had 
been  made  to  him  the  other  night.  The 
offer  made  to  the  (Government  was  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Maid- 
stone (Sir  John  Lubbock)  would  with- 
draw his  Motion  if  the  (Government  would 
propose  a  Vote  of  Oonfidenoe  in  them- 
selves. [*'  Oh,  oh! "]  Perhans  that  was 
an  inaccurate  expression,  and  he  would 
substitute — if  they  would  rehearse  one 
of  those  scenes  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
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Ghristohuroh  which  the  (Jhanorilor  of  Urn 
Exdiequer  had  so  well  deacribed.  TIm^ 
had  offdred  the  (Government  that  drsM 
rehearsal  the  other  night.  A  dktiurt 
offer  had  been  made  to  the  (GovenuMai 
by  tiie  hon.  Member  for  (Thiistchvi^ 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Maidstone  that 
day  would  withdraw  the  PreTioos  Qnw 
tion  if  the  (Government  would  sabmii  a 
direct  vote  on  their  own  policy.  He^did 
not  think,  therefore,  the  ri^ht  hon. 
tleman  tibe  Ohanoellor  of  we 


had  quite  accurately  described  tha 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Maidstone  ia 
saying  that  he  had  stood  in  their  waj. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  0EOS8:  Thai  is 
all  very  well,  but  the  hon.  and  leaned 
Gentleman  has  entirely  forgotten  ihm 
circumstances  of  the  case.  The  han. 
Member  for  Maidstone  had  the  ''Pre- 
vious Question  "  on  the  Paper  as  w^  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  (Thnstohun^  and 
it  was  impossible  for  the  hon.  Membar 
for  (Dhristchuroh  to  assume  the  first  place, 
unless  he  knew  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Maidstone  agreed  to  withdraw  his 
Notice.  [Sir  William  Habootjbt  :  He 
offered  to  do  so.]  Yes,  that  ie  joat  the 
point — he  offered  it,  but  when  ?  When 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Had- 
dingtonshire (Lord  Eldio)  had  pat  aa 
Amendment  upon  the  Paper  which  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  Friends  wished  &e 
(Government  to  accept. 

Mb.  OSBOENE  MOEQAN :  Itaeems 
to  me  that  we  shall  be  spending  the 
whole  night  in  debating  whether  we 
have  anything  to  debate.  We  on  this 
side  are  exceedingly  anxious  that  a  die- 
cussion  should  take  place ;  and  I  think 
that  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  me  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer is  a  very  good  one — that  the  ban. 
Member  for  Onristchurch  should  with- 
draw the  Previous  Question,  and  allow 
us  to  get  an  intelligible  issue. 

Mb.  FAWGETT  :  I  am  not  going  to 
make  any  remarks  on  the  general  ques- 
tion ;  but  I  wish  to  ask  a  question  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  lor 
(Greenwich  and  the  hon.  Member  ht 
Maidstone — because  I  am  bound  to  oon- 
fess  that  to  us  sitting  here  it  seems  tiiat 
we  are  getting  into  a  greater  and  greater 
haze  as  to  the  position  in  which  we  art 
now  placed.  I  do  not  know  whediff 
that  position  is  clear  to  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen sitting  on  the  Front  benches  op- 
posite, but  it  certainly  is  not  to  us.  I 
may  fairly  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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the  Member  for  Qreenwioh  to  tell  us 
whether,  he  intends  to  move  in  some 
modified  form  the  third  and  fourth  Beso- 
lutions;  and  I  think  we  have  also  a 
right  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Maid- 
stone whether,  if  these  Besolutions  should 
be  put,  he  will  then  revert  to  the  Pre- 
vious Question  ?  The  person  to  decide 
whether  the  Besolutions  should  be  put 
or  not  is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Ghreenwich ;  and  I  am  sure 
it  would  give  much  satisfaction  to  many 
who  intend  to  support  him — as  I  do— if 
he  would  say  if  he  intends  to  move  the 
third  and  fourth  Besolutions ;  and  if  he 
does,  then  will  the  hon.  Baronet  tell  us 
whether  the  understanding  between  him- 
sdf  and  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  holds  good?  K  these 
two  questions  are  answered,  it  seems  to 
me  that  we  shall  be  in  a  position  to  begin 
the  debate  at  once  with  a  clear  and  dis- 
tinct issue  before  us. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  thought  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Oreenwich  should  state 
whether  he  had  determined  to  withdraw 
the  third  and  fourth  Besolutions  before 
the  House  could  satisfactorily  commence 
any  discussion ;  but  he  desired  to  know 
from  the  Chair  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  have  to  obtain  the 
consent  of  the  House  to  that  course,  and 
whether  he  could  withdraw  them  with- 
out giving  the  House  a  reason  ? 

lOt.  SFEAKEB,  in  reply  said,  that 
the  House  had  no  power  to  compel  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  after  proposing 
h^s  first  Besolution,  to  go  on  with  the 
Besolutions  succeeding. 

Sm  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF:  I 
rise  to  a  point  of  Order.  It  appears  to 
me  that  the  Amendment  of  which  I  have 
given  Notice  takes  precedence  of  all 
others ;  but  it  appears  also  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  going  to  put 
forward  his  second  Besolution  in  the 
amended,  but  in  the  original  form ;  where- 
upon an  Amendment  will  be  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Border 
Burghs.  It  appecurs  to  me  that  if  the 
Motion  for  the  Jrrevious  Question  is  first 
put,  it  will  not  be  possible  for  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Border  Burghs  to  put  his 
Amendment ;  and  I  should  like  to  know 
how  that  stands  before  I  give  an  answer 
to  the  suj^estion  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  which  I  am  quite  ready 
to  substitute  for  my  Amendment. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  I  have  to  state  that 
I  consider  that  the  Amendment  of  the 
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Previous  Question  applies  not  only  to 
the  first  but  to  all  the  five  Besolutions, 
and  in  the  event  of  the  second  Besolu- 
tion being  put,  the  Amendment  having 
claim  to  precedence  will  be  the  Previous 
Question.  In  that  case  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Border 
Burghs  will  be  shut  out. 

Mr.  BENTINCK  again  rose  to  ad- 
dress the  House,  whereupon 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  informed  the  hon. 
Member  that,  having  already  spoken,  he 
was  out  of  Order. 

Mb.  GOBST  wished  to  know  if  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  were  postponed,  and 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proceeded 
to  move  his  first  Besolution,  whether  he 
would  strictly  confine  his  speech  to  the 
subject-matter  of  that  Besolution,  and 
whether  he  would  be  in  Order  if  he 
entered  upon  matters  germane  only  to 
the  third  and  fourth  Besolutions  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  entitled  to  ofiPer  to 
the  House  any  arguments  relevant  to  the 
Motion  before  the  House,  and  it  would 
only  be  his  (Mr.  Speaker's)  duty  to  call 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  Order  in  the 
event  of  his  addressing  it  on  matters 
not  relevant  to  the  subject  before  the 
House. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  said,  a  new  reason 
had  developed  itself  for  opposing  the 
postponement  of  the  Orders  of  the  Day. 
He  desired  to  know  what  they  were 
going  to  do,  although  there  were  a  great 
many  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  begun 
to  think,  after  what  had  passed,  that 
they  might  as  well  postpone  the  debate 
altogether.  The  debate  ought  to  have 
been  entered  upon  with  solemnity,  and 
he  could  not  help  expressing  his  own 
opinion  that  the  moral  effect  of  the 
debate^whatever  it  might  have  been — 
would  be  sadly  marred  by  what  had 
occurred.  He  should  be  sorry  to  say  a 
word  which  might  wound  the  feelings  of 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  his 
side  of  the  House,  but  he  would  take 
the  liberty  of  remarking  that  they  could 
not  but  feel  a  certain  amount  of  morti- 
fication at  the  spectacle  they  themselves 
presented.  Whoever  had  advised  the 
move  which  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
front  Opposition  bench  were  making 
that  evening,  it  was  a  move  which,  in 
military  strategy,  was  well  known  to 
be  almost  always  disastrous — namely, 
changing  front  in  the  face  of  the  enemy. 
It  was  very  well  known  that  what  they 
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werd  engaged  in  at  that  moment — there 
was  no  use  beating  about  the  bush  any 
further — was  simply  an  endeavour  to 
hold  a  reconstructive  meeting  of  the 
Liberal  Party  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Greenwich,  un- 
known to  the  majority  of  those  who  had 
been  gallantly  prepared  to  follow  him  to 
a  division,  when  he  was  repudiated  by 
others  from  whom  he  might  have  looked 
for  the  heartiest  support,  had  now  made 
terms  with  those  who  sat  near  him  on 
the  front  Opposition  bench.  But  what 
of  those  Mem  Ders  of  that  House  who  had 
heard  these  these  new  Eesolutions  for 
the  first  time,  as  he  would  call  it ;  what 
of  the  men  who  stood  by  him  during  the 
last  week ;  what  of  the  country  that  had 
answered  to  his  call ;  what  of  the  reso- 
lutions which  had  been  passed  in  many 
places,  declaring  the  Motions  which  the 
right  hon.  GenUeman  had  drawn  up  to 
be  right  and  true,  and  declaring  that 
nothing  else  would  satisfy  the  country  ? 
Was  aU  that  had  been  done  in  that  way 
to  be  cast  aside  at  a  moment's  notice  by 
a  sudden  shifting  of  the  scenery  in  that 
House  ?  What  of  humble  men  like 
himself,  who  had  endeavoured  to  decide 
what  course  they  ought  to  take  with  re- 
ference to  the  Eesolutions  as  they  stood 
on  the  Paper,  and  who  had  been  taken 
into  no  one^s  confidence  ?  A  inine  seemed 
to  have  been  sprung  on  him  and  others 
that  evening,  as  the  result  of  an  arrange- 
ment entered  into — he  almost  hesitated 
to  say — more  for  the  purpose  of  healing 
up  a  split  in  the  Liberal  Party  than  of 
really  facing  the  gigantic  political  issue 
before  the  House.  He  ventured  to  say 
that  the  condition  on  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Maidstone  had 
expressed  willingness  to  withdraw  his 
Motion  was  a  condition  distasteful  to 
independent  men,  and  that  they  had  a 
right  to  be  informed  whether  the  last 
two  Eesolutions  were  to  be  discussed  or 
not.  Speaking,  he  was  sure,  for  others 
as  well  as  himself,  although  with  no 
formal  authority,  he  must  say  that  if 
these  Eesolutions  were  withdrawn,  it 
would  be  better  to  have  no  debate  at  all, 
for  the  debate  would  be  merely  about 
truisms,  and  would  be  simply  a  waste  of 
time.  He  would  end  as  he  bespan,  by 
expressing  his  profound  regret  that  at  a 
moment  not  only  of  European,  but  of 
world-wide  anxiety,  when  something 
decided,  something  affirmative,  ought  to 
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be  proposed,  and  when  Reaolntma 
been  taken  up  after  a  week  had  ' 
spent  in  no  end  of  interviews 
end  of  negotiations,  the  course  to  te; 
lowed  had  not  been  arranged  on 
day  or  Friday.     As  it  had  not 
made   at  that  time,  he  thought 
should  stand  like  men  to  their 
and  not  change  their  front  in  tbe 
of  the  enemy. 

Mr.  a.  MILTJS  said,  that  the^ 
now  debated  this  matter  for  an  hoiiri 
a- half,  and  he  would  be  glad  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gbeenwidi  woold 
ewer  the  question  whether  he  inl 
to  move  tne  third  and  fourth 
tions.     He  understood  the  right 
Gentleman  in  the  Chair  to  say 
would  be  competent  to  debate  the 
question  on  the  first  Sesolation. 
thought  it  was  not  consistent  with 
dimity  of  Parliament  to  turn  it 
debating  sodelr.    He  wished  to 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  challenge  l£e  policy  of  the 
ment  ?  

Mr.  DILLWYN  thought  the  qui 
should    be  distinctly  and  cal 
answered,  and  in  order  to  endeayour 
obtain  irom  the  right  hon.  Oentli 
the  answer  which  he  believed  would 
be  obtained  otherwise,  he  would 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  be 
allowed  to  answer  the  question 
had  been  put  to  him. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  question 
the  House  is,  that  the  Oraersof  the 
be  now  postponed  until  after  the  ^ 
lutions  of  tne  right  hon.  Member 
Grr  een  wi  ch 

Mr.  DILLWYN:  I  have  moved 
Amendment. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  question  is 
simply  with  reference  to  the  pi 
of  the  Orders  of  the  Day.    I  am 
to  inform  the  hon.  Member  that  he 
not  moved  any  Amendment  in 
which  I  can  put  from  the  Chair. 

Mr.  DILLWYN :  Then  I  wiD 
myself  in  Order,  by  moving  thai 
debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Mr.  HANBUEY,  in  seconding 
Motion,  said,  that  hon.  Members 
wanted  to  know  whether  a  vote  on 
first  Besolution  was  to  imply  any 
on  the  third  and  fourth. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 
*'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adioumed.** 
--^Mr.  Dillwyn.) 
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Me.  TREVELTAN,  while  feeling  it 
to  be  unpleasant  to  take  part  in  sudi  a 
debate,  thought  it  absolutely  necessary 
to  say  two  or  three  sentences.  Things 
had  oeen  said  about  a  **  compact "  and 
a  "  compromise ; "  but  the  part  he  had 
played  In  the  matter  was  a  part  which 
he  believed  a  very  mat  number  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  in  the  House  would 
thoroughly  understand.  He  was  one  of 
those  who  did  not  agree  with  the  Eeso* 
lutions  of  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman. 
He  did  not  think  we  ought  to  coerce  the 
Turk — he  did  not  think  we  ought  to  go 
to  war  against  Turkey  in  any  circum- 
stances whatsoever;  but  he  was  one  of 
those  who  thought  it  would  be  an  awful 
national  sin  in  any  way  to  assist  Turkey. 
It  was  with  that  feeling,  and  because  he 
wished  a  definite  issue  to  be  raised,  that 
he  had  taken  the  course  he  had.  An 
hon.  Member,  amid  cheers  on  the  other 
side,  characterized  the  first  and  second 
Beaolutions  as  a  truism.  He  did  not 
think  that,  to  the  minds  of  many  hon. 
Members,  the  announcement  that  under 
no  circumstances  whatever,  we  ought  to 
give  support  to  Turkey  was  at  all  a 
truism.  Me  wished  that  the  tone  of  the 
speeches  of  hon.  Members  would  permit 
him  to  think  so.  If  these  Eesolutions 
were  carried,  it  would  be  a  reversal  of 
the  old  policy,  and,  as  he  believed,  the 
wrong  policy  of  this  country.  ["  Ques- 
tion V'Y 

Mb.  SPBAEEB  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  now  discussing  Besolutions  which  are 
not  before  the  House. 

Mr.  TEEVELTAN  bowed  to  the  de- 
oision  of  the  Ohair,  and  wished  only  to 
submit,  in  self-defence,  that  the  first  two 
Besolutions,  far  from  expressing  a  mere 
truism,  were  well  worth  debating  for 
several  nights. 

Mb.  NEWDEOATE  said,  the  House 
was  very  anxious  to  know  what  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Gkreenwich  meant ;  and 
notwithstanding  the  difficulty  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sulli- 
van) might  be  placed  by  having  to  make 
up  his  mind  again  for  himself,  the 
House,  he  thought,  would  act  only 
rationally  in  listening  now  to  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  to  say  as  to 
the  course  he  meant  to  take. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  am  afi*aid 
I  must  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
in  answering  this  question.  I  cannot 
answer  it  without  explaining  some  mat- 
ters which  I  think  it  absolutely  neces- 


sary should  be  explained,  in  order  to 
enable  the  House  to  understand  the 
position  in  which  I  am  placed.  I  shall, 
therefore,  say  at  once  all  that  I  have  to 
say  which  has  relation  to  the  form  of  my 
Motion.  Now,  Sir,  I  heard  in  the  early 
part  of  the  Session,  on  a  great  variety 
of  occasions,  not  only  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid-Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin),  but  also  from  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  a  very  great  anxiety 
expressed  that  hon.  Gentlemen  in  Oppo- 
sition— and  I  have  no  doubt  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  have  alluded,  and, 
indeed,  on  some  occasions  he  directly 
referred  to  me — that  hon.  Gentlemen  in 
Opposition  who  had  taken  a  prominent 
part  outside  these  walls  with  respect  to 
the  Eastern  Question  should  make  their 
proposals  inside  these  walls.  They  were 
tola  that  if  they  had  elsewhere  recom- 
mended a  Vote  of  Censure  on  the  Go- 
vernment, they  ought  to  move  such  a 
Vote  in  this  House ;  or  if  they  had  ad- 
vocated an  alteration  of  poHcy,  they 
ou^ht  to  propose  the  alteration  here ; 
and  if  they  did  so.  Government  would 
willingly  and  gladly  promote  a  free  dis- 
cussion of  their  proposals.  I  might  sup- 
port at  great  length,  by  quotations  from 
the  speeches  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  the  statement  I  have  just 
made ;  but  I  would  rather  rely  on  his 
belief  that  what  I  have  said  is  an  accu- 
rate risumi,  in  substance,  of  what  fell 
from  him  on  many  occasions.  Well, 
Sir,  I  felt  it  was  impossible  for  us,  with- 
out the  risk  of  damage  to  the  public 
interests — impossible,  I  would  say,  for 
me  as  an  individual  and  an  independent 
Member  of  Parliament,  without  the  risk 
of  damage  to  the  public  interests  and 
without  violating  those  rules  of  public 
duty  and  service  which  old  Servants  of 
the  Crown  are  especially  bound  to  ob- 
serve— to  raise  any  questions  in  either 
of  the  suggested  forms  so  long  as  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  engaged  in 
negotiations  which  were  ostensibly  car- 
ried on  in  concert  with  the  other  Powers 
of  Europe.  Therefore,  I  heartily  con- 
curred in  the  proceeding  of  my  noble 
Friend  the  Leader  of  tne  Opposition 
when  he  postponed  for  ever  so  many 
weeks — ^I  will  say  so  many  weary  weeks — 
any  discussion  upon  this  question  which 
could  involve  a  change  of  general  policy 
on  the  ground  of  possible  detriment  to  the 
public  interest.  When  these  negotia- 
tions had  come  to  a  close,  we  arrived  at 
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a  period  like  that  wbioh  appeared  to  be 
described  by  Lord  Clarendon  in  March, 
IS54,  of  drifting  into  war ;  that  is  to  say, 
the  active  efforts  of  the  Powers  were  at 
an  end,  and,  at  the  same  time,  war 
could  not  be  said  to  have  absolutely 
begun.  It  then  appeared  to  me  that 
the  time  had  come  when  I,  who  had 
taken  an  active  part  in  the  proceedings 
out-of-doors,  might  fairly  be  challenged 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid-Lincoln- 
shire, by  the  Government,  or  by  any- 
body else,  to  bring  this  matter  in  some 
way  or  other  under  the  judgment  of  the 
House  and  to  sustain  the  propositions 
which  I  have  sustained  elsewhere.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Mid-Lincolnshire  is 
under  an  entire  mistake  when  he  sup- 
poses that  in  the  course  of  the  Eecess  I 
have  proposed  the  removal  of  the  Go- 
vernment, or  Parliamentary  proceedings 
against  the  Government.  The  furthest 
point  to  which  I  went  was  to  declare 
that  it  seemed  to  me  necessary  in  the 
public  interest  for  the  Government  to 
alter  its  course,  to  modify  and  amend 
the  policy  which  it  had  adopted.  When, 
after  the  despatch  of  Lord  Derby  in  the 
end  of  September,  after  the  mission  of 
Lord  Salisbury  to  Constantinople,  it  ap- 
peared to  us  out-of-doors  that  some  such 
modification  had  occurred,  then,  until 
the  meeting  of  Parliament,  I  remained, 
if  I  may  so  say,  provisionally  contented 
with  what  was  going  on.  But  it  has 
been  plain  to  me  since  that  new  circum- 
stances have  arisen — that  the  position 
of  things  is  not  now  as  it  was  when 
Lord  Salisbury  went  to  Constantinople 
— that  new  matters  have  come  upon  the 
scene ;  and  therefore  I  could  not  conceal 
from  myself  that  in  my  own  opinion 
arg^uments  which  had  been  urged  in  the 
Autumn  for  further  declarations  and 
further  steps  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment were  still  valid,  and  it  was  still  a 
matter  of  duty  incumbent  upon  me  to 
bring  the  question  before  the  House. 
Li  consequence  I  considered  with  my- 
self in  what  mode  I  could  best  submit 
these  matters  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  My  object  is  not,  and  never 
has  been,  to  obtain  or  ask  for  a  Party 
advantage  against  the  Government. 
[Laughter,  and  "  Hear,  hear ! "]  Well, 
Sir,  I  understand  the  class  of  mmd  from 
which  a  sneer  of  that  description  would 
proceed ;  but  even  Gentlemen  with  that 
class  of  mind  will  recollect  that  the  first 
time  I  opened  my  mouth  in  this  House 
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upon  the  Eastern  Question 

and  explicitly  to  commend  the  Oov«t»* 

ment    when   their   conduct    was    aop- 

fosed  to  be  impugned  for  the  oomw 
then  believed  they  had  taken  with 
regard  to  the  Andrasey  Note,  and  that 
for  six  months  after  that  oommendataoa  I 
remained  absolutely  silent,  unwilling  to 
proceed  to  cavil  or  to  comment  npon  t^ 
grounds  which  were  before  me  mm  to 
their  policy.    I  cannot  pretend  to  mptmk 
as  a  supporter  of  the  Government  who 
thinks  that  their  conduct  in  this  mnttar 
has  been  laudable  or  beneficial  to  tbs 
country.    My  opinion,  unfortonatelj,  a 
the  exact  reverse;  but  it  was  not  xaj 
object  to  gain  an  advantage  orer  tlM 
Government  anymore  than  to  pwm  sa 
advantage  to  the  Government ;  bat  my 
object  was,  if  possible,  to  do  sometfaiag 
for  the  vast  interests  that  are  involTed  in 
the  question.    That  was  my  sole  object, 
and  it  is  my  sole  object  now,  and  for  that 
reason  I  aetermined  to  place  mj  pro- 
posal before  the  House  in  that  form  xa 
which  it  would  be  most  easy  for  the  Go- 
vernment, and  most  ea^for  anybody  elss 
in  thisHouse  to  say — *  *  We  object  to  parts 
of  your  proposal,  but  there  are   otbsr 
parts  of  your  proposal  which  we  do  not 
think  objectionable ;  we  will  mazt^  with 
you  thus  far,  though  we  cannot  mardi  any 
further."    It  appeared  to  me  to  be  of  ths 
utmost  importfmce  that  there  shonld  be, 
if  possible,   some    union  of  sentiment 
upon  the  subject.    I  at  least  wished  to 
do  all  that  was  in  my  power  to  prereat 
the  question  falling  into  the  category  of 
Parly  questions;  and  I  therefore  pro- 
posed these  Eesolutions.    Thej  weore  a 
whole  in  my  own  mind ;  I  could  not  pro- 
pose the  first  without  necessarily  going 
to  the  second,  third,  and  fourth,  and  to 
the  fifth  as  a  mode  of  combining  them 
together ;  but,  while  I  looked  upon  the 
entire  argument  as  one,  while  I  believe 
I  am  correct  in  saying  that  on  great  sab- 
jects  such  as  this  it  has  been  the  nsnal 
method  instead  of  moving  an  Address 
on  the  entire  subject-matter,   which  I 
could  hardly  have  done  in  point  of  fbrm, 
I  put  the  different  parts  of  the  subject  in 
separate  Besolutions  for  the  convenience 
of  the  House.     It  appeared  tiiat  this 
course  was  recommended  by  the  most 
obvious  considerations — I  do  not  say  of 
Party  advantage  or  disadvantage.    I  do 
not  know  whether  there  was  the  <ms  or 
the  other,  but  by  the  most  obvious  con- 
siderations of  public  policy.    I  own  I 
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had  the  hope  with  which  I  am  taunted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  and  which  he 
seems  to  have  thought  it  a  sin  for  me  to 
entertain ;  and,  while  he  taunts  me  with 
that  hope,  he  assumes  that  the  terms  of 
the  Resolutions  with  regard  to  which  I 
entertained  it  are  worth  nothing;  yet, 
at  the  same  time,  I  intended  nothing  in 
the  nature  of  an  indictment  against  the 
Gk>Temment  in  my  proceeding.  Little 
does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  know  of 
the  motives  that  have  governed  my 
mind.  Himself  an  honourable  and  high- 
minded  man,  I  am  truly  sorry  he  is  not 
ready  to  give  some  credit  to  others  for 
beinff  actuated  by  motives  such  as  those 
which  would  prompt  him  in  similar  cir- 
cumstances. In  my  Besolutions  I  divided 
as  carefully  as  I  could  the  several  por- 
tions of  my  subject,  and  I  said  to  myself 
— **  Surely  it  is  hardly  possible  that  the 
Gt>vemment  will  object  to  allow  this 
House  to  express,  in  terms  which  I  think 
much  more  suitable  than  those  which 
they  advised  Her  Majesty  to  use,  but  at 
the  same  time  in  terms  analogous  in 
their  effect,  what  the  House  thinks  of 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  of  Turkey 
in  respect  to  the  despatch  of  the  21st  of 
September."  I  then  went  on,  it  ap- 
peared to  me,  in  logical  order  and  in  a 
practical  and  consistent  manner,  in  the 
next  step,  to  the  establishment  of  what 
I  venture  to  think  the  ineffaceable  guilt 
of  the  Ottoman  Qt)vemment  with  respect 
to  the  Bulgarian  revolt,  and  I  proposed 
to  ask  the  House  to  say  that  neither  the 
moral  nor  the  material  support  of  Eng- 
land ought  to  be  afforded  to  the  Porte ; 
and  I  had  some  hope  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  be  induced  to  go  so  far  as  to 
say  that  in  the  circumstances  it  was  ex- 
pedient that  this  great  Christian  country 
should  make  a  declaration  to  that  effect. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  he  dis- 
tinguishes between  the  operative  parts 
of  tiiese  Besolutions  and  uie  inoperative 
parts ;  but,  in  my  own  opinion,  the  first 
and  ihe  second  Besolutions  are  highly 
inoperative.  It  is  quite  true  that  in  my 
own  mind  they  are  introductory  to  the 
third  and  fourth ;  but  it  is  also  true  that 
in  my  own  mind  they  are  in  themselves 
most  important,  most  pregnant  proposi- 
tions, to  establish  which  would  relieve 
the  mind  of  the  country  if  it  were  the 
pleasure  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  of  the  House  to  sustain  them.  With 
regard  to  the  third  Besolution,  I  know  of 


no  reason  why  it  should  not  be  adopted 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I  did 
not  in  the  third  Besolution  push  to  its 
fullest  extent  the  precise  policy  I  myself 
recommend;  I  have  taken  the  phrase 
"practical  self-government,"  because  I 
found  it  in  the  despatch  of  Lord  Salis- 
bury, No.  167,  page  216,  of  the  second 
Blue  Book  presented  in  February,  and 
because  substantially  it  appeared  to  me 
to  comprise  all  that  was  requisite.  Then 
I  placed  the  word  ''exacting"  in  the 
fourth  Besolution,  because,  whether  we 
use  the  word  ** exacting"  or  ''obtain- 
ing," I  meant  to  express  the  opinion  I 
fully  entertain,  that  the  united  authority 
of  Europe  ought  to  require  from  the 
Porte  the  adoption  of  those  measures 
which  are  necessary  for  peace  and  justice. 
But  I  could  not  conceal  from  myself, 
even  in  the  framing  of  these  Besolutions, 
that  there  are  many  hon.  Gentlemen  in 
this  House  who  might  be  disposed  to 
entertain  the  earlier  BesolutioDs  who 
would  not  be  disposed  to  entertain  the 
later  Besolutions ;  and  certainly  my  hope 
was  and  my  intention  was  to  obtain  the 
judgment  of  the  House,  as  far  as  I  asked 
it  at  all,  in  the  most  favourable  form 
and  the  most  favourable  manner  I  could. 
I  therefore  intended — ^if  I  may  describe 
my  intentions  when  so  much  is  said  with 
regard  to  motives — when  I  cave  Notice 
of  the  Besolutions,  to  proceed  with  them 
in  the  full  expectation  that  we  were  to 
have  what  is  called  a  fair  stand-up  fight. 
It  may  be  wrong  on  my  part ;  but  I  own 
I  cannot  express  the  surprise  with  which 
I  found  that  it  was  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  after  the  invita- 
tion they  had  given  to  us,  and  given 
I  may  say  to  me,  to  make  a  proposal 
of  our  policy  —  after  the  manner  in 
which  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Hackney  had  been  compelled,  as  far 
as  compulsion  could  be  brought  to  bear, 
to  divide  the  House  against  his  will, 
when  he  had  proposed  something  of  a 
policy  upon  tms  subject — I  was  per- 
fectly astonished  when  I  found  on  Friday 
evening  last  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, by  whom  we  were  invited  to  dis- 
cuss it,  and  who,  therefore,  as  I  con- 
ceive, had  promised  a  free,  large,  and 
full  discussion,  intended  to  support  the 
Motion  for  the  Previous  Question,  the 
effect  of  which,  if  carried,  was  to  shut 
out  all  Amendment ;  for  of  course,  if  the 
Previous  Question  was  adopted  upon 
the  first  Besolution^  that  would  d  fortiori 
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imply  that  the  House  would  not  be  in 
the  slightest  degree  disposed  to  proceed 
with  the  other  Resolutions.     In  that 
state  of  things  I  considered  with  myself 
what  I  should  do,  without  communicating 
with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Maidstone  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  or  any- 
body else ;    and  it  appeared  to  me,  un- 
doubtedly, that  in  all  probability  my 
best  policy  would  be  to  take  a  division 
on  the  first,  and  to  state  that  although  I 
regarded  all  the  Hesolutions  as  perfectly 
distinct,  yet  as  I  had,  in  homely  phrase, 
put  my  best  foot  foremost,  as  tne  first 
Kesolution  was  most  likely  to  conciliate 
support,  I  had  in  my  own  mind  consi- 
dered the  matter,  and  certainly  I  thought, 
both  in  point  of  usage  and  policy,  I 
should  be  perfectly  justified  in  refraining 
from  taking  the  sense  of  the  House  upon 
the  other  Besolutions.    It  may  be  pro- 
perly pointed  out  that  there  is  an  inter- 
mediate course — that  I  might  have  asked 
to  have  the  Besolutions  put  from  the 
Chair,  and  might  have  haa  them  nega- 
tived ;  but  I  remember  the  case  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hackney, 
that  upon  him  it  was  endeavoured  appa- 
rently, as  far  as  we  were  able  to  judge, 
to  put  in  force  a  practice  which  one  of 
vour  Predecessors,  Sir,  declared  irregu- 
lar axvl  un-Parliamentary — namely,  that 
of  what  is  termed  forcing  a  division.    I 
determined  not  to  expose  myself  to  that 
risk,  and  I  therefore  felt  I  should  be 
perfectly  justified,  having  submitted  a 
proposal,  as  being  in  my  own  mind  a 
whole,  in  a  series  of  propositions  which 
hon.  Members  are  entitled  to  senarate 
and  treat,  if  they  think  fit,  as  abs^utely 
independent  of  one  another,  in  conclud- 
ing that  I  should  not  go  forward  with 
the  other  Besolutions.    Then,  I  found  to 
my  great  satisfaction  that  if  I  did  not 
move  my  later  Besolutions  my  liberty 
of  stating  my  plan  as  a  whole  remained 
to  me,  and  that  if  I  did  not  propose  those 
later  Besolutions  so  as  to  commit  others 
to  their  support,  which  I  have  not  tiie 
least  desire  to  do,  although  committed 
to  them  myself,  I  should  nave  the  ad- 
vantage of  meeting  the  views  of  my 
noble  Friend  and  omers  who  sit  around 
him.    The  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Sullivan),  who    generally  speaks  with 
ability,  good  sense,  and  proper  feeling, 
seems  to  me  to  treat  the  question  as  if 
my  desire  to  find  myself  m  union  with 
my  noble  Friend,  my  old  OoUeaffue,  and 
my  present  Leader,  was  a  sinful  desire. 

Mr*  Gladstone 


I  was,  however,  delighted  to  fiod  tk«l, 
partly  on  the  conditions  I  hare  d— iiiliri. 
which  are  entirely  acceptable  to  mm^  aai 
partly  on  the  condition  of  the  eltmrioi 
of  the  second  Be8olutioii«  mj  aokk 
Friend  thought  it  in  his  power  to  gm  t 
cordial  support  to  these  two  Bfieointio— . 
Sir,  I  can  go  a jpreat  deal  further,  aad  I 
will  sav  tnat  I  am  not  unable  to  dk- 
tinguish  between  all  I  should  lika  to 
have  and  the  amount  of  support  I  on 

fet.  I  say  that  if  it  were  poeeihie  to  oh 
uce  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  oomag 
in  any  kind  of  Besolutions  which  wooU 
have  the  effect  of  clearing  up  the 
rentl^  ambi^ous  and  even  daii^, 
position  in  which  we  stand — if  that 
done  in  any  way  they  could  devise,  ^ 
thing  would  give  me  more  pleeaure  than 
to  meet  them.  Therefore,  denzin^  to 
meet  them  in  an  amicable  frame  of  miad. 


and  having  always  in  view  not  the  que*- 
tion  of  benefit  to  us,  or  damage  to  wem, 
but  that  of  advancing  these  eaonnow 
interests  which  are  in  some  degree  pleoed 
in  our  charge,  it  seemed  to  me  that  I 
could   not   possibly  hesitate  to    mak« 
known  to  my  noble  Friend  that  which 
was  in  my  own  mind,  and  which  I  leh 
would  relieve  him  from  every  kind  of 
responsibility  as  to  the  last  three  Beao- 
lutions,  however  much  I  may  be  attached 
to  them.    I  hope  I  have  in  some 
explained  the  course  I  intend  to  ^  ^ 
mth  regard  to  the  alteration  in  int 
second  Besolution,  I  have  said  I  did  not 
think  myself  justified  in  moving  any 
alteration  whatever,  but  I  sho«ud  be 
most  ready  to  assent  to  the  alteration  of 
my  hon.  Friend.    I  have  no  hesitatiop 
in  going  alittle  farther  and  saying  that, 
though  the  alteration  of  my  hon.  Friend 
makes  the  Besolution  less  complete  as  a 
declaration  of  policy,  yet  to  me,  who 
take  what  veir  roughly  and  popularlv 
speaking  may  be  called  the  anti-Torkisa 
side,  his  form  of  the  Besolution  it,  if 
possible,  more  satisfactory  to  me  than 
my  own  or  any  other  form.    How  then 
could  I  hesitate,  in  the  droumstancss 
that  I  have  described,  as  to  the  count  I 
should  adopt?    I  never  heard  of  any 
principle,  either  of  prudence  or  Pariia- 
mentuy  usage,  which  preeoribed  that 
anyone  proposixijg^  a  series  of  Besolutions 
on  a  great  subject  was  bound  to  hare 
each  imd  all  of  those  Besohitieas  seve* 
rally  put  from  the  Ohair;  and  harinff 
before  me  the  fear  of  what  are  callsa 
'' forced  divisions, "  I  must  own  that  it  oer* 


397        The  Eastern  Question.        (Mat  7,  1877]    Resolutions  {Mr.  Gladstone).  398 


tainlj  appeared  veiy  imprudent  on  my 
part  to  lulow  myself  to  be  passed  tkrongh 
the  Candine  forks,  by  leaving  it  in  ti^e 
power  of  any  bon.  Gentleman  opposite 
to  throw  discredit  on  them  by  opposing 
the  withdrawal  of  the  latter  Besolutions. 
I  decline  altogether  to  recognize  the 
distinction  which  has  been  drawn  be- 
tween the    operative    and   inoperative 
Besolutions.    Logically  and  morally,  as 
they  are  connected  in  my  mind,  I  main- 
tain, the  first  two  Besolutions  of  them- 
selves embody  the  most  important  de- 
clarations ;  and  an  immense  gain  would 
be  obtained  if  it  were  possible  to  in- 
duce the  Government  to  accede  to  them. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  repre- 
sents them  as  of  no  value  or  importance 
whatever;  but  if  they  are  as  ne  says, 
and  if  they  do  not  contain  mischief  and 
poison — why  will  not  the    right  hon. 
Gentleman   o^osite    concur  with  this 
side  of  the    House    in    obtaining  the 
united   declaration    of   the    House    of 
(Commons  on  this  subject.  \_Lo%td  cheers  J] 
I  hear  what  I  believe  to  be  sincere 
cheers  from  the    other  side  with  the 
greatest  pleasure;    and  I  assure  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  there  is  no  sacrifice 
I  would  not  make,  so  far  as  merely 
personal  feelings    and    conditions    are 
concerned,  in  order  to  obtain  that  which 
I  desire.    I  want  to  relieve  my  country 
from  what  I  think  a  most  serious  risk  of 
danger,  guilt,  and  dishonour;   and  in 
these    circumstances  I  should  be    the 
basest  of  men  if  I  did  not  endeavour  to 
be  g^ded,  in  every  point  that  is  to  be 
decided,  by  the  consideration  in  what 
way  I  could  most  effectually  take  steps 
towards  it.    That  is  the  whole  case; 
and  so  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned 
I  think  I  have  maae  a  peifectly  clean 
breast  of  it.    The  Besolutions,  as  I  have 
said,  are  morally  and  logically  one,  yet 
for   Parliamentary  purposes   they  are 
distinct  and  separate  propositions.     I 
felt  the  concession  from  me  about  the 
second  Besolution  was  one  which  it  was 
impossible  reasonably  to  decline ;  at  the 
same  time,  as  stated  by  my  noble  Friend, 
if  hon.  Gentlemen  felt  that  the  alteration 
I  had  expressed  my  willingness  to  adopt 
required  and  entitled  the  necessiiy  of 
further  consideration,  I  could  not  pos- 
sibly object  to  that.    I  think  I  have 
answered  the  questions  which  have  been 
put  to  me.    Before  sitting  down  I  may 
say — and  it  is  right  I  should  say — that 
I  was  so  astonished  to  hear  tiie  an- 


nouncement of  the  Government  to  em- 
ploy the  Previous  Question  on  Friday 
that  I  did  not  at  the  moment  see  what 
course  I  ought  to  adopt ;  but,  taking  a 
little  time  to  consider,  I  did  come  down 
to  the  House  at  a  later  hour  for  the 
purpose  of  reviving  the  subject,  which 
appeared  quite  necessary  for  me  to  do. 
I  found,  however,  that  I  was  prevented 
doing  so  by  the  accident  of  a  count-out, 
which  will  happen  from  time  to  time, 
notwithstanding  the  best  arrangements 
of  the  Government  to  keep  a  House. 
That  alone  prevented  me  nrom  asking 
for  an  explanation  or  saying  a  word  on 
the  subject,  and  no  alternative  was  left 
but  the  course  I  have  now  pursued. 

Mb.  pell  said,  he  regretted  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
had  not  taken  the  opportunity  of  the 
Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  the 
Debate  for  clearing  away  much  of  the 
doubt  and  difficulty  that  surrounded  the 
present  position.  He  did  not  wish  to 
give  any  offence ;  but  it  appeared  to  him 
that  some  arrangement  had  been  come 
to  between  the  hon.  Member  for  Maid- 
stone (Sir  John  Lubbock)  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich. Now,  they  knew  nothing  of  that ; 
but  he  understood  the  hon.  Member  for 
Maidstone  to  say  that  he  intended  to 
withdraw  his  Motion  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  withdraw  the  third 
and  fourth  Besolutions.  The  House  had 
not  yet  been  told  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intended  to  do  that  or  whe- 
ther he  intended  to  argue  and  to  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  upon  them.  He 
(Mr.  Pell)  thought  such  a  course  of  pro- 
cedure was  hardly  fair  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  withdrawn  his  Motion  of 
the  Previous  Question,  that  the  matter 
should  be  left  in  that  state  of  uncer- 
tainiy.  He  would,  therefore,  ask  the 
hon.  Member,  whether  he  intended  to 
support  the  demand  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  state  clearly  whether 
he  intended  to  divide  the  House  upon 
the  third  and  fourth  portions  of  his 
Besolutions  if  the  opportunity  were  af- 
forded him  ? 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOOK  said,  that  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  PeU) 
had  referred  to  him  he  would  ask  the 
permission  of  the  House  to  say  a  few 
words.  Li  the  course  he  had  taken  he 
trusted  the  House  would  believe  he  had 
acted  in  deference  to  the  views  of  many 
whose  advice  he  could  not  disregard. 
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It  was,  moreover,  in  his  own  judgment, 
that  which  was  most  calculated  to  pro- 
mote  the    maintenance   of  peace  and 
the  true  interests  of  the  country;  al- 
though he  was  sorry  to  differ  from  some 
few   of  his   hon.   Friends    near    him. 
His  course  had  heen  perfectly  clear.    As 
soon  as  he  heard  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    intended    to    modify    the 
Eesolutions    in    the  manner   now   an- 
nounced, his  (Sir  John  Lubhock's)  ob- 
jections to  them  ceased.    No  doubt  a 
number    of  meetings   had   been   held 
throughout  the  country  in  support  of 
these  Kesolutions ;  but  it  could  not  have 
escaped  attention  that  these  Besolutions 
had  oeen  supported  at  the  various  meet- 
ings on  very  different  grounds,  some 
speakers  having^   thought   they  meant 
coercion  of  Turkey  by  war,  and  others 
that  they  meant  neutrality.    Their  word- 
ing, however,  in  his  opinion,  pointed  to 
war.    But  as  the  matter  now  stood,  the 
case  was  very  different.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  accepted  a  modification 
of  the  second  Besolution  which  entirely 
met  their  objections,  and  while  advo- 
cating the  general  policy  indicated  in 
the  third  and  fourth,  he  would  not  pro- 
pose them  formally.    But  it  was  one 
thine  to  support  the  general  tenour  of 
Eesolutions,  another  thing  to  ask  the 
House  to  pass  them  as  formal  and  bind- 
ing instructions    to  Gk>vemment,   irre- 
spective of  what  circumstances  might 
arise.    The    hon.   Member   for   Louth 
(Mr.  Sullivan)  had  said  that  the  Amend- 
ment which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Greenwich  had  accepted 
in  the  second  Hesolution  had  reduced 
it  to  a  truism.    Well,  but  then,  if  that 
were  so,  what  was  it  before?    K  the 
change  had   made   it   a  truism,  then, 
before  the  change,  it  contained  a  pledge 
of  assistance  under  certain  conmtions. 
But    that   would    have   been    entirely 
in    opposition    to    the    policy  of  neu- 
trality advocated  at  so  many  meetings. 
The  alteration  in  the  second  Besolution 
which  had  been  accepted  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  entirely  changed 
the  character  of  that  Besolution,  and 
made  it  one  of  which,  for  his  own  part,  he 
could  cordially  approve.    When  he  was 
told  that  the  first  two  Besolutions  meant 
nothing  and  were  unworthy  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  he  must  ask  himself 
— ''What  about  those  meetings  through- 
out the    country,   and  the  resolutions 
passed  at  them  ?  "    The  two  Besolutions 

Sir  John  Luhhock 


now  before  the  House  seemed  to 
very  clear  and  very  important.  Thej  ex- 
pressed in  the  strongest  poesible  mmmcr 
the  horror  which  was  felt  by  this  comitrj 
at  the  atrocities  in  Bulgmriay  ther  •&- 
nounced  what  he  believed  was  the  alouMt 
unanimous  wish  of  the  countty — ^namely, 
to  maintain  neutralitY.  They  gaw 
the  most  solemn  possible  warnings  to 
Turkey;  and  if  Her  Majesty's  Oorerm- 
ment  would  only  accept  them  in  the  wpait 
in  which  thev  were  intended,  they  would 
give  them  the  greatest  possible  aasist- 
ance  in  their  efforts  to  give  peace,  jus- 
tice, and  good  government  to  ihom 
afflicted  Provinces. 

Mr.  MABK  STEWABT  asked  ihB 
hon.  Baronet  to  explain  more  deariy 
what  course  he  intended  to  pursue^  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mealier 
for  Greenwich  had  not  answered  tb« 
question  whether  he  intended  to  move 
the  third  and  fourth  Besolutions? 

Sm  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  to  look  at  the  Beeo- 
lutions  as  a  general  expression  of  palkr 
was  a  very  Afferent  thmg  from  ibrang 
them  as  binding  upon  Her  MijeeCy'* 
Government.  It  was  the  latter  coarse 
which  to  his  mind  formed  the  great  ob> 
jection  to  the  Besolutions  as  thej  ori- 
ginally stood.  

Sib  BAINALD  KNIGHTLEY  said, 
the  House  had  been  asked  to  intertev 
with  the  regular  course  of  PaUic  Busi- 
ness in  order  to  discuss  distinct  Besoln- 
tions.  An  appeal  had  been  made  by 
the  hon.  Members  for  Hackney,  Bir- 
mingham, Louth,  Exeter,  and  vaiioiiB 
other  places  to  obtain  a  dear  under- 
standing  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  or  did  not  intend  to  more  ths 
third  and  fourth  Besolutions.  He  also 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
whether  he  intended  to  move  them? 

Mb.  MACDONALD  desired  to  ex- 
press his  dissent  from  the  remarks  made 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Maidstone  (Sir  John  Lubbock),  who  be- 
lieved that  the  Besolutions  as  they  now 
stood  would  express  the  feelings  of  the 
meetings  which  had  been  held  throogh- 
out  the  country.  He  had  attended  several 
of  those  meetings,  and  he  begged  leave  to 
say  that  the  Besolutions  in  their  altered 
form  would  not  express  the  feelings  of 
the  country.  Therefore,  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Maidstone  could  hare  no 
correct  knowledge  of  those  feelings. 

Motion,  by  leave,  toithirMwn. 
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Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  SAMPSON  LLOYD  said,  that 
it  was  due  to  the  House  and  to  the  high 
character  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  should  give  a  distinct  answer  to 
the  question  whether  the  third  and 
fourth  Eesolutions  were  to  be  moved  or 
not?  To  enable  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  speak  again  he  begged  to  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd.) 

LoBD  ELGHO  said,  it  was  only  fair 
to  the  House  and  to  every  Member  of 
it,  and  he  must  add  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself,  when  he  was  asked 
to  say  "Tes,"  or  "No,"  as  to  whether 
he  intended  to  stand  by  his  third  and 
fourth  Besolutions,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  give  an  answer  to  that 
plain  and  distinct  question. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  thought  I  had 
answered  it  before  three  or  four  times. 
My  noble  Friend  is  acute  enough  when 
he  wants  to  be  acute,  and  I  am  sorry 
that  I  have  been  unable  to  convey  clearly 
my  intention  upon  this  occasion.  I  men- 
tioned that  I  had  some  days  ago,  with 
the  Motion  for  the  ''Previous  Ques- 
tion "  on  the  Paper,  made  up  my  mind 
not  to  proceed  with  an  attempt  to  obtain 
a  decision  referable  to  each  Eesolution 
for  the  reasons  I  have  already  stated, 
as  beinff  fatal  to  free  discussion ;  but 
when  I  found  that  by  not  asking  the 
Speaker  to  put  the  &ird  and  fourth 
Besolutions  and  by  accepting  an  Amend- 
ment, to  me  perfectly  acceptable,  I 
should  obtain  the  support  of  many 
Gentlemen  whose  votes  were  of  a  value 
beyond  their  numerical  force,  I  had  no 
hesitation  in  making  it  known  that  I  had 
no  intention  of  aslang  you,  Sir,  to  put 
the  Resolutions  from  the  Chair. 

Mr.  E.  SMYTH  said,  he  also  had  a 
question  to  put.  He  wi^ed  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Elcho)  whe- 
ther he  woula  pledge  himself  to  put  his 
Resolution  ?     

Mb.  GOLDNEY  said,  he  understood 
that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Ghreen- 
wich  had  determined  not  to  put  his 
third  and  fourth  Eesolutions. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  be  post- 
poned until  after  the  Notice  of  Motion  relating 
to  the  Eastern  Question. 


Mr.  GLADSTONE,*  in  rising  to  move 
the  first  of  the  Resolutions  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice,  as  follows : — 

*^  That  this  House  finds  just  cause  of  dissatis- 
faction and  complaint  in  the  conduct  of  the 
Ottoman  Porte  with  regard  to  the  despatch 
written  hy  the  Earl  of  Derhy  on  the  21st  of 
September,  1876,  and  relating  to  the  massacres 
in  Bulgaria," 

said :  I  much  regret  that  I  should  intro- 
duce a  subject  of  the  greatest  importance 
after  discussions  which  must  necessanly 
have  had,  I  do  not  say  an  irritating,  but 
a  dissipating,  effect  upon  the  mind  and 
attention  of  the  House.  Before  ap- 
proaching it,  I  must  deal  with  one  or 
two  preliminary  matters. 

My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Staf- 
ford (Mr.  Macdonald)  has  spoken  of  the 
character  of  the  manifestations  which 
have  recently  proceeded  from  the  coun- 
try. I  have  watched  the  proceedings 
and  read  the  declarations  and  conclusions 
arrived  at  steadily  and  regularly ;  until 
to-day,  when  the  number  of  meetings 
has  entirely  overpowered  me,  for,  irre- 
spective of  other  correspondence,  the 
reports  of  nearly  100  meetings  have 
reached  me  since  this  morning.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  having  read  all  the 
resolutions  passed  at  the  previous  meet- 
ings, and  naving  even  observed  that 
firom  day  to  day  their  tone  became 
warmer  and  warmer,  I  am  bound  to 
corroborate  the  statement  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stafford.  In  a 
verv  small  number  of  these  popular 
deaarations,  neutrality  was  either  men- 
tioned or  implied.  But  I  must  add, 
again  speaking  simply  to  a  matter  of 
fact,  though  I  put  no  particular  con- 
struction on  it,  the  reception  of  the 
Besolutions  now  before  the  House  has 
been  singularly  different  among  the 
authorities  that  guide  public  opinion  in 
the  Metropolis,  and  those  who  address 
it  in  the  countiy.  Some  of  the  greatest 
pundits  of  the  Metropolis  have  been 
puzzled  as  to  what  my  Besolutions 
mean ;  and  I  am  not  sure  that  there  is 
not  a  similar  doubt  and  obscurity  in  the 
minds  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment. 
The  people  of  the  country,  however,  do 
not  appear  to  have  experienced  any  por- 
tion of  tiiis  difficulty.  I  am  able  to  say 
of  all  the  resolutions  at  meetings  held 
throughout  the  country,  that  in  more 
than  19  cases  out  of  20  their  general 
scope  has  been  in  correspondence  not 
merely  with  the  first  two  of  my  five 

IFirst  Night.'] 


Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The 
organ  of  opinion  in  a  bozoogh  k  & 
public  meeting  cony^ied  by  the  Major, 
and  mj  statement  ib  not  weakened  hj 
the  census  the  hon.  Gentleman  hu 
somewhat  raj^idly  taken  of  the' penoas 
attending  it,  in  a  manner  not,  1  think, 
the  most  complimentary  to  his  oooiti- 
tuents. 

I  now  come,  Sir,  to  the  main  qneetHm 
These  Eesolutions  would  indude,  na- 
doubtedly,  a  yital  or  material  altermtiai 
of  the  declared  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gbyemment.  ^ut  my  first  object,  mnd 
one  of  my  main  objects,  is  to  dear  tbai 
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Besolutions,  but  with  the  whole.  It  is 
only  fair  to  admit  that  I  received  an 
account  of  an  adverse  meeting  held  in 
the  great  town  of  Bradford ;  but  it  was 
the  adverse  meeting,  not  of  the  town  of 
Bradford,  but  of  the  Executive  Com- 
mitteee  of  the  Conservative  Association. 
I  wish  to  give  it  its  due  publicity  in 
order  that  such  weight  as  it  can  fairlv 
claim  may  be  given  to  it.  Now,  though 
many  of  the  dedarations  of  opinion  have 
come  from  Liberal  Assodations,  yet  also 
a  large  number  have  come  from  towns' 
meetings  reg^arly  summoned,  and  from 
other  public  meetings  openly  convened, 
largdy  attended  at  the  very  shortest 
notice,  and  pervaded  by  a  spirit  of 
enthusiasm  equal  to  that  which  marked 
the  expression  of  opinion  in  September. 
At  one  of  these  towns'  meetings — that 
which  was  held  in  Northampton,  under 
the  preddency  of  the  Mayor — a  gentle- 
mim  moved  a  declaration  to  the  effect 
that  it  would  not  be  well  to  interfere 
with  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's  Gk>vem- 
ment,  and  not  a  single  person  was  found 
to  second  that  motion.  There  is  another 
town,  and  that  is  the  town  of  Christ- 
church,  represented  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  IS  not  now  in  his  place  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff);  he  has  wisely  re- 
tired for  the  refreshment  so  necessary 
to  us  all  for  renewing  the  zeal  and 
vigour  of  the  inner  man.  Well,  I  am 
glad  to  think  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  is  about  to  move  the  Previous  Ques- 
tion, if  the  Notice  holds  good,  is  or  was 
entirdy  at  one  with  me  on  the  substance 
of  this  matter.  I  hold  in  my  hand  the 
report  in  a  Conservative  journal  of  the 
speech  made  by  him  at  Uhristchurch  in 
September,  in  which  he  dedares  pod- 
tively  that  the  Provinces  of  Turkey 
must  be  liberated ;  and,  as  the  promises 
of  its  Government  are  worthless,  there 
must  be  other  guarantees.  I  am  glad 
to  see  that  in  me  town  he  represents  a 
public  meeting  has  been  recently  con- 
vened by  the  Mayor,  and  a  requidtion 
has  been  made  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
requesting  him  to  support  the  Resolu- 
tions, the  discusdon  of  which  he  is  about 
to  stifle.  The  hon.  Member  will  tell  me 
if  I  misrepresent  the  case. 

Sm  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  misrepresenting 
the  case.  The  persons  who  requested 
me  to  support  the  Resolutions  were 
chiefly  persons  outdde  the  borough, 
imported  in  waggons. 

Mr,  Gladstone 


podtion  of  the  Government  in  a 
important  respect.    One  of  the  pouli 
wmch  I  must  endeavour,  therefore,  to 
establish   is,  that  that   podtion  k  at 
present  ambiguous.    Am  I  ri^ht  in  say - 
mg  that,  if  tms  is  so,  it  ia  desirable  that 
their   podtion  should   be  deared?    I 
think  I  can  show  that  I  do  not  oFeralate 
the  case.    I  do  not  propose  to  move  a 
Vote  of  Censure  on  the  Gtovemmeat, 
simply  for  this  reason — that  I  do  act 
see  what  public  interest  would  be  pro- 
moted by  my  doinff  it ;  but  I  wish  to  mj 
in  the  calmest  words — ^yet  they  cannot  W 
weak  words — that  I  know  no  chapter  ia 
the  history  of  our  fordgn  politics  siace 
the  Peace  of  Vienna  so  deplorable  as 
that  of  the  last  18  months.    I  speak  of 
that  policy  generally.    Some  atepehav* 
been  taken,  espedally  the  miadon  of 
Lord  Salisbury  to  Constantinople,  whicb 
deserved  the  approval  of  this  Hoost. 
But  that  step  was  immediatdy  met  on 
the  part  of  the  promoters  of  the  Antomn 
movement  by  their  reposing,  at  laatf 
providonally,   thdr    confidence  in  Uia 
Ambassador,   and  by  their  i^Mtainin^ 
firom  every  step  that  oould  weaken  hu 
hands.    They  had  to  oondder  the  mi»- 
don  in  the  light  of  the  Guildhall  n>eech. 
It  was  difficult  to  say  how  far  ft  wm 
modified  b  v  that  extraordinary  speech ; 
but,  notwitnstanding,  confidence  in  Lord 
Salisbury's  puipose  and  views  was  the 
prindple  generally  adopted,  and  upon 
that  misdon  I  have  not  now  one  wod 
to  say  of  censure,  but  only  of  oomme&dt- 
tion.    But  while  he  was  at  Conatanti* 
nople  there  was  also  another  Repre- 
sentative of  England  there,  whose  viem 
upon  the  most  vital  questiona  were  in 
direct  oppodtion  to  those  of  Lord  Salis* 
bury.    This  utter  difference  of  opinion, 
as  we  now  know,  was  known  to  tlie 
Turkish  Government,   and  it  counter 
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acted  all  along  Lord  Salisbuiy's  efforts. 
Thisy  then,  is  one  of  the  points  upon 
which  the  positton  of  the  Gbvemment  is 
ambiguous  and  requires  to  be  cleared. 

Then,  again,  with  regard  to  the  with- 
drawal of  Sir  Henry  Elliot  jfrom  Con- 
stantinople at  the  close  of  the  Conference. 
The  conduct  of  the  Porte  had  at  that 
time  deserred  some  manifestation  of  that 
feeling  which  it  was  reasonable  for  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  entertain ;  and 
all  the  other  Powers  had  intelligibly 
shown  their  displeasure.     But  so  far 
from  displaying  such  a  sentiment,  Her 
Majesty's  Qovernment  carefully  made  it 
known  that  the  departure  of  Sir  Henry 
Elliot  was  no  sign  of  displeasure.    Why 
was  that  done  ?    It  brings  into  question, 
if  not  the  sincerity  of  the  Qovernment, 
yet  at  the  very  least  their  firmness  and 
deamess  of  purpose.    Then,  again,  why 
was  it  that  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
at  the  time  of  the  Conference,  made  a 
conamunication  to  the  Porte  that  the 
views  of  the  Conference  would  be  words, 
and  words  alone,  and  were  not  to  be 
enforced  either  by  Her  Majestfr's  Go- 
vernment or  with  its  approval?    It  is 
a  mild  description  of  that  proceeding  to 
say  that  that  rendered  the  policy  and 
the  position  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment an  ambiguous  policy  and  position. 
Tou  might  as  well  have  dismissed  tiie 
Conference  altogether.    You  might  as 
well  have  done  that  which  you  seem 
given  to  do,  and,  at  the  outset  of  the 
proceedings  of  that  European  Parlia- 
ment, have  moved  the  '^  Previous  Quea- 
tion."    The  Conference  was  idle;   the 
Conference  became  a   farce  from  the 
moment   when   Turkey   had  been  in- 
formed by  England  that  in  no  circum- 
stances would  ^e  either  herself  enforce, 
or  recognize  the  enforcement  by  others 
of,  the  aecisions  at  which  the  Conference 
might  arrive.    Why,  Sir,  what  was  the 
position  of  the  case  r    England  was  then 
the  sole  obstacle  to  a  poucy  that  would 
have  given  reality  to  tne  decisions  that 
Lord  Salisbury  had  laboured  so  gal- 
lantly to  promote.    But,  like  the  power 
behind  the  Throne  in  other  days,  there 
was  somewhere  or  other  a  power  behind 
Lord  Salisbuiy  which  determined  that 
he  should  not   succeed.     And,  conse- 
quently, at  a  very  early  date  in  the  pro- 
ceedings the  Porte  was  informed  on  this 
vital  matter.    Why  was  the  Porte  in- 
formed of  it?      Why  was   the   Porte 
informed  of  it  then  ?    Wh^i  was  Lord 


Salisbury  made  aware  of  it?  Did  he 
know  it  before  he  left  England  ?  [Tbe 
Chancellob  of  the  Exohequeb  :  Yes.] 
Ah !  he  did  ?  He  knew  that  he  was  to 
be  allowed  to  use  words,  and  words 
alone?  Did  he  know  it  before  he 
accepted  the  mission?  My  question 
now  is  whether,  when  Lord  Salisbury 
left  England,  and  not  only  when  he  le£k 
England,  but  when  he  accepted  the 
mission  and  allowed  himself  to  be  pro- 
claimed Ambassador,  he  had  been  made 
aware  by  his  Colleagues  that  the  words 
which  he  might  use,  and  the  decisions 
at  which  the  Conference  might  arrive, 
were  to  be  recommendations  simply,  and 
were  in  no  circumstances  to  be  imposed 
upon  the  Porte?  To  that  I  have  no 
answer.  I  must  answer  is  for  myself. 
But,  whether  Lord  Salisbury  was  aware 
of  the  intention  or  not,  why  was  that 
communication  made  to  the  Porte  befor<e 
the  proceedings  of  the  Conference? 
Why  was  that  communication  made, 
which  drew  forth  a  lively  expression  of 
the  gratitude  of  the  Gband  Yizier  and  of 
the  Turkish  Gt)vemment,  not  to  the 
British  Government  at  large,  but  to 
Lord  Beaconsfield  and  Lord  Derby? 
Was  the  same  thing  done  by  other 
Governments?  The  Austrian  Govern- 
ment, on  the  contrary,  knowing  per- 
fectly well  with  whom  they  had  to  aieal, 
had  declared  that  when  the  decisions  of 
the  Conference  were  arrived  at  they 
ought  to  be  imposed  upon  the  Porto  by  a 
naval  demonstration ;  and,  unless  I  am 
much  mistaken,  it  was  well  known  to 
the  Government  of  Her  Majesty  that  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Government  of  France 
the  Oonierence  was  an  idle  form  if  the 
Porto  was  to  be  apprised  that  force  was 
not  to  be  used  with  respect  to  the  re- 
commendations of  Europe.  Therefore, 
we  £uid  Her  Majesty's  Government,  by 
their  unhappy  act,  playing  the  evil 
genius  of  Europe,  and  at  the  most  criti- 
cal moment  taking  the  very  step  that 
was  certain,  in  the  opinion  of  the  best 
and  most  experienced  judges,  to  nullify 
and  finistrate  utterly  the  labours  they 
were  ostensibly  undertaking.  It  is  a 
mild  description  to  say  that  this  rendered 
the  position  of  the  Government  an  am- 
biguous position. 

I  am  bound  to  say  I  think  the  mission 
of  Mr.  Layard  has,  in  its  outward  as* 
pect,  the  same  effect.  I  carefully  abstain 
DTom jpronoimcin^  a  final  jud^ent  upon 
it.    1  do  not  desire  to  make  it  a  subject 

[First  Night'] 
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of  censure.  I  have  known  Mr.  Layard 
in  two  capacities.  I  have  known  Mr. 
Layard  when  I  last  held  Office  under 
the  Crown.  I  then  knew  him  as  the 
able  and  zealous  Bepresentative  of  this 
country  at  Madrid,  discharging  his 
duties  in  a  manner  that  gave  to  the 
late  Ministry  the  most  perfect  satis- 
faction. But  I  cannot  altogether  set 
aside  my  recollections  of  Mr.  Layard  in 
this  House,  when  he  was  by  far  the 
most  effective,  and  by  far  the  furthest- 
going  advocate  of  the  Government  of 
Turkey  whom  I  have  ever  known  to  sit 
on  these  benches.  Consequently,  as  we 
find  in  the  Blue  Book  which  was  pre- 
sented to  us  on  Saturday,  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Layard  was  again  selected 
as  a  special  subject  of  thanks  by  the 
Turkish  Government,  and  it  was  ac- 
knowledged in  a  peculiar  and  very 
appropriate  phrase  to  be  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  of  Her  Majesty,  inas- 
much as  they  knew  his  friendly  senti- 
ments towards  Turkey,  a  **  delicate 
attention."  A  ''delicate  attention"  to 
that  Government  which  has  made  itself 
responsible  in  full  from  first  to  last  for 
the  massacres  of  Bulgaria,  and  whose 
fixed  intention  it  is  that  on  the  fiirst 
similar  occasion  similar  massacres  should 
be  again  perpetrated.  **  Delicate  atten- 
tions" to  that  Government  firom  the 
Government  of  Her  Majesty  are  matters 
which,  if  not  wrong  in  themselves,  at 
least  require  some  elucidation  to  show 
that  their  position  with  regard  to  the 
crimes  of  that  Gt>vemment  is  not  an 
ambiguous  position. 

Again,  Sir,  it  will  be  remembered  that 
a  despatch  was  produced  to  us  in  the 
month  of  M^  last  year,  in  which  it  was 
stated  that  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vemment 
felt  that  Turkey  was  only  to  depend 
upon  their  moral  support.  Now  my 
second  Besolution,  which  is  regarded  by 
the  Secretary  for  War  as  of  so  neutri^ 
and  inoperative  a  character,  carefully 
states  that  Turkey  has  lost  all  claim  to 
either  the  material  or  the  moral  support 
of  Great  Britain.  The  lines  between  ma- 
terial and  moral  support  are  not  always 
easily  drawn.  What  kind  of  support 
did  Her  Majesty's  Government  give  to 
Turkey  last  year  when,  having  sent  a 
squadron  to  Besika  Bay  to  protect 
Christian  life,  they  afterwards  converted 
that  squadron  into  a  powerAil  fleet  for 
some  other  unacknowledged  purpose? 
What  kind  of  support,  I  say,  was  the 

Mr.  OladUone 


support  then  given  to  Tark^?  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  as  far  aa  mj 
knowledge  goes,  have  never  dicdjoBMd 
this  ill-omened  phrase  ''  moral  snpporf^ 
I  do  not  want  to  pin  them  to  it — God 
forbid !  I  wish  with  all  m j  voal  that 
they  may  disclaim  it ;  but  I  wiah  abo 
to  point  out  that,  as  far  as  I  knov,  it 
has  not  yet  been  disclaimed* 

What  may  not  be  done  under  ^Sbm 
name  of  "moral  support?"  Why. 
almost  as  much  as  may  be  done  nndar 
the  name  of  ''British  interesta.**  W« 
sent  that  fleet  to  Besika  Bay,  or.  at 
least,  we  made  that  squadron  into  a  fleet 
when  it  was  in  BesiSa  Bay ;  uid  what 
was  the  effect  of  the  presence  of  that 
fleet?  I  say,  without  the  least  hesita- 
tion, it  was  to  overawe  the  Prorineea  of 
Turkey  bordering  on  the  Archipelago 
and  tne  Kingdom  of  free  Greece,  and 
to  prevent  any  movement  which  might 
have  been  made  in  sympathy  with  the 
Slav  Provinces.  And,  therefore,  al- 
though without  lifting  a  hand,  it  was 
material  as  well  as  moral  support  titiat 
was  supplied  to  Turkey  under  tne  name 
of  moral  support,  for  it  prevented  from 
pouring  into  the  field  thoae  who  would 
have  fi^ded  to  the  force  of  TuAef^ 
rebellious  subjects. 

I  venture  to  say  there  is  a  greater 
ambiguity  still,  and  a  more  m^ifie 
source  of  it,  than  those  to  which  I  har* 
already  referred;  it  is  to  be  found  in 
the  conflicting  declarations  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
Having  recognized  the  mission  of  Loid 
Salisbury  as  a  kind  of  point  of  junction 
at  which  we,  who  had  taken  part  in  the 
popular  movement,  were  able  to  bring 
ourselves  into  a  sort  of  union  with  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  I  will  go  back  to 
nothing  in  the  conduct  of  the  Govem- 
ment  which  preceded  that  mission,  and 
thereby  I  shall  get  rid  of  a  great  deal 
of  awkward  mattor  sDoken  at  Ayleebuzy 
and  elsewhere.  I  wul  not  draw  a  com- 
parison between  those  speeohea,  and 
other  speeches  which  rave  some  public 
satisfaction,  and  tended  greatly  to  arrest 
the  movement  which  was  in  progress  in 
the  county.    I  take  only  what  has  hap- 

gened  in  England  since  the  despatdi  of 
eptomber  21  to  the  Oonferenoe  at 
Constantinople.  I  am  bound  to  say  I 
cannot  do  otherwise  than  reeoniiie  the 
most  distinct  retrogression  in  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  since  the 
dosing  of  the  Conference.    I  also  find 
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contradictions  which  I  at  least  am  wholly 
unable  to  reconcile  in  the  declarations 
of  the  Gk>Temment.  I  take  first  one 
declaration,  which  I  think  ought  to  be 
borne  in  mindy  though  I  do  not  dwell 
upon  it,  because  I  do  not  wish  to  make 
it  a  matter  of  controversy.  There  was 
a  declaration  by  Sir  Henry  Elliot  that 
it  did  not  signify,  so  far  as  the  main 
question  was  concerned,  what  number 
of  Bulgarians  were  massacred,  because 
the  thing  essential  for  us  to  do  was  to 
maintain  our  vital  interests  in  the  Otto- 
man Empire.  Lord  Derby  very  properly 
rebuked  and  repudiated  that  declara- 
tion in  his  despatch  of  the  21st  of  Sep- 
tember; where,  after  describing  the  out- 
rages which  had  occurred,  and  the  coun- 
tenance given  to  them,  he  said  that  no 
interests  whatever  could  possibly  justify 
acquiescence  in  the  continuance  of  such 
a  system.  That  was  a  sharp  antagonism 
between  Minister  and  Ambassador.  But 
I  want  to  know  which  of  these  two  con- 
flicting authorities  is  to  come  uppermost 
in  the  long  run.  No  doubt  the  autho- 
rity of  Lord  Derby  is  the  greater.  I  am 
certain  that  what  he  wrote  he  wrote  with 
sincerity.  But  if  I  am  to  look  at  the 
tone  and  tenor  of  the  declarations  of  the 
Government  for  the  last  two  or  three 
months,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  they 
seem  to  me  to  be  relapsing  into  a  posi- 
tion in  which  the  outrages  inflictea  by 
the  Government  of  Turkey  are  to  be 
contemplated  as  matters  of  sentimental 
regret,  and  for  idle  and  verbal  expostu- 
lations ;  but  in  which  action  is  to  be  de- 
termined by  whatever  we  may  choose  to 
think  to  be  British  interests.  That  is  to 
say,  that  our  opinion  of  what  we  think 
best  for  ourselves  is,  after  all,  to  be,  in 
substance,  our  measure  of  right  and 
wrong  all  over  the  world.  I  want  to 
know  whether  that  contradiction  sub- 
sists, or  whether  we  still  have  to  learn 
that  there  is  to  be  no  toleration  for 
iniquity,  and  that  no  continuance  of 
material  or  of  moral  support  is  to  be 

given  to  a  Government  whicn  is  so  deeply 
yed  with  the  guilt  of  these  outrages. 
Next  I  come  to  a  declaration  of  Lord 
Carnarvon.  There  is  not  a  single  utter- 
ance which  has  proceeded  from  the 
mouth  of  any  Member  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  served  the  purposes  of 
the  Government  better  at  the  time  than 
this  manly  speech  of  Lord  Carnarvon. 
What  did  he  say?  I  will  not  quote  him 
at  length,  but  he  said — 


*'He  did  not  disagree,  if  he  rightly  under- 
stood it,  with  the  public  feeling  and  opinion, 
because  it  had  been  somewhat  loudly  expressed, 
and  because  here  and  there  there  might  have 
been  some  exaggerations.  He  thought,  on  the 
contraiy,  it  was  a  credit  to  the  oounlxy.  He 
rejoicea  that  there  was  neither  delay  nor  hesita- 
tion in  the  expression  of  that  feeling,  and,  so 
far  from  weakening  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, he  believed  that,  if  rightly  understood  at 
home  and  abroad,  nothing  could  more  strengthen 
the  hands  of  his  noble  Friend  the  Foreign  Secre- 
tary than  the  burst  of  indignation  which  had 
just  gone  through  the  lengui  and  breadth  of 
the  land." 

That  was  the  declaration  of  Lord 
Carnarvon.  No  contradiction  to  it  was 
given  by  any  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment at  the  time.  But  what  has  been 
done  lately  ?  The  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs,  in  a  place  which 
I  need  not  name — his  words,  wherever 
they  may  be  spoken,  are  too  important 
not  to  excite  attention — described  the 
sentiment  of  the  British  people,  mani- 
fested last  Autumn,  as  a  '*got-up" 
sentiment — ^we  know  what  is  contained 
in  these  words — and  expressed  it  to  be 
his  opinion  that  the  effect  of  it  had  been 
mischievous.  He  thus  spoke  in  direct 
contradiction  of  that  declaration  of  Lord 
Carnarvon ;  for  which,  when  I  iust  now 
read  it,  I  was  sorry  to  observe  there  was 
not,  from  the  other  side  of  the  House,  a 
solitary  cheer.  On  the  first  night  of  the 
Session,  when  this  retrogression  of  which 
I  complain  had  hardly  beg^n  to  develop 
itself,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  made  a  declara- 
tion on  the  subject  of  the  Turkish  Con- 
stitution, which  I  heard  with  the  greatest 
pleasure,  but  for  which  he  was,  I  think, 
severely  rebuked  by  some  of  the  organs 
of  the  Turkish  Government  in  the 
London  Press.  He  earned  the  rebuke 
by  speaking,  as  he  did  speak,  the  lan- 
guage of  good  sense  about  the  Turkish 
Constitution,  which  he  described  as  a 
thing  in  which  no  sensible  man  could 
place  the  slightest  reliance.  In  doing 
that  he  did  not  go  beyond,  but  remained 
completely  witmn,  the  shadow  of  that 
most  masterly  Paper  in  which  Lord 
Salisbury — as  may  be  seen  from  the 
Blue  Book — ^had  torn  the  Turkish  Con- 
stitution into  rags,  and  held  it  up  to  the 
contempt  and  derision  of  mankind.  It 
is,  indeed,  a  device— first  and  foremost, 
to  delude  Western  Europe  by  a  show  of 
freedom,  and,  secondly,  to  organize,  and 
thereby  strengthen  the  oppressive  force 
which   bears  down   the    subject-races. 
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But  is  that  the  tone  now?  Bead  the 
dedpatch  of  Lord  Derbj  to  Prince  GK)rt- 
chakoffy  which  we  have  received  to-day. 
All  is  changed.  You  will  find  that  there 
Her  Majesty's  Government  says  plainly 
that  Turkey  should  be  allowed  tune  to 
reform  herself,  and  that  it  is  not  reason- 
able to  abandon  the  hope  of  complete 
and  satisfactory  relief  to  the  subjects  of 
the  Porte,  inasmuch  as  Turkey  has 
promised  that  reform.  But  I  will  quote 
one  more,  as  it  appears  to  me,  a  dear 
and  distinct  contradiction.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Ohancellor  of  tiie  Ex- 
chequer told  us  on  a  former  and  not 
very  late  occasion  that  it  was  a  very 
great  hardship  to  Turkey  that  she  should 
be  oomplainea  of  for  not  reforming  her- 
self when  a  war  cloud  was  hanging  over 
her.  He  said  it  was  a  time  when  it  was 
almost  impossible  to  apply  moral  pres- 
sure to  her ;  and  he  went  on  to  explain 
that,  in  his  view,  the  presence  of  a 
Bussian  army  on  her  frontier  made  her 
position  one  of  great  difficulty,  by  ap- 
pealing to  those  principles  of  honour 
which  are  supposed  to  be  so  hiehly 
refined  and  polished  in  the  Turkish 
mind.  My  right  hon.  Friend  distinctly 
pointed  to  the  Bussian  armaments  as 
having  been  an  obstacle  in  the  way  of 
the  Conference  at  Constantinople,  and 
as  having  cut  off  the  hopes  of  its  suc- 
cess ;  but  in  saying  that  he  is  in  direct 
and  diametrical  contradiction  to  Lord 
Salisbury.  Lord  Salisbury  has  publicly 
declared,  and  his  words  cannot  oe  sub- 
jected to  question,  that  the  Bussian 
armament,  on  the  contrary,  constituted 
the  hope  of  the  Conference.  I  will  not 
trouble  the  House  with  lengthened  quo- 
tations; but  Lord  Salisbury  in  substance 
said  that  he  knew  veiy  well  that  mere 
words  were  useless;  nay,  worse  than 
useless,  because  delusive,  and  that  it 
was  to  the  Bussian  armaments,  and  the 
consequent  danger  to  Turkey,  and  the 
power  of  pointing  out  that  danger  before 
her  eyes,  that  the  Bepresentatives  of  the 
other  Powers  at  the  Conference  attached 
their  whole  hope  of  inducing  Turkey  to 
acquiesce  in  meir  conclusions.  Even 
with  that  advantage,  acquiesce  she 
would  not.  Thus,  again,  we  have  im- 
portant Members  of  the  Government 
making  statements  which  entireljf  con- 
tradict one  another  on  vital  pomts  of 
the  case.  And  now,  this  very  day,  we 
have  the  despatch  to  Prince  Gbrtchakoff, 
justly  hailea  with  delight  by  the  so- 
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called  friends  of  Turkey.  I  am  Boe 
surprised  at  it,  for  there  is  no  mifllakaf 
the  tone  of  that  despatdi.  In  its  tons 
and  its  tendency  it  is  redolent  all  tbroogli 
of  moral  support,  it  is  oharj^ed  wItL 
moral  support,  and,  unless  the  Qowfom- 
ment  thinks  fit  to  give  us  acme  explana- 
tion of  it  which  will  relieve  onr  minda, 
we  challenge  them  in  this  Hoaee  to- 
night to  have  it  declared  axtthoritatrr^v 
whether  Turkey  has,  or  has  not,  loet  aJ! 
claim  to  our  moral  as  well  as  our  mate- 
rial support. 

The    House  will   well  recollect    fiw 
whole   line   of   argument    which    was 
pursued  by  the  Ghovemment  both  fbr 
some  time  before  and  also  dmin^  tht 
sittings  of  the  Conference.    It  haia  be> 
come  as  clear  as  possible  that  Torfay 
had  at  all  times  been  a  oountrr  fertile 
beyond  anv  other  in  promisee.    No  max 
knew  that  better  than  the  right  hon.  Oea- 
tleman  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, when  he  aptly  compared  her 
promises  to  inconvertible  paper,  and  eaid 
that  we  must  have  sterling  metal.     Ne» 
cessary  guarantees,  somraiing  beyond 
mere  promises,  adequate  secunties,  con- 
sisting in  something  beyond  and  above 
the  eneagements  or  ostensible  proceed- 
ings of  the  Turkish  (Government  consti- 
tuted indeed  the  pith  of  the  eztraeti 
which  were  read  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  on  the  first  night  of  the 
Session  fr^m  the  Instructions  to   Lord 
Salisbury.    Well,  what  has  now  become 
of  those  necessary  guarantees?    They 
are  all  gone  to  the  winds.    We  are  told 
in  the  despatch  published  this  morning 
that  we  are  to  found  our  hopes  on  the  £sct 
thatthePortehaspromised certain  things, 
and  that  as  it  has  promised  we  cazmot 
be  sure  that  it  will  not  perfonn.    This 
is  the  vital  point ;  it  lies  at  the  root  of 
the  whole  matter.    We  are  now  told  to 
rely  on  those  promises.    But,  for  my 
own  part,  I  would  repeat  what  I  said  on 
a  former  occasion,  when  we  were  tryinir 
remonstrance  aft;r  remonstranoe/^ 
protestation  after  protestation.     Thom 
protestations,  and  those  remonstranoes^ 
and  those  representations  which  have 
been  lavished  in  such  redundance  on  tfie 
Porte  by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  axe 
all  very  well  up  to  a  certain  point ;  np 
to  the  point  at  which  there  remains  some 
semblance  of  a  reasonable  hope  thai 
they  may  possibly  attain  their  end.  But 
it  is  not  80,  when  we  have  found  by  long 
and  wide  experience  that  they  produce 
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no  substantial  result  whatever.  It  was 
not  thus  always ;  for  in  the  time  of  Lord 
Stratford  de  Beddiffe,  a  man  of  masterly 
ability,  of  iron  will,  and  of  a  character 
which  did  not  admit  of  his  being  trifled 
with,  something  was  done  in  a  few 
points  by  the  Porte,  and  some  improve- 
ments, on  certain  points,  were  effected  in 
the  condition  of  its  people.  But  during 
all  these  later  years,  the  case  has  not 
stood  so  well.  With  regard  to  remon- 
strances made  in  the  tune  of  the  late 
Government,  they  were  not  very  nu- 
merous, for  no  great  crisis  occurred  in 
Turkey,  and  the  matters  reported  were, 
I  believe,  comparatively  rare.  Becently 
the  case  has  been  different.  With  regard 
to  those  remonstrances,  which,  since  the 
rebellion  in  her  Provinces,  have  become 
much  more  numerous,  our  experience 
has  been  so  unbroken  and  unvarying 
that  the  man  who  persists  in  a  system 
of  mere  remonstrances  and  mere  expos- 
tulations, really  seems  to  convict  himself, 
either  of  insincerity,  which  is  not  for  a 
moment  to  be  imputed  here,  or  of  a 
total  incapacity  to  understand  the  affairs 
with  which  he  has  to  deal. 

I  have  spoken,  then,  of  contrariety  in 
the  declarations  of  Members  of  the  Oo- 
vemment,  and  of  the  extremely  ambig- 
uous position  in  which  it  stands  wim 
respect  to  this  question.  I  think  we  are 
entitled  to  ask  that  all  this  ambiguity 
may  be  cleared  away,  and  that  we  may 
be  permitted  to  know  whether  after  aU 
that  has  happened  we  are  still  to  rely  on 
Turkish  propositions,  and  still  to  i^ord 
to  the  Sultan  a  moral  support.  Going 
outside  the  Government,  1  now  come  to 
the  language  of  its  adherents  in  the 
Press  and  in  the  oountiy.  There  never 
has  been  a  time  when  I  have  heard  so 
mudi  of  direct  oommtmications  between 
the  Gbvemment  and  the  Metropolitan 
Press  as  within  the  last  18  months ;  and 
Iny  belief  is  that  at  no  time  has  it  been 
so  constant  and  unfailing.  What  the 
tone  of  the  prints  is  which  are  supposed 
to  enjoy  the  privilege  of  these  commu- 
nications, every  one  who  hears  me  is 
aware.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  the 
language  which  is  held  among  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Government  in  the  society 
of  London,  and  by  that  portion  of  the 
Press  which  has  taken  what  I  may  call 
the  Turkish  side  of  this  matter — I  say 
which  is  called  the  Turkish  side,  be- 
cause I  believe  those  of  whom  I  am 
speaking,  and  who  suppose  that  they  are 


actine  a  friendly  ^art  towards  Turkey, 
are  a!U  the  time  dnving  her  on  to  utter 
ruin— is  language,  the  purpose  of  which, 
distinct  and  unconcealed,  is  to  pre- 
pare the  public  mind  for  war.  And 
for  what  war  ?  Not  for  war  imder  the 
name  of  war  on  the  side  of  Turkey,  but 
for  a  war  to  be  undertaken  imder 
some  shadowy  pretext  of  a  British  in 
terest.  Now,  what  are  Britidi  interests  ? 
and  for  what  purpose  is  that  phrase 
brought  into  incessant  use  ?  The  phrase 
itself  is  the  most  elastic  in  the  world. 
Consider  the  position  of  this  Empire. 
Consider  how  from  this  little  Island  we 
have  stretched  out  our  arms  into  every 
portion  of  the  world.  Consider  how  we 
have  conquered,  planted,  annexed,  and 
appropriated  at  all  the  points  of  the 
compass,  so  that  at  few  points  on  the 
sur&ce  of  the  earth  is  there  not  some 
region  or  some  spot  of  British  dominion 
near  at  hand.  Nor  even  from  these 
few  points  are  we  absent.  Consider  how 
our  commerce  finds  its  way  into  every 

rrt  which  a  ship  can  enter.  And  then 
ask  you  what  quarrel  can  ever  arise 
between  any  two  coimtries,  or  what  war, 
in  which  you  may  not,  if  you  be  so 
minded,  set  up  British  interests  as  a 
ground  of  interference.  That  is  the  case 
of  India  in  particular.  We  go  to  the 
other  end  of  the  world  as  a  company  of 
merchants;  we  develop  the  arts  and 
arms  of  conquerors ;  we  rule  over  a  vast 
space  of  territory  containing  200,000,000 
people,  and  what  do  we  say  next  ?  We 
lay  a  virtual  claim  to  a  veto  upon  all  the 
political  arrangements  of  all  the  coun- 
tries and  seas  which  can  possibly  con- 
stitute any  one  of  the  routes  between 
England  and  the  East,  between  two  ex- 
tremities, or  nearly  such,  of  the  world. 
We  say  to  one  State— You  must  do 
nothing  in  the  Black  Sea  at  Batoum,  be- 
cause JBatoum  and  Erzeroum  may  one 
day  become  a  route  to  the  East.  We 
say — You  must  do  nothing  in  Syria  or 
Bagdad,  because  we  may  finally  discover 
the  Valley  of  the  Euphrates  to  be  the 
best  route  to  the  East.  The  Suez  Canal 
was  made  for  the  benefit  of  the  world ; 
but  it  is  thought  by  some  of  these  pre- 
tenders that  we,  who  almost  furiously 
opposed  the  digging  of  it,  have  rights 
there  which  are  quite  distinct  in  Kind 
from  those  of  the  rest  of  the  world,  and 
that  we  are  entitled  to  assert  our  mastery 
without  regard  to  the  interests  of  other 
portions  of  mankind.    Then  there  is  the 
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route  by  the  Cape  of  Gh>od  Hope.  It 
happens,  howerer,  that  at  the  Ca^e  no 
one  annexes  but  ourselyes.  Nay,  it  ap- 
pears from  news  no  older  than  to-day, 
that  we  are  so  stinted  in  our  possessions 
that  it  is  expedient  to  make  large  ad- 
ditions to  our  territory  there;  and  to 
make  them  exactly  by  those  menaces  of 
force  which  Ministers  think  so  intolerable 
in  the  case  of  Turkey.  And  then  you 
know,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  any  additions 
to  our  territory  are  always  perfectly  in- 
nocent. Sometimes  they  may  be  made 
not  without  bloodshed ;  sometimes  they 
are  made  not  without  a  threat  of  blood- 
shed. But  that  is  not  our  fault;  it  is 
only  due  to  the  stupidity  of  those  people 
who  cannot  peroeiye  the  wisdom  of  com- 
ing under  our  sceptre.  We  are  endowed 
with  a  superiority  of  character,  a  noble 
unselfishness,  an  inflexible  integrity 
which  the  other  nations  of  the  worm 
are  too  slow  to  recognize ;  and  they  are 
stupid  enough  to  thiu  that  we— superior 
beings  that  we  are — are  to  be  bound  by 
the  same  tuImt  rules  that  might  be 
justly  apDlicable  to  the  ordinary  sons  of 
Adam.  Now  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that,  in  the  particular  case  of  the  Eastern 
Question,  nothing  is  wanted  but  right 
conduct  on  the  part  of  the  GoTemment 
to  giro  the  greatest  dignity,  as  well  as 
the  greatest  security,  to  the  position  of 
this  country.  We  have  improperly 
allowed  the  vindication  of  the  g^eat 
cause  in  the  East  to  pass  into  the  mmds 
of  a  single  Power.  It  is  true  that,  by 
the  moutn  of  Lord  Derby,  the  nation  has 
been  made  to  speak  that  which  by  its 
own  mouth  it  does  not,  and  would  not, 
speak  at  all.  He  has  rebuked  a  single 
Power,  and  has  cast  upon  that  single 
Power  the  responsibility  of  consequences, 
because  it  has  made  itself  the  organ  of 
the  coUective  will,  the  united  judgment, 
and  the  solenm  conclusions  of  Europe. 
That  is  the  course  which  we  have  taken, 
and  that  is  a  dangerous  course.  We 
ought  to  view  with  regret  and  misgiving 
anything  that  puts  a  single  Power  in  a 
position  to  take  such  a  charge  upon  her- 
self, and  most  of  all  in  the  case  of  a 
Power  like  Bussia,  which,  as  a  neigh- 
bouring Power,  has  special  temptations 
in  matters  of  this  kind.  Sudi  a  Power 
as  Bussia,  and,  I  must  add,  such  a 
Power  as  Austria,  has  of  necessity  special 
temptations  in  this  case ;  and  it  can  never 
be  satisfactory  to  me  to  see  the  subject 
settled  either  by  Bussia,  or  by  Ausma, 
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or  by  Bussia  with  Austria.  But  t^ 
question  remains — How  are  these  tv- 
nble  evils,  which  afflict  Turkey  and  ia- 
ffrace  Europe,  to  be  met  ?  Are  they  to 
be  met  by  remonstrances  and  expoata* 
lations  only  ?  The  answer  echoM  back 
from  the  Ministeriid  benohee  im — "Bt 
remonstrances  and  expostulatione  only.** 
Now  that,  I  believe,  human  nature,  tht 
conscience  of  mankind,  and  the  civilia' 
tion  of  the  nineteenth  centuiy,  will  no 
longer  bear.  If  you  are  not  prepared  ta 
carry  Airther  that  united  action  of  Eorop* 
in  which  you  seemed  to  enrnga,  rat 
which  you  defeated  by  your  ul-judgcd 
proceedings,  you  must  expect  to  see  it 
pass  into  the  hands  of  others,  and  your 
remonstrances  and  your  cavils  at  othoi 
willnotbe  appreciatedby  the  general  sen- 
timent of  the  world  until  you  are  able  to 
show  that  you  are  yourselves  ready  to 
enter  into  some  honourable  combinatioa 
for  the  purpose  of  applying  an  efiectosl 
remedy  to  the  evil. 

Now,  Sir,  I  pass  ^m  this  geoertl 
argument  to  the  first  Besolution,  and  to 
Lord  Derby's  despatch.    That  despatch 
involved  one  of  two  things.      It  was 
either  a  declaration  that  ought  to  haro 
been  followed  up,  or  else  it  waa  a  giom 
and   unwarrantable  insult   to  TvSk&j. 
There  is  no  escape  from  the  dilemms 
You  have  no  rignt  to  go  about  fliwgm^ 
those  violent  words  in  the  face  of  aoj 
Power,    unless   that  Power  haa  mad* 
itself  a  criminal  before  Europe ;  and  if 
that  Power  is  to  have  your  moral  sup- 
port, you  have  certainly  no  right  to  use 
such  language.    Tou  were  bound  either 
to  tear  t£at  despatch  into  shreds,  or  to 
go  further  in  your  own  vindication.  Hm 
language  of  that  despatch  was  aa  strong 
as  Sie  language  used  at  any  of  the  meet- 
ings held  last  Autumn.    In  subatanoe, 
it  demanded   reparation  for    the  past 
and  security  for  the  future.    I  have  read 
carefully  to-day  Mr.  Baring's  Beport  on 
the  Bulgarian  massacres.    Bemember  it 
is  now  12  months  since  those  Bulgarita 
massacres  occurred.    What  has  been  ths 
position  of  the  Turkish  Government  in 
relation  to  this  question  ?    Those  mas- 
sacres occurred  in  May,  but  it  was  throe 
months  afterwards  before  the  first  inti- 
mation reached  the  other  Gbvemmeot*. 
What  had  the  Turkish  Oovemment  dons 
during  those  three  months  ?    They  had 
simply  been  enffaffed  in  wholesale  im- 
prisonment of  Bmgarians  in  foul  and 
loathsome  dons,  in  bringing  them  to 
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trialy  and  in  directing  scores  of  execu- 
tions. That  was  the  view  of  the  Turkish 
OoTemment  with  regard  to  the  mas- 
sacres ;  and  they  hare  not,  eren  at  this 
date,  attained  to  a  right  conception  of 
the  ideas  of  Europe  upon  these  most 
guilty  transactions,  and  upon  their  own 
complicity  in  them.  Lord  Derby  de- 
manded t^kat  the  authors  of  the  massacres 
should  be  punished ;  and  this,  and  the 
demand  for  reparation,  were  the  main 
points  of  the  despatch.  We  are  now  in 
the  month  of  May.  Let  us  see  what  has 
been  done.  Mr.  Baring  tells  us  that 
very  ^at  progress  has  been  made  in  re- 
building tne  Tillages — ^with  the  forced 
labour  of  the  people  themselves — that 
many  of  the  women  and  girls  have  been 
returned,  and  that  a  few  of  the  cattle 
have  been  recovered.  These  are  the 
substantive  results  of  the  despatch. 
These  things  have,  however,  nothing  to 
do  with  the  policy  of  the  massacres,  nor 
do  they  touch  in  Uie  slightest  degree  our 
principal  demands.  But  what  has  hap- 
pened as  to  the  punishment  of  the  offen- 
ders and  the  reward  of  well-doers  ?  I 
must  KO,  however  briefly,  over  these 
particmars  of  the  conduct  of  the  Turkish 
Government,  because  it  forms  the  ground 
for  the  first  two  Besolutions  which  I  ask 
the  House  to  adopt.  The  despatch  of 
Lord  Derby  has  been,  in  the  main  points, 
treated  wiUi  contempt.  I  do  not  discuss 
the  prudence  of  that  despatch — I  hold  it 
to  be,  in  various  points,  uir  from  prudent 
— but  has  the  conduct  of  the  g^ty  per- 
sons been  approved  and  rewarded  by 
the  Turkish  Government,  or  have  they 
been  marked  out  for  condign  punish- 
ment, as  Lord  Derby,  speaking  for  the 
Queen,  demanded?  Shefket  Pasha, 
Toussoon  Pasha,  and  Achmet  Aga  have 
not  been  executed.  One  of  them  was 
not  tried ;  one  tried  and  acquitted ;  one 
tried  and  condemned,  but  his  sentence 
was  not  executed.  It  is  an  absolute 
mockery  to  which  we  have  submitted.  I 
believe  I  may  say  that  not  one  consider- 
able man  has  had  any  sentence  whatever 
executed  against  him.  One  or  two 
nameless  and  insignificant  individuals 
have  been  put  to  death,  whether  on  ac- 
count of  these  massacres  does  not  very 
clearly  appear;  but  the  chief  agents 
have  escaped  with  perfect  impunity,  and 
decorations  and  rewards  have  been  given 
to  many  of  them.  And,  finally,  of  those 
good  Mohamedans,  who  at  the  hazard 
of  their  lives  interfered  in  the  interests 
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of  humanity  and  justice,  every  one  has 
been  either  punished  by  dismissal,  or 
else  remains  to  this  hour  unrewarded. 

In  the  first  place,  there  is  everything 
short  of  absolute  proof  that  these  mas- 
sacres were  originally  designed  ?  If 
they  were  not,  why  were  the  Bashi 
Bazouks  employed  for  their  suppression  ? 
Yet  I  do  not  mean  to  imply  that  the 
employment  of  the  Regulars  would  have 
afforded  a  security  against  outrage.  On 
the  contrary,  they  committed  on  many 
occasions  gross  cruelty  and  outrage. 
Yet  they  were,  on  the  whole,  far  behind 
the  incredible  fury  and  wickedness  of 
the  Bashi  Bazouks.  Again,  why  were 
the  Mussulman  population  armed  ?  There 
is  no  sufficient  answer.  There  was  war. 
Yes,  but  the  war  did  not  occur  for  two 
months  after.  There  was  a  rebellion  in 
the  small  province  of  Herzegovina.  But 
there  were  Turkish  troops  there  to  deal 
with  the  rebellion.  It  was  a  wanton  and 
wilful  act  on  the  part  of  Turkey  to  arm 
those  irregular  troops.  The  extraordi- 
nary excuse  you  find  in  some  passages  of 
those  Blue  Books  is,  that  there  were  Rus- 
sian agents  who  suggested  it  to  the  Turks 
in  order  to  cause  the  massacres  that 
ensued.  There  is  no  proof,  I  know,  of 
such  a  suggestion :  still  such  is  the  alle- 
gation. But  even  if  that  were  the  case, 
does  that  diminish  the  guilt  of  the  Turk  ? 
Not  by  a  single  hair's-breadth.  I  admit 
that  the  question  is  wrapped  in  mystery, 
and  that  we  can  only  judge  of  facts: 
but  this  we  know — that  after  the  mas- 
sacres, and  when  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment was  well  informed  of  them,  they 
proceeded  not  to  punish  the  perpetrators, 
but  to  imprison  and  hang  more  Bulga- 
rians ;  and  that  when  a  stir  began  to  be 
made  in  Europe,  illusory  inquiries  were 
set  on  foot,  and  that  from  these  inquiries 
there  proceeded  reports  which  it  is  idle 
to  describe  except  in  plain  words  as 
lying  reports.  They  are  described  as 
lying  reports  by  the  Consul  of  the  United 
States ;  and  in  language  exactly  equiva- 
lent, though  rather  more  civil,  by  Mr. 
Baring  and  Sir  Henry  Elliot,  as,  I  think, 
utterly  imtrustworthy  reports.  When 
the  stir  was  made  in  this  coimtry  and 
elsewhere,  which  Lord  Derby  says  was 
got  up,  and  did  so  much  mischief,  he 
wrote  the  despatch  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred, and  he  now  deplores  the  agitation 
which  led  him  to  write  it.  Well,  what 
was  done?  A  Commission  was  ap- 
pointed with  much  solemn  form;  but 

P  [First  Night.'] 


419        The  JSastem  Queiiion.         (COMMONS]   SnoJutioM  {Mr.  OMUom).  iH 


care  was  taken  to  pack  that  Oommis- 
sion,  partly  at  the  time  and  partly  later 
on,  with  men  considered  safe.  So,  that 
while  one  or  two  good  men  were  mem- 
bers of  it,  they  should  be  always  in  a 
minority.  The  result  is  that,  instead  of 
affording  redress,  it  has  added  infinitely 
to  the  disgrace  of  Turkey :  by  its  delays, 
by  violence,  by  obstruction,  by  intimida- 
tion, by  what  it  has  done,  and  by  what 
it  has  not  done;  finally,  by  those  ac- 
quittals which  caused  at  last  Mr.  Baring's 
indiCTant  withdrawal  from  a  scene  where 
he  did  not  wish  or  could  not  bear  longer 
to  witness  a  prostitution  of  justice. 
Well,  we  know  what  has  been  done  as 
to  Shefket  Pasha  and  the  rest.  Why  is 
it  that  the  offenders  named  in  the  Papers 
laid  before  us  remain  unpunished  ?  It 
is  because  these  miscreants  possessed 
instructions  to  act  as  they  did  from  per- 
sons still  higher  in  the  Ottoman  Oovem- 
ment.  These  persons  in  high  places,  it 
is  now  too  plain,  directed  these  outrages, 
for  which  a  show  was  made  in  some  in- 
stances of  trying  the  perpetrators,  and  in 
other  instances  apologies  were  made  for 
failure  to  apprehend  tiiem.  Every  por- 
tion of  the  conduct  of  Turkey  in  regard 
to  these  massacres  possesses  a  dramatic 
unity  and  integrity.  I  make  bold,  with- 
out asking  the  House  to  hear  the  repeti- 
tion of  the  numerous  details,  to  say  that 
I  have  myself  demonstrated  it,  in  a  tract 
now  before  the  world,  and  founded  on 
the  highest  evidence.  Follow  it  out. 
Examine  it  carefully.  Everything  comes 
home  to  the  door  of  the  Porte  itself. 
Even  if  Shefket  Pasha  had  been  pun- 
ished, why  should  the  tool  only  be  pun- 
ished, and  not  also  the  hand  that  used 
it?  And  yet  not  only  is  not  that  the 
case,  but  we  find  Abdul  Kerim,  the  man 
who  gave  him  the  instruction,  appointed 
to  the  highest  command  of  the  Turkish 
Army  now  massed  on  the  Danube.  It 
seems  almost  idle  to  argue  in  the  face 
of  the  evidence  we  have  in  reference  to 
these  cases;  and  the  Blue  Book  just 
placed  in  our  hands  has  added  new 
norrors  to  those  with  which  we  were 
before  but  too  abundantly  supplied.  It 
will  be  remembered  that,  as  a  refine- 
ment of  wickedness  unknown  anywhere 
else  in  the  world.  Consul  Schuyler 
charged  upon  Selim  Effendi,  who  was 
employed  m  these  inquiries,  that  he 
tortured  prisoners  in  prison  to  compel 
them  to  give  evidence  of  such  a  kind  as 
suited  his  purpose.    Selim  Effendi  ad- 
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dressed  a  letter  to  me,  aa  I  had  t^Smtwi 
to  the  charee,  and  said  that  it  was  Tvy 
hard  upon  him  to  be  made  the  aahjset 
of  such  an  accusation,  that  all  tb*  pr«- 
ceedings  in  the  Court  were  pesfertli 
open,  and  that  nothing  of  the  kind  coiJd 
have,  or  had  oocurred.  But  the  cham 
was  not  as  to  what  had  ocoazred  in  w 
Court ;  it  related  to  what  had  ooeaori 
secretly  in  prison.  He  answered  tb« 
charge  which  was  not  made,  and  pased 
by  the  charge  that  was  made.  In  rnly 
to  his  letter,  which  was  perfectly  w- 
coming  and  courteous,  I  addrowod  a 
letter  to  him,  and  pointed  out  this  fmk ; 
adding  that  he  would  doubtlees  maamm 
the  charge,  which  rested  on  the  au- 
thority of  Mr.  Schuyler.  Well,  that  w«i 
four  months  ago,  and  not  another  wtti 
have  I  heard  m>m  or  of  him. 

We  have.  Sir,  other  cases  of  a  BOit 
loathsome  and  revolting  kind  in  tht 
Blue  Book  that  has  been  recently  plaeed 
before  us,  as  to  which  an  1gngli«K  Yim 
Consul  says,  at  page  46  of  the  Blw 
Book  circmated  May  6,  that  the  eTid«ie» 
left  him  absolutely  no  room  to  doubt; 
and  of  these  he  gives  the  moat  paiaM 
and  horrible  details.  I  will  not  dwd 
upon  them,  but,  as  the  volume  ia  in  tbs 
hands  of  Members,  will  spare  tiiem  &• 
pain.  Suffice  it  to  say  that  theTw«« 
systematically  carried  on  by  SnleimaB 
Aga.  When  the  facts  were  made  knowa, 
how  was  he  punished  ?  He  was  denrired 
of  his  sword  for  three  days ;  and  ww 
then  consoled  by  being  retained  in  kit 
office  of  Chief  of  Police,  which  he  hoUi 
to  this  day.  The  Vice  Consul  gives  aa 
account  which  shows  that  these  tortarM 
were  inflicted  on  the  people,  and  es- 
pecially on  the  priests,  to  make  than 
give  particular  evidence. 

Suffice  it.  Sir,  on  the  whole,  to  saj 
that  the  evidence,  of  which  I  hnve  hsce 
given  but  a  few  points,  when  taken  to- 
gether, is  conclusive.  The  outraMs  wuk 
massacres  in  Bulgaria  were  not  £e  acts 
of  the  Bashi  Bazouks,  or  the  Regnlarii 
or  of  the  Mussulman  population,  except 
as  mere  instruments  of  the  Poiie.  As 
instruments  they  are  guilty,  and  aa  ia- 
struments  alone.    These  maosacrea  wm 

* 

not  accident,  they  were  not  caprioe,  tbej 
were  not  passion.  They  wexe  syetna, 
they  were  method,  they  were  polky,  tibiy 
were  principle.  They  were  the  thiags 
done  m  Damascus  in  1860 ;  and  I  masj 
say  that  the  Liberal  Ooverament  of  that 
day  took  up  those  massacres  in  a  Toy 
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different  manner  from  that  in  wMcli  Her 
Majesty's  Gbvemment  has  proceeded; 
80  that,  under  the  pressure  then  exerted 
hj  liie  European  Powers,  the  Porte  was 
compelled  to  hang  a  Pasha.  like  deeds 
were  done  also  during  the  Greek  Bevo- 
lation;  and  again  and  again  they  will 
be  done,  until  the  Turkish  Oovemment 
finds  that  tiliere  is  some  adequate  au- 
thority determined  to  say  they  shall  not 
be  done  again. 

If  these  things  cannot  be  denied — 
and  I  know  they  cannot  be  denied — are 
we  to  continue  this  miserable  farce — for 
80 1  must  can  it,  since  this  it  appecurs  to 
have  become — of  expostulation?  You 
do  not  expostulate  with  malefactors  in 
your  own  coimtry — ^you  punish  them. 
The  Home  Secretary  would  consider  it  a 
senseless  proceeding  to  expostulate  with 
a  murderer,  and  asx  him  not  to  commit 
such  a  crime  again ;  or  even  to  protest 
against  his  committing  it.  But  with  re- 
ject to  Turkey,  we  know  exactly  the 
me  process,  and  how  it  is  managed  from 
beginning  to  end.  When  there  occurs 
some  crime  or  outrage,  if  there  are  not 
foreign  agents  near,  no  notice  is  taken 
of  it,  provided  a  Mohamedan  be  the 
guilty  party.  If  it  be  a  Christian,  it  is 
a  Tery  different  matter.  For  example, 
you  will  find  in  these  Papers  an  account 
of  a  Turkish  boy  who  seriously  wounded 
a  Christian  woman.  She  was  pregnant, 
and  she  was  seemingly  about  to  die ;  but 
the  report  of  the  Consul  is  that  unfortu- 
nat^y  there  was  no  law  in  the  country 
by  wnich  the  Turkish  boy,  being  only  a 
boy,  could  be  punished.  Would  that 
apply  to  a  Chiisfian  boy?  In  Miss 
MacKenzie's  and  Miss  Irby's  most  sen- 
sible and  dispassionate  work,  you  wiU 
find  an  account  of  a  struggle  between 
a  Turkish  boy  and  a  Christian  boy. 
They  fought  deq;>arately.  The  Christian 
boy  fought  in  self-defence.  They  were 
both  BO  much  injured  that  they  kept 
their  beds  for  seyeral  weeks.  The  Turk- 
ish boy  died,  and  what  happened  ?  There 
was  plenty  of  law  to  be  found  then.  The 
Christian  boy  was  condemned  to  be 
hang^ ;  and  the  Ghrand  Yizier,  who  was 
trayelling  through  the  Province,  delayed 
hit  departure  in  order  to  see  him  exe- 
euted ;  and  thus  he  gives  the  Christians 
a  solemn  warning  of  the  consequences 
that  would  follow  their  resisting  injury. 
One  and  the  same  lesson  rims  though  all 
these  transactions.  ''You  rayahs  are 
allowed  not  to  enjoy  life,  but  to  live. 


Your  tribute  is  the  condition  of  your 
life.  You  must  take  your  life  on  the 
conditions  we  name;  and  if  you  raise 
your  hand — it  may  be  to  secure  justice 
byforce— you  willbe  the  subject  of  crimes 
and  outrages  which,  whatever  their 
nature  may  be,  will  become  virtue  and 
public  service  when  committed  for  the 
sake  of  maintaining  Ottoman  dominion 
over  the  unbeliever  whom  he  has  a  right 
to  rule."  What  I  have  said  may  sound 
like  exaggeration.  It  is  no  such  thing. 
It  is,  I  maintain,  a  plain  matter-of-fact 
description  of  the  way  in  which  Turkish 
power  has  been  maintained.  Nay,  more ; 
it  is  the  way  in  which  alone  this  unna- 
tural domination  can  be  maintained, 
with  ev^-increasing  difficulty,  and  upon 
occasion  with  ever-increasing  horror, 
imtil  the  day  of  its  doom  shall  come. 

I  pointed  out  last  year  that  in  the 
Autumn  of  1875  a  body  of  Herzegovinian 
refugees  had  been  invited  to  go  back  to 
their  homes.  In  an  evil  hour  they 
accepted  the  invitation,  and  returned, 
escorted,  as  they  had  taken  unusual 
precautions,  by  a  force  of  Turkish  Ee- 
gular  troops ;  but  they  were  massacred 
by  some  of  the  Beys,  their  Mussulman 
landlords.  In  was  done  in  the  sight  of 
the  escort ;  and  the  escort  raised  not  a 
finger  in  their  defence.  This  was  at  a 
time  when  the  Turkish  Government  and 
Mr.  Consul  Holmes  were  inviting  the 
refugees  to  return  home.  The  facts 
were  made  known  to  Lord  Derby ;  he 
addressed  to  the  proper  authorities  an 
indignant  despatch,  demanding  that 
there  should  be  an  inquiry,  followed  by 
punishment  of  the  offenders  and  redress 
to  the  injured  persons.  No  further 
notice  has,  however,  been  taken  of  the 
matter.  His  despatch  remains  like  water 
poured  out  upon  the  sand.  There  was 
probably  a  promise  of  inquiry ;  this  is 
one  of  the  usual  shifts ;  and  I  may  state, 
on  the  authority  of  Mr.  Baring's  last 
Eeport,  that  this  is  the  uniform  course 
pursued  by  the  Turkish  authorities. 

What  I  want  to  know  therefore  is, 
whether  we  are  to  continue  to  make 
ourselves  ridiculous,  and  at  the  same 
time  utterly  to  delude  the  world  by  what 
the  Government  is  pleased  to  call  re- 
monstrating upon  these  subjects.  This 
matter  grows  worse  and  worse.  We 
have  in  the  Papers  which  were  delivered 
to  us  two  days  back  a  new  crop  of 
horrors  reported  from  Erzeroum,  as 
having  occurred  no  longer  ago  than  on 
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the  14tli  of  March.  A  bodj  of  troops 
went  into  a  village  and  demanded  food 
and  money.  Their  demands  were,  of 
course,  complied  with.  They  then  pro- 
ceeded to  maltreat  the  men,  and  to  violate 
the  woman  and  girls,  several  of  whom 
died  in  consequence  of  the  treatment  to 
which  they  were  subjected.  On  this 
occasion  again  an  energetic  telegram 
was  despatched  in  the  first  instance. 
Afterwards  Lord  Derby  spoke  with  bated 
breath,  and  desired  that  the  attention  of 
the  Porte  "might  be  called"  to  the 
matter.  It  mattered  not  a  straw  whe- 
ther his  language  were  strong  or  weak. 
It  is  the  old  story.  As  on  the  previous 
occasion,  nothing  came  of  his  demand. 
My  contention  is  that  this  conduct  is  not 
compatible  with  the  decency  of  the  case 
or  with  the  honour  of  England ;  and  that 
if  no  result  is  to  follow  upon  communi- 
cations of  the  kind  to  which  I  allude 
they  ought  not  to  be  made.  It  is  bad 
enough  to  say  that  you  will  take  no  notice 
of  crimes  such  as  those ;  but  it  is  worse 
to  notice  them  in  a  way  which  you  know 
full  well  can  produce  no  result,  yet  which 
deludes  this  country  and  the  world  by 
seeming  to  promise  one,  and  by  making 
a  vain^  show  of  interest  in  the  condition 
of  the  Christian  subjects  of  the  Porte. 

Passing  to  the  second  of  my  Besolu- 
tions,  let  me  refer  to  the  daring  assertion 
which  has  been  made  by  the  opponents 
of  the  subject-races,  that  the  outrages 
have  ceased.  We  have  had  no  Papers 
given  us  for  three  months  ;  and  the 
Papers,  which  were  circulated  so  lately 
as  the  day  before  yesterday,  supply  us 
with  no  recent  intelligence  upon  the 
subject.  I  take,  however,  such  rather 
stale  intelligence  as  they  do  give.  The 
only  evidence  which  the  Government  has 
afforded  to  us  on  the  point  shows  that 
up  to  the  20th  of  February  last  the  same 
atrocious  and  horrible  state  of  things, 
concerning  which  complaints  had  been 

freviously  made,  continued  in  Bulgaria, 
n  those  Papers  Mr.  Baring  states  that 
the  lives  and  property  of  Christians  were 
scarcely  safer  at  the  end  of  February, 
than  they  were  in  May  of  last  year.  I 
ask  the  House,  then,  to  support  the 
Besolution  which  alleges  that  the  Porte 
has  lost  all  claim  to  our  moral  as  weU  as 
our  material  support. 

Shall  I  be  told,  that  we  have  with- 
drawn from  Turkey  our  moral  as  well  as 
our  material  support  ?  This  is  a  point 
at  present  very  doubtful,  which  ougfnt  to 
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be  made  dear.    It  ia  true  that  w  kcft 
denounced  the  perpetrators  of  than  auU 
rages.    I  say  we  have  denoanoed  tbc 
wrong  people.    These  perpetrators  wcrt 
only  tools.    That  there  were  tools  only. 
is  demonstrated  by  the  fiact  that  tiuj 
remain  unpunished,  free,  rewarded,  d^ 
corated.     Whv  is  this?    Because  th«7 
acted  in  obedience  to  orders — wzitttt 
orders  in  some  cases  —  and  from  th« 
highest  authorities.    I  have  spoken  d 
Abdul  Kerim  ;  but  unless  other  hi^ii 
personages  are  very  much  oalamniaUd, 
they  too  are  implicated  in  the  guik  of 
these  proceedings.    Assuredly,  no  bsim 
is  more  odious  tnan  the  name  of  Midhst 
Pasha  to  the  Christians  of  Bulgaria. 
There  is  in  Turkey  an  admitte^y  in- 
tolerable Oovemment.    Has  it  improved 
duiing  the  last  quarter  of  a  ceotuiy  ?  I 
am  responsible  for  one,  for  having  thsa 
believea,  on  the  great  authority  of  Locd 
Palmerston,    and  on  the  even   higfaff 
authority  of  Lord  Stratford  de  Sed£ff«. 
with  his  large  experience  of  the  Porte, 
that  its  Oovemment  might  be  improved. 
Some  men,  with  deeper  insight  than 
that  possessed  at  the  time  by  any  poli- 
tician, knew  that  the  case  was  hopcdeM. 
A  quarter  of  a  century  ago,  however, 
we  thought  that  we  ought  not  to  denair 
of  the  improvement  of  Turkey,  as  um^ 
as  a  ray  of  hope  remained.    Since  then 
a  time    surely  sufficient  for  trial  has 
elapsed,  during  which  perfect  peace  hat 
been  secured  for  Turkey  from  without, 
and  she  has  had  no  evils  or  mischiefi  to 
deal  with,  except  those  provoked  aad 
promoted  by  her  own  gross  and  moat- 
trous  misgovemment.     But  have  thingt 
improved  in   Turkey   in  that   -pmoif 
I    oelieve   that,  upon    the  whole,  in- 
stead of  improving,  they  have  beoooe 
worse.    I  do  not,  of  course,  question  the 
local  improvements,  which  have  beta 
the  result  of  an  increase  in  the  nombsr 
of  Consuls  and  Foreign  fronts;  because 
wherever  a  Consul  or  a  Foreign  Ageai 
resides  there  is  usually  a  Uttle  precinct 
formed,  within  which  comparative  secn- 
rity  is  enjoyed.    Nor  do  I  donbt  that 
here  and  there  some  partial,  indecisive 
measures   have  been  adopted  for  the 
purpose  of  putting  into  execution  a  por- 
tion of  the  promises  of  the  Porte.    Bat 
since  1854  there  has  been  in  Turkey  a 
great  increase  in  the  centralization  of 
me  Ottoman  system,  and  in  the  tau- 
tion ;  and  a  mmtiplieation  of  the  agents 
of  the  Government  in  the  persons  of 


425        The  £a$tem  Question.        {May  7,  1877}   Resolution  {Mr.  QladttoM).  426 


those  whom  it  is  a  mockery  to  call  police. 
The  result  has  been  that  there  has  been 
an  aggravation  of  Mohamedan  as  well 
as  Chnstian  grievances  ;  and  there  is 
far  more  discontent  among  the  Mussul- 
man inhabitants  of  Turkey  now,  than 
existed  a  quarter  of  a  century  ago.  Mr. 
Baring,  in  referring  to  the  Turkish 
police,  states  that  they  are  little  or  no 
better  than  organized  bands  of  brigands. 
But  this  Force,  which  is  one  of  the  great- 
est curses  of  the  coimtry,  is  a  Force 
which  does  not  belong  to  the  older  Otto- 
man system.  Again,  of  late,  Turkey 
has  acquired  a  passion  for  a  National 
Debt,  for  large  standing  armies,  for 
iron-clad  fleets,  and  for  improved  arms ; 
and  the  result  has  been  that  a  great  in- 
crease of  revenue  was  necessary.  It 
has  been  raised  in  a  disproportionate 
degree  from  the  Christian  Slav  Pro- 
vinces, and  it  is  this  endeavour  to  obtain 
an  enormous  revenue  which  has  been 
one  of  the  greatest  curses  of  the  country. 

e?he  Ohakc£LLob  of  the  Ezohequeb: 
ear,  hear !]  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
cheers  that  statement.    But  what  re- 
medy is  he  prepared  to  propose  for  this 
state  of  things  ?    Why,  he  is  prepared 
to  look  on  and  to  expostulate.    I  say 
that  it  is  better,  it  is  more  honest,  not 
to  look  on,  and  to  withhold  this  expostu- 
lation, rather  than  to  profess  our  interest 
and  to  pursue  a  method  such  as  the  one 
now  in  use.    And  here  I  may,  perhaps, 
be  allowed  to  offer  a  suggestion  to  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman.    Why  should  he 
not  prepare  printed  forms  of  expostu- 
lation ?    There  might  be  blanks  for  the 
number  of  villages  burnt,  for  the  num- 
ber of  men  killed,  and  for  the  number 
of  women  violated ;  and  there  ought  to 
be  another  blank  to  be  filled  up  as  occa- 
sion required  by  the  word  **  expostu- 
late," or  **  represent,"  or  **  regret,"  or, 
if  necessary,   "protest."     This  would 
save  a  considerable  amount  of  labour  at 
the  Foreign  Office,  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  as  the  sovereign  guar- 
dian of  the  public  purse,  might  really, 
by  the  simple  means  that  I   suggest, 
effect  some  reduction  in  the  cost  of  that 
establishment.    This  is  a  sorry  subject 
on  which  to  jest.    But  it  is  the  Oovem- 
ment  who  have  made  a  sorry  jest  of  a 
matter  in  itself  very  solemn.    It  is  a 
sorry  jest  constantly  to  reiterate  expostu- 
lations of  this  character  with  the  know- 
ledge founded  on  long  experience,  that 
as  a  general  rule  they  will  work  without 


being  followed  by  any  result.  The 
Porte,  which  well  understands  the  force 
of  words,  knows  that  our  expostulations 
begin  in  words  and  that  they  end  in 
words ;  and  it  is  time  that  the  people  of 
England  and  the  people  of  Turkish 
Christian  Provinces  should  begin  to 
understand  as  much. 

It  appears  to  me  that  if  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  desired  really  to  pursue  an 
effective  policy,  they  should  have  gone 
further  than  I  have  yet  indicated  ;  but 
they  would  have  done  a  great  deal  if 
they  had  gone  as  far  as  I  have  hitherto 
suggested.  They  would  have  conveyed 
an  amount  of  confidence  to  the  minds  of 
the  people  of  this  country  which  they 
are  now  very  far  from  feeling. 

But,  Sir,  in  my  opinion,  a  just  de- 
nunciation of  outrages  which  former 
events  had  placed  within  our  cognizance, 
and  a  real,  not  an  equivocal  withdrawal 
of  sifpport  from  Turkey,  though  they 
are  more  than  we  can  yet  be  sure  of 
having  obtained,  are  very  far  from 
filling  up  the  measure  of  our  duties  and 
our  honourable  obligations.  I  argue 
that  we  ought  to  use  our  influence  in 
the  great  Council  of  Europe  for  the 
effectual  deliverance  of  these  Provinces 
from  oppression,  but  not  for  their  trans- 
fer to  any  foreign  dominion.  Now,  it  is 
a  foreign  agency,  not  under  our  control, 
to  which  we  have  chosen  to  make  over 
the  fulfilment  of  engagements  which 
are  ours.  I  must,  therefore,  consider 
our  relation  to  that  foreign  Power.  We 
need  entertain  no  fear  at  all  that  the 
action  of  Bussia  in  the  present  effort 
will  endanger  British  interests.  Bussia 
is  not  mad  enough  to  touch  British  inte- 
rests in  the  execution  of  the  purpose  she 
has  in  hand.  We  have,  however,  given 
Bussia  a  magnificent  opportunity,  of 
which  she  can  avail  herself,  to  plead 
truly  that  what  she  asks  is  what  Europe 
asks;  and  the  difference  between  her 
and  other  nations  is  that  they  are  con- 
tent to  put  up  with,  and  she  is  not 
content  to  put  up  with,  Turkey's  in- 
fatuated refusal  to  give  securities  for  the 
improvement  of  her  Government.  You 
may  say  that  she  is  pursuing  selfish 
objects ;  but,  if  that  be  true,  that  is  an 
additional  condemnation  of  your  policy, 
because  if  she  was  untrustworthy,  why 
did  you  leave  her  to  act  alone  and  un- 
restrained in  accomplishing  this  work  ? 
I  had  hoped  that  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment might  even  have  been  disposed  to 
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have  accompanied  me  thus  far,  and  that 
we  might  all  look  forward  to  the  esta- 
blishment in  these  Provinces  of  local 
self-goyemment  and  local  liberty,  and 
so  saving  them  from  transfer  to  any 
other  foreign  dominion.  In  this,  as  in 
other  hopes,  I  am  baffled ;  and  instead 
of  a  wise  co-operation  in  the  endeavour 
to  efifeot  a  great  good,  I  am  called  upon 
to  consider  the  misdeeds  of  Bussia.  We 
are  told  that  Bussia  has  been  guiliy  of 
the  greatest  cruelties  in  Poland.  I  hear 
hon.  Members  opposite  cheering  that 
statement;  but  no  cheers  catne  from 
that  quarter  of  the  House  when,  at  the 
time  those  cruelties  were  being  oom- 
mitted  in  Poland,  remonstrances  against 
them  were  moved  from  this  side  of  the 
House.  I  put  aside,  for  the  present, 
cases  in  wmch  the  tongue  of  ciEdunmj 
has  been  busy,  or  cases  in  which  there 
may  be  a  doubt  about  the  facts.  Apart 
from  such  cases,  there  have  been  at 
least  two  occasions  on  which,  in  my 
view,  the  conduct  of  that  Power  can- 
not be  defended.  The  first  occasion 
was  when  the  Emperor  Nicholas  took 
up  arms  to  put  down  by  force  Hungarian 
liberties — the  liberties  of  those  Hunga- 
rians who,  at  the  time,  were  very  anxious 
to  interest  the  world  in  their  own  afiiBdrs, 
but  who  do  not  now  appear  desirous  of 
extending  those  liberties  to  others;  a 
fact  which,  had  we  known  at  the  time 
it  was  to  occur,  might  have  somewhat 
modified  our  feelings  in  their  favour. 
The  claims  of  those  Hungarians,  how- 
ever, were  at  the  time  just,  and  we 
thought  that  the  proceedings  of  the 
Emperor  of  Bussia,  who  lent  to  Austria 
the  efiPectual  aid  of  his  armies  in  sup- 
pressing them,  were  unjust  and  unwar- 
rantable ;  but  I  never  heard  any  objec- 
tion to  his  conduct  proceed  from  hon. 
Members  opposite.  Again,  as  to  Poland, 
I  remember  that  as  late  as  during  the 
second  Oovemment  of  Lord  Palmerston, 
a  Motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Horsman  on 
the  subject  of  the  proceedings  of  Bussia 
in  Poland,  but  Mj.  Horsman  was  not 
one  of  the  Party  who  sat  opposite ;  on 
the  contrary,  he  was  a  Oentleman  who 
on  all  questions  of  foreign  policy  ex- 
pressed the  strongest  Liberal  opinions, 
and  the  support  which  his  Motion  re- 
ceived proceeded  almost  wholly  from 
this  side  of  the  House.  One  word  with 
regard  to  the  Papers  which  have  just 
been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
with  reference  to  the  misdeeds  of  the 
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Bussians  in  Poland.    Thut  PafMr  od- 
ports  to  be  presented  by  riomMiw  «f 
Her  Majesty,  which  meMis  thai  it  !■• 
been  presented  at  the  isstaiiov  d  Bm 
Majesty's  Gbvemmenl.    [Sir  H.  Devv- 
HOND  Wolff  :  By  command  of  Her  Ha- 
jesty,  in    pursuance  of  an    Aililiia " 
[Lord  John  MAKims:  It  wms  man^ 
for  from  the  opposite  side  of  the  Hoota] 
I  have  no  doubt  it  was  moved  fi»  torn 
the  *'  opposite"  aide  of  the  Hooee;  mj 
hon.  Fnends  on  this  side  of  the  Hc«» 
have  always  been  desirous  of  exhibiliBf: 
the  cruelty  in  Poland ;  but  ihe  ^efam- 
tion  of  tiie  Oovemment  and  their  Fneedf 
to  hold  up  to  reprobation  the  cruatkj  ia 
Pohmd,  appears  to  me  to  he  of  ndi 
more  recent  origin.    Now,  ffir*  ftr  mj 
own  part,  I  rejoioe  in  the  £sct  thai  (hi 
misdeeds  of  a  Gk>vemm«nt  should  oomt 
to  light,  come  how  they  may;   b«l  I 
think  this  mode  of  proceeding  was  eni- 
nently  a  shabby  mode.     Yoa  prodoo 
the  misdeeds  of  other  Oovenunents ;  do 
you  produce  your  own  ?    Will  yoa  lay 
on  the  Table  a  detail  of  the  pwMioeitiajii 
by  which  the  Mutiny  was  aupproaaed  ta 
India  ?    I  cannot  reooUeet  a  more  dis- 
tinctly culpable  prooeeding  on,  the  mrt 
of  any  country  than  the  slaughter  of  th« 
Dyaks  by  Her  Majes^s  naval  Fonsa 
and  by  Sir  James  Brooke.     Bat  that 
evil  act  was  disoossed,  vindicated^  and 
approved  in  this  House.     I  will  gm 
you  another  case.    There  is  an  oflkial 
Beport  of  my  own  in  the  Oolonial  0§Bm, 
rendered  in  1858-9,  when  Lord  Oamar* 
von  was  Under  Secretary,  which  Bst» 
forth  the  proceedings  of  the  British  Oo- 
vemment in  Oephalonia,  at  a  time  whn 
a  predial  rising  had  taken  place.     It 
was  a  serious  predial  rising,  whidi  oft- 
cial  panic  or  the  selfish  alarms  of  a  dast 
magnified  into  a  rebellion.    Aa  each  it 
was  insignificant,  almost  ludioroiia.  Bat 
martial  hiw  was  maintained  in  the  iriand 
for  six  weeks.     I  believe  one  of  oar 
soldiers  was  wounded.    A  score  of  dw 
people  were  shot,  and  many  aooreo  wen> 
flogged,  and  the  punishment  of  flogging 
is  one  viewed  by  the  Oreek  popvlatiao, 
as  I  have  often  been  aseoredv  with  a 
horror  even  greater  than  capital  poniili- 
ment.    Will  you  lay  that  Beport  on  the 
Table?    What  is  Uie  meanmg  of  pre* 
dudng  charges  against  other  eoimmsB 
when  you  are  not  prepared  to  prodoeB 
your  own?     [An  hon.  Mxhbbe:  The 
Oephalonian  Beport,  I  think,  has  besa 
laid  on  the  Table.]    I  think  not^  I  moit 
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have  known  of  it.    And  I  proceed  with 
my  general  argument. 

One  of  my  greatest  objections  to  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Oovernment  has 
always  been,  since  we  began  to  attend 
to  it  at  the  end  of  last  July,  that  it  tends 
so  extravagantly  to  facilitate  the  execu- 
tion of  the  most  selfish  aims  that  Bussia 
could  possibly  entertain,  and  to  enhance 
her  influence  and  her  power.    It  is  a 
tremendous  thing  to  infuse  into  the  mind 
of  the  Christian  subjects  of  the  Porte 
the  conviction  that  they  have  no  other 
hope,  no  other  ally,  but  Bussia.    It  is 
hardly  possible  to  dispute  that  that  has 
•been  the  effect  of  the  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.     That  the  misgo- 
vemment  of  the  Slav  Provinces  should 
cease  is  my  first  and  great  object,  but  I 
confess  it  woidd  be  with  qualified  satis- 
faction, although  with  a  real  satisfac- 
tion, that  I  should  hear  of  the  cessation 
of  that  misgovemment,  unless  I  felt  that 
a  healthy  growth  of  local  liberty  would 
come  into  the  place  of  the  abominations 
now  afficting  these  Provinces.     I  had 
hoped  that  something  might  be  obtained 
from  the  Oovernment  with  reference  to 
the  first  and  second — and  even  perhaps 
the  third  —  Besolutions,  which  would 
have  enabled  me  to  avoid  trespassing  at 
so  much  length  on  the  indulgence  of  the 
House.    With  regard,  however,  to  the 
fourth  Besolution,  I  was  absolutely  hope- 
less.    I  admit  ihat  it  challenges  the 
course  of  the  (Government,  and  suggests 
another  course.     If  you  wish,  for  the 
sake  of  humanity,  for  the  sake  of  the 
peace  of  Europe,  for  the  sake  of  the  ob- 
Hgations  this  coimtry  has  incurred,  to 
dose  the  Eastern  Question,  it  cannot  be 
satisfactorily  done  except  by  action  which 
shall  be  both  united  and  real.    And  my 
complaint  against  Her  Majesty's  (Go- 
vernment is,  that  whenever  they  have 
seemed  to  concur  in  promoting  united 
action  it  has  always  been  done  under 
conditions  which  have  made  that  imited 
action  useless  and  even  visionary.     Do 
not  let  me  conceal  my  own  belief.    I 
have  in  my  fourth  Sesolution  expressed 
the  strong  opinion  I  entertain — namely, 
tiiat  the  i>oUcy  of  1826  and  1827  was  a 
wise  and  just  policy.    But  that  was  a 
pdicy  that  had  no  more  the  approval 
of  what  I  may  call  the  West-end  of 
London,  than  the  Christian  cause  has 
now.    That  portion  of  England  does  not 
express  the  true  sentiments  of  England. 
Looking  over  all  the  great  achievements 


that  have  made  the  last  half-century 
illustrious,  hot  one  of  them  would  have 
been  effected  if  the  opinions  of  the  West- 
end  of  London  had  prevailed.  The  Test 
Act  would  not  have  been  repealed. 
Parliament  would  not  have  been  re- 
formed. Slavery  would  not  have  been 
abolished.  Municipal  Corporations 
would  not  have  been  opened.  The 
Com  Laws  would  not  have  been  re- 
pealed ;  nor  Free  Trade  established ;  nor 
the  Tariff  reduced  to  a  few  lines;  nor 
the  Navigation  Laws  done  away;  nor 
the  Universities  opened ;  nor  the  Church 
of  Ireland  disestablished ;  nor  the  Land 
Tenures  of  that  country  re-enacted.  I 
might  extend  this  long  list.  I  regard 
it  with  sorrow  and  misgiving  that  the 
nation  has  ever  been  in  advance  of  those 
who  ought  to  have  been  its  leaders. 
But  the  fact  being  so,  I  cannot  relax 
my  efforts  in  this  cause  out  of  deference 
to  the  opinion  of  what  I  have  called  the 
West-end  of  London. 

But  then  I  am  told  that  there  has 
been,  in  relation  to  this  question,  in- 
action on  the  part  of  Liberal  Oovem- 
ments.  Now,  Sir,  this  is  a  subject  much 
too  wide  to  be  disposed  of  by  a  taunt, 
or  by  any  incidental  remark.  It  is  a 
question  of  history;  and  if  a  Motion 
were  made  for  a  complete  inquiry  into 
the  conduct  of  all  Oovemments  since 
the  Crimean  War  with  regard  to  this 
great  question,  I,  for  one,  would  not 
object  to  it.  In  my  opinion,  it  is  totally 
impossible  for  any  man  or  for  any  Oo- 
vernment in  Western  Europe  to  raise 
the  Turkish  Question,  simply  of  his  or 
their  own  motion.  How  was  it  pos- 
sible for  us  during  the  Franco-Oerman 
struggle,  or  during  the  protracted  con- 
troversy that  resulted  in  the  Oeneva 
Arbitration,  to  raise  the  Turkish  Ques- 
tion ?  Nay,  even  if  we  had  been  more 
free,  there  were  no  events  in  Turkey  on 
which  we  could  take  our  stand.  There 
was,  so  to  speak,  no  point  of  departure. 
There  was  no  revolt  of  which  we  could 
examine  the  cause ;  there  were  no  massa- 
cres of  which  we  could  expose  the  guilt. 
In  1860  massacres  did  occur  in  Syria, 
which  may  be  partially  compared  with 
the  massacres  in  Bulgaria  in  1876.  A 
Liberal  Oovernment  was  then  in  office ; 
and  observe  the  veiy  different  course 
pursued  by  that  Oovernment.  Whether 
we  had  been  wise  and  right  in  all  things 
I  know  not.  I  am  by  no  means  pre- 
pared to  claim  for  us  off-hand  a  sen- 
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tence  of  uniyersal  acquittal ;  but  this  I 
know,  that  at  a  very  early  date,  in  the 
affair  of  the  Lebanon,  Lord  Bussell 
wrote  a  letter  in  which  he  positively 
announced  that  a  British  squadron  would 
be  sent  to  the  coast  of  Syria,  and  that  if 
necessary  marines  would  be  landed.  At 
the  same  time  France  declared  her  inten- 
tion of  sending  troops  to  Syria.  We 
heard  nothing  then  about  fears  of  pro- 
voking Turkish  valour  to  desperation  by 
these  rather  decided  methods.  On  the 
28th  of  July  Lord  Eussell  said  that  the 
remaining  points,  which  were  of  essential 
importance,  appeared  to  be  to  obtain 
the  assent  of  the  Porte  to  the  interven- 
tion of  foreign  troops,  and  the  fixing  of 
a  time  for  the  intervention  of  those 
troops,  to  cease.  On  that  the  consent 
of  Turkey  was  g^ven,  and  the  foreign 
intervention  did  take  place.  And  how 
was  the  consent  of  Turkey  given?  It 
was  given  in  a  Conference  by  Safvet 
Pasha,  on  the  27th  of  August,  and  in 
terras  which  were  very  remarkable. 
You  might  have  had  just  the  same  terms 
now  if  you  had  chosen  to  seek  them  in 
the  same  manner.    They  are  these — 

*'  It  is  owing  to  the  counsels  of  the  Repreeen- 
tatives  of  the  rowers,  and  the  vision  hela  out  to 
us  of  foreign  troops  landing  on  our  territories, 
notwithstanding  the  refusal  which  we  should 
have  given  to  the  conclusion  of  the  Convention, 
that  we  have  heen  reduced  to  choose  the  lesser 
of  two  evils.** 

The  consent  of  the  Turkish  (Jovem- 
ment  was  obtained ;  but  it  was  given  in 
view  of  this — that  they  had  before  them 
the  vision  of  foreign  troops  landed  ia 
Syria,  notwithstanding  their  refusal,  and 
they  were  reduced  to  the  choice  of  the 
lesser  of  two  evils.  I  ask  for  a  com- 
parison between  our  course  throughout 
m  the  matter  of  the  Lebanon,  and  the 
course  of  the  existing  Oovernment  since 
the  Autumn  of  1876.  I  might  refer  to 
other  matters ;  but  I  wiU  not  now  pursue 
the  subject. 

I  will  next  say  a  few  words  only  on 
the  nature  of  dur  obligations  in  this  par- 
ticular case.  It  is  much  too  late,  in  my 
opinion,  to  argue  whether  we  are  bound 
to  take  up  the  case  of  the  Christians  in 
Turkey  or  not.  We  might  have  argued 
that  question  before  the  Crimean  War. 
But  in  the  Crimean  War  we  did  two 
things ;  and  I  must  repeat  the  challenge 
I  have  made  to  the  Oovernment  with 
regflud  to  those  two  things,  for  they  are 
of  vital  importance  in  this  g^eat  cou- 
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troversy.    The  first  was,  that  we  aba- 
lished  the  power  of  interfereooe  whidi 
previously  existed,  and  which  was  lodsvd 
in  the  hands  of  Bussia.    The  OhAnnOar 
of  the  Exchequer  and  the  SecretuTcf 
State  for  War  have  told  me  that  x^ 
do  not  admit  that  such  a  power  of  in- 
terference existed.    I  think  it  ia  poasUt 
that  they  may  have  misunderBtood  my 
statement;  because  I  am  quite  certaia 
that  if  they  hold  that  propoaitioii  ia  the 
terms  I  have  just  stated,  they  are  hold- 
ing  it  in  the  face  of  history  and  of  kv 
as  recognized  in  Europe  for  a  hondrad 
years.    They  mav  have  understood  bus 
to  say  that  Bussia  had,  by  the  Traatj 
of  ^ainardji,  a  Protectorate  orer  this 
Christians.    Now,  I  admit  that  ahe  had 
no  Protectorate  over  the  Christiana.    A 
Protectorate  is  a  scheme  involving  direct 
and  positive  powers.    She  had  no  vaA. 
powers  in  regard  to  the  Christiana  ia 
Turkey  generally.    What  she  had  wai 
this— a  stipulation  firom  the  Porte  that 
the    Porte    should   firmly  protect   th« 
Christian  religion  and  ita  ohurchee.    Of 
that  stipulation  she  had  a  right  to  re- 
quire the  fulfilment,  as  well  as  of  eveiy 
other  stipulation  in  her  Treaties.     There 
is  not  the  least  doubt  that  it  ia  a  disttaet 
stipulation.    To  set  up  the  doctrine  that 
this  distinct  and  substantive  stipolalioB 
is  a  mere  Preamble,  that  it  is  aoeoHMd 
in  the  latter  part  of  the  Article,  ia  realij 
little  less  than  ridiculous.     The  latter 
part  of  the  Article  is  separated  from  the 
earlier  part  by  the  Italian  woid  whidi 
can  only  be  translated   by  ''fbrtii«r> 
more,"  or  ''moreover,"  or  some  eoniva- 
lent.    Bussia  had  a  covenant  witn  the 
Porte  for  the  protection  of  those  chuckes, 
and  she  had  the  same  right  to  require 
its  Ailfilment  as  she  had  with  i^^pect  to 
every  other   covenant   in  the  Tieatj. 
That,  I  sav,  cannot  be  doubted.     Now, 
let  us'  look  at  the  opinions  upon  thii 
point.    I  quoted  the  other  day  the  opi* 
nion  of  the  standard  historian  of  tiit 
Turkish  Empire — ^Yon   Hammer.     He 
expressed  the  general  historical  judg- 
ment of  the  world  on  this  point    Bi^ 
if  you  want  a  leeal  opinion,  I  will  quote 
that  of  Bluntschli,  who  is,  I  observe, 
considered  as  the  highest  authoritj  as  a 
jurist  at  present  living  on  the  OontitteBt 
of  Europe.    He  saya — 

"  In  the  oonsctouaness  of  this  duty  sod  of  to 
right,  Europe  has  repestedly  intarroMd  ia 
Turkey  as  well  as  before  as  after  1866.  Fint 
of  all^  Huesia  made  a  daim  to  a  sole  protoctka 
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some  right;  and  accordingly,  I  find, 
also,  in  Book  No.  1,  that  on  May  26thy 
1853,  Baron  Brunnow  sends  in  a  Memo- 
randum, in  which  he  speaks  of  the  en- 
gagements of  the  Porte,  dating  from 
Sie  Treaty  of  Kainardji,  as  granting  to 
the  Orthodox  Ohurch  that  freedom  of 
worship,  that  tranquility  of  conscience, 
and  that  peaceable  possession  of  rights 
which  Bussia  could  never  cease  to  watch 
over.  In  the  same  book,  on  the  21st  of 
June,  Lord  Clarendon,  says  in  reply,  on 
the  part  of  the  Oovemment,  that  on  the 
basis  of  Baron  Brunnow's  Memorandum, 
a  complete  ^and  satisfactory  arrange- 
ment might  have  been  concluded  with- 
out compromising  the  dignity  of  the 
Emperor.  I  thi&,  then,  1  have  made 
my  demonstration  complete ;  and,  if  so, 
the  case  stand  thus— That  there  was  a 
Treaty  engagement,  under  which  Bussia 
was  entitled  to  require  from  the  Porte  a 
protection  of  the  Christians,  and  to  re- 
sent it  against  the  Porte  as  a  national 
wrong  if  she  did  not  protect  them.  That 
right  was  entirely  destroyed  and  swept 
away  by  the  Crimean  War,  through  the 
expenditure  of  our  blood  and  treasure, 
and  of  the  blood  and  treasure  of  our 
Allies;  and  we  could  not  thus  sweep 
that  right  away,  in  my  opinion,  without 
becoming  responsible  K)r  the  conse- 
quences; without  beinff  as  solemnly 
bound  as  men  can  be  bound  in  faith 
and  honour  to  take  care  that  those,  for 
whose  protection  it  was  intended,  should 
obtain  either  the  same  thing  or  something 
better  in  its  place.  But,  besides  all  I 
have  now  said,  and  even  independently 
of  this,  as  I  believe,  perfectly  irre- 
fragable argument,  what  was  the  case 
of  the  Crimean  War  on  the  very  face  of 
it  as  a  dry  matter-of-fact  ?  It  was  this 
— ^That  Turkey  was  about  to  be  engaged 
in  a  contest  of  which  the  probable  re- 
sult was  her  defeat.  I  apprehend  there 
was  no  doubt  of  that.  It  was  probable 
she  would  be  defeated.  We  intervened 
to  prevent  that  defeat.  We,  together 
with  our  Allies,  gave  her  a  new  lease  of 
her  existence;  we  gave  her  resources; 
we  gave  her  ihe  strength,  of  which  she 
has  been  making  such  frightful  use  in 
Bulgaria.  And  now  is  it  possible  for 
us,  on  any  principles,  I  care  not  what, 
which  will  bear  to  be  stated  in  the  face 
of  day,  so  to  put  out  of  view  the  obliga- 
tions, which  our  honour  entails  on  us, 
as  to  say — **  We  wash  our  hands  of  this 
business,  and  will  have  nothing  to  do 
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of  the  Greek  Christiaiis,  and  obtained  the  es- 
tablishment of  it  from  Turkey  by  Treaty  in 
1772  and  1812." 

There  is  the  opinion  of  Bluntschli.  It 
is  not  a  controversial  opinion;  he  states 
it  as  a  notorious  fact,  in  a  matter 
which  has  never  been  contested.  *I  am 
responsible  for  the  translation ;  but  the 
words  '^  obtained  the  establishment  of 
it,"  I  believe,  fairly  represent  the  words 
of  the  original.  Since  I  spoke  before 
on  the  matter,  I  have  referred  to  the 
authority  of  Sir  Bobert  Phillimore,  and 
I  find  in  him  what  I  expected.  I  have 
had  the  honour  of  his  friendship  for 
half  a  century,  and  I  did  not  open  this 
queetion  without  having  consulted  him. 
He  has  entered  into  an  argument  to 
show  that  Bussia  did  not  possess  by  the 
Treaty  of  £[ainardji  the  claim  which 
was  made  at  the  time  of  the  Crimean 
War.  In  that  we  are  all  agreed.  But 
Sir  Bobert  Phillimore  has  never  denied 
that  this  stipulation  for  protection  in  the 
Treaty  of  Kainardji  was  a  binding  stipu- 
lation; that  Bussia  had  a  right  to  re- 
quire it  to  be  carried  into  execution, 
and  a  right  to  interfere  with  Turkey  on 
a  breach  of  it,  just  as  she  had  in  regard 
to  any  other  part  of  the  Treaty.  As  far 
as  I  know,  opinions  are  not  at  variance 
on  this  point,  unless,  indeed,  it  is  in- 
tended by  the  present  Oovemment  to 
set  up  in  1877  a  construction  never 
heard  of  for  over  100  years  after  the 
Treaty  was  concluded. 

In  such  a  matter,  without  doubt,  we 
cannot  omit  to  refer  to  the  Blue  Books 
of  1854.  I  must  own  it  has  not  been 
in  my  power  to  read  through  the  whole 
of  those  Blue  Books— or  rather  to  re- 
read them,  for  I  was  pretty  well  familiar 
with  them  at  a*  former  period — and, 
therefore,  it  is  possible  some  assertion 
may  be  found  in  some  part  of  them 
which  more  or  less  expresses  the  opinion 
that  appears  now  to  be  maintained  by 
the  (Government.  Tet  I  think  not  so, 
because  I  have  looked  over  them  as  well 
as  I  could,  and  because  I  find  what 
seems  to  me  a  most  distinct  declaration 
on  the  part  of  Lord  Clarendon,  that 
some  rignt  of  that  kind  on  the  part  of 
Bussia  was  acknowledged  by  us.  I 
recollect  myself,  taking  my  memory  for 
what  it  is  worth,  that  this  was  distinctly 
our  position  in  the  controversy.  We 
held  that  Bussia  misconstrued  the 
Treaty,  and  overstated  her  right;  we 
never,  I  believe,  denied  that  she  had 
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with  it  ?"  Much  more,  bow  can  we  say 
— *'  We  will  consent  to  pay  delicate  at- 
tentions to  the  Oovernment  of  Turkey, 
and  to  be  affording  her  in  a  thousand 
indirect  forms  morcu  assistance  *' — which 
in  many  instances  is  apt  to  glide  into 
material  assistance — '  *  against  any  nation 
which  may  attempt  to  carry  into  effect 
the  judgment  of  united  Europe  ?  " 

I  nope  I  have  made  pretiy  dear  the 
state  of  the  case,  as  it  Dears  upon  the 
third  and  fourth  Besolutions.  I  have 
pursued  not  the  best  tactics,  perhaps — 
for  I  am,  perhaps,  no  g^eat  tactician — 
but  the  best  tactics  in  mypower.  Very 
simple  they  have  been.  Tney  have  con- 
sisted in  attempting  to  obtain  the  asser- 
tion, by  as  many  as  possible,  of  what 
was  valuable  in  itself,  even  although  it 
was  not  the  whole  of  what  seemed  to 
me  valuable  or  even  essential.  On  that 
account  I  ranged  my  Resolutions  in  the 
order  in  which  they  stand ;  and  when  I 
found  myself  threatened  with  extinction 
by  the  somewhat  rude  machinery  of 
the  Previous  Question,  so  that  a  free  and 
unfettered  discussion,  even  of  the  first 
Besolution,  was  to  be  rendered  impos- 
sible, I  came  readily  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  would  not  be  expedient  or  becom- 
ing for  me  to  ask  you.  Sir,  to  go  through 
the  idle  form  of  putting  each  of  them  in 
succession  from  the  Chair,  with  the  cer- 
tainty of  obtaining  a  decision  that  they 
should  not  be  put.  But  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  to  the  whole  of  these  Resolu- 
tions I,  as  an  individual,  steadfastly  ad- 
here. I  ask  no  sanction  from  my  noble 
Friend  near  me  (the  Marquess  of  ELar- 
tin^n)  for  anything  except  that  for 
which  he  votes.  I  think  it  would  be  the 
meanest  and  paltriest  act  on  my  part  to 
endeavour  to  crib  from  him  some  indi- 
rect support  for  that  which  he  is  not 
prepared  to  support  overtly.  I  really 
Know  not  on  what  grouncu  he  is  not 
willingto  accompany  me  in  the  whole  of 
these  Kesolutions.  I  would  thankfully 
accept  his  aid,  as  I  would  the  aid  of  the 
Oovernment,  ifor  I  think  the  union  of  the 
English  people  in  this  great  matter  is  an 
object  of  the  highest  importance.  There 
is  not  one  of  you  opposite  who  can  more 
deeply  deplore  than  I  do  the  use  of  the 
rude  irr^^ar  methods  to  which  we 
have  been  driven  in  order  to  exercise  an 
influence  upon  the  foreign  policy  of  the 
country.  1  look  upon  these  meUiods  as, 
at  the  best,  unsatisfactory  and  imper- 
fect ;  I  look  upon  them,  in  every  case, 
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except  the  case  of  Becessity,  as 
and  Dad.     It  has  been  that 
alone  which  has  driven  us  to  the  poixt 
at  which  we  stand  to-night.      For  ibt 
part,  I  think  no  day  of  peace  Iskdj  % 
come  for  the  East,  no  final  or  aala&e- 
toiy  *  settlement,  unless   it  be  by  tkt 
authoriiy  of  united  Europe.     I  aee  tkt 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney (General  has  been  oomplalning  of 
violent  language,  and  of  the  xxnpotitiat 
of  motives  on  my  part.    He  is,  I  sop- 
pose,  on  the  way  to  high  judicial  oAcs. 
and  from  one  in  his  position,  as  compartd 
with  other  Members  of  this  Hoase,  I 
havea  right  to  expect  something mof* 
than   the   average    share    of    jndkisi 
temper.    But  what  said  he  to  lus  ooa- 
stituents  ?      I    have     never     imputed 
motives  to  the  (Jovemment.      I   hare 
never  said  they  were  governed  by  \om 
of  power.    I  should  have  been  ashamed 
of  such  a  statement.    I  cannot,  indeed 
account  for  their  oonduot,  exeepi  by  tU 
supposition  of  some  singular  aehukm, 
or  some  sinister  influence  whieh  thej  do 
not  themselves  understand,  and  are  sot 
conscious  of,  so  strange  does  it  ^»pesr  to 
me.    But  never  have  I  imputed  to  thtm 
motives  inconsistent  with  their  psffeet 
honour.     Yet  what  says  the  hon.  uA 
learned  Oentleman.      He  goes   to  Ui 
constituents,  and  to  them  he  annouBocs 
that   I    have   entered    into  a  wax£u« 
against  the  Oovernment,  animated  bj  a 
vindictive  malignity  founded  on  my  ex- 
clusion   from    office.      [''Oh,    on!'*] 
These  are  the  judicial  wortU  of  the  bos. 
and  learned  Oentleman.    I  am  f^i»A  \» 
has  come  into  his  place.    It  gives  n« 
the  opportunity  of  expressing  a  hope 
that  when  he  resigns  that  place  for  <»• 
more  permanent,  more  dignified,  sud 
more  enjoyable,  he  will  proceed  in  a 
different  spirit  to  deal  with  the  suikon^ 
and  even  with  the  culmits,  who  may  be 
brought  before  him.    No,  Sir,  I  inpot* 
no  motives.    If  a  word  I  have  said  wwu 
to  convey  them,  I  disclaim  it,  and  in  a 
moment  I  would  wash  it  away ;  Imt  I 
believe  no  such  word  has  passed  my  2ip>- 
It  is  a  neat  crisis.  Sir,  in  which  v« 
stand.      liCgislatiye  Bodies  are  at  aU 
times  occupied,  more  or  less,  in  tba 
making  oz^  history,   and  it  is  a  T«t 
grave  psssa^e  of  histoiy  which  we  an 
now  engag^  in  making.    Sir,  then  ii 
before  us  not  one  controversy,  but  tvo> 
There  is  the  controversy  between  Bsasa 
and  Turkey;  there  is  the  oontrovoij 
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between  Turkey  and  her  reyolted  sub- 
jects. I  think  the  Government  and 
their  supporters  out-of-doors  in  the 
Press  are  committing  a  great  error  in 
this — ^that  it  is  the  first  of  these  two 
oontroversies — that  between  Bussia  and 
Turkey,  which,  after  all,  is  only  symp- 
tomatic— to  which  they  address  their 
minds.  In  my  opinion,  the  other  is  the 
deeper  and  more  important.  The  other 
is  a  controversy  which  can  have  no  issue 
but  one,  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  the  cause  of  the  revolted  subjects  of 
Turkey  against  their  oppressors  is  as 
Holy  a  cause  as  ever  animated  the  breast, 
or  as  ever  stirred  the  hand  of  man.  Sir, 
what  part  are  we  to  play  in  regard  to  it? 
Looking  at  this  latter  con^versy — the 
controversy  between  Turkey  and  her 
subjects — the  horrible  massacres  of  last 
year,  the  proofs  of  which  have  been 
afforded  tluBit  they  are  only  parts  and 
indications  of  a  system;  that  their  re- 
currence is  to  be  expected,  nay,  that  it 
is  a  matter  of  moral^certainty ,  if  they  are 
now  ^owed  to  pass  with  impunity; 
looking  at  the  total  want  of  result  from 
Lord  Derby's  efforts,  at  that  mockery 
which  has  been  cast  in  our  teeth  in  re- 
turn for  what  I  quite  admit  was  upon 
ordinary  rules  and  principles  an  insult- 
ing despatch,  can  we,  Sir,  say,  with 
regard  to  this  great  battle  of  freedom 
against  oppression  which  is  now  going 
on,  which  has  been  renewed  from  time 
to  time,  and  for  which  one-third  of  the 
population  of  Bosnia  and  Herzegovina 
are  at  this  moment  not  only  suffering 
exile ;  but,  terrible  to  say,  are  upon  the 
very  verge  of  absolute  starvation ;  upon 
which  depends  the  fate  of  millions  of  the 
subject-races  that  inhabit  the  Turkish 
Empire— can  we,  with  all  this  before  us, 
be  content  with  what  I  will  call  a 
vigorous  array  of  remonstrances  ? — weU 
intended,  I  grant,  but  without  result,  as 
expressing  3ie  policy  and  satisfying  the 
obligations  of  this  great  country.  Can 
we,  1  say,  looking  upon  this  battle,  lay 
our  hands  upon  our  hearts  and,  in  the 
face  of  Gk)d  and  man,  say  with  respect 
to  it — **We  have  well  and  sufficiently 
performed  our  part  ?  "  Sir,  there  were 
other  days,  when  England  was  the  hope 
of  freedom.  Wherever  in  the  world  a 
high  aspiration  was  entertained,  or  a 
noble  blow  was  struck,  it  was  to  Eng- 
land that  the  eyes  of  the  oppressed  were 
always  turned — to  this  mvourite,  this 
darling  home  of  so  much  privilege  and 


so  much  happiness,  where  the  people 
that  had  built  up  a  noble  edifice  for 
themselves  would,  it  was  well  known,  be 
ready  to  do  what  in  them  lay  to  secure 
the  benefit  of  the  same  inestimable  boon 
for  others.  You  talk  to  me  of  the 
established  tradition  and  policy  in  re- 
gard to  Turkey.  I  appeal  to  an  estab- 
lished tradition,  older,  wider,  nobler  far 
— a  tradition  not  which  disregards  British 
interests,  but  which  teaches  you  to  seek 
the  promotion  of  those  interests  in  obey- 
ing the  dictates  of  honour  and  of  justice. 
And,  Sir,  what  is  to  be  the  end  of  this  ? 
Are  we  to  dress  up  the  fantastic  ideas 
some  people  entertam  about  this  policy, 
and  that  policy  in  the  garb  of  Britidli 
interests,  and  then,  with  a  new  and  base 
idolatry,  to  fall  down  and  worship  them  ? 
Or  are  we  to  look,  not  at  the  sentiment, 
but  at  the  hard  facts  of  the  case,  which 
Lord  Derby  told  us  15  years  ago— 
namely,  that  it  is  the  populations  of 
those  countries  that  wiU  ultimately 
possess  them — that  will  ultimately  de- 
termine their  abiding  condition  ?  It  is 
to  this  fact,  this  law,  that  we  should 
look.  There  is  now  before  the  world  a 
glorious  prize.  A  portion  of  those  as  yet 
unhappy  people  are  still  making  an 
effort  to  retrieve  what  they  have  lost  so 
lon|^,  but  have  not  ceased  to  love  and  to 
desire.  I  speak  of  those  in  Bosnia  and 
Herzeg^ovina.  Another  portion — a  band 
of  heroes  such  as  the  world  has  rarely 
seen — stand  on  the  rocks  of  Montenegro, 
and  are  ready  now,  as  they  have  ever 
been  during  the  400  years  of  their  exile 
from  their  fertile  plains,  to  sweep  down 
from  their  fastnesses  and  meet  the  Turks 
at  any  odds  for  the  re-establishment  of 
justice  and  of  peace  in  those  countries. 
Another  portion  still,  the  5,000,000  of 
Bulgarians,  cowed  and  beaten  down  to 
the  ground,  hardly  venturing  to  look 
upwards,  even  to  their  Father  in  heaven, 
have  extended  their  hands  to  you;  they 
have  sent  you  their  petition,  they  have 
prayed  for  your  help  and  protection. 
They  have  told  you  that  they  do  not  seek 
alliance  with  Bussia,  or  with  any  foreign 
Power,  but  that  they  seek  to  be  deli- 
vered from  an  intolerable  burden  of  woe 
and  shame.  That  burden  of  woe  and 
shame — ^the  greatest  that  exists  <m  Ood's 
earth — is  one  that  we  thought  united 
Europe  was  about  to  remove ;  that  in  the 
Protocol  united  Eurc^  was  pledged  to 
remove ;  but  to  removing  which,  for  the 
present,  you  seem  to  have  no  efficacious 
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means  of  offering  even  the  smallest  prac- 
tical contribution.  But,  Sir,  the  re- 
moval of  that  load  of  woe  and  shame  is 
a  great  and  noble  prize.  It  is  a  prize 
well  worth  competing  for.  It  is  not  jet 
too  late  to  try  to  win  it.  I  believe  there 
are  men  in  the  Cabinet  who  would  try 
to  win  it,  if  they  were  free  to  act  on 
their  own  beliefs  and  aspirations.  It 
is  not  yet  too  late,  I  say,  to  become 
competitors  for  that  prize ;  but  be  as- 
sured that  whether  you  mean  to  claim 
for  yourselves  even  a  single  leaf  in  that 
immortal  chaplet  of  renown,  which  will 
be  the  reward  of  true  labour  in  that 
cause,  or  whether  you  turn  your  backs 
upon  that  cause  and  your  own  duty,  I 
believe,  for  one,  that  the  knell  of 
Turkish  tyranny  in  those  Provinces  has 
sounded.  So  far  as  human  eye  can 
judge,  it  is  about  to  be  destroyed.  The 
destruction  may  not  come  in  the  way,  or 
by  the  means  that  we  should  choose ;  but 
come  this  boon  from  what  hands  it  may, 
it  will  be  a  noble  boon,  and  as  a  noble 
boon  will  gladly  be  accepted  by  Chris- 
tendom and  the  world. 

The  right  hon.  Oentleman  concluded 
by  moving  the  first  of  the  Resolutions  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  this  House  finds  just  catue  of  dissatis- 
faction and  complaint  in  the  conduct  of  the 
Ottoman  Porte  with  rcjrard  to  the  Despatch 
written  by  the  Earl  of  Derby  on  the  21st  day 
of  September  1876,  and  relating  to  the  mas- 
sacres in  Bulgaria." — [Mr.  OlaiUtont.) 

• 

SiE  H.  DRUlOfOND  WOLFF,  in 
rising  to  move  an  Amendment  to  the 
Motion,  said,  he  understood  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Oreen- 
wich  had  begun  by  alluding  to  some 
transactions  which  had  taken  place  in 
the  borouffh  which  he  (Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff)  had  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent, and  had  stated  that  he  had  at 
a  meeting  last  year  expressed  sentiments 
which  justified  the  Resolutions  then  be- 
fore the  House.  He  was  sure  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  was  not  desirous  of  mis- 
representing him ;  but  he  certainly  had 
done  so,  when  he  had  referred  to  this 
newspaper  account  without  reading  any 
extracts.  He  begged,  therefore,  per- 
mission of  the  House  to  make  a  per- 
sonal explanation.  On  the  7th  of  Sep- 
tember last  year,  either  the  very  day,  or 
just  before  the  riffht  hon.  Ghmtleman's 
pamphlet  was  pubushedi  he  was  asked 

Mr.  Okd$t<m$ 


to  attend  what  was  called  an  mtrodtj 
meeting  at  Christchurch,  and  be  fboni 
that  two  or  three  local  gentI«cBfla. 
Liberals,  wished  to  advocate  tiie  estab- 
lishment of  an  independent  kingdom  ia 
Bulgaria.  He  had,  Aerefoze,  writtea 
to  say  that  he  deplored  the  atrocttici 
that  had  taken  place  in  the  Balkan  IVo- 
vinces ;  that  it  was  sufficient  to  prot«t 
against  the  horrors  which  had  tabi 
place ;  and  that  all  that  could  ba  doae 
was  to  determine,  as  far  as  oar  infloeaw 
went,  that  they  should  not  recor;  bat 
that  he  oonld  not  join  in  anr  politaeal 
demonstration  on  the  subject  of  tbe  ftitm 
government  of  those  Provinces.  Wbik 
concurring  in  the  first  part  of  tbe  Besi>- 
lution  to  be  submitted  to  the  meeCixig,  ks 
had  taken  exception  to  the  latter  part,  be- 
cause a  public  meeting  was  not  capable 
of  entenne  into  the  details  of  negotia- 
tions which  could  only  be  settled  by 
statesmen  after  quiet  consideration.  Ia 
those  circumstances  he  attended  the  meet* 
ing,  and,  according  to  the  report  in  71U 
IHmei  of  the  next  morning,  he  began  hit 
address  on  that  occasion  by  expressing  the 
hope  that  they  would  be  unanimous^  as 
they  were  not  met  for  a  Party  purpose, 
but  to  deplore  the  atrocities  and  the  mis- 
ffovemment  of  the  Turkish  Pktmnees, 
for  which  they  desired  an  eflectasl 
remedy,  though  they  oouM  not  say  what 
it  was  to  be.  They  had  all,  at  diflersoft 
times,  deplored  these  atrocities,  and  thsy 
did  so  now ;  but  they  said  thev  wwe  noi 
to  be  remedied  by  any  arbitrary  or 
violent  action  on  the  part  of  this  conntiT. 
The  riffht  hon.  Ghantleman  had  thai 
stated  that  he  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff) 
had  been  requested  by  another  meeting 
to  support  the  Resolution  before  the 
House.  He  would  read  a  letter  he  had 
received  that  afternoon,  to  show  how 
erroneous  was  die  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman,  and  how  these  meetings 
had  been  got  up  by  hon.  Oentlamsa 
below  the  Oaneway  opposite.  His  oor- 
respondent  said — 

*'  I  am  told  that  a  day  or  two  before  dicnUn 
were  issued  to  the  leading  Liberals,  asking  tbm 
to  attend  and  bring  as  many  friends  as  p^rwihU, 
and  up  to  mid-day  on  Friday  it  was  n>okca  of 
as  a  meeting  of  liberals.  On  Friday  afternoon, 
however,  a  tew  bills  were  posted  that  a  pobfie 
meeting  would  be  held,  &o.;  subject*  'Tbs 
Eastern  Question.'  The  meeting  was,  of  ooan*» 
a  packed  one,  and  they  passediOl  their  nota- 
tions. Mr.  Davey  was  then  supported  by  all 
the  Dissentinff  ministers.  I  hear  that  two  or 
three  waggon  loads  of  people  came  from  ICUoa, 
outside  the  borough.? 


441        TheJBoitem  QunUan.        (Mat  7,  1877}    RmoIuUom  {Mr.  Qladitone).  442 


Haying  disposed  of  that  whioli  was 
merely  a  personal  question,  and  one 
scarcely  consistent  with  the  dignity  of 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  to  have  brought 
forward,  he  would  venture  to  submit  to 
the  House  his  reasons  for  moving  the 
Amendment,  with  which  he  should  con- 
clude. First,  he  moved  that  Amend- 
ment, because  he  thought  any  discussion 
in  that  House  at  the  present  moment  on 
the  Eastern  Question  highly  dangerous, 
and  that  the  best  mode  of  disposing 
of  the  matter  would  be  by  the  Pre- 
vious Question,  so  as  to  show  to  the 
world  in  general,  and  to  the  public  of 
this  country,  that  the  House  of  Commons 
was  not  inclined  in  any  way  by  public 
discussion  to  embarrass  the  future  action 
of  the  Government.  The  crude  manner 
in  which  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Cumberland  (Mr.  0.  W.  Howard)  had 
given  Notice  of  the  Besolutions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  showed  that  a 
Motion  would  be  brought  forward  rela- 
tive to  the  prospective  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  i^ow,  he  was 
not  aware  that  such  a  Motion  had  ever 
been  brought  forward  in  that  House. 
They  might  condemn  the  past  or  the 
present ;  but  a  condemnation  of  a  course 
to  be  pursued,  which  must  be  g^ded  by 
contingencies  as  they  arose  would,  not 
only  by  that  House,  but  by  any  assembly 
of  business  men,  be  rejected  and  repu- 
diated. He  had  always  advocated  the 
right  of  intervention  on  the  part  of  this 
country  established  by  the  Treaty  of 
1856,  and  his  advocacy  was  not  founded 
on  the  substitution  of  the  rieht  of 
Europe  for  the  rights  of  Bussia,  but  on 
the  few  words,  the  **  concert  of  Europe," 
which  gave  this  country  and  Europe  a 
right  of  intervention  in  the  affairs  of  Tur- 
key, or  any  other  country,  when  they  were 
dangerous  to  the  peace  of  its  neighbours. 
He  had,  therefore,  last  year  pressed 
on  the  Government  for  an  intervention. 
He  had  pressed  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment agam  on  the  Motion  brought  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth (Mr.  Bruce),  and,  on  another 
occasion,  had  asked  the  Prime  Mini- 
ster, whether  the  time  had  not  ar- 
rived to  intervene  by  means  of  a  Con- 
gress, or,  if  necessary,  a  Commission, 
on  the  affairs  of  Turkey ;  and  he  urged 
upon  the  Government  that  a  Conference 
was  necessary.  But,  while  doing  so,  he 
never  contemplated  or  suggested  in  any 
way  the  authorization  of  the  idea  that 


England  should  act  alone,  or  without 
the  assistance  of  her  Allies,  and  of  those 
who  with  her  had  signed  the  Treaty  of 
Paris.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  rather 
took  credit  for  the  way  in  which  Liberal 
Governments  had  acted  towards  Turkey ; 
but  their  conduct  was  one  of  the  prin- 
cipal reasons  for  objecting  to  the  Motion, 
for  it  was  owing  to  the  action  of  several 
Liberal  Governments  in  regard  to  the 
misgovemment  of  the  Turkish  Provinces 
that  it  was  impossible  for  any  Govern- 
ment to  take  any  other  steps  now  than 
those  which  had  been  taken.  With 
great  self-glorification  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  action  of  the 
Government  of  Lord  Palmerston  in  1860 
with  regard  to  Syria.  But  what  was 
the  position?  In  1856  the  Treaty  of 
Paris  was  signed;  in  1857  occurred  the 
Indian  Mutiny;  in  1858  and  1K59  no- 
thing occurred  in  Turkey,  and  the  Con- 
servatives came  into  office.  In  the 
latter  year,  after  the  Liberal  Govern- 
ment had  come  in,  they  had  intervened 
in  the  affairs  of  Syria,  and  he  gave  them 
credit  for  so  doing.  But  Syria  was  not 
in  Europe;  it  was  not  surrounded  by 
States  of  the  same  nationality  and  the 
same  religion;  it  was  entirely  isolated 
from  Europe ;  it  was  feasible  for  the 
Powers  to  delegate  one  of  their  number 
to  send  a  Force  there  without  any  danger 
of  the  occupation  becoming  permanent. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  taken 
good  care  not  to  refer  to  what  had  oc- 
curred subsequently;  for  in  1862  and 
1863  disturbances  had  occurred  in  Servia, 
Herzegovina,  and  Montenegro,  and  what 
had  the  Government  of  that  day  done  ? 
Why  Lord  Eussell,  as  the  organ  of  the 
Government  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  a  leading  Member,  wrote  a 
despatch  to  the  Powers  who  signed  the 
Treaty  of  Paris,  in  which  he  denounced 
those  disturbances  as  the  result  of 
scarcely-concealed  conspiracies  in  those 
Provinces  to  bring  about  anarchy,  plun- 
der, and  bloodshed,  and  declared  that  it 
was  incumbent  on  the  Powers  of  Europe 
to  preserve  the  general  peace  in  words 
almost  identical  with  those  which  had 
been  most  properly  used  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  present  day.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  now  spoke  strongly  of 
the  Government  having  announced  be- 
fore the  Conference  of  Constantinople 
that  there  was  to  be  no  coercion ;  but  in 
1869,  when  he  was  the  head  of  a  Govern- 
ment with  a  majority  far  greater  than 
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tbat  of  the  present  GoTemmenti  Lord 
Clarendon  authorized  a  Conference  to 
be  held  at  Paris  on  the  affairs  of  Crete, 
and,  under  ciroumstanoes  almost  analo- 
gous to  the  present.  Then  the  rieht 
hon.  Oentleman,  through  his  Foreign 
Secretary,  not  only  repudiated  coercion, 
but  told  the  now  revolted  Provinces  that 
they  were  not  to  anticipate  any  encou- 
ragement if  they  followed  the  example 
of  Crete.  On  that  occasion  Lord  Claren- 
don, writing  to  Lord  Lyons  on  January 
5,  1869,  said— 

**Her  Majeflty's  QoTeniment,  aiudoiui  to 
avert  the  ocoorrence  ol  events  that  might 
threaten  the  maintenance  of  peace,  and  con- 
vinced that  this  feeling  is  shai^d  by  every  other 
Power,  thinks  that  by  laying  down  in  distiaot 
terms  certain  principles  of  public  morality  and 
of  International  Law,  the  Conference  may  give, 
though  indirectly,  a  clear  and  unmistakeable 
warmng  to  other  Provinces,  where  there  is  rea- 
son to  apprehend  that  insnrrectionaTy  move- 
ments agamst  the  authority  of  the  Porte  mi^t 
find  encouragement,  that  the  Great  Powers  of 
Europe  wouia  view  with  the  strongest  disap- 
proval any  imwarrantable  proceedings  on  tne 
part  of  such  Provinces  inconsistent  with  the 
principles  so  laid  down  by  the  Conference.'' 

Tet  now  the  House  was  invited  to 
acquiesce  in  these  violent  Besolutions 
of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman.  There 
was  another  occasion  on  which  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  had  the  opportunity  of 
showing  sympathy  with  the  Christianfl 
of  Turkey ;  but  which  he  did  not  take 
advantage  of.  In  1871  the  signataries 
of  the  Treaty  of  Paris  were  invited  to 
make  the  state  of  the  Christian  subjects 
of  the  Porte  a  catu9  belli.  What 
said  Lord  Enfield  in  that  House  in 
answer  to  Sir  John  Gray  ? — **  That  the 
state  of  the  Christian  subjects  of  the 
Porte  was  improved."  Yet  a  Beport 
Had  been  laid  on  the  Table  that  day 
which  showed  that  20  days  before  that 
reply  of  Lord  Enfield  was  given,  a  des- 
patch had  been  received  firom  Consul 
Holmes,  in  which  it  was  said  that  the 
state  of  things  "had  in  no  way  improved. 
Consul  Holmes,  writing  from  Bosna 
Serai,  on  February  24,  1871,  said — 

**The  unnecessary  delay  and  neglect,  to  the 
preiudice  often  of  innoeent  persons,  the  open 
bri  oery  and  coiruptioi^  the  invariable  and  un- 
just favour  shown  to  Mussulnums  in  all  cases 
between  Turks  and  Christians,  which  dis- 
tinguish the  Turkish  administration  of  what  is 

led  ^justice,'  throughout  the  Emfure  cannot 
fail  to  suggest  the  question — what  would  be  the 
lot  of  f  omgners  in  Turkey  were  the  European 
Powers  to  give  up  the  eapitulations  f  I  am  con- 
vinced that  their  position  in  the  Provinces,  at 

Sir  JSr.  Drumwumd  Wolf 


an  events,  would  be  intolerable,  and  tkat 
would  quit  the  ooimtiy  to  «  man, 
outorr  and  feeling  in  Europis  agairiat 
woula  ultimately  cause  her  ruin«    The 
ignorance,  corruption,  and   fanatioisa  of 
diasses  precludes  all  hope  of  an  dfici«nt 
tration  of  justice  for  at  least  another 
tion." 


Li  the  face  of  that  de^atch  the 
ment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemam   ia 
1871  gave  the  improved  state  of  TnAmj 
and  of  its  Christian  subjects  aa  a  reawa 
for  strei^thening  the  hiands  of  Torkaj 
against  Sussia  and  the  other  Powofs  «f 
Europe.     There  was  a  second  r— na 
why  be  objected  to  the  Beaolatkns  ci 
the  riffht  hon.  (Gentleman — namelTt  thait 
from  first  to  last,  both  in  his  finfimtif 
and  in  his  speeches  in  the  ooontxy,  ks 
had  tried  to  make  them  the  sabsecrieot 
supporters  of  the  policy  of  Boasia.     Ha 
charged   the  Conservative  Party  witk 
wanting  war,  but  it  was  the  right  boa. 
Oentleman  himself  who  advocated  war. 
Not  a  syllable  had  he  uttered  that  nigfat 
but  what  meant  war  against  TuAwj 
with  the  European  concert  which  ha 
had  devised  in  his  own  head,  bat  w^hkk 
the  Papers  before  the  House  showed 
was  utterly  impossible  for  that  porpoea. 
In  speaking  in  favour  of  Busaia  he  had 
urged  that  night,  as  he  had  done  oa 
two  previous  occasions,  that  the  CrimeaB 
War  having  abolished  the  Treaty  rights 
of  Bussia,  and  especially  those  said  to  be 
obtained  under  tne  Treaty  of  Kainar^jiy 
we  were  bound  to  assume  the  poeitioii 
which  Bussia  had  occupied  previous  to  the 
Crimean  War  under  tnat  Treaty.    On  a 
former  occasion  the  hon.  Member   for 
Canterbury  (Mr.  Butler-Johnstone)  took 
issue  with  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  with 
reference  to  the  Treaty  of  Kainazdji; 
he  therefore  would  not  refer  to  the  text 
of  the  Treaty,  but  would  confine  bimt^ 
to  showing  that  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man was  utterly  incorrect  in  the  view  he 
had  taken  of  it.    He   preferred  citing 
written  and  published  documents  to  any 
language  he  could  himself  use..    What 
was    the    interpretation    put   on    that 
Treaty  by  Count  Nesselrode?    Count 
Nesselrode,  writing   to    Sir   Hamilton 
Seymour,   dated  St.  Petersburg,  June 
14th  (26),  1853,  said— 

''As  to  the  Treaty  of  Kaiaardii,  it  is  rctr 
true  if  talcen  by  ik»  letter,  that  tibe  li^t*  aai 
jxriyile^  of  the  Greek  religion  are  not  mea- 
tioned  in  ezpreM  tenna,  but  the  nrotection  givm 
to  the  religion  and  to  ita  chordhee  well  implifli 
to  the  eyee  of  every  man  of  aeiite  and  foo4 
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laith  that  of  the  rights  and  priyilages  of  the 
•aid  ohnrohea.  From  the  moment  Uie  Sultan 
imdertook  towards  us  to  protect  them  he  thus 
conferred  on  us  the  right  to  watch  over  the  man- 
ner in  which  he  would  fulfil  that  engagement." 

That  was  the  pretension  which  was  com- 
bated hj  the  Orimean  War.  He  would 
put  it  to  tihe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whetiier  lie  was  not  a  party  to  the 
Memorandum  which,  in  1854,  was  sub- 
mitted to  Bussia  by  the  Plenipoten- 
tiaries of  Austria,  France,  and  Qreat 
Britain.  The  Oonferenoe  was  biBld  at 
Vienna,  and  that  document  was  sent  as 
tiie  basis  of  the  Conference  at  which 
Lord  John  Sussdl  was  our  Plenipoten- 
tiary to  Prince  Gbrtchakoff  on  the  28th 
of  December,  1854.    It  said — 

''Russia,  in  renouncing  the  pretension  to 
cover  with  an  official  Protectorate  the  Christian 
subjects  of  the  Porte  of  the  Oriental  rite,  equallj 
renounoee  as  a  natural  'consequence  the  reviy^ 
of  any  of  the  articles  of  f  onner  Treaties,  and  no- 
tably the  Treaty  of  Koutchouk-Kainardji,  the 
erroneous  interpretation  of  which  has  been  the 
principal  cause  of  the  present  war/' 

In  other  words,  what  Bussia  tried  to 
convert  into  a  Protectorate  of  all  the 
Christian  subjects  of  the  Porte  was  the 
principal  cause  of  the  Orimean  War. 
But  the  Crimean  War  did  not  abolish  ihe 
rights  of  Bussia.  It  merely  resisted  tiie 
pretensions  of  Bussia  to  exercise  a  Pro- 
tectorate which  had  never  legally  existed 
and  which  would  have  been  imendurable 
to  Turkey.  What  again  said  Lord  Claren- 
don in  his  Circular  dated  Jime  19, 1855 — 

"  By  the  Treaty  of  Kainardji  it  is  provided 
that  Uie  Sultan  shall  protect  the  Christian 
religion  and  its  churches,  and  it  was  upon  a 
complete  misinterpretation  oi.  this  Treaty,  but 
without  eren  an  allegation  that  its  stipulations 
had  been  violated,  \S»X  Russia  claimed  a  right 
of  interference  between  the  Sultan  and  10 
millions  of  the  Sultan's  Christian  subjects.  If 
the  claim  had  been  yielded  to,  and  if  a  great 
wrong  had  thus  been  perpetrated,  the  authority 
of  the  Sovereign  within  his  own  dominions  would 
in  a  great  degree  have  been  transferred  to  a 
foreign  Power,  and  an  important  step  would 
have  been  ti^en  towards  the  overthrow  of 
the  Turldsh  Empire  and  the  establishment  of 
Kussian  supremacy  on  its  ruins." 

That  was  the  result  advocated  by  the 
right  hon.  GFentleman.  From  first  to 
last  ^e  right  hon.  Gbntleman  had  adyo- 
cated  subserviency  to  Russia,  and  he  (Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolfif)  felt  persuaded 
such  a  sentiment  must  be  aboorrent  to 
that  House  and  the  country.  In  his 
speech  at  Blackheath,  when  Bussia  was 
carrying  on  what  had  been  called  an 


unofficial  war  in  Servia  with  respect  to 
Turkey,  t^e  right  hon.  Gentleman  took 
the  opportunity  for  advertizing  his  sym- 
pathy with  Eussia.  ''I,  for  one,"  he 
said,  ''am  ready,  as  an  individual,  to 
give  the  right  hand  to  Eussia  when  her 
objects  are  right  and  just."  The  nght 
hon.  GFentleman  had  also  by  continuous 
action  encouraged  the  pretensions  of 
Eussia.  What  happened  at  the  Con- 
ference at  St.  James's  Hall  ?  The  right 
hon.  GFentleman  had  played  a  great  part 
in  that  Conference.  He  distinctly  ad- 
vocated the  policy  which  was  contained 
in  the  fourflL  Eesolution,  and  referred 
with  approbation  to  the  course  taken  by 
Mr.  Canning  in  1826,  in  invoking  the 
aid  of  Eussia  and  inviting  the  concert 
of  all  Europe  for  the  establishment  of 
Greek  independence;  and  what  had 
been  t^e  result  of  that  document  ?  The 
Protocol  of  tJie  28rd  of  March  (4th  of 
April),  11826,  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  alluded,  was  referred  to  in 
the  Eussian  declaration  of  war  against 
Turkey  of  the  26th  of  April,  1828,  and 
see  what  followed  ?  By  the  Treaty  of 
Adrianople,  Eussia  certainly  did  obtain 
some  privileges  for  the  Greeks,  but  she 
obtained  for  herself  additional  territory 
in  Asia.  She  gave  the  Ghreeks  the 
Morea,  but  she  took  Anapa  and  Poti. 
By  the  Treaty  of  Kainardji,  while  she 
assumed  to  protect  some  churches,  she 
took  Kinbum,  Kertch,  Yenikale,  and 
Azoff,  conquests  which  were  hostile  to 
England.  And  what  was  wanted  now  f 
To  obtain  towns  in  Asia.  How  did  she 
assist  the  Christians  in  Bosnia  and  Bul- 
garia ?  Why,  by  advancing  her  armies 
against  Kars,  Erzeroum,  and  Batoum. 
Why  did  Eussia  advance  by  the  Black 
Sea  ?  Mr.  Palgrave  had  told  us.  He 
said — 

"  Anxiety  is  sometimes  felt  at  the  news  of 
Kussian  conquests  in  Central  Asia  and  the 
security  of  our  Indian  possessions  is  hy  some 
thought  to  he  jeopardized  hy  the  appearance  of 
the  two-headed  eagle  in  Bokahra  and  Samar- 
cand.  But  in  truth  the  Kussian  flag  over  Alex- 
andropol,  within  a  day's  ride  of  Ears,  is  much 
nearer  India.  Let  the  line  of  country,  the  com- 
paiatively  narrow  line,  of  which  we  have  heen 
now  speaking,  from  Batoum  and  the  Ajaras  on 
the  Black  Sea  down  to  Bayazid  and  Van  onoe 
hecome  Kussian  territory  and  the  entire  Tigro- 
Euphrates  Valley,  now  separated  from  Kussia 
andRussia's  ohsequious  ally  Persia,  hy  Kurdistan 
alone,  heoomes  Kussian  also.  The  Persian  GiUf 
and  the  direotest  of  all  Indian  routes,  a  route 
where  no  wide  desert  tracts,  no  huge  mountain 
chains  intervene,  nothing  hut  the  serviceahle 
sea,  will  thus  he  not  only  open  to,  hut  ahsolutely 
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in  the  hands  of,  our  very  doubifnl  friends.  The 
exclusion  of  all  commeroe,  all  oommunioation  by 
the  most  important  line,  except  what  is  Rusoan 
and  througn  Russia,  will  be  the  first  and  im- 
mediate consequence ;  what  may  be  the  ulterior 
results  time  alone  can  tell.  But  if  India  have  a 
vulnerable  point  next  after  Eg^t,  it  is  the 
Euphrates  valley  and  its  communications/' 

But  all  the  conquests  of  Eussia  to  which 
he  had  referred  had  been  made  under 
the  pretext  of  protecting  the  Christian 
subjects  of  the  Forte.  He  asked  the 
House  whether  the  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  had  not  given  to  the 
Russians  the  greatest  possible  encourage- 
ment  by  the  hope  of  assistance  from  this 
country.  He  never  heard  from  abroad 
but  he  heard  stories  which  he  would  not 
believe  unless  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
himself  were  to  corroborate  them,  as 
to  the  encouragement  which  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  held  out  to  the  advance 
of  Russia.  He  had  heard  of  letters 
written  by  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  to 
Russians  in  which  he  spoke  of  the  Rus- 
sian advance  as  "  The  Holy  Cause/'  and 
he  was  informed  that  when  Qeneral 
Ignatieff  was  in  this  country  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  urged  him  not  to  allow 
the  Russian  Army  to  be  demobilized. 
The  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man certainly  gave  some  colouring  and 
confirmation  to  those  rumours.  In  fact, 
the  Resolutions  of  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man might  have  been  dictated  atMoscow, 
composed  at  8t.  Petersburg,  and  tele- 
graphed from  Kischeneff  by  the  same 
hand  that  composed  Uie  Russian  Mani- 
festo. With  regard  to  them,  he  would 
say  the  first  was  a  platitude  and  the 
second  was  a  trap.  The  first  Resolu- 
tion merely  declared  on  the  part  of 
the  House  what  had  been  stated  over 
and  over  affain  by  the  Government  to 
Turkey,  ana  the  second  tied  our  hands 
in  case  the  necessities  of  the  country 
should  call  on  us  to  take  action.  The 
esolution  was  a  Yote  of  Cen- 
sure on  Turkey.  But  what  right  had 
we  to  pass  a  Vote  of  Censure  on  Tur- 
key any  more  than  on  Russia?  How 
were  we  to  obtain  the  concert  of  the 
Powers  ?  The  right  hon.  Qentleman  had 
condemned  the  Gbvemment  for  pro- 
ducing Papers  proving  the  cruelties  of 
Russia  in  Poland,  and  lie  had  contrasted 
that  with  the  acts  and  even  cruelties  of 
Englishmen  elsewhere.  But  if  his  argu- 
ment held  good  for  bringing  forward 
statements  against  Turkey,  surely  the 
argument  held  good  also  for  bringing 
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forward  statements  against  Roatim.  TW 
right  hon.  Qentleman,  in  throwing  tkii 
country  into  the  arms  of  Rassia,  appa- 
renUy  forgot  that  those  Papers  hal 
g^ven  us  the  most  terrible  list  of  crru^ 
ties  perpetrated  by  Russia  in  Polaal 
not  in  1863  and  1863,  but  within  tW 
last  three  or  four  years.  Colonel  Mans- 
field wrote  to  Lord  Qranville  in  1874« 
describing  how  the  soldiers  had  cor* 
rounded  the  peasants,  and  on  th«ir 
fasaX  to  change  their  religion,  had 
50  blows  to  every  man,  25  to  ererj 
woman,  and  10  to  every  child,  while  ona 
woman,  more  vehement  than  the  reat, 
had  received  100.  In  one  village  a 
peasant  sufifocated  himself  with  charcoal 
rather  than  have  his  child  baptised  by 
the  official  parish  priest.  Later,  the 
peasants  were  assembled  and  beaten  hy 
the  Cossacks,  until  the  military  sorgeoa 
declared,  that  if  the  punishment  were 
continued  longer  it  would  endanger  life ; 
then  they  were  driven  through  a  half- 
frozen  river  to  a  church,  where  they  were 
compelled  to  enrol  their  names  as  of  the 
official  religion.  The  British  Consul  at 
Odessa  also  wrote  home,  stating  the 
cruelties  which  had  occurred  there,  and 
that  the  ground  of  them  was  proselytiiOft* 
And  these  were  the  acts  of  Regolar 
troops  and  of  the  Qovemment  of  Roaata, 
a  Qovemment  which  came  forward  with 
all  these  professions  of  philanthropr ; 
that  was  the  Qovemment  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  wished  us  to  be- 
come subservient.  He  asked  again »  how 
were  they  to  obtain  the  concert  of  the 
Powers,  seeing  that  Qermany  had  de- 
clared that  she  would  not  consent  to  the 
occupation  of  Bulg^a  by  troope  of  any 
of  the  guaranteeing  Powers  to  cany  out 
their  policy?  It  was  his  intention  oa 
this  occasion  to  propose  not  the  "  Pre- 
vious Question,"  but  an  Amendment, 
of  which  he  would  give  the  terms 
before  he  concluded.  He  thought  the 
House  had  sreat  occasion  for  thank- 
fulness to  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition for  the  part  he  had  taken  in 
this  matter.  The  noble  Lord  last  T««r 
rather  resented  any  compliment  from 
the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House*  and 
therefore  it  was  with  every  apology  that 
he  ventured  to  state  how  muon  the  noUe 
Lord's  conduct  was  generally  appreciated 
for  its  statesmanlike,  patriotic,  and 
did  character.  But  the  noble  Lord 
like  the  successor  of  an  abdicated 
peror,  who,  repenting  his  abdication, 
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txiad  to  ffrasp  the  Bubstanoe  of  a  ^wer, 
tlie  •jrmDolB  of  which  he  had  resigned. 
!I1ie  noble  Lord  reooUeoted  very  weU  the 
maxinn  laid  down  for  the  guidance  of 
tiie  Liberal  Party,  when  1^  by  Lord 
X^almerston — namely,  that  Busaia  should 
not  be  allowed,  like  a  great  giant,  to 
stride  from  the  Baltic  to  me  Mediterra- 
nean. And  he  recollected,  also,  the  pa- 
^riotio  conduct  of  the  Conserratiye  Party 
in  1864,  1856,  and  1856,  when,  being 
in  s  minority  of  only  19,  instead  of  ob- 
structing, they  gave  a  loyal  support  to, 
the  OoTemments  of  Lord  Aberaeen  and 
lord  Palmerston.  He  did  not  ask  to- 
night for  a  Vote  of  Confidence  in  Her 
liigeety's  Oovemment.  What  he  asked 
the  House  to  do  was  to  reject  a  Vote  of 
Confidence  in  the  Buseian  Gbvemment. 
He  believed  the  House  to-night,  by  re- 
jecting the  right  hon.  Qentleman's  ]Ke- 
eolntions  would  relieve  the  Government 
from  the  dangers  and  trammeb  of  a 
mischievous  restlessness,  and  enable 
them  to  proceed  upon  their  course  of 
iratchftil  neutrality,  to  maintain  the 
honour  and  interests  of  this  country, 
and  the  peace  of  Europe.  Hi  b^ged 
to  move  the  Amendment  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice — 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  iMTe  out  from  the  word  **Hoiiie**  to 
Uw  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
word«  "decline!  to  entertain  any  Resolutions 
which  mar  embarrass  Her  Majesty's  Gk)Tem 
It  in  the       *  " 


maintenanoe  of  peace  and  in  the 
protection  of  British  interests,  without  indi- 
cating any  alternative  line  of  policy,"— (^ir 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Ma.  chamberlain  said,  they 
had  frequently  been  invited  to  bring 
their  omnions  on  this  question  to  the 
teat  of  discussion  and  the  judgment  of 
the  House,  but  up  to  the  present  time 
they  had  scarcely  had  an  opportunity  of 
taking  part  in  a  discussion  which  pre- 
sented any  more  than  a  peg  on  which  to 
hang  their  speeches.  He  confessed  ho 
fearad  atone  time  to-night  that  the  pre- 
sent opportunitv  was  also  about  to  pass 
away,  out  this  fear  had  entirely  vanished 
after  hearing  the  magnificent  speech  of 
the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman.  It  might  be 
true  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  only 
intended  to  propose  the  first  two  Besolu- 
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tions,  but  three-fourths  of  his  speech 
had  been  devoted  to  a  justification  of 
the  principles  laid  down  in  the  conclud- 
ing Kesolutions.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Ohristchurch  (Sir  H.  Drumraond  WolfiT) 
might  think  Besolutions  of  that  kind  in- 
opportune. Indeed,  he  might  think  all 
Kesolutions  which  did  not  imply  implicit 
faith  in  the  Government  were  inoppor- 
tune; but  these  Besolutions  were  not 
inopportune  to  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting 
on  nis  (Mr.  Chamberlain's)  side  of  the 
House.  The  negotiations  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  entirely  failed, 
so  that  they  could  not  be  accused 
now  of  hampering  the  efforts  of  the 
Government.  They  were  in  the  pre- 
sence of  a  g^eat  crisis.  They  were  in 
fear,  and  not  altogether  without  reason, 
that  this  country  might  once  more,  as  in 
the  past,  drift  into  war — a  war  which 
would  be  abhorred  by  the  majority  of 
the  people  of  this  country.  It  was, 
therefore,  the  duty  of  every  man  to 
speak  out,  and  to  protest  as  best  he 
could.  He  pointed  out  that  the  Beso- 
lutions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  not  have  been  proposed  much 
earlier.  They  were  intended,  as  he  un- 
derstood, to  formulate  their  opinions  as 
expressed  in  the  Autumn  agitations. 
Wnatever  might  be  the  feob'ngs  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ohristchurch  ns  to  the 
resolutions  passed  at  those  meetings, 
their  policy,  or  their  wisdom,  oven  he 
might  feel  some  patriotic  pride  in  the 
spirit  which  dictated  them — a  spirit 
which  distinguished  a  free  people,  hatred 
of  oppression,  of  cruelty,  and  of  tjrranny 
— a  spirit  which  was  the  guarantee  and 
justification  of  our  liberties.  When 
the  hon.  Member  spoke  of  these  meet- 
ings having  been  got  up,  he  clearly 
knew  very  little  of  popular  agitation. 
He  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  had  had  some- 
thing to  do  with  agitation,  and  with 
agitation  which  had  been  successful. 
He  knew  that  money  could  do  some- 
thing, and  that  organization  could  do 
more ;  but  he  knew  that  neither  money 
nor  organization  could  move  a  popular 
agitation,  unless  there  was  a  deep-felt 
popular  sentiment  on  which  to  work, 
xhe  obioct  of  those  meetings  was  two- 
fold, in  the  first  place,  it  was  intended 
to  prevent  a  drop  of  English  blood  from 
bemg  shed  or  a  pound  of  flnglish  trea- 
sure being  spent  to  uphold  t))e  detestable 
tyranny  of  the  Turks ;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  to  enlist  all  tlio  influence  which 
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the  Ooyemment  could  bring  to  bear  in 
order  to  secure  the  better  government 
of  the  Christian  Provinces  of  Turkey. 
At  that  time  the  country  had  reason  to 
fear  that  the  Government  was  going  to 
pursue  what  was  sometimes  called  the 
traditional  policy  with  regard  to  the 
Eastern  Question.  Certainly,  nothing 
had  been  said  by  the  Ministers  to  show 
the  country  that  it  was  an  erroneous 
impression.  When,  however,  the  Blue 
Books  were  distributed,  they  found  some 
Members  of  the  Cabinet,  especially  Lords 
Salisbury  and  Derby,  had  become  con- 
vinced of  the  futility  of  such  a  policy, 
and  their  despatches  teemed  with  ex- 
pressions as  strong  as  anything  that  had 
been  said  at  the  Autumn  meetings,  al- 
though of  course  couched  in  more  diplo- 
matic language.  In  fact,  in  deference 
to  the  public  citation,  the  Government 
had  changed  their  policy.  [**  No,  no !"! 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who  cried 
**  No'*  were,  of  course,  entitled  to  their 
opinion ;  but  Lord  Derby  had  said  him- 
self, in  one  of  his  despatches,  that  the 
Gt)vemment  would  not  now  be  able  to 
fulfil  their  Treaty  obligations  in  conse- 
quence of  public  feeling  in  this  country. 
[**No,  no!"]  That  expression  implied 
that  the  Gt)vemment  would  have  carried 
out  their  Treaty  obligations  had  it  not 
been  for*  the  public  agitation.  [**No, 
no !  "]  That  did  not  seem  to  please 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  or  suit 
their  views.  Then  he  should  give  them 
the  opinion  of  another  Member  of  the 
Government.  They  had  been  told  it 
was  true  the  Government  had  changed 
its  policy,  but  only  changed  it  because 
events  had  altered,  as  a  man  changed 
in  summer  a  heavy  coat  for  a  light  one, 
but  then  this  showed  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  a  difiPerent  mind  in  February 
from  what  they  had  now,  and  what  they 
said  on  this  side  of  the  House  was,  that 
the  Government  had,  if  not  actually 
taken  the  coat  from  their  wardrobe,  cut 
it  after  their  pattern.  Then,  as  regarded 
the  second  ooject,  they  found  the  pro- 
posals at  the  Conference  almost  exactly 
what  was  contemplated  by  those  who 
moved  to  secure  self-government  for  tiie 
Christian  Provinces.  It  was  quite  true 
that  the  proceedings  of  the  Conference 
were  accompanied  by  an  ostentatious 
assurance  of  non-intervention,  which 
some  of  them  thought  courted  the  failure 
which  subsequently  ensued;  but  Her 
Majesty's  Government   said   they  had 


hopes  of  sucoees,  and  it  did  not* 
fore,  lie  with  the  Opposition  to  chaHanft 
the  policy.    But  their  negotiatioiM  had 
entirely  failed,  and  now  a  new  rotpoM 
biHty  had  been  cast  upon  those  wha 
thought  that  the   objects  whicb   tfcsv 
sought  in  the  Autumn  w^e  of  aupiic— 
importance  to  re-affinn  their  nnrifawtf, 
and  to  point  out  means  bj  which  tktj 
could  be  accomplished.     This  was  the 
more  necessary  oecause  they  had  no* 
evidence  of  re-action  on  the  part  d  H«r 
Majesty's   Government.      During    t]ie 
time  of  the  Conference  the  Gorennneit 
appeared  to  have  loyally  supported  Lend 
Salisbury,  both  in  his  attempt  to  brag 
moral  coercion,  and  in  his  wilLiiigBMB 
to  provide  material  ooeroion   with  ths 
consent  of  the  Porte ;  but  when  the  pro- 
posals were  rejected  by  the  Porte,  Umb 
the  Government  desisted  from  bzingiag 
pressure  to  bear  upon  Turkey,  and  ap- 
peared to  have  fallen  back  upon  tb«r 
traditional  policy,   and  renewed   thsir 
distrust  of  Eussia.    He  was  not  a  sjm- 
pathizer   with  Bussia.     He    oonfesssd 
that  he  could  not  altogether  regret  that 
she  was  earning  a  well-deserred  reiri* 
bution  for  her  treatment  of  Poland  and 
the  tribes  in  Central  Asia,  and  the  per- 
secution of  the  Jews  and  Catholics ;  out 
could  they  regard  with  satisfaction  tb« 
position  in  which  they  had  been  plaeed 
by  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Oovan- 
ment,  under  which  Bussia  was  left  to  be 
the  arbitrator  of  the  destinies  of  thoet 
Provinces,  and  their  unhappy  popnlationt 
had  no  choice  between  the  idmoiet  beetisl 
tyranny  of  the  Turks  and  the  iron  des- 
potism   of   Eussia  ?      But    when    tike 
Member  for  Christchurch  spoke  of  the 
right    hon.    Member    for     Greenwich 
making   these  Besolutions  subserrient 
to  the  interests  of  Bussia,  he  begged  to 
submit  that  it  was  not  in  the  interest  of 
the  Bussians  that  these  Beeolutions  ww» 
submitted  to  the  House,  for  these  Beso- 
lutions  proposed  to  take  the  matter  out 
of  the  hands  of  Bussia  and  put  it  in  the 
hands    of  united    Europe.     The   hem. 
Member   for    Christchurch    in  August 
last  said  tiiat  he  did  not  then  share  is 
the  distrust  of  Bussia.  The  hon.  Member 
then  believed  that  England  would  be  se 
popular  as  Bussia  if  she  showed  the 
same  interest  as  Bussia  in  the  welfrre 
of  the  Christian  subjects.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greea* 
wich   had,  in   reference  to   this  sab- 
jeot,  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  no 
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natum,  unfortanately,  had  an  entirely 
dear  record  in  this  matter,  and  least  of 
all  this  oountrj,  whose  rery  name  for 
loBff  years  was  a  bye-word  for  our 
p«rndiotia  treatment  of  foreign  policy, 
and  who  had  much  to  regret  for  her 
doings  in  Asiatic  ooontries ;  and,  to  come 
nearer  home»  they  oould  not  regard 
without  shame  some  of  our  nast  deaUngs 
•Ten  in  connection  with  Scotland  and 
Ireland.    He  hoped  that  we  were  pre- 

rdd  to  judge  Bussia  as  we  desirea  to 
jodged— by   her   present  intention 
and   her  present  actions,  and   not  by 
what  took  place  in  the  past.    If  hon. 
Members  would  take  an  impartial  view 
of  the  case  of  Bussia  as  it  had  been 
presented  by   Prince   Oortohakoff,    he 
then    hoped  it  would  be  agreed  that 
Bussia  had  been    harshly  used.    The 
hon.  Member  for  Christchurch  said  that 
Bussia  had  no  Treaty  rights  with  regard 
to  the  Ohristians  in  Turkey ;  but  at  least 
•he  had   a  traditional  interest  in  the 
subject,  and  it  was  simply  impossible 
for  her  to  Aee  her  oo-religionists  tor- 
tured, and  to  remain  all  the  time  silent 
and  unmored.    From  the  first  Bussia 
said  that  peace  was  impossible  unless 
some  guarantee  was  giTen  for  the  better 
goremment  of  the  (^ristian  Proyinces 
of  Turkey.      She  had  formulated  her 
demands;   and  he   thought   that  they 
were  just  and  reasonable.    They  had 
been  accepted  by  this  Oovemment,  and 
had  been  presented  to  the  Ckmference, 
where,  of  course,  they  were  refased  by 
the  Turks.     Then,  at  the  instance  of 
the  English  Oovemment,  they  had  been 
reduced  again  and  again  until  they  had 
dwindled    down  to  the  Protocol ;  but 
these  suooessiTe  concessions   had   only 
hardened  the  Turks,  who  had  rejected 
sU  of  them  contemptuously.    And  yet 
the  Ooremment  now  tumea  round  upon 
Bussia,  and  expressed  doubt  of  her  sin- 
<^ty  and  intentions,  and  threw  upon 
bsr  the  responsibility  of  the  war ;  while 
it  was  clear  that  in  the  interests  of  peace 
•he  had  made  suocefsiye  sacrifices,  and 
at  the  instance  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
▼smment  she  had  been  content  to  accept 
less  than  originally  she  had  a  right  to 
demand.  For  himself,  whatever  motives 
thsy  might  attribute  to  Bussia,  whether 
interests  of  aggrandiieement  or  sincere 
dsiirs  for  peace,  he  oould  not  see  how 
•be  oould    have  refrained  from  using 
tees  to  secure  the  objects  for  which  she 
had  made  so  many  sacrifices.    Attacks 


had  been  made  on  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  (Greenwich,  but  he  should 
not  follow  that  example  bjr  attacking 
Her  Majesty's  Government  m  a  similar 
spirit,  for  although  their  policy  was  in- 
consistent in  detail,  yet  he  thought  that 
it  might  be  explained  by  one  prevailing 
idea.  He  believed  that  the  one  thing 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  been 
sincerely  anxious  for  was  the  preserva- 
tion of  peace,  almost  at  any  price, 
though  the  means  taken  were  not  very 
likely  to  secure  the  object;  that  was 
what  explained  the  despatch  of  Lord 
Derby  to  the  Gbvemment  of  Austria, 
urging  them  to  take  such  measures  as 
would  assist  the  Turks  to  put  down  in- 
surrection— an  insurrection  which  the 
riffht  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  con- 
sidered to  be  a  war  in  one  of  the  holiest 
of  causes.  Undoubtedly,  the  same  de- 
sire for  the  peace  of  the  world  induced 
the  Government  to  accept  the  Andrassy 
Note,  to  refuse  their  concurrence  to  the 
Berlin  Memorandum,  to  urge  upon 
Turkey  to  accept  the  demands  of  Bussia, 
and  then  at  another  time  to  urge  Bussia 
to  withdraw  demands  refused  by  Turkey. 
But»  unfortunately,  these  proceeding 
had  not  resulted  in  obtaining  their  ob- 
ject, and  war  had  broken  out.  We  had 
allowed  Bussia  to  draw  the  sword  alone 
when  we  might  have  held  the  hilt,  and 
in  order  to  avoid  the  bare  risk  of  an  in- 
tervention with  all  Europe  against 
Turkey,  we  had  placed  ourselves  in  a 
position  where  we  might,  in  some  un- 
reasonable panic,  be  atone,  face  to  face, 
in  a  war  with  Bussia.  The  Government 
said  they  would  not  interfere  unless 
British  interests  were  afi'ected.  He 
would  not  presume  to  say  that  this  policy 
was  a  gospel  of  selfishness,  because  he 
did  not  know  in  what  sense  the  words 
British  interests  were  used.  If  they 
only  meant  a  jealous  fear  lest  our  trade 
should  be  injure<l,  then  it  was  unworthy 
of  us ;  but  if,  on  the  contrary,  they 
meant  that  wo  had  undertaken  a  vast 
responsibility  in  connertion  with  our 
Indian  Empire,  whoso  happiness  lay  in 
the  continued  security  of  our  rule,  then 
he  said  that  those  were  interests  to 
guard,  and,  if  necessary,  to  defend,  even 
by  the  sword.  But  then,  in  this  case, 
Bussia  had  a  right  to  ask  Her  Majesty's 
Government  at  what  point  they  con- 
sidered that  those  interests  would  be 
imperilled.  Bussian  statesmen  had  a 
right  to  complain  that  we  had  no  definite 
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policy,  and  they  never  knew  at  what 
point  they  might  overstep  an  imaginary 
line,  and  invite  our  hostility,  and  as  long 
as  this  was  uncertain  the  English  people 
might  find   some  morning  that  in  the 
course  of  the  night  the  Eussian  Army 
had  unwittingly  overstepped  the  mark 
which  the  Government  had  placed  upon 
their  maps,  the  passing  of  which  was  to 
be  the  passing  of  the  Eubicon,  and  the 
signal  for  the  commencement  of  hostili- 
ties.    Her  Maj  esty 's  Government  should 
give  the  House  some  information  as  to 
the  point  at  which  they  considered  that 
British   interests    would  be   interfered 
with.     One  thing  he  ^vas  quite  certain 
of — that  British  interests  would  be  no 
longer  identified  by  the    people    with 
Turkish    misgovemment    and   misrule. 
He  confessed  that  he  thought,  looking 
at  the  whole  of  the  subject,  that  we  had 
less  to  fear  for  British  interests  than  we 
had  to  fear  for  the  condition  of  those 
unhappy  Provinces.      He  should  tender 
his  support  to  the  third  and  fourth  Be- 
solutions  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Greenwich,  which  sought 
to  protect  these  Provinces,  as  well  from 
any  other  foreign  dominion  as  from  the 
tyranny  of  Turkey.     The  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Christchurch  had 
told  them  that  now  such  policy  was  too 
late.     He  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  could  only 
say  that  it  seemed  to  him  that  it  was 
never  too  late  to  try  the  experiment.  One 
thing  was  quite  clear — that  the  experi- 
ment had  not  been  honestly  or  sincerely 
tried  up  to  the  present  time.     It  might 
have  been  tried  with  a  good  chance  of 
success  at  an  earlier  period,  when  the 
Government  were  asked  to  join  in  the 
Berlin  Memorandum.     A  joint  interven- 
tion with  all  Europe  against  Turkey  was 
a  risk  which  might  be  righteously  en- 
countered in  order  to  prevent  the  cer- 
tainty of  the  war  in  which  the  two  coun- 
tries were  now  engaged.  The  Conference 
at  Constantinople  was  a  distinct  accep- 
tance of  the  principle  of  international  ar- 
bitration.   International  arbitration  was 
only  an  idle  dream  unless  they  were  willing 
to  accept  at  the  same  time  the  idea  of  inter- 
national obligations.   England  especially 
had  a  duty  cast  upon  her  to  do  something 
for  the  relief  of  these  poor  suffering  people, 
whose  condition  was  very  much  the  re- 
sult of  our  past  interference.    Because 
he  believed  that  the  Resolutions  faith- 
fully represented    the  opinions  of  the 
gpreat  mass  of  the  English  people  which 
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hitherto  had  bad  no 
the  House,  but  only  in  the 
out-of-doors,  and  because  he  b^eT«d 
they  were  just  and  expedient,  he  Bhoold 
offer  to  them  his  humble  and  heuty 
support.  He  knew  that  their  deieat 
was  a  foregone  conclusion ;  still  he  hoped 
that  in  the  end  the  policy  which  they 
indicated  might  prevail. 

Mr.  AS8HET0N  CROSS  :  I  mm  not 
going  to  dwell  on  the  somewhat  im- 
happy  wrangle  which  oocuiTed  at  the 
beginning  of  the  evening  with  respect  lo 
the  form  which  this  debate  should  take. 
I  feel,  however,  bound  to  say,  that  under 
all  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the  oaae, 
seeing  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Greenwich,  who,  throoghoat 
the  last  Autumn,  led  a  great  a^tation 
on  this  subject,  at  last  had  declared  that 
the  time  had  come  when  he  coold  not,  con- 
sistently with  the  course  which  he  then 
took,  remain  silent  with  respect  to  it  any 
longer,  and  in  consequence  had  plaoad 
a  series  of   Resolutions  on  the  Notice 
Paper,  on  which  he  distinctly  intended 
to  invite  the  opinion  of  the  House — not 
separately,  but  as  a  whole — the  country, 
from  one  end  of  it  to  the  other,   wiU, 
I  think,    learn   with    astonishment  to- 
morrow morning  that  the  right    hon. 
Gentleman  has  changed  his  coarse  at  the 
last  moment,   and  has  abstained  txota 
inviting  that  opinion.    Therefore,  what* 
ever  may  be  the  view  taken  as  to  the 
moving  of  the  Previous  Question — and 
I,  for  one,  would  have  preferred  meeting 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
with  a  more  decided  opposition — I  be- 
lieve my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Christchurch  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff) 
has   done  well,  when  a  person  oocupy- 
ing  the  high  position  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  last  moment  strikes 
out  the  pith  of   his   Resolutions   and 
changes  the  front  which  he  presented, 
not   only  to   this  House,    but    to    ths 
country,  in  giving  the  House  an  oppor* 
tunity  of  expressing  its  opinion  that  it 
will  decline  to  entertain  the  queetion 
of   any   Kesolution    which   mignt   em* 
barrass  Her  Majesty's  Gk>v6mment  is 
the  maintenance  of  peace  and  in  pro- 
tecting British  interests,  especially  wneo 
such  Eesolution  indicates  no  altematiTe 
line  of  policy.     The  right  hon.   Gen- 
tleman spoke  of  all  the  meetings  which 
have  been  held  in  the  countiy,  not  only 
during  the  Autumn,  but  in  the  past  week. 
Now,  as  to  those  which  were  held  in  the 
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Aattunn,  I  can  only  say  that  I,  for  one, 
should  have  been  ashamed  of  my  coun- 
trymen if  public  expression  had  not  been 
g^Ten  from  one  end  of  the  land  to  the 
other  of  their  utter  detestation  of  the 
horrors    which    had    been    committed 
in  Turkey.    Do  you  think  that  because 
^re  happen  to  be  Ministers  we  are  not 
£ng;lisnmen?     Do  you  think  that  be- 
cauae  we  happening  to  be  Ministers  of 
the  Crown  pursue  a  line  of  policy  which 
you  do  not  like  we  have  not  the  feelings 
of  englishmen  ?    Do  you  suppose  that 
ire  twelve  men  are  the  only  persons  in 
the  country  who  have  not  been  alive  to 
the  horrors  which  have  been  going  on 
in    Turkey?    K  you  think  that,  or  if 
you  have  let  the  country  think  that,  you 
are    grievously  mistaken.     And  I   am 
bound  to  say  that  you  have  misled  the 
country,  and  led  it  to  think  that  because 
we  have  pursued  the  policy  that  we  con- 
sidered right  and  just,   we  are  more 
callous  than  you  to  the  horrors  of  all 
that  has  been  going   on  in  Bulgaria. 
[••No,  no!"]    The  right  hop.  Gentle- 
man  says    ''"No,   no,''   but  it  is  true. 
I    think  these  idlegations  against    the 
Government    are  perfectly  fklse.     But 
when  you  come  to  the  meetings   that 
have  been  held  during  the  last  week, 
they  are  not  the  spontaneous   feeliug 
of  the  country.     It  is  a  matter  of  no- 
toriety that  they  are  meetings  held  for 
the  express  purpose  of  backing  up  those 
Heeolutions  which  the  right  non.  Gen- 
tleman now  disdains  to  put  before  the 
House.     [**  No,  no ! "]     Yes,  and  if  the 
opinions  of  those  meetings  are  to  be 
gathered  as  the  opinion  of  this  House 
apparently  is  to  be  gathered,  if  all  the 
horrors  perpetrated   in  Turkey  are  to 
be  paraded  before  the  country,  if  they 
are  to  be  spoken  of  by  the  most  eloquent 
man  who  can  be  found,  if  you  propose 
Besolutions  containing  some  policy  to 
•top  these  horrors,  and  if  at  the  same 
time  you  strike  out  the  pith  of  those 
Besolutions,  I  do  not  wonder  at  your 
getting  any  expression   of  opinion  at 
such  meetings.    The  right  hon.   Gen- 
tleman has  said  that  the  policy  of  the 
Government   has  been   ambiguous.     I 
hope  to  show  before  I  sit  down  that 
it    has    been     as    dear     as   possible, 
and    has   proceeded   in    one    straight 
line.    The  right  hon.   Gentleman  said 
that  no  policy  could  be  more  deplorable 
than    the    policy    of  the    Government 
daring  the  last  18  months.    Eighteen 


months!  And  in  his  very  next  sen- 
tence, he  said  that  when  we  went  to  the 
Conference  at  Constantinople  the  country 
had  confidence  in  the  Government. 
[Mr.  Gladstone:  Confidence  in  Lord 
Salisbury.]  I  am  coming  to  that.  '  I 
thouffht  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  that  when  the  Conference  went 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Friends  held  their  hand.  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  allow  me  to  ask  this 
question?  When  was  the  meeting  of 
the  Conference  at  Constantinople  ?  And 
when  was  the  meeting  of  the  so-called 
Conference  at  St.  James's  Hall?  Did 
they  not  stay  hands?  How  long  did 
they  stay  their  hands?  If  you  com- 
pare dates  you  will  find  that  there 
was  very  little  time  between  the  two 
to  stay  their  hands  in.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  he  had  confidence 
in  Lord  Salisbury  and  the  proposals  he 
made  at  the  Conference.  Isow,  if  there 
has  been  one  thing  against  which  Eng- 
lishmen ought  to  protest  it  is  when  an 
attempt  is  made  to  separate  one  Member 
of  the  Cabinet  from  tlie  others.  [  CheerB.'] 
Yes !  this  attempt  to  separate  Lord 
Salisbury  from  the  other  Members  of 
the  Cabinet  led  some  people  to  believe 
that  the  Cabinet  were  not  united  until 
the  publication  of  the  Blue  Books,  when 
all  these  castles  in  the  air  fell  to  pieces, 
and  it  was  shown  that  every  word  ut- 
tered by  Lord  Salisbury  expressed  the 
firm  declarations  of  the  united  Cabinet 
that  sent  him  out  and  gave  him  his  In- 
structions. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said  there  was  a  power  behind  Lord 
Salisbury  which  had  previously  deter- 
mined that  he  should  not  succeed.  I 
tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  a 
person  holding  his  po8iti(m  in  this  House, 
unless  he  has  some  evidence  to  bring 
before  the  House,  ought  not  to  make 
such  a  statement.  [Mr.  Gladstone 
pointed  to  the  Blue  Books  lying  on  the 
Table  before  him.]  I  repeat,  that  un- 
less he  has  some  evidence  to  prove  the 
fact,  he  has  no  right  whatever  to  make 
that  statement.  Nay,  more,  I  will  prove 
to  him  before  I  sit  down  that  the  state- 
ment is  untrue,  and  that  no  such  charge 
can  be  made,  or  ever  ought  to  have 
been  made.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  we  had  determined  that  the 
Conference  should  fail,  and  that  it  must 
needs  have  failed,  because  we  told 
Turkey  that  we  were  not  going  to  en- 
force the  decision  of  the  Conference  by 
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arms.  Now,  I  want  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  any  Gentleman 
who  has  taken  any  part  in  these 
meetings  has  ever  put  to  the  people  of 
this  country  this  question  straight  out — 
'*  Will  you  go  to  war  ?  **  And  that  is 
the  question  which  you  shirk  to-night. 
That  is  the  one  thing  that  you  do  not 
dare  to  put  to  the  country  and  to  this 
House.  Are  you  prepared  to  go  to  war 
against  Turkey  as  an  ally  of  Eussia? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  have  an 
opportunity  of  answering  me.  Let  him 
answer  that  question  if  he  can — not 
in  a  dozen  or  oven  a  hundred  sen- 
tences—  but  by  a  simple  ''Yes"  or 
''No."  It  is  a  simple  question.  It  is 
a  vital  question.  It  is  a  question  that 
admits  of  no  deviation.  It  can  only  be 
answered  in  a  monosyllable  one  way  or 
the  other.  Are  you  prepared  to  engage 
the  country  in  a  war  with  Russia  as  an 
Ally  against  Turkey  ?  We  did  not  get 
at  the  answer  to  that  question  in  a  long 
wrangle  of  an  hour-and-a-half,  when  we 
heara  that  the  third  and  fourth  Eeeolu- 
tions  were  to  be  withdrawn.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  considerable  length 
went  into  the  declarations  of  the  Ministers 
and  their  Supporters.  To  my  mind  it  is 
perfectly  marvellous,  if  you  consider  the 
enormous  number  of  pages  in  the  Blue 
Book  and  the  speeches  that  have  been 
made,  that  you  cannot  pick  out  one 
single  sentence  to  show  that  we  could 
have  done  anything  that  we  have 
not  done.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that  the  l^ess,  which  has  sup- 
ported the  Government,  has  to  a  certain 
extent  prepared  the  country  for  war.  I 
want  to  know  how,  when,  and  where  ? 
And  what  war  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  spoken  in  reference  to  Bri- 
tish interests,  of  the  enormous  territory 
we  have,  and  says  that  when  we  speaK 
of  British  interests  being  affected  we  can 
find  them  anywhere,  whenever  we  want 
an  excuse  for  war.  I  hope  to  tell  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  before  I  sit  down 
what  those  British  interests  are.  Then 
he  went  on  to  say,  and  for  the  best  part 
of  an  hour — I  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  I  listened  to  him  with  atten- 
tion and  admiration,  and  agree  in  a 
g^eat  deal  he  said—he  went  on  to  speak 
of  the  massacres  that  had  been  com- 
mitted. Well,  nothing  would  induce 
me  to  say  a  word  here  or  anywhere  else 
of  defence  of  the  acts  of  the  Government 
in  Turkey,  which  he  has  condemned.    I 
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utterly  abhor  them  firom  the  bottooi  of 
my  soul,  and  I  speak  not  onlj  for  vy* 
self,  but  for  every  Member  of  the  Cbbt* 
net.  I  will  not  separate  myself  frma. 
the  Gx>vemment  any  more  than  will 
Lord  Salisbury.  The  Gbvemment  is  €■• 
on  that  point ;  and  I  believe  that  if  a 
Liberal  Ghovemment  had  been  in  powo*. 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  il» 
head,  they  oould  not  have  felt  wan 
utter  detestation  of  those  acta  Uinn  ve 
have. 

There  is  another  point  on  which  I 
must  say  a  word,  though  it  is 
to  an  old  story — I  mean  as  to  ^le 
ofKainardji.  The  right  hon. 
has  on  every  occasion  referred  to  thai 
Treaty.     His  conscience  is  not 
the  subject  of  the  Orimean  W 
he  always  seems  to  me  to  try  and 
some  way  of  esoi^ing  from 
bihty  in  reference  to  it.    Well,  to-nickt 
again,  the  right  hon.   C^entleman  has 
fallen  back  on  the  Treaty,  and  quoted 
the  authority  of  a  great  historinn  ia 
support  of  his  view.    But  it  happens 
that  the  historian  was  not  attemptinf;. 
in  the  passage  which  he  quoted,  to  de- 
scribe   accurately   the    precise    e]:taBt 
and  effect  of  that  Treaty;  he  waa  en- 
deavouring simply  to  give  prominenw 
to  the  fact  that  ike  extraordinaiy  Iktc 
was  reserved  for  Turkey  at  that  mo- 
ment of  being  oompelled  to  admit  &>r 
the  first  time  the  mtervention  on  tkr 
part  of  her  Christian  subjects  of  a  Pow«r 
which  she  had  reason  to  beliere  was  her 
deadly  enemy.    If  you  wish  to  under- 
stand what  the  meaning  of  the  Treaty 
was,  not  as  an  abstract  question,  bat  s* 
a  practical  one,  surely  you  should  sec 
what  was  the  conduct  of  the  Ministen 
who  dealt  with  it  in  1856.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that  much  oor- 
respondence  passed  on  the  question,  and 
he  referred  to  one  person  who,  as  h» 
stated,  knew  more  of  Turkey,  and  had 
more  influence  in  Turkey,  and  undcr^ 
stood  the  question  better  dian  any  other 
man — namely.  Lord  Stratford  de  Bed- 
cliffe.    The  Ministers  of  the  day  Teir 
properly  took  the  advioe  of  Lord  Skni- 
fora  de  Bedoliffe  on  this  very  point,  aad 
in  his  reply  he  wrote^ 

*'  As  the  Treaty  thus  eroked  to  tenrv  as  Um 
basis  of  another  more  stringent  and  ooonrtw 
hensive  one  is  doubtless  within  your  Lordslap't 
reach,  I  will  only  obsenre  wiUi  raferenoe  to  it 
that  of  the  four  Articles  which  alone,  as  I  am 
assured,  have  any  bearing  on  the  salject  th# 
7th  allows  of  a  limited  Rosnan  interfertace 
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cbbIv  for  on*  partictiUr  dmrch  and  iU  minuitert, 
mud  of  no  direct  protection  at  all ;  tho  8th  re- 
lmit>A  eiclncirolv  to  pilgrixnfl;  Uth  accords  to 
Ruada  ih^  rignt  oi  protecting  one  specified 
diurcH  in  thia  noighbouriiood ;  and  the  16th 
ai.|»plsea  ezoluaiYely  to  Wallachia  and  other  Pro- 
-= reatored  to  Turkey  by  the  Treaty/* 


^^Vell,  affain,  what  said  Ix)Td  Olarendon, 
ivho  will  surely  be  admitted  to  be  a  high 
authority — 

**  The  whole  question  as  refj^ards  Russia  turns 
UTKm  the  interprotntion  of  the  7th  Article  of  tho 
Iroaty  of  Kainardji  by  which  Husida  onj^agod 
t4>  protect  the  Christum  rclif^on  and  lul  its 
cburchea  throughout  European  Turkey ;  but  so 
cmrefullv  did  the  Porte  guard  itself  against  any 
right  of  interference  on  tho  part  of  Russia,  that 
t>y  a  subsoqufnt  portion  of  tho  Article  that  in- 
t4vferfnce  was  pxpnmsly  limited  to  the  right  of 
making  rcpraentations  with  respect  to  a  church 
in  Constantinople  and  to  take  those  representa- 
tions into  consideration.  But  it  is  this  unlimited 
inttirpri'tation  of  the  Treaty  which  has  been 
throughout  insisted  upon  by  Russia,  and  for 
^srhich  she  is  now  prepmd  to  go  to  war.'* 

He  had  yet  another  document  to  quote 
to  the  riffht  hon.  Oentleman,  and  it  is  an 
extract  From  the  views  communicated  by 
the  Plenipotentiaries  of  France,  Austria, 
and  Great  Britain,  to  Prince  Oortchakoff 
in  Deo.,  1864.    They  say— 

'*  Ta  Russie,  en  rcnon<;ant  ^  la  pretention  de 
r«QTrir  d'un  protectorat  oflSciol  les  sujets  Chr^- 
ti«na  du  Hultan  du  rit  Oriental,  renonoe  ^gale- 
ment  par  voie  de  cons6ouonce  naturcllo,  u  faire 
r^criro  ancun  des  Articles  de  ses  Trait^s  ant6- 
rieors,  et  notamment  du  Traits*  de  Koutchouk- 
KAinsjdji,  dont  rinterpretation  erron^" — 
[CA##rf.}— Yoa,  that  is  the  point— "a  ^t^*  la 
principale  de  la  guerre  actuelle." 


That  was  an  exact  description  of  the 
caae.  Well,  the  question  came  to  be 
debated  in  the  House  of  Commons  in 
1B55,  and  during  the  discussion  an 
hon.  Member  spoke  as  follows : — 

"It  U  Mid  that  what  the  HulUn  gires  to- 
day  h«  may  revoke  to-morrow,  and  that  the 
Trriaty  do<«  not  give  to  the  AUiinl  Powers  that 
riffht  of  intiTferrnce  which  some  hon.  M«'inlM»ni 
tl3nk  neCMsary  for  the  security  of  tho  Christian 
■ob)roU  of  tho  Hohan." 

And  what  was  Lord  Palmerston's  reply  ? 

;•  I  do  wish,"  he  said,  **  those  who  hold  that 
opinkm  to  remember  for  a  moment  what  was 
the  cause  of  tho  war.  It  was  that  tho  Km- 
p^Tor  of  Russia  sent  Prinoo  Menchikuff  to  Con- 
•tantinot>lo  with  a  demand  which,  if  agn^nl 
to,  woulid  bare  giren  to  the  Kmperor  a  ri^ht 
of  interlarmoe  in  faYour  of  tne  (ThrisUan 
mtjects  of  the  Hultan  which  was  held  by 
thr  OoTemment  of  tho  Hultan,  and  by  tho 
KogUah  and  French  (lovemroents,  and  admitttni 
by  the  mater  nart  of  Europe,  to  havn  been  a 
pnctiou    timns}eranc«    of     sororeignty    over 


12,000,000  of  the  subjects  of  the  Bultan  to  the 
Emperor  of  Russia.  The  war  took  place  in  con- 
sequence of  tho  resistance  of  the  Sultan  to  that 
demand:  and  if  the  treaty  had  placed  that 
firman  of  the  Sultan  under  the  guarantee  of  the 
Allied  Powers  in  a  greater  degree  than  the  note 
of  Prince  Menchikoflfreouired  that  the  protection 
of  tho  Christians  should  bo  placed  under  tho 
Emperor  of  Russia,  the  only  effect  of  a  war 
commenced  to  maintain  the  independence  of  the 
Hultan,  and  to  proUM^t  him  against  an  authori- 
tative interference  of  foreign  Powers  in  the  re- 
lations between  him  and  his  subjects,  would 
have  been  to  multiply  by  five  tho  evil  which  he 
had  previously  resisted,  and  to  give  to  all  the 
Allies  those  very  powers  to  resist  which  they 
took  up  arms  to  defend  the  Hultan.  Therefore, 
a  war  oegun  to  maintain  the  independence  of 
the  Hultan  would  have  ended  in  utterly  de- 
stroying that  independence." — [3  Hansard^  oxlii. 
124-6.] 

The  course  thus  condemned  by  Lord 
Palmerston  is  the  very  course  which  the 
riffht  hon.  Oentleman  wishes  us  now  to 
take.  He  wants  us  to  act  in  concert 
with  Europe  in  tho  direction  of  co- 
ercion. [Mr.  Gladstoxe  dissented.] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  shakes  his 
head;  but  it  is  true,  nevertheless.  I 
want  to  call  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
attention  to  this,  K)r  it  is  the  contention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  it 
was  the  contention  of  the  Government 
of  which  Lord  Palmerston  was  a  Mem- 
ber, in  1856,  that  the  fact  of  the  Firman 
having  been  adverted  to  in  tho  Treaty, 
and  the  issue  of  it  having  been  recorded 
in  the  Treaty,  would  give  to  the  Allied 
Powers  that  moral  right  of  diplomatic 
interference  and  of  remonstrance  with 
the  Bultan  which,  says  Lord  Palmer- 
ston— **I  am  perfectly  convinced  would 
be  quite  sufficient  to  accomplish  the  de- 
sired purpose.*'  Who,  I  would  ask,  i« 
responsible  for  anything  that  may  be 
deficient  in  the  way  of  power  to  do  what 
hon.  Members  opposite  want?  It  is 
surely  the  Government  which  was  in 
power  in  1856,  and  if  the  Government 
of  that  day  held  the  opinion  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  brought 
forward  these  Kosolution  now  holds,  they 
would  have  insisted  on  the  insertion  in 
the  Treaty  of  a  much  stronger  Article 
than  that  which  was  inserted. 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  further  ob- 
jects to  the  notion  that  the  Treaty  of 
1866  was  carefully  revised  in  1871,  but 
he  seems  to  forget  that  he  was  solely  re- 
sponsible for  the  last-named  Treaty.  He 
says  further  that  the  Treaty  was  passed 
in  a  hurry,  and  that  England  and  Prussia, 
who  were  parties  to  it,  had  no  time  to 
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think  of  it ;  at  all  events,  that  Prussia 
was  so  much  engaged  in  the  French 
war  that  she  did  not  even  take  the 
trouble  to  answer  Prince  GortohakoflTs 
note.  So  far  as  Prussia  or  Germany — 
call  it  which  you  will — is  concerned,  I 
am  quite  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's memory  is  at  fault.  He  seems  to 
forget  that  the  Conference  on  which  the 
Treaty  was  based  was  held  in  London 
at  the  express  instance  of  Prussia,  that 
it  was  Prussia  which  took  the  leading 
part  in  these  negotiations  from  the  be- 
ginning, and  that  at  its  close  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  then  the  Leader, 
thought  fit  to  express  thanks  to  Prussia 
for  the  part  which  she  had  taken  in  the 
business.  I  hope  we  shall  hear  no 
more  of  the  statement  in  reference  to 
the  Treaty  of  1871  that  Germany  had 
no  time  to  consider  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  thought  fit  to  say  that 
the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  reference  to  this  matter  has  been 
ambiguous,  but  nothing  could  be  wider 
from  the  truth.  He  has  said  that  the 
policy  ^laid  down  by  Lord  Salisbury  at 
the  Conference  was  right,  but  that  that 
was  not  the  policy  of  the  Government, 
and  he  has  chosen  to  refer  to  some 
words  which  I  used  in  the  Autumn,  and 
to  which  I  still  adhere,  as  does  also  the 
Government.  How  does  the  case  stand  ? 
If  any  hon.  Member  will  look  at  the 
proceedings  which  took  place  before  that 
Conference,  he  will  see  now  far  we  de- 
serve the  charge  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. He  says  that  we  put  a  stop  to 
all  the  good  that  could  have  resulted 
from  the  Conference  by  telling  Turkey 
that  we  would  not  enforce  the  decisions 
of  the  Conference  by  war.  Let  me  re- 
mind him  that  the  whole  gist  and  basis 
of  the  Conference  was  that  we  would  not 
interfere  with  the  independence  or  in- 
tegrity of  Turkey.  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  to  say  that  when  Europe 
had  gone  into  the  Conference  on  these 
terms,  she  should  have  taken  advan- 
tage of  the  position  so  g^ned,  and  then 
have  tumea  round  and  said  to  the 
Turks — **If  you  don't  agree  to  our 
terms  we  will  go  to  war  with  you?'*  I 
say  that  if  we  had  departed  fVom  that 
basis  we  should  have  been  g^ty  of  a 
gross  breach  of  faith.  The  words  I  used 
in  the  Autumn,  and  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  alluded,  are  true, 
and  will  be  substantiated  in  the  docu- 
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ments  now  upon  the  Table  of  the  Houae. 
What  were  the  Listructions  which  wct« 
given  to  Lord  Salisbury  before  he  went 
to  the  Conference  at  Constantinople? 
In  the  Instructions  given  to  Lord  Salis- 
bury before  he  left  for  Constantinople, 
it  was  laid  down  that — 

"Pacification  cannot  be  attained  by  Pro- 
clamations. Powers  have  a  right  to  demand, 
in  the  interest  of  the  peace  of  Europe  thai 
they  shall  examine  for  themselTes  the  measures 
required  for  the  reform  of  the  administratiofi  of 
the  disturbed  Provinces,  and  that  adequate 
security  shall  be  provided  for  carrying  thoee 
measures  into  operation." 

And  that  security  was  eyentnallir  laid 
down  in  the  proposition  for  an  Inter- 
national Commission,  and;[in  the  pro- 
visions as  to  the  appointment  of  the 
Yalis.  When  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man says  that  our  policy  has  been 
ambiguous,  I  reply,  that  if  ever  a  policj 
has  been  marked  by  two  distinct  land- 
marks, it  is  that  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. What  are  those  two  distinct 
landmarks — and  don't  put  them  upon 
Lord  Salisbury,  because  they  are  the 
embodiments  of  the  opinions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  are  to  be 
found  in  the  Instructions  given  to  him 
before  he  left  this  country.  The  first  of 
these  landmarks  is  as  foUows : — 

''  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  cannot  coontc- 
nance  the  introduction  into  the  Gonferenoe  of 
proposals,  however  plausible  or  well-intentioDed, 
which  would  brin^  foreign  armies  into  TurkiBh 
territory  in  violation  of  the  engagement!  by 
which  the  Guaranteeing  Powers  are  solemnly 
bound.'* 

{Mr.  OiADSTOirs:  Where  is  that  to  be 
bund  ?]  That  is  to  be  found  in  the  In- 
struotions  which  were  settled  before 
Lord  Salisbu^  went  abroad,  and  it  is 
one  in  which  I  entirely  agree.  The  next 
landmark  is  also  one  in  which  I  entirely 
concur,  and  it  is  as  follows : — 

**  It  should  be  understood  by  the  Porto  that 
Great  Britain  is  resolved  not  to  sanction  mi*- 

?[>vemment  and  oppression,  and  that  if  Uu? 
orte  by  obstinacy  or  apathy  opposes  the  eflbrts 
which  are  now  making  to  place  the  Ottoman 
Empire  on  a  more  secure  basis,  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  consequences  which  may  ensue 
will  rest  solehr  with  the  Sultan  and  his  adviser*. 
— {7^r*#y,  No.  2,  1877,  pp.  3-8.] 

It  has  been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  the  Government  has  sanc- 
tioned the  maladministration  and  op- 
pression going  on  in  Turkey.  Let  us 
look  to  the  facts.  The  Conference  came 
to  an  end,  and  let  ns  hear  what  were  the 
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serving  to  themselves  the  right,  if  she 
did  nothing  in  that  direction,  of  future 
interference.  "Well,  Turkey  protested 
against  that  document,  claiming  to  be 
treated  as  an  independent  Power,  and 
protesting  against  what  she  considered 
to  be  a  humiliation  of  her  as  a  Sovereign 
country.  In  doing  that  I  think  she  was 
unwise;  that  she  was  blind — utterly  blind 
— and  foolish.  She  is  now  suffering  for 
her  folly,  and  I  have  not  a  word  to  say  on 
her  behalf.  Yes ;  but  still  the  Protocol 
had  held  out  to  her  that  Europe  would 
allow  her  time  to  see  whether  her  pro- 
mises would  be  fulfilled  ;  and  yet, 
almost  immediately  after  that  Protocol 
had  been  signed,  Kussia  throws  it  at  her 
and  holds  it  to  her  head  as  though  it 
were  a  loaded  pistol,  and  requires  her 
at  once  to  reply  to  it.  Bussia  said 
there  was  no  guarantee  that  reform 
would  be  carried  into  effect,  that  all 
chances  were  closed  against  conciliation, 
and  that  there  was  no  alternative  but 
coercion.  I  entirely  deny  that.  Bussia 
insinuated  that  she  was  doing  a  work  on 
behalf  of  Europe.  Now,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  felt  bound  to  protest  against 
that.  I  do  not  know  what  grounds 
Bussia  had  to  suppose  that  she  was 
charged  by  Europe  to  carry  out  the 
objects  of  the  Conference  or  the  Proto- 
col. I  maintain  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment replied,  not  only  with  justice, 
but  with  dignity,  to  the  letter  which 
Russia  sent.    We  said — 

"Her  Majesty's  Government  cannot,  there- 
fore, admit,  as  is  contended  by  Prince  Gk>rtcha- 
koff,  that  the  answer  of  the  Forte  removed  all 
hope  of  deference  on  its  part  to  the  wishes  and 
advice  of  Europe,  and  all  security  for  the  appli- 
cation of  the  suggested  reforms.  Nor  are  they 
of  opinion  that  the  terms  of  the  Note  necessarily 
precluded  the  possibility  of  the  conclusion  of 
peace  with  Montenegro  or  of  the  arrangement 
of  mutual  disarmament.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment still  believe  that  with  patience  and  mode- 
ration on  both  sides  these  objects  might  not  im- 
probably have  been  attained." 


last  words  which  Lord  Salisbury  used  on 
that  occasion — not  as  speaking  for  him- 
self alone,  but  as  the  mouthpiece  of  the 
Cabinet — 

"  It  is  my  duty  to  free  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment of  all  responsibility  for  what  may  happen, 
and  I  am  therefore  ins^oted  to  declare  form- 
ally that  Great  Britain  is  resolved  not  to  g^ve 
her  sanction  either  to  maladministration  or  to 
oppression,  and  that  if  the  Porte  from  obstinacy 
or  inactivity,  offers  resistance  to  the  efforts  now 
being  made  to  place  the  Ottoman  Empire  on  a 
more  sure  basis,  the  responsibility  of  the  conse- 
quences will  rest  solely  on  the  Sultan  and  his 
advi8er8."--[iJiVf.  p.  362.] 

That  was  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Qt>vemment,  and  the  question  is  whe- 
ther they  should  have  gone  further 
or  not  ?  But  after  the  Conference  was 
brought  to  a  conclusion  Bussia  was  still 
not  at  all  satisfied.  Bussia  had  then 
massed  her  forces  upon  the  frontiers  of 
Turkey,  and  she  determined  to  take 
further  steps  in  the  matter.  In  the 
Circular  which  Prince  Gortchakoff  sent 
throughout  Europe  he  still  felt  how 
necessary  it  was  to  maintain,  at  all 
events,  the  appearance  of  European 
concert,  and  therefore  he  made  in  it  a 
remarkahle  statement  which  I  wish  he 
had  always  kept  in  view  and  had  acted 
up  to — namely,  that  European  concert 
should  he  preserved. 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  re- 
ferring to  the  Protocol,  seems  to  for- 
g^et  that  Bussia  was  not  the  assenting 
party  to  it,  hut  was  the  originator 
of  it.  It  was  not  a  European — it  was 
a  Eussian  Protocol.  Bussia  at  that  time 
stood  in  full  armour  upon  the  frontiers 
of  Turkey,  and  under  such  circumstances 
disarmament  hy  Turkey  was  impossible, 
because  the  attitude  of  Bussia  had  ex- 
cited not  only  the  apprehension,  but  the 
fanaticism  of  the  Mussulman  population 
of  Turkey.  I  believe  that  it  was  the 
attitude  of  Bussia  at  that  time  that 
was  the  obstacle  to  the  internal  pacifica- 
tion and  reform  on  the  part  of  Turkey. 
In  all .  these  circumstances  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  consented  to  sign 
the  Protocol,  not  perhaps  believing  that 
it  would  effect  much,  but  at  all  events, 
as  it  was  there  stated,  in  the  interests  of 
peace.  What  was  the  conduct  of  Turkey 
after  that?  Turkey  was  not  asked  to 
be  a  party  to  the  Protocol,  which  was  a 
document  drawn  by  the  Powers  them- 
selves, and  in  whion  they  agreed  to  give 
her  time  to  see  what  she  could  do  in  the 
way  of  reforming  her  Government,  re- 


Then  we  go  on  to  say — 

'*  But  the  course  on  which  the  Russian  Go- 
vernment has  entered  involves  g^ver  and  more 
serious  considerations.  It  is  in  contravention  of 
the  stipulations  of  the  Treaty  of  Paris  of  March 
30th,  1866,  by  which  Russia  and  the  other  sig- 
natary  Powers  engaged,  each  on  its  own  nart,  to 
respect  the  independence  and  territorial  inte- 
grity of  the  Ottoman  Empire.  In  the  Confe- 
rences of  London,  1871,  at  the  dose  of  which 
the  above  stipulation  with  others  was  again  con- 
firmed, tiie  Russian  Plenipotentiary,  in  common 
with  those  of  the  other  Powers,  signed  a  Decla- 
ration affirming  it  to  be  an  *  essential  principle 
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There  is  the  first  dear  landmark.  "Whe- 
ther  the  war  will  produce  the  reaalts 
which  it  is  supposed  will  be  produced  is 
another  matter.  Although  our  efibrts 
will  be  directed  to  prevent  that  war 
from  spreading,  it  is  impossible  for  any- 
one to  say  wnere  it  will  stop.  I  am 
afraid  that  Eussia,  by  the  action  she  hma 
taken,  has  assumed  a  most  serious  re- 
sponsibility. Other  nations  may  soon  be 
drawn  in — other  interests  may  soon  bo 
involved.  And  there  are  interests  that 
may  be  touched  which  technically  it  may 
be  within  the  rifi;hts  of  belligerents  to 
attack,  but  which  practically  are  alto- 
p^ether  outside  and  foreign  to  the  ob- 
jects and  purposes  of  this  unhappy  war. 
There  are  English  interests,  there  are 
European  interests,  there  are  Indian 
interests,  there  are  world-wide  interests 
which  may  be  concerned.  We  do  noi 
want  additional  territozy  —  we  want 
nothing.  We  wish  this  war  had  not 
broken  out.  Batoum  and  other  places 
have  been  spoken  of,  but  there  is  the 
Suez  Canal,  m  which  not  only  England, 
but  the  world,  is  seriouslv  concerned. 
Why  the  Suez  Canal  should  be  attadced 
by  Bussia  in  any  shape  I  cannot  imagine. 
Whether  attacked  by  Bussia  or  by 
Turkey,  that  is  a  question  of  not  only 
Englidb,  but  European  interest.  It  is 
the  road  from  the  vVest  to  the  East  of 
the  world.  Take  another  place  in  which 
not  simply  England,  but  the  world  is  in- 
terested. I  mean  Egypt.  Alexandria 
is  for  practical  purposes  an  English,  a 
French — nay,  a  European  town.  No 
place  can  be  of  more  oommeroial  im- 
portance than  Alexandria.  Is  Europe  to 
allow  Alexandria  to  be  destroyed  or 
Egypt  to  be  occupied  ?  Well,  what  am  I 
to  say  about  the  Treaties  as  to  the  Straits 
of  the  Dardanelles  and  the  possession  of 
Constantinople?  Is  it  necessary  for 
carrying  on  the  war  between  Bussia  and 
Turkey,  and  for  the  protection  of  the 
Christians  in  Turkey,  that  Constanti- 
nople should  be  eimer  «ttad[^d,  ap- 
proached, or  occupied?  I  say  **No." 
These  are  questions  which  no  country  in 
Europe  could  regard  with  indifference ; 
and  when  I  mention  them  I  hope  they 
are  so  remote  that  they  will  not  practi- 
cally   arise.     But  they    are   questions 


of  the  law  of  nations  that  no  Power  can  libe- 
rate itself  from  the  engagements  of  a  Treat>'  nor 
modify  the  stipulations  thereof  imloss  with  the 
consent  of  the  contracting  parties  by  means  of 
an  amicable  arrangement/  " 

I  ask  the  House,  I  ask  the  country, 
whether  Bussia  has  performed  her  duties 
under  that  Treaty  of  1871  ?  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Grovemment  would  willingly  have 
refrained  from  making  any  observations 
on  the  subject,  but  as  Prince  Gortchakoff 
seems  to  assume,  in  a  Declaration  ad- 
dressed to  all  the  Powers  of  Europe, 
that  Bussia  is  acting  in  the  interest  of 
Great  Britain  and  other  Powers,  they 
felt  bound  to  state,  and  I  feel  bound  to 
state  openly  here,  in  a  manner  equally 
firm  and  public,  that  the  Eussian  Go- 
vernment is  not  acting  in  concert  with 
the  other  Powers.  If  any  Power  has  more 
than  another  prevented  united  European 
action,  that  Power  is  Bussia.  Bussia 
and  Turkey  are  at  war — war  in  a  part  of 
Europe  which  is  the  most  inflammable 
you  can  conceive — in  that  part  of  Europe 
where  eveiy  Power  has  an  interest,  and 
I  am  sorry  to  say  an  almost  antagonistic 
interest.  Of  that  war  we  feel  the  effects 
in  this  our  own  country  at  the  present 
moment  in  the  rise  in  the  price  of  bread. 
War  having  broken  out,  the  landmarks 
of  the  policy  of  the  British  Government 
are  as  clear  as  they  were  before.  They 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  war.  Great 
Britain  has  declared  absolute  and  strict 
neutrality.  What  the  result  of  the  war 
may  be  God  only  knows,  but  all  the 
efforts  of  the  British  Government  must 
clearly  be  as  far  as  possible  to  localize 
the  war — to  reduce  its  area  to  a  minimum. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Greenwich  have 
talked  about  British  interests,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  has  chal- 
lenged Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
point  out  what  are  the  British  interests 
which  can  possibly  be  drawn  into  this 
war.  The  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  (Go- 
vernment is  one  of  strict  neutrality  be- 
tween the  parties.  We  warned  them 
as  long  ago  as  May,  1876,  that  they  had 
nothing  to  expect  from  us.  Wo  warned 
them  at  the  Conference,  and  since  there 
has  been  no  loss  of  time  in  the  issue  of 
our  declaration  of  neutrality.  So  far, 
therefore,  as  it  is  a  Bussian  and  a 
Turkish  war,  we  have  nothing  to  do 
with  it.  In  the  war  between  Bussia 
and  Turkey  we  are  absolutely  impartial. 

Mr.  Asiheton  Crois 


\ 


which  must  be  considered  by  any  British 
Government,  and  which  any  Ministxy, 
even  if  the  ri^ht  hon.  GenUeman  (Mfr. 
Gladstone)  himself  were  at  its  head, 
would  not  dare  to  neglect,  or  if  it  did, 
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the  ootmtry  would  very  soon  send  it  an 
answer  which  it  could  not  mistake. 
And  that  is  the  second  clear  landmark. 
Howerer,  I  hope,  as  I  have  said,  these 
things  are  in  so  remote  a  future  ^at  we 
need  not  contemplate  them.  Let  me 
auote  the  words  which  the  Emperor 
Alexander  used  on  the  2nd  of  November 
last  to  our  Ambassador.  His  Majesty 
•aid— 

**  Hn  h«d  on  Mreral  occamotiA  given  the  most 
■oltfoiB  Mtnfmnoei  that  h«  desired  no  conquest, 
titti  he  •imed  at  no  agi^randiMment,  and  that 
he  had  not  the  amallest  wish  or  intention  to  be 
of  Constantiooplo." 


Let  us  see  that  His  Majesty  keeps  to  hi* 
words.    He  continued — 

**  AU  that  had  boen  said  or  written  abo^^ 
the  will  of  Peter  the  Great  and  the  aims  ^ 
(>ilh«rino  II.  wore  illusions  and  phantoms* 
They  nerer  exists  in  reality ;  and  ho  oonsiderod 
that  the  aoquisition  of  Constantinople  would  be 
a  mifllortuno  for  Russia.  There  was  no  question 
of  it,  nor  had  it  erer  been  entortained  by  his 
late  father,  who  gare  proof  of  it  In  1828,  when 
his  TictorioQs  army  was  within  four  days'  march 
of  Coostantinople.  * 

Oar  Ambassador  further  wrote  that — 

"  Uis  Maiesty  pledged  his  sacred  word  of 
hoDOQr  in  the  most  earnest  and  solemn  manner 
that  he  had  no  intention  of  acauiring  C^n- 
stsstiaoplo,  and  that  if  necessity  should  oblige 
him  to  occupy  a  portion  of  Bulgaria,  it  would 
aaly  be  provisionally,  and  until  peace  and  the 
safely  of  the  Christian  populations  wore  secured." 
— [7«rit#y,  No.  1,  1877,  p.  643.] 

If  the  Emperor  keeps  his  word,  thus 
solemnly  pledged,  British  interests  will 
not  be  oonoemed.  But  a  victorious 
army  is  a  difficult  thing  to  deal  with, 
and  a  country  once  aroused  is  not  al- 
ways so  easily  quieted.  All  I  can  say 
is,  that,  as  far  as  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vemment  are  concerned,  they  sincerely 
tmst  that  no  action  of  Bussia  will  ever 
require  them  to  protect  those  interests 
wmch  lie  outside  of  this  war ;  but  that 
if  thoae  interests  should  be  affected,  of 
oonrae  it  cannot  be  expected  that  either 
Europe  or  England  will  not  interfere  to 
protect  them.  I  am  sorry  to  have  de* 
tained  the  House  so  long,  but  I  must 
•ay  one  word  before  I  sit  down  on  the 
Besolntions  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman. 
I  am  bound  to  confess  that  when  I 
read  them  the  first  time  I  could  make 
nssth«r  head  nor  tail  of  them,  and  the 
debate  during  the  early  part  of  this 
svening  showed  that  others  shared  my 
diffioohy.  Some  have  said  that  the  first 
two  Beeolutaons  have  nothing  in  them, 


and  I  caught  Arom  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  he  himself  had  venr  much 
that  opinion,  for  he  thought  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  might  accept  them ; 
and  yet  he  said  they  were  brought 
forward  practically  because  he  thinks 
the  policy  of  the  Gbvemment  so  en- 
tirely false  and  erroneous  that  he  felt 
bound  to  protest  against  it.  Now, 
I  could  quite  imderstand  a  Besolution 
being  moved  by  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man declaring  that  we  are  bound  to 
interfere  in  consequence  of  what  has 
gone  on  in  Turkey  and  to  join  Bussia 
m  the  present  war.  If  that  is  what  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  means,  why  in  the 
name  of  goodness  does  he  not  say  so  ? 
I  have  never  yet  seen  an  account  of  any 
one  of  the  meetings  held  in  the  country 
at  which  that  issue  has  been  put  straight 
before  them.  Do  you  mean  war  or  do 
you  not?  That  is  the  ouostion.  Tho 
right  hon.  Oentleman  said  we  have  used 
every  possible  expression  we  could  use, 
that  we  have  remonstrated  and  expostu- 
lated, and  pressed  and  protested ;  and  he 
suggested  to  us  a  blank  form  in  which 
you  could  put  in  any  word  you  want.  The 
word  that  he  wants  us  to  use  is  war. 

EMr.  Oladstonb  dissented.^  The  right 
on.  Oentleman  shakes  his  head.  If 
that  is  not  it,  what  is  it  ?  I  can  tell  you 
what  it  is.  It  is  as  clear  as  daylight. 
What  he  means  is  this — ''If  you  will 
only  say  you  will  go  to  war  if  they 
don't  do  these  things,  although  you  don  t 
mean  to  go  to  war ;  if  you  will  only  bark 
loud  enough,  though  you  don't  mean 
to  bite,  Turkey  will  give  way."  Well, 
I  call  that  conduct  utterly  unworthy  of 
us.  [CA##r#.]  Yes,  you  tned  that  policy 
on  in  the  case  of  Denmark.  I  do  not 
like  the  position  of  the  boy  who  writes 
up  "No  ropery,"  and  then  runs  away. 
Ii  you  mean  to  go  to  war,  say  so.  When 
that  issue  is  put  plainly  before  the 
country  I  know  what  the  answer  of  the 
country  will  be.  But  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  goes  on  to  say  that  what  ho 
wants  is  practical  self-government  and 
local  liberty.  He  speaks  of  these  things 
as  he  might  of  a  cargo  of  rice  or  a  halo 
of  merchandize,  that  you  could  tumble 
out  at  once  into  the  middle  of  Turkey. 
Why,  practical  self-government  and  local 
liberty  are  the  growth  of  years.  All  we 
can  do  is  to  sow  the  seed  of  them ;  but 
depend  upon  it  the  fields  in  which  that 
se^  will  not  grow  are  fields  which  are 
ploughed  up  by  war  and  watered  with 
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blood.  The  one  result  of  war  would  be 
this,  as  was  said  in  reference  to  Greece, 
there  would  be  a  exoneration  of  men 
missing,  old  men  and  boys  alone  would 
be  left  to  till  the  soil.  Now,  let  me  ask 
in  that  case  what  is  the  good  of  these 
Eesolutions  ?  The  whole  sting  of  them 
is  gone.  The  one  thing  on  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  comes  before  the 
country  he  has  taken  away  from  the 
judgment  of  the  House,  and  he  has  left 
something  which  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  opposite  say  is  not  worth 
debating.  I  entirely  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Christchuroh  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff)  when  he  says — **I8 
that  all  you  have  to  offer  us  aiter  the 
speeches  you  have  made?  If  you  do 
feel  bound  to  put  something  before 
the  country,  let  us,  at  all  events,  de- 
cide that  something.  Don't  bring  that 
something  before  us  and  then  wipe 
it  off  the  slate."  If  you  are  displeased 
with  our  policy,  turn  us  out ;  but  first 
show  us  what  policy  you  have  to  offer 
in  place  of  ours.  Do  not  imagine  that 
the  country  will  think  of  the  hundred 
votes  you  may  obtain  in  the  division. 
They  will  only  see  that  you  have  decided 
nothing,  and  that  what  you  wished  to 
carry  into  effect  you  have  not  had  the 
courage  to  put  before  the  House.  Look- 
ing at  the  whole  question  and  at  the 
time  which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
have  chosen  to  bring  it  forward,  1  must 
say  I  think  their  object  has  been  not  so 
much  to  imite  Europe,  or  to  unite  Eng- 
land, as  to  unite  the  Liberal  Party.  As 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  think 
the  polioy  of  the  Government  ambiguous, 
let  me  before  I  sit  down  once  more  state 
clearly  what  it  has  been  and  what  it  is. 
It  has  been  that  they  will  not  in  any 
way  sanction  oppression  or  tyranny  in 
any  part  of  the  world  where  they  have 
the  power  to  interfere.  It  has  been  to 
preserve  inviolate  our  Treaty  engage- 
ments, and  to  set  an  example  which,  if 
followed  by  other  nations,  would  mate- 
rially add  to  the  happiness  of  the  world. 
It  is,  deeply  as  they  regret  the  war,  to 
maintain  the  strictest  neutrality  between 
the  contending  nations.  It  is,  outside 
the  necessities  of  this  actual  war,  to 
maintain,  as  they  ought  to  maintain, 
and  as  any  British  Gt)vemment  would 
maintain,  those  interests  of  England 
which  ought  to  be  maintained.  They 
have  no  thought  of  fear ;  they  have  no 
thought  of  gain.    Before  the  face  of 

J/r.  Aifsheton  Cross 


this  House,  of  England,  of  Eorope,  of 
the  world,  they  are  conscious  of  th« 
honesty  of  their  own  purpose.  They 
are  conscious  of  their  own  earnest  desire 
for  peace ;  they  are  conscious,  if  need  be, 
of  their  strength.  They  have,  I  hope, 
the  wisdom  not  to  use  that  strength  im- 
properly, and  wherever  and  whenever 
the  opportunity  may  offer  to  stop  this 
war,  to  heal  these  wretched  divisions,  to 
improve  the  condition  of  these  Christiui 
populations  in  a  way  which  will  really 
improve  them — and  that  way,  in  my 
opinion,  is  not  by  war — to  localize,  to 
minimize,  or  to  wipe  away  the  effects  of 
this  war,  there  the  (Government  will  give 
their  services. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Ifr,  Childeri.) 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QIJER  apprehended  there  could  be  no 
two  opinions  on  the  point  that  it  would 
be  necessary  to  adjourn  the  debate.  The 
only  question  was  as  to  the  day  for  re- 
suming it.  [CriM  of  **  To-morrow. "J 
He  hoped  it  would  be  the  pleasure  of  the 
House  to  continue  the  debate  to-morrow. 
The  .hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  J. 
Holms)  had  an  important  Motion,  which 
stood  first  on  the  JPaper  for  to-day,  and 
the  second  was  a  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Clare  (Sir 
Colman  O'Loghlen).  He  hoped  they 
would  waive  Uieir  rights  with  regard  to 
these  Motions,  in  order  to  allow  the  pre- 
sent debate  to  be  resumed. 

Mr.  J.  HOLMS  said,  that  under  ordi- 
nary circumstances  he  should  not  for  a 
moment  have  hesitated  to  g^ve  way, 
but  a  section  of  the  House  to  which 
he  belonged  believed  that  it  was  an 
urgent  necessitv  that  the  House  and  the 
Government  should  know  more  folly 
what  the  opinion  of  the  country  was,  and 
that  an  Adjournment  of  the  Debate  until 
Thursday  would  be  of  essential  service 
for  that  purpose.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Greenwich  had  changed  his  Besolu- 
tions,  though  he  (Mr.  Holms)  did  not 
believe  he  nad  changed  his  course  on 
this  question,  and  the  country  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  considering  the 
matter  before  the  resumption  of  the  de- 
bate. He  felt  it,  therefore,  his  duty  not 
to  accede  to  the  appeal  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer. 

Thx  Mabqubss  of  HABTINOTON 
said,  he  very  much  regretted  the  position 
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which  bis  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hackney  had  taken  up.  It  was  un- 
doubtedly necessary  from  time  to  time, 
when  important  questions  such  as  this 
arose,  that  the  House  should  seek  to 
make  itself  aware  of  the  opinion  of  the 
country.  But  the  Besolutions  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had 
been  on  the  Table  of  the  House  and  be- 
fore the  coimtry  for  some  time,  and  the 
country  had  had  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing its  opinion  on  them.  That 
opinion  was  known  to  hon.  Members 
who  represented  the  constituencies. 
Now,  he  did  not  think  it  would  con- 
duce to  the  dignity  of  their  deliberations 
if  they  were  deliberately  to  postpone  a 
discussion  such  as  this  in  order  that  they 
might  receive  instructions  from  their 
constituencies.  As  he  had  said,  the 
general  scope,  nature,  and  tendency 
of  the  Besolutions  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  were  already  known  to  the 
country,  and  it  could  not  be  necessary 
that  the  constituencies  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  expressing  their  opinion 
as  to  any  changes  which  had  that  night 
been  made  in  the  Besolutions.  It  would 
be  much  to  be  regretted,  therefore,  if 
his  hon.  Friend  and  those  who  had 
Notices  on  the  Paper  refused  to  give  to- 
morrow for  the  continuation  of  the  de- 
bate. He  might  remind  his  hon.  Friend 
that  it  was  not  probable,  even  if  to- 
morrow was  devoted  to  the  discussion, 
that  the  debate  would  be  finished  that 
night.  They  would  probably  be  in  the 
position  of  having  to  appeal  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Government  to  give  another  day, 
and  he  could  scarcely  consider  it  fair,  in 
the  present  position  of  public  Business, 
that  they  should  call  on  the  Government 
to  sacrifice  the  time  at  their  disposal  if 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
were  not  prepared  to  make  some  sacrifices 
also. 

I/>BD  ESLINGTON  said,  the  noble 
Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  had 
stated  that  the  Besolutions  had  been  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  for  several  days, 
but  how  many  of  them  he  (Lord  Esline- 
ton)  wished  to  know  now  remained  ? 
The  country  had  supported  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich on  many  occasions ;  but  they  had 
been  deceived  on  that  occasion,  because 
the  Besolutions  to  which  they  had  given 
their  support  had  been  withdrawn.  If 
the  debate  were  a^oumed  what  were 
they  to  discuss  ?    lliere  was  one  Beso- 


lution,  which  was  a  truism,  on  which  all 
probably  were  agreed;  and  there  was 
another  to  discuss,  the  terms  of  which 
were  to  be  altered,  and  until  to-morrow 
the  House  would  not  know  what  they 
were.  It  was  a  most  unsatisfactory  posi- 
tion for  the  House  to  be  placed  in.  He 
wished  very  much  to  know  what  was  the 
question  before  the  House  ?  Great  na- 
tional interests  were  to  be  sacrificed  in 
order  to  indulge  a  Party  purpose,  and 
he  regretted  it. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  as 
he  had  a  Motion  for  to-morrow  evening 
he  would  willingly  withdraw  it  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hcujkney  (Mr.  Holms) 
would  withdraw  his  Motion,  but  if  his 
hon.  Friend  would  not  take  that  course, 
he  should  retain  his  Motion. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
had  not  withdrawn  the  substantial  part 
of  his  Besolutions.  It  was  desirable 
that  time  should  be  given  in  order  that 
the  House  might  hear  a  few  more  echoes 
firom  the  country  on  this  great  question. 

Mb.  BIBLEY  said,  they  could  come 
to  a  decision  without  outside  pressure. 
There  were  many  reasons  why  the  debate 
ought  to  be  brought  to  a  speedy  con- 
clusion. He  had  not  much  respect  for 
public  opinion  as  expressed  in  the  papers 
during  the  last  week,  which  had  no 
doubt  been  got  up  to  order. 

Captain  NOLAN  expressed  a  hope 
that  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
(Mr.  Holms)  gave  way,  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  give  him  a  day  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  ms  Motion  relative  to  the 
Army. 

Mb.  ANDEBSON  said,  as  hon.  Mem- 
hers  opposite  had  alleged  that  the  agita- 
tion of  the  last  few  days  had  been  got 
up  to  order,  it  was  desirable  that  they 
should  wait  and  see  whether  the  agitation 
of  the  next  few  days  was  got  up  to  order 
also.  This  was  the  most  important  de- 
bate of  the  Session.  The  greatest  interest 
was  felt  in  the  country  upon  the  question ; 
and  it  was  most  desirable  that  the  country 
should  have  the  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing the  alterations  which  had  been  pro- 
posed in  the  Besolutions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  before  the  debate  was 
resumed.  He  therefore  urged  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Hackney  not  to 
give  way.  The  debate  should  not  be 
resumed  so  early  as  to-morrow. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  put  it  to  the  Go- 
vernment, whether  it  was  worth  while 
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to  resume  the  debate  to-morrow,  when 
it  was  well  known  it  ootQd  not  be  oon- 
duded  before  Thursday  ? 

Mb.  monk  thought  the  fact  that  the 
debate  was  not  likely  to  conclude  to- 
morrow was  an  imanswerable  argument 
for  resuming  it  to-morrow.  If  it  was  not 
resumed  to-morrow,  the  debate  would 
not  be  concluded  on  Thursday.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  (Mr.  Holms)  would  defer  to 
what  seemed  to  be  the  very  general  de- 
sire of  the  House. 

Me.  GATHORNE  HAEDY  protested 
against  extending  the  time  for  resuming 
the  debate  over  to-morrow,  merely  to 
get  up  an  extraneous  expression  of 
opinion,  whether  sham  or  otherwise.  It 
should  be  remembered  that  the  Business 
of  the  House  had  to  be  proceeded  with, 
and  that  that  Business  was  the  Business 
of  the  country.  The  Oovemment  would, 
therefore,  press  the  resumption  of  the 
debate  to-morrow.  If  it  did  not  g^  on, 
the  Oovemment  would  not  be  prepared 
to  give  Thursday.  If  it  went  on  to- 
morrow, and  was  not  finished,  the  Oo- 
vemment would  give  Thursday.  But 
the  Oovemment  felt  strongly  that, 
having  given  up  Monday,  they  had 
a  right  to  call  on  private  Members  to 
give  up  Tuesday.  Therefore,  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  to-morrow  move  that 
Notices  of  Motion  be  postponed  till  after 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the 
Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Eastern  Ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  J.  HOLMS  explained  that  what 
he  had  said  was  not  solely  with  reg^ard 
to  his  own  particular  Motion.  He  be- 
lieved he  was  giving  expression  to  the 
general  opinion  on  that  side  of  the 
House.  Under  all  the  circumstances, 
however,  he  would  yield  to  what  he  un- 
derstood to  be  the  general  wish  of  the 
House,  and  waive  his  claim  for  prece- 
dence with  his  Motion.  He  hoped,  how- 
ever, that  the  Secretary  for  War  would 
endeavour  to  find  an  early  day  for  dis- 
cussing the  Army  Estimates. 

Mb.  OATHOENE  HAItDY  assured 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  would  do  all 
in  his  power  to  secure  the  earliest  op- 
portunity for  the  proposed  discussion. 

Question  put,  and  a^06d  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  2\hm<frrow, 

Mr,  £,  Jenkim 


CUSTOMS,     INLAND     REVENUE,    AXI> 

SAVINGS  BANKS  BILL-[Bnj.  UJ.] 

(JTr.  Raik€$,  Mr,  Chaneellorof  tks  Esckt^mr^ 

Mr.  William  Mtmy  Smitk.) 

ooMMiTTEB.     lPropr$$i  Sri  ITsy.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  BIOOAE  said,  that,  as  the  hour 
was  late,  he  would  move  that  Progress 
be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
(JTr.  Biggar,) 

Mb.  a.  H.  brown  objected  to  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  PARNELL  thought  they  should 
know  how  late  they  were  expected  to 
stey  discussing  that  Bill.  There  were 
several  Amendments  on  the  Paper,  and 
it  was  not  possible  to  foresee  how  long 
the  discussion  would  continue.  If  there 
was  any  idea  of  going  on  to  half-past  1 
or  2  oMock,  he  would  rather  at  once 
protest  now  than  make  the  stand  later. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thi  EXCHE- 
QUER  pointed  out  that,  as  he  had  pro- 
mised to  accept  the  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  f  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish),  and  was  willing 
to  accept  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oloucestor  (Mr.  Monk),  which  involved 
only  a  small  amount  of  revenue,  there 
was  not  likely  to  be  any  difference  of 
opinion  except  on  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wenlock  (Mr.  A.  H. 
Brown).  He  hoped,  therefore,  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  press  his  Motion  to 
report  Progress. 

Mr.  C0URTN!EY  said,  it  was  not  his 
intention  to  move  his  Amendment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clauses  8  to  12,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  13  (Payment  into  Exchequer 
of  surplus  interest  from  Post  Office 
Savings  Banks  Fund). 

On  the  Motion  of  Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish,  Amendment  made  in  page 
6,  line  7,  after  **  expenses,"  by  insert- 
ing— 

**  Including  a  mm  to  be  detenBined  by  th« 
Treasury  to  provide  against  depreciation  in  tbo 
value  of  the  securitiee.'* 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Bemaining  clauses  agreed  <•,  with 
Amendments, 
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8zB  JOSEPH  M'KENNA,  thinkiiig 
ihmt  the  remainder  of  the  Amendments 
on  the  Paper  required  a  fiiller  disooBnon 
than  they  were  likely  to  receire,  would 
moTe  that  Progress  be  reported. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
l^reas,  and  ask  leaye  to  sit  again/* — 
{Hir  JMph  3PK^mna.) 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  8; 
Noes  167:  Majority  169.— (Div.  List, 
No.  116.) 

Me.  a.  H.  BBOWN  mored  in  jpage  8, 
after  Clause  9,  to  more  the  following 
Clause: — 

(Ezt«nsion  of  exemption  of  a.  11,  32  and  33 
Vir.  c,  14.) 

'  *  The  flxAinption  enacted  by  the  eleventh 
•frtion  of  the  thirty-second  and  thirty-third 
Victoria,  chapter  fourteen,  ihall  be  extended  to 
BUT  twemant  or  part  ot  a  tenement  oooupied  aa 
otfcea  or  connting-houaet  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
rrciain^  or  oarrving  on  any  profession,  vocation, 
hosinfaa,  or  calling,  by  which  such  person  or 
prrsons  shall  seek  a  uvelihood  or  profit  within 
Ihft  ntnaaing  of  the  Act  of  the  fifth  jrear  of  tiie 
rvqni  of  (iaorg«  tho  Fourth,  chapter  forty*f our, 
fciion  four." 

Th«  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXOHE- 
QIJEB  was  sorry  he  could  not  accept 
the  Amendment,  on  account  of  the  sa* 
orifice  of  revenue  it  would  inTolve  and 
the  increased  difficulties  to  which  it 
would  giro  rise. 

Ma.  IIEBSOHELL  strongly  sup- 
ported the  proposed  clause. 

Ma.  J.  O.  HUBBARD  observed  that 
not  one  farthing  of  the  old  revenue 
would  be  lost  by  the  adoption  of  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  negatived. 

House  resumed. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

Tueedag,  Sih  May,  1877. 


Committee  report   Progress;    to 
again  T^^morrow, 


sit 


Honae  adjourned  at  a  qnarter  before 

Two  o'clock. 


BfTKUTES.l— Public  Bills— ^i>t<  Reading-^ 
Public  Libraries  Act  (Ireland)  Amendment  * 
(65) ;  Gas  and  Water  Orders  Conflnnation 
(Abingdon,  &c.)  •  f66). 
Second  Reading  —  Solicitorf  Examination,  &c. 
(62) ;  Removal  of  Wrecks*  (69) ;  Local  Go- 
vernment Provisional  Orders  (Ilorbury,  &o.)  ♦ 
!66) ;  Qas  and  Water  Orders  Confirmation 
Brotton,  &c.)  •  (60) ;  Tramways  Orders  Con- 


firmation (Barton,  «c.)  •  (61). 
)-67) ; 


Public  JRe- 


Committee—i^Kmih  Africa  (40. 
cord  Office  (r*-«wi»i.)  ♦  (68). 

Committee — Report — Elementary  Education  Pro- 
visional Order  Confirmation  (London)  *  (48) ; 
Elementary  Education  IVoviioonal  Orders 
Conflnnation  (Cardiff;  &c.)  ♦  (60). 


HOLICITORH  EXAMINATION,  &o.  BILL. 

(Th0  Lord  Ahcrdare.) 

(No.  52.)       8E0OKI)  BSADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ings read. 

Lord  ABERDARE^  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  bo  now  read  the  second  time, 
said,  its  object  was  to  regulate  the  ad- 
mission of  Solicitors  of  the  Supreme 
Ck>urt  of  Judicature  of  England.  By 
former  statutes,  and  by  the  Acts  of  1873 
and  1875,  persons  applying  to  be  ad- 
mitted as  Solicitors  were  required  to  pass 
examinations  known  as  the  preliminary, 
tho  intermediate,  and  the  final  examina- 
tions ;  and  the  power  of  making  regula- 
tions for  the  conduct  of  those  examina- 
tions and  of  appointing  the  examiners, 
was  vested  in  certain  of  the  Judges  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice :  the  Bill  pro- 
posed to  transfer  those  powers  to  the 
Incorporated  Law  Society,  and  make 
other  amendments  in  tho  law  relating  to 
Solicitors.  No  person  was  to  be  ad- 
mitted as  a  Solicitor  without  a  certificate 
that  he  had  passed  the  three  examina- 
tions before  stated ;  those  examinations 
were  to  bo  held  under  the  management 
of  the  Incorporated  liaw  Society,  who 
were  to  make  all  necossary  regulations 
as  to  time  and  place  and  subjects  of  ex- 
amination, to  appoint  the  examiners,  and 
arrange  their  remuneration  bv  fees  or 
otherwise.  The  fees  payable  m  respect 
of  their  examinations  were  to  be  settled 
br  the  chiefs  of  the  Divisions  of  the  High 
dourt  of  Justice,  and  were  to  be  applied 
to  the  necessary  expenses  of  these  exami- 
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nations  and  to  other  points  of  legal  edu- 
cation. In  case  of  the  refusal  of  a  certi- 
ficate an  appeal  was  given  to  the  Master 
of  the  BoUs.  Members  who  had  taken 
University  degrees,  or  had  passed  cer- 
tain academical  examinations,  and  utter 
barristers,  who  desired  to  transfer  them- 
selves to  the  other  branch  of  the  pro- 
fession, were  excused  the  preliminary 
examination.  Barristers  of  five  years' 
standing  were  exbmpted  from  the  inter- 
mediate examination  also,  and  could  be 
admitted  Solicitors  on  passing  the  final 
examination. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'." 
— {The  Lord  Aherdare,) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  thought 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  would  be  ex- 
tremely useful,  and  as  the  measure  had 
the  approbation  of  the  Judges,  he  agreed 
to  the  Motion  for  the  second  reading. 

Lord  HATHERLEY  also  expressed 
his  approval  of  the  measure,  and  said 
that  the  Incorporated  Law  Society  de- 
served the  highest  credit  for  what  it  had 
done  in  the  cause  of  legal  education. 

Motion  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  next. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  BILL— (No.  40.) 

{The  Earl  of  Camarv<m.) 

COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Clauses  1  to  12,  inclusive,  agreed  to, 
with  verbal  Amendments. 

Clause  13  (Power  to  Her  Majesty  to 
authorize  Governor  General  to  appoint 
deputies.) 

The  Eabl  of  BELMORE  asked  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  to 
explain  under  what  sort  of  circumstances 
the  power  which  was  proposed  to  be 
given  by  the  clause  to  the  Governor 
General  to  appoint  a  deputy — he  him- 
self being  present  within  the  limits  of 
the  confederation — would  be  exercised  ? 

The  Eakl  op  CARNARVON  said, 
that  the  Governor  General  might  be  ab- 
sent in  a  distant  part  of  the  confedera- 
tion, in  the  fulfilment  of  his  duties  as 
High  Commissioner,  and  it  might  be 
convenient  to  leave  some  one  with 
powers  to  administer  the  Government 
at   head-quarters.      This   had   already 

ord  Aherdare 


been   done  during  Sir  Henry  Barkly's 
administration. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  14  to  50,  inclusive,  agreed  U, 

Clause  51  (Creation  of  Consolidated 
Revenue  Fund.) 

The  Eabl  of  BELMORE  said,  that 
this  clause  provided  for  the  raising 
of  the  general  revenue  and  its  appro- 
priation. He  should  have  expected 
to  find  here  a  provision  for  its  issue 
under  the  warrant  of  the  Gbvemor 
General.  There,  however,  was  no  such 
provision  in  the  Bill,  and  he  thought 
it  might  either  have  been  accidentally 
omitted,  or  it  might  be  provided  for  in 
some  other  way  of  which  he  was  not 
aware.  He  thought  he  was  right  in 
calling  his  noble  Friend's  attention  to 
the  matter  which  was  one  of  some  im- 
portance, and  one  which  had  led  to  a 
correspondence,  when  he  himself  was  a 
Colonial  Governor,  between  the  noble 
Earl  the  Leader  of  the  Party  opposite 
(Earl  Granville)  and  himself. 

The  Eakl  of  CARNARVON  wma 
afraid  he  could  not  on  the  moment  ffive 
a  satisfactory  answer.  He  would  look 
into  the  matter,  and  if  there  was  any- 
thing to  state,  state  it  on  Report. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  52  to  66,  inclusive,  agreed  U. 

Clause  67  (Laws  respecting  Natives 
to  be  reserved.) 

Lord  CARUNGFORD  said,  that  the 
object  of  this  measure,  no  doubt,  was 
the  establishment  of  representative  and 
responsible  government  in  South  AMca, 
and  he  could  but  hope  that  in  granting 
constitutional  powers  to  a  society  in  8n(£ 
a  peculiar  condition,  the  scheme  would 
not  prove  unworkable.  All  parties  would 
unquestionably  desire  to  treat  the  rising 
State  with  every  indulgence;  but  the 
colonists  must  be  made  to  understand 
that  with  the  grant  of  representative 
Government,  their  own  Executive  and 
Legislature  would  be  held  responsible 
for  the  good  government  of  the  Natives 
and  the  safety  of  the  frontier.  He  did 
not  object  to  the  policy  of  the  dause ; 
but  it  must  be  dearly  understood  that 
constitutional  Government  carried  with 
it  its  responsibilities. 

The  Eabl  op  CARNARVON  said, 
his  noble  Friend  had  touched  a  most 
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important  and  difficult  question.  No 
doubt,  the  difficulty  of  oarryinff  out  the 
principle  laid  down  by  the  noble  Lord 
in  Ooloniee  where  there  was  a  large 
Native  population  was  very  great,  and 
in  South  Africa  particularly  so.  It  was 
for  this  reason  that  all  laws  relating  to  the 
NatiTee  or  to  Native  affairs  were  to  be 
reserred  by  the  Oovemor  Qeneral  for  the 
ngnification  of  Her  Majesty's  pleasure. 
Therefore,  Her  Majes^'s  Ooyemment 
took  upon  themselves  the  responsibiliiy 
to  the  Ltnperial  Parliament  for  any  legis- 
lation of  the  Colonial  Legislature  wluch 
might  affect  the  Natives.  He  confessed 
he  had  great  anxiety  with  respect  to 
this  measure :  but,  taking  into  account 
the  peculiar  difficulties  attending  these 
Colonies,  he  was  satisfied  that  the  scheme 
of  the  Oovemment  was  the  best  that 
could  be  devised.     

VisoouKT  CAEDWELL  pointed  out 
that  the  Bill  threw  the  primary  respon- 
sibility of  legislation  as  affected  the 
Natives  on  the  Colonial  Government, 
and  that  the  responsibility  of  the  Home 
Government  was  restrictea  to  the  power 
of  veto  in  such  cases  as  were  reserved 
by  the  Governor  General. 

Thx  Eajil  07  KTMBERLEY  said,  the 
clause  reserved  to  the  Home  Government 
a  controlling  power  over  Colonial  legis- 
lation in  respect  of  the  Native  popma- 
tion.  The  Colonial  Government  had 
hitherto  shown  great  prudence  in  regard 
to  the  disturbance,  which  had  broken 
out  on  the  frontier,  and  this  afforded 
evidence  that  they  might  be  trusted  with 
larger  powers.  Moreover,  it  was  much 
Baler  to  entrust  such  powers  to  a  con- 
federated Legislature  than  to  a  small 
Legislative  Council.  Li  the  former 
there  was  a  wider  public  opinion,  and 
eonsequently  a  larger  policy;  and  this 
vts  the  beet  safeguard  against  abuse. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Farther  Amendments  made ;  the  Ke- 
port  thereof  to  be  received  on  Tuaday 
Mxt ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended. 
(No.  67.) 

THE  KA8TEHK  QUESTION— DESPATCH 
OF  In  MAY.  1877.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Trb  Dun  07  BUTLAND  rose  to  call 
the  ftttention  of  the  House  to  the  Earl 
of  Derby's  despatoh  to  Lord  Augustus 
Loftos  of  let  May,  1877.    The  noble 

VOLCWXXXIV.    [xHiap  swms.] 


Duke  said,  he  must  throw  himself  upon 
their  Lordships'  indulgence  while  he 
made  a  few  observations  on  the  subject 
he  was  about  to  bring  under  their 
notice ;  and  he  had  this  claim  to  their 
indulgence,  that  he  could  assure  their 
Lord^ps  that  he  would  rather  that  the 
subject  had  been  brought  imder  their 
notice  by  some  one  else — and  it  was  only 
because  no  other  noble  Lord  had  shown 
an  intention  of  bringing  it  under  con- 
sideration, and  because  he  felt  that  the. 
matter  was  at  present  one  of  vital  im-  / 

Sortance.  that  he  had  ventured  to  intro- 
uce  it.  He  thought  the  despatch  was 
couched  in  language  of  a  much  stronger 
description  than  the  noble  Lord  and  the 
Government  could  have  intended  to  use ; 
and  his  fear  was  that  it  would  be  read 
by  other  countries,  and  more  particularly 
by  Turkey,  as  an  abrogation  of  the  De- 
claration of  Neutrality.  It  was  most 
important  this  country,  acting  in  con- 
cert with  the  other  Powers  of  Europe, 
should  maintain  a  strict  and  bond  fid$ 
neutrality.  He  perceived  in  that  morn- 
ing's papers  indications  of  the  ill  effects 
that  had  already  arisen  from  his  noble 
Friend's  despatch;  he  saw  that  at  St. 
Fetersbure.  at  Berlin,  and  at  Faris  it 
had  caused  much  consternation ;  and  he 
had  brought  the  matter  forward  in  the 
hope  that  his  noble  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  might  be  able  to  state  what 
would  calm  and  soothe  the  alarm  that 
now  prevailed  on  the  Continent.  He 
hoped  nothing  would  fall  from  himself 
that  would  in  any  way  embarrass  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  He  felt  deeply 
grateful  to  his  noble  Friend  and  to  the  Go- 
vernment for  their  continuous,  assiduous, 
and  unremitting  exertions  to  maintain 
Uie  peace  of  Europe.  Unfortunately 
those  exertions,  however  strenuous,  had 
failed.  In  the  despatch  to  which  his 
Notice  referred,  he  perceived  that  his 
noble  Friend  particularly  inveighed 
against  liussia  for  having  broken  the 
Treaty  of  1856;  but  his  noble  Friend 
himself  the  other  day  in  this  House  de- 
clared that  no  Treaty  was  irrevocable. 
Now.  he  (the  Duke  of  Kutland)  thought 
that  he  could  show  their  Lordships  that 
Bussia  had  not  broken  that  Treaty. 
After  the  outbreak  of  the  Servian  War 
there  were  differences  of  opinion  between 
several  of  the  Powers ;  an  attempt  was 
made  by  diplomacy  to  arrange  these 
difi&oulties  and  differences ;  a  Conference 
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was  proposed,  but  did  not  succeed  in 
arranging  them;  a  Protocol  was  pro- 
posed, and  again  tliat  failed  of  its  in- 
tended object;  and  why  did  they  all 
fail?  He  asked  their  Lordships  whe- 
ther Bussia  did  not  go  to  the  utmost 
extent  she  could  in  meeting  the  demands 
of  his  noble  Friend  and  of  the  other 
Powers  of  Europe  ?  She  gave  way  on 
almost  every  point  in  controversy ;  whe- 
ther it  was  the  occupation  of  Bulgaria,  or 
the  granting  of  administrative  autonomy 
to  European  ftovinces — in  every  way 
Eussia  did  what  she  could  to  meet  his 
noble  Friend.  But  Turkey  refused  to 
give  way;  she  would  do  nothing;  she 
would  listen  to  nothing ;  she  maintained 
that  attitude  at  the  Conference,  and  in 
that  spirit  she  rejected  the  Protocol. 
After  the  Powers  of  Europe  had  been 
brought  together  and  enaeavoured  to 
settle  these  matters  by  peaceful  meaus, 
and  affcer  their  endeavours  in  common 
had  failed,  he  thought  Eussia  was  jus- 
tified in  saying  she  had  fulfilled  her 
obligations  under  the  Treaty  of  Paris, 
and  she  was  called  upon  to  interfere  in 
a  more  active  way.  A  great  deal  had 
been  said  about  the  independence  of 
Turkey ;  but  the  independence  of  Turkey 
was  a  thing  of  the  past.  Did  anyone 
mean  to  say  that,  after  the  blood  and 
treasure  we  expended  in  the  Crimean 
War — after  20  years  of  misgovemment 
in  Turkey,  increasing  every  year  and 
every  month,  and  culminating  in  the 
Bulgarian  atrocities — we  had  no  right 
to  interfere  in  the  concerns  of  Turkey  ? 
The  noble  Lord  himself  had  interfered. 
What  could  be  more  direct  interference 
than  writing  such  a  despatch  as  the 
noble  Lord  wrote  on  the  21st  of  Sep- 
tember, in  which  he  said — 

**Your  Excellency  will,  in  the  name  of  the 
Queen  and  Her  Majesty's  Government,  call  for 
reparation  and  justice,  and  urge  that  the  re- 
building of  the  houses  and  churches  should  be 
begun  at  once,  and  neoessair  assistance  given  for 
the  restoration  of  the  woollen  and  other  indus- 
tries, as  well  as  provision  made  for  the  relief  of 
those  who  have  oeen  reduced  to  poverty ;  and, 
above  all,  you  will  point  out  that  it  is  a  matter 
of  absolute  necessity  that  the  eighty  women 
should  be  found  and  restored  to  thmr  mnilies." 
—{Tm-key,  No.  I  (1877),  p.  288.] 

Could  anyone  who  read  that  desjpatoh 
conceive  of  its  being  sent  to  an  mde- 
pendent  Power  ?  But  further,  the  noble 
Marquess,  whom  he  did  not  see  in  his 
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Slaoe  (the  Marquees  of  Salisboiy),  iahk 
espatoh  to  the  noble  Earl  the  Fotai|;B 
Secretary,  dated  Pera,  the  4th  of  Jannny 
last,  said — 

«  The  independence  of  the  Ottoman  Forte  m  a 
phrase  which  ii,  of  course,  capable  of  dlAH«ul 
interpretationB.  At  the  present  time  it  anifc  bs 
interpreted  so  as  be  oonsiBtent  with  the  eo^joini 
military  and  diplomatic  action  taken  in  rsoeot 
years  by  the  Powers  who  signed  the  Treaty  of 
Paris.  If  the  Porte  had  been  indeMndent  m  the 
sense  in  which  the  Ghiaranteeing  Powm  an  in- 
dependent, it  would  not  have  stood  m  nted  ol  a 
guarantee.  The  military  saorifioes  madd  by  tha 
two  Western]  Powers  twen^  years  ago  to  savs 
it  from  destruction,  and  the  Conference  which  is 
now  being  held  to  avert  an  analoffooa  danger, 
would  have  been  an  unneoesnry  intsrfsivDoe  if 
Turkey  had  been  a  Power  which  did  not  depsad 
on  the  protection  of  others  for  itt  ezistenoe.'*— 
{Turkey,  No.  2  (1877),  p.  218.] 

He  asked  their  Lordships  whether,  after 
reading  the  despatch,  it  was  not  some- 
thing beyond  aU  human  belief  that  peo- 
ple could  still  talk  of  the  independence 
of  Turkey  ?  There  was  another  thing 
in  these  debates  on  the  Eastern  QnestioD 
which  had  struck  him  as  curious,  and 
that  was  the  amount  of  blame  ^at  had 
been  cast  upon  the  late  Prime  Minister, 
lately  the  leader  of  the  Liberal  Pazty 
for  his  participation  in  what  was  called 
the  Autumn  Crusade.  The  Oorem- 
ment  of  this  country  must  always  be 
anxious  to  know  what  the  real  feelingf 
of  the  people  were  on  this  or  any  other 
subject ;  and  if  their  Lordships  doubted 
what  the  feeling  was  their  doubt  might 
be  removed  by  a  despatch  of  the  noUe 
Earl  the  Foreign  Seoretary,  containing 
language  which  reflected  the  greatest 
honour  upon  him.  On  the  5th  of  Sep- 
tember, 1876,  the  noble  Lord 


'*  It  is  my  duty  to  inform  you  that  any  syn- 
pathy  which  was  previously  felt  here  towards 
that  country  has  been  completely  destrored  bj 
the  recent  lamentable  occurrences  in  Bulgaria; 
the  amount  of  outrages  and  and  excesses  ooo- 
mitted  by  the  Turkisn  troops  upon  an  unha|^, 
and  for  the  most  part  unresisting  population, 
has  raised  an  universal  feeling  of  inojgnatianin 
all  classes  of  English  society,  and  to  such  i 
pitch  has  this  risen,  that  in  tha  eztrsme  esst 
of  Russia  declaring  war  against  Turicejr,  Htr 
Majesty's  Government  would  find  it  prao^oaUj 
impossible  to  interfere  in  the  defence  of  tbs 
Ottoman  Empire." 

Well,  how  was  that  feeling  disoorered? 
Why,  through  the  efforts  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone. His  noble  Friend  the  Bobk 
Duke  seemed  to  admit  that  he  wai 
oorrect. 


485        Th0  SasUm  QueBtion.         (Mat  8, 1877}     Ihspaieh of  Ut  May,  1877.    486 


The  Dttke  of  MOHMOND  akd 
GORDON :  I  beg  your  pardon— I  do 
not  

The  Duke  of  RUTLAND :  Did  the 
noble  Duke  deny  it?  Why,  lagt  night,  in 
"  another  place,''  Mr.  Gross  said  he  per- 
fectly agreed  in  all  that  had  been  said 
throughout  the  country  in  reference  to 
the  atrocities  committed  in  Turkey;  and, 
therefore,  he  contended  that  the  Go- 
▼emment  were  indebted  to  Mr.  Glad- 
stone for  the  knowledge  of  the  real  feel- 
ing of  the  country  in  this  matter.  He 
might  be  told  that  these  things  had 
paMed,  and  Ihat  it  was  perfectly  us^ess 
to  ask  Ihese  questions  now,  and  that  he 
was  merely  wastine  Iheir  Lordships' 
time ;  but  he  thought  not,  if  they  could 
only  leam  a  lesson  from  what  had  taken 
place  and  apply  it  for  guidance  in  their 
future  conduct.  He  was  one  of  those 
who  were  of  opinion  that,  if  the  Govern- 
ment ooidd  have  conscientiously  signed 
the  Berlin  Memorandum,  peace  would 
have  been  secured ;  but,  umbrtunately, 
on  that  occasion  they  separated  them- 
srives  from  the  rest  or  Europe.  He  had 
an  earnest  and  strong  conviction  that  his 
noble  Friend  was  unable  to  sign  it ;  but 
the  consequence  had  been  that  we  had 
lost  the  opportunity  of  joining  with  the 
other  Powers  in  securing  the  peace  of 
£urope.  His  fear  was  that  at  present 
they  were  again  on  the  verge  of  a  simi- 
lar catastrophe.  He  would  ask  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  whe- 
ther any  other  Power  in  Europe  had 
written  such  a  despatch  to  Russia  as 
that  on  which  he  had  been  commenting  ? 
He  would  ask  him,  further,  whether  the 
despatch  of  the  Istof  May  was  submitted 
to  the  other  Governments  of  Europe, 
and,  if  so,  whether  they  approved  it? 
It  was  very  important  that  they  should 
not  be  agitated  at  the  present  moment. 
He  was  sure  that  they  were  all  anxious 
to  localize  the  war  and,  if  possible,  to 
procure  peace ;  but  he  felt  confident  the 
only  way  to  do  so  was  for  the  Powers  of 
Europe  to  hold  together  and  maintain  a 
strict  neutrality.  He  did  not  desire  to 
detain  their  Lordships,  but  he  could  not 
sit  down  without  referring  to  the  words 
which  the  Emperor  of  Kussia  used  to 
our  Ambassador  on  the  2nd  of  November 
last.  Mr.  Gross  read  the  despatch  in 
*'  another  place  "  last  night,  and  perhaps 
he  was  wrong  im  repeating  it  now ;  but 
he  Mt  it  was  so  important  at  the  present 


moment  Ihat  the  words  of  the  Emperor 
of  Russia  should  be  known  to  every 
man,  woman,  and  child  in  this  country 
and  in  all  Europe  that,  at  the  risk  of 
wearying  their  Lordships,  he  would  read 
an  extract  from  it  again.  Lord  Augustus 
Loftus,  in  a  despatch  dated  November  2, 
1876,  wrote— 

•<Hi8  Majesty  pledged  his  sacred  word  of 
honour  in  the  most  eaniest  and  solemn  manner 
that  he  had  no  intention  of  acquiring  Constan- 
tinople, and  that,  if  necessity  should  oblige  him 
to  occupy  a  portion  of  Bulgaria,  it  would  only 
be  provisionally,  and  untQ  peace  and  the  safety 
of  the  Christian  population  were  secured.  .  . 
His  Majesty  could  not  understand,  when  both 
countries  had  a  common  object — nameljr,  the 
maintenance  of  peace  and  the  amelioration  of 
the  condition  of  the  Christians — and  when  he 
had  given  every  proof  that  he  had  no  desire  for 
conquest  or  aggrandisement,  why  there  should 
not  be  a  perfect  understanding  between  England 
and  Russia — an  understanding  based  on  a  policy 
of  peace,  which  would  be  equally  beneficial  to 
their  mutual  interest  and  to  those  of  Europe  at 
large.  *■  Intentions,'  said  his  Majesty,  *  are  at- 
tributed to  Kussia  of  a  future  conquest  of  India 
and  of  the  possession  of  Constantinople.  Can 
anything  be  more  absurd  ?  With  regard  to  the 
former  it  is  a  perfect  impossibility ;  and  as  re- 
gards the  latter  I  repeat  again  the  most  solemn 
assurances  that  I  entertain  neither  the  wish  nor 
the  intention.'  His  Majesty  deeply  deplored 
the  distrust  of  his  policy  which  was  manifested 
in  England,  and  the  evil  effects  it  produced, 
and  he  earnestly  requested  me  to  do  my  ut- 
most to  dispel  this  cloud  of  suspicion  and  dis- 
trust of  Kussia,  and  charged  me  to  convey  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  the  solemn  assu- 
rances he  had  repeated  to  me." — [^TurJcey,  No.  1 
(1877)  p.  643.] 

No  language  could  be  stronger  than 
this.  There  was  the  word  of  honour  of 
the  Emperor  of  Bussia  given  to  Her 
Majesty  s  Government  that  he  had  no 
desire  to  acquire  Constantinople,  and 
that  he  did  not  seek  to  approaon  India. 
He  (the  Duke  of  Rutland)  could  not 
believe  that  anyone  claiming  the  name 
of  a  gentleman,  much  more  that  of  an 
Emperor,  could  falsify  his  word  of 
honour  given  in  such  language.  It 
seemed  perfectly  impossible.  But  sup- 
pose it  were  not  so— suppose  that  Eussia 
did  wish  or  attempt  to  take  Constanti- 
nople, to  stop  the  Suez  Canal,  and  seize 
on  Egypt  —  suppose  all  these  impossi- 
bilities, what  better  security  could  there 
be  against  them  than  to  unite  with  the 
rest  of  Europe  in  resisting  such  schemes 
of  aggrandizement  ?  If  that  time  should 
ever  arrive,  he  felt  confident  there  was 
no  man  in  England  in  whom  the  country 
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could  repose  greater  confidexfce  than  in 
his  noble  Friend  the  noble  Earl.  The 
interests  of  England  and  her  honour 
would  be  safe  in  his  hands. 

The  Eakl  of  DERBY  :  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Duke  has  concluded  with  a 
remark  so  personally  complimentary  to 
myself  that  I  almost  shrink  from  com- 
menting, as  I  otherwise  should  have 
been  inclined  to  do,  on  some  points  of 
the  speech  he  has  just  made.  My  noble 
Friend  says  the  interests  and  honour  of 
the  country  are  perfectly  safe  in  my 
hands ;  but  if  I  am  to  put  the  plain  and 
ordinary  meaning  on  the  remarks  which 
he  has  just  made,  he  must  believe  that  the 
course  we  have  pursued  in  this  matter  is 
both  unwise  and  unsafe  ;  and  if  that  is 
the  case,  I  should  be  surprised  that  my 
noble  Friend  felt  any  confidence  for  the 
future,  which  was  so  little  justified  by 
the  past.  On  previous  occasions  when  I 
have  heard  my  noble  Friend  speak  in 
this  House  he  has  not  often  indulged  in 
flights  of  imagination ;  but  I  think  my 
noble  Friend  was  for  once  imaginative 
when  he  said,  in  the  opening  sentences 
of  his  speech,  that  he  would  not  have 
thought  of  bringing  this  subject  before 
your  Lordships  if  anyone  else  had  ap- 
peared willing  to  do  so.  Now,  my 
Lords,  the  despatch  on  which  he  has 
commented  was  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  public  yesteraay  morning — the  same 
afternoon  my  noble  Friend  placed  his 
Notice  on  the  Paper : — and  I  do  not 
well  understand  how  he  could  con- 
trive to  ascertain  in  so  short  a  time 
that  he  was  the  only  person  likely  to 
bring  forward  the  subject.  Butjthat  is 
not  adl.  My  noble  Friend  is  imaginative 
again  when  he  speaks  of  the  consterna- 
tion produced  by  the  appearance  of  the 
despatch  in  the  various  European  capi- 
tals. I  should  like  very  much  to  know 
how  he  has  found  that  out.  I  think  I 
have  at  least  as  many  opportunities  of 
knowing  what  takes  place  in  the  various 
capitals  of  Europe  as  my  noble  Friend 
can  have ;  and  although  it  is  rather  too 
early,  when  a  Paper  has  only  been  before 
the  world  for  48  hours,  to  learn  the  effect 
it  has  produced,  I  certainly  am  not  aware 
that  it  has  created  the  feeling  of  conster- 
nation which  my  noble  Friend  has  attri- 
buted to  it. 

The  Duke  of  RUTLAND  :  I  have 
seen  the  telegraphic  despatches  on  the 
subject  in  the  morning  papers. 

The  Duke  of  Euthnd 


The  Eabl  of  DERBY;  Whi^  morn- 
ing papers  ?  

The  Duke  of  RUTLAND  :    In    The 
Daily  News, 

The  Eael  of  DERBY:    I  give  my 
noble  Friend  equal  credit  for  Binoeiity 
and  simplicity ;  but  if  he  has  taken  YSa 
estimate  of  the  policy  of  the  GoTem- 
ment  from  the  telegraphic  information 
of  The  Daily  News,  I  am  not  surprised 
that  his  conclusions   have  been    maxh. 
as  he  has  described.     But  I  mnst  go 
on  to  the  otherpoints  my  noble  Friend 
has  touched.     He  puts  to  me  a  ques- 
tion which  I  think,  under  the  oirciun- 
stances,    is    one  of  a  rather    sing^ar 
character.     He  wants  to  know  whether, 
before  the  despatch  referred  to  was  pab- 
lished,  it  was  submitted  to  the  judg^oit 
of  the  other  Powers.    Was  such  a  ques- 
tion, my  Lords,  ever  asked  before  ?    Has 
it  ever  before  been  expected  that  a  Bri- 
tish   Minister,    writing    an    important 
despatch,  expressing  the  opinion  of  hif 
Government  on  the  step  which  another 
Government  has  taken,  should  abstain 
from  expressing  that  opinion  until  he 
had  consulted  with  the  other  Powers 
of  Europe,   and  made  quite  sure   tiiat 
no  one  would  disagree  wiUi  it?     My 
Lords,  I  need  not  say  Ihat  such  a  oonrss 
would  be  altogether  unreasonable.     But 
my  noble  Friend  goes  back  on   mat- 
ters of  old  date.    He  went  back  to  the 
time  of  the  Berlin  Memorandum,    and 
said  if  we  had  only  signed  that  Memo- 
randum there  would  have  been  no  dis- 
turbance of  the    European   peace.     I 
have  answered  questions  on  tnat  subject 
again  and  again  within  the  last  few- 
weeks,  and  I  shall  only  revert  to  the 
matter  now  to  say  that,  if  we  had  done 
as  my  noble  Friend  says  we  ought  to 
have  done,  we  should  have  been  involved 
in  what  I  am  sure  neither  House  of  Flu* 
liament  would  desire — a  war  against 
Turkey  in  conjunction  with  Russia.    I 
will  not  discuss  that  other  point  which  my 
noble  Friend  the  noble  Duke  introduced 
— namely,  the  debt  of  gratitude  which  wt 
owe  to  the  distinguished  ex-Prime  Mi- 
nister, who  was  lately  the  Leader  of  the 
Liberal  Party.    My  noble  Friend  thinks 
the  Government  ought  to  feel  grateful 
to  Mr.  Gladstone  for  the  language  which 
he  used  and  the  course  which  he  pursued. 
Well,  if  it  was  my  habit  or  my  wish  to 
take  a  purely  Party   view   of  things^ 
I  should   sympathise  with   my   nobis 
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Friend ;  I  think  that,  in  a  party  point  of 
view,  Mr.  Gladstone  has  rendered  great 
service  to  the  Government :  but  if  I 
had  been  a  Member  of  the  Liberal 
Party  I  should  not  be  at  all  grateful 
to  that  distinguished  person  for  the 
services  he  had  rendered  to  them.  My 
noble  Friend  went  on  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  independence  of  Turkey,  and 
said  it  was  all  nonsense  to  speak  of 
Turkey  as  an  independent  State.  I  own 
I  do  not  see  what  that  has  to  do  with 
the  present  state  of  affairs.  It  was  a 
very  fair  question  to  discuss  when  the 
matter  before  us  was  to  what  extent  we 
were  entitled  to  interfere  in  the  internal 
affairs  of  Turkey ;  but  when  that  is  all 
past  and  gone,  it  is  merely  raising  a  re- 
trospective and  historical  question  which 
it  would  serve  no  good  purpose  to  dis- 
cuss. As  to  any  charge  of  inconsistency 
in  talking  on  the  one  hand  of  the  inde- 

Eendence  of  Turkey  and  on  the  other 
and  writing  a  despatch  which  dealt 
with  the  internal  affairs  of  that  country, 
I  may  point  out  that  at  the  time  that  de- 
spatch of  the  21st  September  was  written 
we  were  in  a  peculiar  position  with  re- 
gard to  the  Turkish  Empire ;  the  Powers 
were  engaged  in  the  work  of  mediation, 
and  we,  among  others,  were  trying  to 
bring  about  a  settlement  of  the  contro- 
versy. It  wfiw  perfectly  reasonable, 
therefore,  and  not  at  all  inconsistent 
with  the  independence  of  that  country 
that  we  should  interfere  when  acts  were 
committed  tending  to  make  effective 
mediation  impossible,  and  say — "  We 
can  have  no  more  to  do  with  you  if  these 
acts  continue;  we  can  take  up  your 
case  no  longer  if  you  do  not  put  a  stop 
to  them."  Then  my  noble  Friend  quoted 
the  words  of  the  Emperor  of  Russia  to 
Lord  Augustus  Lofbus,  which  have  been 
for  some  time  before  the  public  of  this 
coimtry  and  of  Europe.  I  do  not  quarrel 
with  my  noble  Friend  for  referring  to  that 
declaration  if  he  thought  it  appropriate 
and  important ;  but  I  may  observe  that 
at  the  time  when  that  declaration  was 
made  Eussian  armies  were  stationed  on 
on  the  frontiers  of  Turkey ;  a  war  loan 
had  been  issued,  and  mobilization  had 
taken  place ;  and  I  may  also  point  out 
that  from  the  same  high  and  distin- 
guished authority  there  was  another  de- 
claration made — ^I  mean  that  speech  at 
Moscow,  which,  if  I  chose  to  argue  the 
point,  I  might  refer  to  with  as  much 


propriety  and  as  much  effect  as  that  with 
which  my|noble  Friend  has  referred  to  the 
conversation  with  Lord  Augustus  Loftus. 
I  think  my  noble  Friend  was  guilty  of 
an  argumentative  fallacy  when  he  said 
that  the  position  we  held  in  the  despatch 
to  which  he  referred  would  be  considered 
inconsistent  with  our  professions  of  en- 
tire neutrality.  Now,  I  do  not  see  what 
the  two  things  have  to  do  with  one  an- 
other. Does  it  follow  that  because  we 
mean  to  be  neutral  in  a  war — does  it 
follow  because  considerations  of  policy 
or  the  interests  of  our  own  country  with- 
hold us  from  taking  any  part  in  a  quarrel 
going  on  between  other  Powers — that 
we  are  therefore  bound  to  abstain  from 
giving  any  expression  of  opinion  on  the 
subj  ect  ?  That  has  never  been  the  course 
in  this  country,  and  if  we  had  pursued  it 
on  this  occasion  we  certainly  should  not 
have  escaped  criticism  more  severe  and 
more  just  than  that  which  has  been  ad- 
dressed to  us.  As  regards  foreign  Powers, 
I  agree  as  to  the  danger  of  hasty  lan- 
guage ;  but  if  there  is  one  thing  more  than 
another  which  is  likely  to  lead  to  hasty 
and  ill-considered  and,  therefore,  possibly 
injudicious  and  dangerous  words  on  the 
part  of  those  who  represent  either  the 
present,  or  any  other  Government,  it  is 
that  they  should  be  called  upon  night 
after  night,  with  no  definite  issue  before 
the  House,  to  express  opinions  which 
necessarily  go  forth  to  all  Europe,  upon 
the  most  delicate  and  difficult  questions. 

Lord  WAVENEY  was  understood  to 
say  that  public  feelins^  had  not  in  the 
least  changed  since  tne  Conference  at 
St.  James's  Hall,  and  to  refer  to  the 
meeting  on  Monday  evening  showing 
the  interest  taken  by  the  public  in  this 
question. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  convenient  to  go 
into  a  debate  on  the  Eastern  Question 
at  this  moment;  but  I  should  be  re- 
luctant that  this  discussion  should  close 
without  making  a  few  observations  on 
what  has  passed.  I  certainly  cannot 
concur  in  the  censure  of  the  noble  Earl 
the  Secretary  of  State  on  the  noble 
Duke  for  having  brought  this  question 
forward.  On  the  contrary,  I  think  it 
exceedingly  valuable  that  the  noble 
Duke  should  have  shown  the  moral 
courage  to  speak  in  opposition  to  the 
feeling  of  those  around  him,  and  give 
expression  to  his  honest  and  conscien- 
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tious  oonvictioiis  on  the  subjeot  which 
he  brought  before  the  House.  The  noble 
Earl  found  fault  with  the  noble  Duke 
for  having  gone    back  to  the    Berlin 
Memorandum.     My  Lords,  I  can  quite 
conceive  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  anxious  to  throw  a  veil  over  the  past ; 
but  I  think  it  most  natural  that  the  noble 
Duke,  having  spoken  for  the  first  time 
in  the  House  on  the  Eastern  Question, 
should  have  referred  to  one  of  the  most 
remarkable  incidents  in  these  negotia- 
tions.   I  entirely  agree  with  the  noble 
Duke  that  the  act  by  which  we  sepa- 
rated ourselves  from  Europe  and  the 
mode  in  which  the  Memorandum  was 
rejected  were  most  unfortunate  circum- 
stances,  and  the  misfortune  has  been 
aggravated  by  the  subsequent  boastings 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  and  their 
supporters  that  a  most  material  check 
was  thus  given  to  the  three  Emperors. 
I  should  like  to  know  what  the  check 
which  broke  np  the  concert  of  Europe 
at  the  time  has  effected?    The  nolue 
Earl  asked  the  noble  Duke  where  he 
got  his  information  as  to  the  effect  which 
the  despatch  to  which  he  referred  pro- 
duced in  foreign  countries;  and  when 
the  noble  Duke  said  it  was  from  the 
Correspondent  of  The  Daily  New%  ^ere 
was  a  general  laugh  on  the  other  side, 
as  if  the  question  had  been  disposed  of. 
But  I  must  remind  your  Lordships  that 
something  of  the  same  kind  happened 
last    year.     Certain    things    were  con- 
veyed to  the  people  of  this  coimtiy  by 
the  Correspondent  of  Th$  Daily  Dmct, 
Her   Majesty's    Gbvemment    and    the 
Prime  Minister  threw  the  greatest  doubt 
on  the  information  given  them,  but  a 
long    time    afterwards,  by  an  inquiry 
made  by  their  orders,  they  did  obtain 
information  which,  so  far  from  justifying 
the  sneers  which  they  had  indulged  in 
at  the   information  received  from  the 
Correspondent  of  The  Daily  News,  en- 
tirely corroborated  it.    So  that  the  fact 
of  such  a  statement  as  that  to  which  the 
noble  Duke  referred  appearing  in  The 
Daily  Newe  does  not  seem  to  be  conclu- 
sive as  to  its  falsehood.    Objection  was 
made  by  the  noble  Earl  to  the  noble 
Duke's  reference  to  the  despatch  de- 
manding, in  an  imperious  tone,  redress 
for    the    outrages    committed    by    the 
Turkish  (Government.    I  am  not  goine 
to  enter  into  the  dispute  as  to  how  much 
confidence  the  noble  Duke  ought  to  re« 

Earl  Granville 


pose  in  the  noble  EarL  I  leave  ikem  to 
settle  that  am»ug  themaelves.  But  frooi 
what  I  know  of  my  noble  Friend'a  d^ 
position  I  am  sure  that  he  is  ma  littb 
inclined  as  anyone  can  be  to  mimnfar- 
ture  despatches  ibr  home  oonsumptioa, 
and  whicn  are  not  intended  to  be  m  aay 
use  in  the  transaction  of  publio  affaiza — 
but  when  your  Lordships  read  these  de- 
spatches— one  addressed  to  the  ToiUsh 
(government,  the  other  addressed  in  a 
scolding  tone  to  the  Bussian  (Sorern- 
ment,  and  compared  ihem  with  the  Pro- 
clamation of  strict  neutrality  betwssn 
the  two  countries — they  certainly  do  raise 
the  impression  that  they  were  intendsd 
rather  to  create  a  favourable  impression 
at  home  as  to  the  foreign  policy  of  the 
Government  than  to  secure  the  objeols 
at  which  they  professedly  aim.  I  again 
say  that  I  acknowledge  with  thankfii]- 
ness  the  action  of  the  noble  Duke  in 
bringing  the  matter  befbre  your  Lotd- 
ships. 

Ths  LORD  OHANCJELLOB:  My 
Lords,  I  onl^  rise  to  say  that,  consider- 
ing the  gratitude  of  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Gmnville)  to  the  noble  Duke,  your  Lord- 
ships might  have  justly  expected  that  the 
noble  Ectfl  himself  would  have  expressed 
some  opinion  upon  the  despatco.  Bat 
the  noble  Earl  has  risen  and  has  sat 
down  again,  and  has  not  said  a  sin^ 
word  on  the  subject  of  the  deepeteh, 
except  that  it  was  not  intended  for 
Russia,  but  for  home  consumptioii. 

Eabl  ORANYILLE  said,  he  had  de- 
scribed the  despatch  to  Lord  Augusta* 
Loftus  as  one  of  a  scolding  diaraoter. 
and  had  added  that  although  the  noble 
Earl  was  incapable  of  roanafactoiing 
despatches  for  home  consumption,  a  com- 
parison of  these  two  despatdies  might 
lead  to  the  inference  that  they  were  in- 
tended to  produce  a  favourable  impres- 
sion at  home  as  to  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment, rather  than  a  beneficial  eflact 
on  the  course  of  events  abroad. 

The  lord  CHAl^OELLOR :  I  did 
not  so  understand  the  noble  EacL  I 
wish  to  point  out  that  so  far  ftom  the 
despatch  being  volunteered  on  the  part 
of  the  (Government,  it  was  a  despatch 
which  was  absolutely  oidled  for  by  Uie 
communication  which  was  addressed  by 
Prince  GKurtohakoff  to  Her  Mi^'esly'f 
(Government.  That  was  a  oammniiios- 
tion  which  upon  the  face  of  it  staled  that 
the  Emperor  of  Russia  in  what  he  wss 
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doing  wiA  Mtiii^  in  recponte  to  the  sen* 
timmili  and  the  intereets  of  Europe.  If 
Her  Majeety's  GoTernment  had  tne  opi- 
nion that  that  was  a  just  statement^  then 
ci  eonrse  they  were  entirely  in  the  wrong 
in  reenonding  to  the  despatch ;  bat,  on 
the  other  hand,  if  the  statement  was  one 
which  the  GoTemment  of  this  country 
ooald  not  aooept,  then  I  believe  it  was 
th«ir  bonnden  duty  to  place  upon  record 
in  a  manner  which  could  not  be  mistaken 
the  opinion  which  conscientiously  thev 
entertained  of  the  step  taken  by  IIis 
Imperial  Majesty.  I  believe  that  the 
people  of  this  oountry  asree  in  the  stato- 
menta  which  are  made  by  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemment  in  the  despatch  of  my  noble 
Friend ;  and  I  must  say  I  heard  with 
some  amasement  and  deep  regret  the 
■nggestion  made  by  the  noble  Duke  that 
the  Ooyemment  of  this  country,  in  ex- 
preeaing  their  opinion,  called  u>r  after 
the  oiroumstanoes  I  have  described, 
ought  to  haye  submitted  their  opinion  to 
the  other  Courts  of  Europe  before  ex> 
preaeing  it. 

qab    ajo)   watkb  0rdxr8  cokfirhatioit 
(abixgdon,  Ac.)  bill  [h.l.] 

A  Bin  for  conflmung  cortain  ProriaionA^ 
OrdtTi  mjuln  by  the  Iloura  of  Trado  undnr  ITio 
IHm  nnd  WmUrworku  VwciUiicn  AcU,  1870.  ro- 
ktiag  to  Abingdon  Gm,  (-lunleigh  Oat,  llor- 
■hAm  Um,  UkMton  (tea,  MAiiifioId  Gaa,  Now. 
autU^ondat'Lyme  Om,  North  Camp  and  Fom- 
borough  Diatrict  (^aa,  and  Kouthbanic  and  Nor- 
maoby  (hu  — Waa  pretenteH  by  Tho  Ixird 
KLrfltmroiiB;  read  1%  and  rtffrrtd  to  the 
(No.  66.) 

Hosit  s^joomad  at  Havan  o'clock, 

t!u  Friday  oaxt,  hAU-paat 

ten  o'clock. 
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MlHUTfiH.]  —  rr»Lic  Billh— f>ri«-«f— /ir»< 
Mm4inf  —  Bnmmary   Juriadiction    (Iraland) 
(Ho.  Sj •  [169]. 
mmd  JBaaJtv-UoArtar  Saarfons  (Borongha)  * 

t0  fMeH  ONMM^r//^— Companies  Acta 
(No.  a)  •[109]. 


NAVY—MR.  CLARF/8  PETITION. 
QUBSTI0N8. 

Mb.  BIGOAB  asked  the  Flint  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  Why  the  Petition  pre- 
sented to  the  Right  honourable  Sir  John 
Somerset  Pakington  (now  Lord  Hamp- 
ton) about  the  26th  of  November  1866 
bv  the  Eight  honourable  Colonel  John 
Wilson  Patten  (now  I^ord  Winmarloigh), 
of  Mr.  John  Clare,  tho  inventor  and  pa- 
tentee of  the  metal  shipbuilding  of  the 
State  Navy,  and  the  plaintiff  in  '•  Clare 
V.  The  Queen,'*  has  not  been  acted  upon, 
though  repeated  applioations  have  been 
made  to  the  Admiralty;  and,  whether 
he  has  any  objection  to  lay  the  said 
Document,  and  Lord  Winmarleigh's 
Note  that  aocompanied  it,  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  a.  ¥.  EGEKTON,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  case  of  Mr.  Clare  had  been 
carefully  considered  by  successive  Boards 
of  Admiralty.  Mr.  Clare  had  also  en- 
deavoured to  enforce  his  claims  in  the 
Courts  of  Law.  Under  those  circum- 
stances, he  was  not  prepared  to  lay  on 
tho  Table  of  tlio  House  the  Petition 
presented  to  tho  Admiralty  by  Mr. 
v^lare,  because  it  could  not  bo  found. 
Bosides  that,  it  was  not  desirable  to  re- 
open a  matter^  that  had  already  been 
decided  upon. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Seoretair  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  ho 
would  state  why  he  withheld  from  Her 
Most  Gracious  Majesty  the  Queen,  after 
having  written  of  Mr.  John  Clare's 
claims  in  the  terms  of  the  following 
note, — 

"  Eode  Kiggi,  Broughton  in  Fumaas, 
"Norr.  6,  1872. 
"  Pear  8ir, 
**  The  MemoriAl  you  aend  aUtoa  msny  facts 
which  aro  not  within  my  knowledge,  but  I  do 
think  that,  as  atatod  in  iiaragraph  nineteen,  yuu 
have  contributed  to  tbn  pn^^nt  lystom  of  con- 
atruction  of  reanola  of  war,  and  I  wiah  that  aome 
compenaation  oould  be  granted  to  you  whateror 
may  hare  been  your  itrict  l(»gal  rights. 

**  U.  Asaheton  Croaa. 
"  Mr.  John  Clare.'* 

the  Petition  of  Mr.  John  Clare,  the  in* 
▼enter  and  patentee  of  the  metal  ship- 
building of  the  State  Navy,  andplaintiff  in 
''  Clarev.  The  Queen,"  specially  addresMd 
''  To  Her  Most  Gradout  Majesty  Vie- 
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toria,  Queen  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land," sent  into  him  at  the  Home  Office 
SrdMai-ch  1874,  as  the  official  medium 
between  Sovereign  and  subject;  and, 
why  he  placed  the  case  of  Mr.  Clare 
before  the  Law  Officers,  Sir  Richard 
Baggallay  and  Sir  John  Holker,  when 
his  case  and  claims  on  the  Admiralty 
were  solely  scientific  and  mechanical, 
and  not  lep^al  questions  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  Sir  George  Grey,  when  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, had  considered  Mr.  Clare's  case, 
and  answered  a  Question  similar  to  tiiat 
put  to  him  by  the  hon.  Member.  He 
had  himself  abready  made  a  statement  to 
the  House  on  the  subject,  and  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  repeat  it.  He  might  say 
that  he  had  been  persecuted  by  the  in- 
fliction of  letters  on  this  subject,  grater 
than  had  befallen  any  other  Member  of 
the  Gbvemment  or  of  that  House.  When 
he  took  office  he  referred  the  matter  to 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  to  see  if 
any  point  favourable  to  Mr.  Clare  had 
been  overlooked.  Their  answer  was  to 
the  same  effect  as  those  given  by  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  previous  Qt>vem- 
ment,  and  he  hoped  he  should  hear  no 
more  on  this  subject. 

ARMY— TROOPS  FOR  SERAaCE  ABROAD. 

QUE8TI0K. 

Mb.  HAYTER  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  the  fact, 
as  stated  in  the  **  Times"  of  May  5th, 
that  a  special  Roster  has  been  formed  of 
troops  for  immediate  departure  for  ser- 
vice abroad,  including  a  Brigade  of 
Guards,  seven  Regiments  of  Cavalry, 
four  Brigades  of  Artillery,  and  forty 
Battalions  of  Infantry  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY :  Sir,  in 
reply  to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  in- 
form him  that  no  special  Roster  has 
been  formed  of  troops  for  departure  for 
service  abroad ;  the  ordinary  Roster 
only  has  been  formed  as  for  tiie  usual 
number  of  troops. 

THE  JESUIT8-10  GEO.  IV. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  WHALLEY,  who  had  placed  on 
the  Paper  a  Question  with  respect  to 
the  Jesuits  in  England,  said,  he  would 
not  trouble  the  House  by  [reading  it,  but 

Mr,  Biggar 


would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tlift 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  rej^  to 

it  as  it  stood  on  the  Notice  Paper. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: I  think  I  must  trouble  the 
House  by  reading  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member.    It  is  as  follows : — 

"To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  ExchMoer, 
with  reference  to  the  statement  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  that '  drotunstanoes  mig^  rea- 
der it  expedient  to  put  in  force  the  eiistrng  Lavs 
prohibiting  the  residence  in  this  Coontrj  of 
Members  of  the  Societr  of  Jesus,  as  defined  in 
the  Act  of  10  Geo.  IV. ;  whether  the  preaent 
position  of  European  affairs  may  not  be  regundcd 
as  demanding  that  step,  having  regard  to  tha 
way  that  the  Papal  authorities  are  actively  en- 
gaged in  exciting  public  opinion  against  Rtinia 
as  the  head  of  the  Greek  Cnurch,  and  to  the  in- 
crease in  number,  influence,  and  activity  of  the 
Jesuits,  the  recognized  agents  of  the  Tattcan  in 
this  Countrj ;  and,  wheuer,  in  the  event  of  not 
enforcing  the  existing  Laws,  some  other  and 
what  means  will  be  taken  for  protecting  thi* 
Executive  Departments  of  the  Governmeoi  and 
the  public  interest  generally,  from  the  aaorel 
operations  of  this  dangerous  organisation.** 

The  bon.  Gentleman  puts  it  more  pithily 
to  me— what  I  mean  to  do  in  reierence 
to  the  Society  of  Jesus.  Well,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  I  know  yeiy  much  less 
about  the  proceedings  of  that  Society 
than  does  the  hon.  Member,  and  the 
chief  information  I  have  reoeived  as  to 
the  members  of  that  Society  came  from 
the  hon.  Member  himself.  But,  with 
regard  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question,  I 
may  say  I  am  not  aware  that  the  Papal 
autiiorities  are  more  actively  engag^ed  in 
exciting  public  opinion  in  this  country 
than  a  good  man^r  other  people  are.  Ex- 
citing public  opinion,  I  have  oeen  told  on 
high  authority,  is  a  very  proper  thing  to 
do ;  but  I  am  quite  sure  tnat  if  anything 
were  being  done  which  was  injurious  or 
unfriendly  to  our  Ally,  the  Emperor  of 
Russia,  proper  representations  would  be 
made  to  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  by 
His  Majesty's  Ambassador  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  that  those  representations 
would  receive  prompt  attention.  With 
regard  to  the  other  part  of  the  Question, 
as  to  the  dangers  which  are  threatened 
to  the  Executive  Departments  of  the  Oo- 
vemment,! "  from  the  secret  operations 
of  this  danfferous  org^anization,"  I  un- 
doubtedly feel»  as  we  all  feed,  much 
alarmed  at  this  suggestion.  What  I 
would  propose  to  the  hon.  Member  is 
that  he  should  place  at  our  disposal  the 
information  which  he  seems  to  possess 
on  this  subject. 
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Egypt  by  the  supply  of  troops  to  parti- 
cipate as  a  bellieerent  in  the  Turoo- 
Eussian  War  without  incurring  the 
danger  of  retaliatinghostilities;  secondly, 
whether  the  House  is  to  understand 
from  the  language  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary that  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment 
intend,  in  the  eyent  of  Eussia  so  reta- 
liating upon  Egypt  by  an  attack  upon 
Alexandria,  to  employ  the  British  arms 
against  Eussia ;  and,  lastly,  whether  the 
intimation  to  Turkey  and  Egypt  that 
their  chief  ports  will  be  more  or  less 

Erotected  by  England  against  Eussian 
ostilities  is  not  a  substimtial  contribu- 
tion to  their  ayailable  strength  in  the 
war,  and  a  departure  from  strict  neutra- 
lity by  this  country  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer thinks  proper  to  answer  that  Ques- 
tion, it  is  not  for  me  to  interfere ;  but  I 
am  bound  to  say  to  the  hon.  Member 
that  a  Question  of  that  character  should 
be  submitted  to  the  House  in  the  form 
of  a  Motion,  as  it  inyolyes  matters  of 
arg^ument  and  debate. 

The  CHANOELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEE :  All  that  I  can  say,  in  answer 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  is  that  the  Ques- 
tion is  one  which  it  is  impossible  for  me 
to  answer 

Mr.  SULLIVAN :  Allow  me,  Mr. 
Speaker,  to  giye  Notice  that  I  shaJl  ask 
this  Question  on  Monday  next. 


ARMY— COMMAND  OF  THE  HOME  DIS- 
TRICT.—QUESTION. 

Mr.  STACPOLE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If,  by  the  regulation 
limiting  the  command  of  the  Guards  to 
Major  Generals  promoted  from  full  pay 
of  the  Guards,  there  is  now  but  one 
officer  (excluding  the  late  and  present 
holders  of  the  appointment)  who  is 
eligible  for  the  command  of  the  Home 
District  and  Brigade  of  Guards ;  and,  if 
80,  whether  he  proposes  to  make  any 
alteration  in  a  rule  which  thus  takes 
away  the  power  of  selection  for  so  im- 
portant a  command  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  was  quite  correct  as  to  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things.  He  had,  however, 
been  informed  that  there  would  be 
several  eligible  officers  to  choose  from 
when  a  vacancy  occurred. 

COAL    MINES— THE    TYLDESLEY    EX- 
PLOSION.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  MAODONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  he  can  explain  how  it  was  that  the 
Counsel  appointed  by  the  Treasury  to 
attend  the  Tyldesley  Explosion  did  not 
attend  Coroner's  Inquest  on  Saturday; 
and  if  he  will  attend  at  the  next  sitting 
of  the  jury? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  reason  why  counsel  did  not 
attend  the  inquest  was  that  there  were 
two  inquests,  and  that  consequently 
fresh  counsel  had  to  be  engaged,  and 
there  was  an  accident  in  the  post. 
Counsel  would  be  present  at  the  ad- 
journed inquest. 

RUSSIA.     AND     TURKEY— THE    WAR- 
EGYPT.— QUESTION. 

Me.  SULLIVAN :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  a  Question 
of  which  I  have  given  him  private  Notice, 
Whether  he  has  any  objection  to  explain 
more  dearly  to  the  House  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  GK>vemment,  the  intima- 
tion of  the  Home  SecretaiT,  that  Eng- 
land would  defend  Egypt  nom  interfe- 
rence or  attack,  and  ihe  points  I  wish  to 
be  explained  are  these — ^Firstly,  whe- 
ther it  is  the  meaning  or  intention  of 
Her   Majesty's  Ctovemment  to  enable 


RUSSIA   AND    TURKEY— THE   WAR  — 
BLOCKADE  IN  THE  BLACK  SEA. 

QtTESTIOX. 

Mb.  E.  HUBBABD  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether,  in  view  of  Article  Three  of 
the  notification  of  the  hlockade  of  the 
Black  Sea,  which  grants  a  delay  of  three 
days,  reckoning  from  the  5th  May,  to 
merchant  yessds  wishing  to  enter  one  of 
the  blockaded  ports,  and  a  delay  of  five 
days  to  those  who  wish  to  clear  from  the 
same.  Her  Majesty's  Government  con- 
sider that  this  notification  fives  the 
'^ reasonable  time"  required  by  Inter- 
national Law  for  a  notice  of  blockade  to 
take  effect.  The  article  having  appeared 
in  the  "Times"  of  Monday  7th  May, 
and  the  time  expiring  on  Tuesday  the 
8th  and  Thursday  the  10th  May ;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  will 
consider  the  possibihty  of  making  imme- 
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diate  representations  to  the  Porte  in 
favour  or  British  shipowners  who,  under 
this  article,  would  have  to  forego  their 
homeward  cargoes  to  save  the  hull  of 
their  vessels  from  capture  ? 

Mh.  BOUEKE:  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vemment  are  not  prepared  to  contest 
the  right  of  the  Porte  to  issue  the  ref- 
lations with  regard  to  the  hlockade  which 
have  appeared  in  the  newspapers ;  and 
with  regard  to  the  second  paragraph  of 
the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I  have  to 
state  that  a  telegram  was  sent  yesterday 
to  Constantinople  authorizing  and  di- 
recting Mr.  Layard  to  request  that  the 
Porte  would  give  an  extension  of  the 
days  of  grace  to  vessels  wishing  to  enter 
the  blockaded  ports.  That  telegram 
added  the  hope  tnat  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
vemment  would  receive  from  the  Porto 
an  assurance  that  an  extension  of  the 
days  of  grace  should  be  accorded,  in 
order  that  vessels  which  are  now  on 
their  way  to  ports  in  the  Black  Sea 
should  be  enabled  to  arrive  there. 

Mb.  WILSON  asked  whether  that 
applied  also  to  vessels  having  cargoes 
for  ports  in  the  Mediterranean  ? 

Mb.  BOUEEIE  said,  it  was  a  general 
instruction  to  Mr.  Layard. 

RUSSIA   AND    TURKEY  — THE  WAR  — 

BLOCKADE  OF  THE  DANUBE. 

QUBSTIOKS. 

Mb.  GOURLEY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Turkish 
authorities  on  the  Upper  Danube  have, 
contrary  to  the  proclamation  of  the  1st 
of  May,  seized  and  set  on  fire  a  British 
corn-laden  lighter ;  if  so,  what  measures 
he  intends  adopting  in  order  to  prevent 
the  seizure  and  destruction  of  British 
lighters  and  other  steam-tugs  now  de- 
tained in  the  Upper  Danube  r  Further, 
if  he  can  inform  the  House  of  the  nature 
of  the  blockade  established  in  the  Black 
Sea,  if  beginning  at  the  entrance  to  tiie 
Dardanelles,  the  Bosphorus,  or  only  out- 
side Russian  Black  Sea  ports;  also, 
whether  he  will  use  the  influence  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  that  of  the 
Turkish  Government  to  procure  an  ex- 
tension of  the  time  allowed  for  leaving 
blockaded  ports  ? 

Mb.  BOUEKE :  I  only  had  time  to 
notice  this  Question  a  short  time  before 
I  oame  down  to  the  Hooaei  but  I 

2ir.  E.  Eubhard 


I  shall  be  able  to  give  a  saHsfiictoty 
answer.  With  res^irid  to  the  first  part 
of  the  Question,  I  have  to  state  that 
instructions  have  been  issued  by  th* 
Porte  to  the  Turkish  Conunander-in- 
Chief,  authorizing  him  to  stop  the  pro- 
perty of  neutrals  in  the  Danube,  in  order 
that  the  operations  of  war  might  be  car- 
ried on.  These  regulations,  issued  by 
the  Porte,  appeared  in  the  newspapers 
some  days  ago.  The  Oommander-in- 
Ohief  is  authorized  by  the  Porto  to  dose 
the  navigation  of  parte  of  the  I>anabe, 
and  also  to  detain  neutral  veeselsv  pro- 
vided it  should  be  necessary  in  order  to 
carry  on  the  operations  of  war,  giving 
those  neutral  vessels  indemnification. 
The  regulations  which  we  have  received 
on  the  sulnect  are  now  before  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Grown,  and  I  have  not 
yet  received  their  Report,  so  that  I  can- 
not give  any  further  information  on  that 
part  of  the  subject.  If  any  vessels  have 
been  destroyed  it  has  probably  occurred 
during  the  fighting  which  is  reported  to 
have  happened  on  the  Danube.  With 
regard  to  the  further  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member,  I  understand  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  ask  whether  the  blo<^ade 
of  the  Black  Sea  is  to  take  place  on  the 
Turkish  waters  ? 

Mb.  GOUBLEY:  The  DardaneUes, 
the  Bosphorus,  or  other  parts  of  the 
Black  Sea  ? 

Mb.  BOURKE  :  The  Turkish  Oorem- 
ment,  of  course,  will  not  blockade  their 
own  porte ;  and,  therefore,  I  understand 
that  the  regulations  with  regard  to  the 
blockade  apply  to  the  Russian  porte  of 
the  Black  Sea.  A  tolegram  was  sent 
yesterday  to  Mr.  Layard  instructing  him 
to  use  his  best  efibrto  to  obtain  an  ex- 
tension of  the  days  of  grace  allowed  to 
British  ships. 

PARLIAMENT— THE  WHIT8XJN  RECESS. 

QUESTION. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Bebesfobd  HoPXy 

Thb  CHANCELLOB  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  it  was  not  possible  to  speak 
with  perfect  certainty  at  this  moment 
respeotinff  the  duration  of  the  Whitsim 
Becess ;  but  he  hoped  it  would  be  in  the 
power  of  the  House,  without  inoonre- 
nience,  to  rise  on  Thursday,  the  17tli 
instant,  and  he  should  then  propose  that 
they  re-assemble  on  Thursday,  the  31st 
instant. 


NOTICES  OF  MOTION. 

Orderddy  That  the  Notices  of  Motion  be  post- 
poned till  after  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  re- 
suming the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Eastern 
Question. — {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 


THE    EASTERN    QUESTION— RESOLU- 
TIONS (MR.  GLADSTONE). 

ADJOUKHSD  DEBATB.      [SEOOKD  NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [7tli  May], 

"  That  this  House  finds  just  cause  of  dissatis- 
faction and  complaint  in  the  conduct  of  IJie 
Ottoman  Forte  with  regard  to  the  Despatch 
written  by  the  Earl  of  Derby  on  the  21st  day  of 
September  1876,  and  relating  to  the  massacres 
in  Bulgaria."— (Jfr.  Gladstone.) 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  House  "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
<*  declines  to  entertain  any  Resolutions  which 
may  embarrass  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  in 
the  maintenance  of  peace  and  in  the  protection 
of  British  interests,  without  indicating  any 
altematiye  line  of  policy," — {Sir  Eenry  Wolffs) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Mb.  GHILDEES  said,  he  rose  to 
support  to  the  best  of  his  power  the 
Motion  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Greenwich,  whose  speech, 
though  not  delivered  underdrcumstances 
of  great  public  convenience,  considering 
the  two  hours'  wrangle  which  preceded 
it,  had  been  listened  to  with  sincere  ad- 
miration as  one  of  the  greatest  and 
most  noble  efforts  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  ever  made  in  the  House. 
That  speech  was  a  statement  of  policy 
at  once  complete,  interesting,  ana 
worthy  of  guidiing  the  House  and  the 
country  on  the  greatest  question  which 
had  come  before  this  Parliament.  In 
those  third  and  fourth  Besolutions, 
which  were  not  to  be  put,  the  House 
might  perceive  the  elements  of  the 
solution  of  this  question ;  and  whatever 
differences  there  might  be  on  points 
of  detail,  and  he  confessed  he  wared 
them,  he  had  no  doubt  that  hirtory 
would  give  his  right  hon.  F^end  his 
due  in  regaid  to  a  statement  of  policy 
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which  was  of  the  most  vital  importance 
to  the  interests  of  this  country.  If  the 
speech  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Greenwich  had  done  no 
more  than  elicit  some  of  the  expressions, 
some  of  the  assurances,  some  of  the 
declarations  which  were  made  last  night 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary,  it  would  have  resulted  in  a 
great  g^in  for  the  cause  which  he  and 
those  near  him  had  so  much  at  heart. 
There  was  a  great  peculiarity  about  the 
reception  of  the  speech  of  the  Home 
Secretary  by  hon.  Members  opposite. 
He  had  watched  the  right  hon..  Gentle- 
man himself  very  carefully  while  he 
was  delivering  his  speech ;  but  he  had 
watched  still  more  carefully  the  faces  of 
the  ri^ht  hon.  and  hon.  Members  sitting 
behind  him.  When  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman spoke  of  the  charges  brought 
against  Her  Majesty's  Government  as 
being  false,  the  whole  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  cheered  him  to  the  echo ; 
when  he  spoke  of  the  unity  of  the 
Government  and  of  their  internal  agree- 
ment, he  was  received  with  cheers  from 
one  end  of  the  House  to  the  other; 
when  he  denounced  war  against  Turkey^ 
the  cheers  were  still  louder ;  when  he 
referred  to  his  first  landmark  of  ''No 
coercion,'*  the  cheers  were  redoubled; 
when  he  spoke  of  the  action  of  Russia 
being  the  real  obstacle  to  peace,  and 
used  the  usual  stock  Party  arguments  to 
which  we  had  been  so  accustomed  during 
the  last  three  months,  nothing  could  be 
louder  than  the  cheers  he  called  forth 
from  hon.  Members  opposite.  But  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  further, 
and  announced  his  utter  detestation  of 
the  Bulgarian  outrages  —  [Mimsterial 
cheors."]  Yee,  hon.  Members  opposite 
cheered  now.  When  he  said  mat  he 
abhorred  from  the  bottom  of  his  heart 
what  had  occurred  in  Turkey  not  a 
single  cheer  came  from  the  opposite  side. 
When  he  said  that  the  whole  responsi- 
biHiy  for  the  present  state  of  things 
rested  upon  the  Sultan,  hon.  Members 
opposite  had  listened  to  him  with  dis- 
may. P'Oh,oh!"]  He  (Mr.  Childers) 
was  telung  the  strict  truth.  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  in  the 
war  that  was  now  going  on  England  was 
determined  to  observe  not  only  absolute 
neutrality,  but  absoluteimpartiality,  hon. 
Members  opposite  did  not  cheer;  and 
when  he  said  that  our  interests  were  in 
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danger  in  so  remote  a  future  that  he 
need  hardly  contemplate  it,  even  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  sat  behind 
him  (Admiral  Sir  William  Edmonstone) 
began  to  fan  his  face.  He  (Mr.  Chil- 
ders)  pretended  to  know  nothing  about 
the  secrets  of  the  Cabinet.  The  Cabinet 
kept  its  own  secrets ;  but,  at  any  rate, 
he  knew,  and  those  who  saw  the  faces  of 
hon.  Members  opposite  last  night  must 
know,  a  great  deal  of  the  effect  which 
the  declarations  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman produced  upon  them. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  rose  to  Order.  He 
begged  to  ask,  whether  it  was  competent 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take 
advantage  of  this  opportunity  to  give  an 
account  of  what  happened  last  night, 
which  he  (Mr.  Plunket)  begged  to  say 
was  an  entire  misrepresentation  of  what 
took  place  ? 

Me.  SPEAKER:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  referring  to  a  speech  in 
the  current  debate,  and  it  is  perfectly 
conipetent  for  him  to  do  so. 

Mjr.  CHILDERS  remarked  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  spoke  of 
misrepresentation,  and  in  the  same 
breath  called  him  to  Order  for  reference 
to  a  past  debate.  Had  it  come  to  this 
— that  they  on  that  side  might  not  even 
refer  to  a  discussion  on  a  previous  night 
adjourned  to  the  present,  but  might  be 
accused  under  cover  of  rising  to  Order 
of  niisrepresentation.  That  was  a  very 
curious  attempt  to  take  advantage  of 
the  rules  of  debate.  He  would,  now- 
ever,  at  once  turn  to  the  main  question 
before  the  House.  What  were  the 
Resolutions  which  were  before  the 
House,  and  what  was  the  Amendment 
they  were  asked  to  discuss?  In  the 
first  place,  he  would  ask  what  the  Reso- 
lutions were  not?  Although  his  riffht 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
had  expounded  and  explained  with  a 
force  difficult  to  answer  the  whole  of  his 
four  Resolutions,  he  did  not  intend,  as 
he  distinctly  stated,  to  move  the  third 
and  the  fourth,  but  merely  intended  to 
move  the  first  and  second,  and  to  agree 
to  certain  Amendments  in  the  latter. 
The  third  and  fourth  Resolutions,  there- 
fore, were  no  longer  before  the  House ; 
but  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  a  perfect 
rieht,  in  fact,  he  was  bound,  in  his  view 
of  the  question,  to  refer  to  them  so  as 
to  enable  him  to  put  before  the  House 
and  the  oountry  his  policy  as  a  whole. 

Mr.  Childert 


The  third  and  fourth  Resolotioos  ex- 
pressed very  plainly  the  policy  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  advocated; 
but  he  was  bound  to  admit  that  it  was 
desirable,  that  they  should  not  be  put 
to  the  House  as  they  stood,  on  account 
of  one  or  two  expressions  which  occurred 
in  them,  and  which  were  undoubtedly 
open  to  question,  more,  perhaps,  on  the 
score  of  opportunity  than  on  any  other 
ground.  With  rege^  to  the  third  Reto- 
lution,  for  instance,  he  might  admit  that 
there  was  an  ambig^ty  and  indefinita- 
ness  about  its  language,  inasmuch  as  it 
expressed  a  desire  that— 

**  The  influence  of  the  British  Crown  in  tk« 
Councils  of  Europe  should  be  employed  with  a 
view  to  the  early  and  effectual  derelopment  of 
local  liberty  and  practical  self-goremoMnt  in 
the  disturbed  Pronnces  of  Turkey,  by  putting 
an  end  to  the  oppression  which  they  now  saffsr, 
without  the  imposition  upon  them  of  any  othsr 
Foreign  Dominion." 

This  might  mean  that  under  no  circum- 
stances should  any  of  the  oppressed 
Provinces  be  annexed  to  Austria,  a  posi- 
tion he  was  not  prepared  to  adopt. 
Again,  the  fourth  Eesolution  was  open 
to  question  as  to  the  propriebr  of  the 
House  demanding  that  the  influence  of 
Great  Britain  should  be — 

"  Addressed  to  promoting  the  concert  of  Uu* 
European  Powers  in  exacting  from  the  Ottoman 
Porte,  by  their  united  authority,  such  changes 
in  the  Gk>vemment  of  Turkey  as  they  may  deem 
to  be  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  homanity 
and  justice,  ior  effectual  defence  against  in- 
trigue, and  for  the  peace  of  the  world.** 

What  did  ''  exacting"  mean?  and  was  it 
necessary  that  all  the  Powers  should  be 
united?  It  was  unnecessary  to  enter  into 
flirther  details  with  reference  to  the  thud 
and  fourth  Resolutions  at  the  present 
moment.  The  case,  however,  was  Tery 
different  with  regard  to  the  first  and 
second  Resolutions.  The  first  Eeeolu- 
tion  was  perfectly  plain,  for  it  related 
to  the  action  of  the  Ottoman  Empire  in 
answer  to  the  despatch  of  the  21st  of 
September,  1876,  action— or,  rather, 
inaction  —  which  was  practically  an 
affront  to  this  country;  and  the  second 
Eesolution  followed  up  that  assertion  by 
the  almost  inevitable  oondusion  that  the 
Porte  by  its  conduct  had  forfeited  all 
daims  to  assistance  from  this  country, 
whether  it  were  moral  or  material ;  and 
upon  those  two  Besolutions  he  should 
endeavour  to  show  the  House  that  it 
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was  most  expedient  that  Parliament  and 
the  ooimtry  should  pronoimoe  dearly. 
That  the  House  would  do  well  in  the 
present  position  of  affairs  in  the  East  to 
pronounce  most  distinctly  that  neither 
moral  nor  material  support  should  be 
given  to  Turkey,  was  a  proposition  so  clear, 
so  simple,  that  he  was  surprised  at  the 
kind  of  opposition  which  had  beenmade  to 
it  in  certam  quarters.  It  had  been  stated 
out-of-doors  and  suggested  in  that  House 
that  the  first  Eesolution  was  imusual 
and  imwise,  as  it  censured,  not  the  Oo- 
yemment  of  this  country,  but  the  Oo- 
yemment  of  Turkey.  As  a  general  rule, 
the  province  of  the  House  was  rather 
to  censure  the  acts  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  than  of  foreign  Ghovem- 
ments  in  no  way  responsible  to  us ;  but 
there  was  a  peculiarity  in  the  despatch 
of  the  21st  of  September,  1876,  written 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  It  ex- 
pressed, no  doubt,  the  opinion  of  the 
Government,  and  it  professed  to  speak 
in  the  name  of  the  Queen ;  but,  in  point 
of  fact,  it  originated  in  and  conveyed  to 
Turkey  the  decision,  almost  the  com- 
mands of  the  people  of  England ;  and 
so  it  was  understood  by  the  Forte.  In  the 
Blue  Book  that  had  been  recently  pub- 
lished Lord  Derby,  writing  to  our  Charge 
d' Affaires  in  Constantinople,  gave  an 
account  of  an  interview  which  he  had 
had  with  the  Turkish  Ambassador  here, 
in  which  he  said  that  the  latter,  referring 
to  the  Despatch  of  the  21st  of  Septem- 
ber, endeavoured  to  persuade  him  to 
soften  his  demands,  and  not  to  press  for 
the  rigorous  punishment  of  the  men  who 
were  guilty  of  these  outrages  in  Bul- 
garia. The  Turkish  Ambassador,  in 
unequivocal  language,  appealed  to  the 
forbearance,  not  of  the  Queen  or  the 
Government,  but  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land. K,  then,  that  despatch  was  writ- 
ten as  from  the  people  of  England,  we 
who  represent  tne  people  were  fully 
entitled  to  remark  on  the  manner  of 
its  reception,  and  the  entire  avoid- 
ance of  our  demands.  He  had  ob- 
served strong  expressions  outside  the 
House  as  to  that  despatch  being  im- 
worthy,  unjust,  and  undiplomatic — 
something  which  an  independent  State 
ought  never  to  receive  m>m  another 
State.  But  the  fact  was — no  matter 
what  words  might  be  used  on  the  sub- 
ject—  that  Turkey  was  not  indepen- 
dent, and  had  never  been  independent 


for  a  century  past.  No  one  had  ex- 
pressed that  fact  more  clearly  than 
Lord  Salisbury  himself,  when  he  spoke  of 
Turkey  as  a  Power  which  depended 
upon  the  protection  of  others  for  its 
very  existence.  He  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  the  old  Parliamentary  definition 
of  independence  might  not  be  very  ill- 
applied  to  the  Ottoman  Power.  An 
independent  Member  of  Parliament  was 
once  said  to  be  a  Member  who  could  not 
be  depended  on ;  and  he  thought  such 
a  definition  fairly  expressed  the  amount 
of  independence  which  we  were  entitled 
to  attribute  to  Turkey.  In  fact,  the  de- 
spatch, from  beginning  to  end,  was  a 
peremptory  order  to  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment to  make  reparation  as  quickly  as 
possible  for  the  greatest  crime  that  had 
stained  the  hbtory  of  the  present  cen- 
tury. What  had  the  Ottoman  Go- 
vernment done  in  answer  to  the  appeal 
and  orders  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ?  He  did  not  think  it  was  possible 
to  say  that,  in  the  trials  or  sham  trials 
which  had  taken  place,  the  Ottoman 
Government  had  complied  with  that 
despatch  in  the  smallest  degree.  In  the 
first  Blue  Book  they  found  that  nothing 
had  been  done ;  in  the  last  Blue  Book 
they  found  that  nothing  had  been  done. 
Mr.  Baring,  in  accounting  for  his  de- 
parture in  disgust  from  Philippopolis, 
said — **  Murder,  arson,  pillage  have  been 
committed  in  broad  day,  and  yet  no- 
body has  been  punished."  He  had 
waded  carefully  through  those  des- 
patches, and  he  could  not  find  one  word 
that  went  to  show  that  the  Porte  had 
in  any  way  complied  with  the  wishes  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  The  Go- 
vernment had  been  using  the  name  of 
the  Sovereign  and  expressing  the  feeling 
of  the  country ;  but  their  requests  had 
been  entirely  neglected.  That  being  so, 
he  could  not  see  what  objection  there 
could  be  to  the  first  Resolution  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone).  But 
an  Amendment  to  the  Eesolution  had 
been  submitted  to  the  House  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Christchurch  (Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff),  and  that  Amendment 
implied  that  the  adoption  of  the  Eeso- 
lution would  **  embarrass  Her  Majesty's 
Government."  How  could  that  be  the 
case?  The  policy  of  the  despatch  of 
September,  1876,  was  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  They  ad- 
mitted that  they  had  been  flouted  and 
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scorned  by  the  Ottoman  Gk>yernment. 
Could  Her  Majesty's  Ooyemment   be 
embarrassed  by  the  House  formally  de- 
claring what   Her   Majesty's  Govern- 
ment themselves  had  declared  over  and 
over    again?    But  the  real   fact  was 
that   the    country  had  been    told  re- 
X)eatedly,  not   by   Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment,  but  by  those  outside,  who 
were  said  to  be  Mends  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,    that  it    was  a  despatch 
which  did  not    do  justice   to    Turkey. 
[An  hon.  Member  :  Name.]    The  hon. 
Gentleman    could   not   have  read    the 
newspapers  for  the  last  six  months.    If 
the  Amendment  to  this  Resolution  were 
carried,  those  who  said  the  despatch  did 
not  do  justice  to  Turkey  might  be  satis- 
fied; but  he  should  have  thought  Hot 
Majesty's  Government  who  wrote  that 
despatch,  which  fairly  expressed  the  opi- 
nion of  the  people  of  England,  would 
scarcely  be  satisfied.    The  second  Beso- 
lution  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  stated 
that  the  Porte  by  its  conduct  to  its  sub- 
ject  populations,  and  by  its  refusal  to 
give  guarantees  for  their  better  govern- 
ment, had  forfeited  aU  claims  to  the 
moral  or  material  support  of  the  British 
Crown.    Was  there  any  Member  of  the 
House  who  would  really  deny  that  that 
proposition  was  true  and  ought  to  be 
afi&rmed  ?    It  would  be  curious  to  watch 
in  the  course  of  the  debate  whether  any 
such  denial  would  be  attempted.    Cer- 
tainly, the  proposition  had  not  been  denied 
by  the  Home  Secretary  in  his  speech  of 
the  previous  evening.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  England  would 
be  absolutely  impartial  in  the  war  be- 
tween Eussia  and  Turkey,  that  Turkey 
was  suffering  for  her  faults,  and  that  he 
had  not  a  word  to  say  for  her.    If  so, 
why  was  the  House  to  be  precluded  from 
pronouncing  that  Turkey  did  not  de- 
serve moral  or  material  support  from  this 
country  ?    So,  again,  in  the  Instructions 
given  to  Lord  Salisbury  it  was  stated  that 
Great  Britain  was  resolved  not  to  sanc- 
tion misgovemment  and  oppression,  and 
that  if  the  Porte  by  its  obstinacy  op- 
posed the  efforts  then  being  made  to 
place  its  Empire  on  a  more  secure  basis, 
the  responsibility  for  the  eonsequences 
that  might  ensue  would  rest  solely  on  the 
Turkish    Gt>vemment.      Again,   in  the 
Blue  Book  issued  a  few  days  ago,  there 
was  a  very  interestinff  despatek  from 
OoAsul  Holmes,  whi(£  expnsaed  very 
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clearly  what  the  view  of  the 
Government  was  as  to  the  daim  of 
Turkey  to  the  moral  support  of  Eng- 
land.   He  said — 

"  I  have  therefore  thought  it  my  duty  to  ex- 
plain to  them,  that  in  the  conduct  of  the  BritiA 
Ooyemment  there  has  been  no  question  <^  hos- 
tility to  Turkey,  or  of  friendship  for  Eossii. 
That  the  efforts  of  Great  Britain  have  been  em- 
ployed to  bring  about  a  peaceful  solution  of 
difficulties  whidi  endanger  the  yery  existence 
of  Turkey,  and  that  the  only  manner  to  do  this 
was  to  g^  with  Russia,  as  isi  as  was  just  and 
reasonable,  so  as  to  be  able  to  restrain  her  from 
action,  and  persistent  in  what  was  neither  desir- 
able for  TurKcy,  nor  Europe  in  general.  I  hav« 
pointed  out  to  itkem  that  their  Uoyemment  and 
themselyes  haye,  by  their  conduct,  rendered  the 
position  of  their  niends  almost  impossible,  bat 
that  eyen  now  the  desire  of  Ghreat  Britain  is  to 
see  them,  if  there  is  yet  any  hope,  prosperous 
and  powerful ;  but  that  this  is  utt^ly  impossible 
so  long  as  their  Christian  feUow-subjects  are 
oppressed  and  ill-treated,  and  the  character  d 
their  Ooyemment  remains  the  same." 

"I  haye  reminded  them  of  the  lon^  yeut 
during  which  England  has  steadily  supported 
and  l^friended  them,  and  asked  them  whether, 
in  priyate  life,  they  would  continue  to  do  the 
same  to  any  person  whose  promises  of  good  eoo- 
duct  were  neyer  fulfilled,  wno  was  always  afford- 
ing justification  for  the  assertions  of  his  enctniss, 
who  ill-treated  his  dependents,  who  borrowed 
money  which  was  squandered,  and  of  which  r»- 
payment  was  refused,  and  who,  finally,  repu- 
diated adyioe  giyen  for  his  own  safety  and  re- 
instatement. I  added  that  they  and  tikeir 
Gk>yemment  had  one  chance  more,  and  that  was 
to  ayail  of  the  present  to  show  that  there  was  a 
real  determination  to  reform  their  wretchedly 
oomipt  and  unjust  system  of  administratioo, 
and  substantially  improye  the  condition  of  their 
Ohristian  subjects,  m  which  oase  I  1^  ooe- 
yinced  that  they  would  have  no  cause  to  oooi- 
plain  of  the  attitude  of  Oreat  Britain  towards 
them." 


And  if  it  were  said  that  this  ei  ^ 
Consul  Holmes's  view,  not  that"  of  the 
Ooyemment,  it  was  only  neoeesary  to 
read  a  few  pages  further  the  despatcb 
distinctly  approving  Consul  Holmes't 
language  on  this  occasion.  In  £Mt, 
Her  Majesty's  Gbyemment,  in  the 
strongest  possible  manner,  had  told 
Turkey  that  she  had  forfeited  all  elaioi 
either  to  the  material  or  the  moral  sup- 
port of  this  country ;  and  that  was  iH 
that  the  second  Besolution  ezpresed, 
and  expressed  in  unmistakeable  tenns. 
He  now  came  to  the  question  started  by 
the  Merer  of  the  Amendment  last  night 
— namely,  that  of  British  interesta.  B 
was  suggested  that  the  passing  of  that 
Besolution  would  in  some  way  tie  the 
hands  of  the  Gorentmeni  so  thattlMj 
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would  not  be  able  at  the  proper  time,  if 
it  ever  came,  to  give  due  attezition  to  the 
proteotioii  of  British  inteorests.    Now,  on 
that  point  he  had  heard  with  very  great 
Batis&otion  the  statement  of  the  Home 
Secretary.    If  ever  there  was  a  state- 
ment which  dispelled  a  whole  oloud  of 
popular  and  yague  theory  as  to  British 
interests  it  was  the  one  made  last  night 
b  J  that  right  hon.  Gentleman.    It  had 
been  dinned  into  their  ears  for  weeks,  if 
not  for  months  past,  that  they  were  to 
do  scnnething  to  prevent  Eussia  from 
going  to  Induu    ^ow,  he  did  not  thmk 
HtBt  the  Home  Secretary  even  aUtided, 
unless  it  was  very  distantiy  and  paren- 
thetically,   to    India.    We  had  latdy 
heard  l^at  unless  we  stopped  the  pro- 
gress of  Eussia  she  would  get  to  the 
Euphrates  Valley,  from  the  Euplurates 
to  the  Persian  Qulf,  where  she  wotdd 
build  a  naval  station  from  which  fleets 
would  come,  imperilling  our  interests  in 
the  Indian  Oc^m.    He  was  happy  to 
find  that  the  HcHne  Secretary  gave  no 
countenance  whatever  to  those  alarms. 
But  the    right    hon.    Gentleman   had 
alluded  to  the  points    at  which  they 
ought  to  be  careful  about  British  in- 
tei^Bsts  in  that  or  in  any  war  which  might 
break  out,  and  had  referred  to  the  Suez 
Canal  and  to  Alexandria — a  town  which 
he  had  been  rather  mrprised  to  hear  a 
Minister  speak  of  as  a  French,  an  Eng- 
lish, or  an  European  town,  in  oblivion  of 
his  own  declarations  about  the  indepen- 
dence of  the  Ottoman  Empire  of  which 
it  formed  a  part.    However,  there  was 
no  question  that  if  our  great  interests 
at  Alexandria  and  the  Suez  Canal  were 
endangered  we  should  be  entitled,  and 
every   English  Gh>vemment    would  be 
bound,  to  protect  them.    But  which  was 
the  great  naval  Power  agfrinst  which  we 
had  to  protect  them  ?    Was  it  Eussia  ? 
Why,  they  heard  continued  boasts  about 
the  greatness  of  the  Turkish  Fleet,  and 
of  its  power  to  give  a  good  account  of 
any  squadron  which  Eussia  coidd  send 
into  the  Mediterraneui  against  it.    Cer- 
tainly, British  interests  ought  to  be  pro- 
tected ;  but  against  whom  was  it  within 
the  bounds  of  possibility  that  they  would 
have  to  protect  them  unless  it  was  against 
Turkey,  which  had  the  more  powerful 
fleet,  and  not  ajrainst  Eussia  ?    Interfer- 
ence with  the  £eedom  of  passage  in  the 
Sues  Canal  was  far  more  likely  to  come 
firom  Turkey  than  from  her  enemy.   The 


same  remark  applied  to  the  Dardanelles, 
where,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
very  truly,  this  country  had  great  in- 
terests. Therefore,  all  they  came  to, 
when  the  protection  of  British  interests 
was  brought  before  them  by  the  Home 
Secretary,  was  the  probability  of  Turkey, 
rather  than  of  Eussia,  taking  steps  which 
might  interfere  with  the  tmdoubted 
liberty  we  ought  to  have  for  trade  at 
Suez,  Alexandria,  and  the  Bosphorus. 
[Mr.  AssHETON  Cboss  :  I  did  not  say  so.] 
No;  but  he  was  describing  what  were 
the  realities  with  which  we  should  be 
faced,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  ac- 
count of  our  interests  were  true,  and 
as  to  those  interests  themselves  there 
was  practically  no  dispute  between  them. 
The  protection  of  British  interests  would 
be,  in  his  opinion,  first  rendered  neces- 
sary, not  in  consequence  of  an  attack 
by  Eussia,  but  from  complications 
arising  through  the  action  in  the  Suez 
Canal  or  the  Dardanelles  of  Turkey. 
So  far,  therefore,  as  to  the  apx>eals  for 
immediate  action  against  Eussia  which 
had  gone  up  and  down  the  country  for 
the  last  few  weeks,  they  had  been  set 
aside,  and  they  might  take  it  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  attached  their  due 
importance  to  them,  though  he  was  not 
sure  that  that  was  the  view  taken  by  the 
Members  of  the  Government  as  a  body. 
The  House  had  delivered  to  it  within 
the  last  day  or  too  a  despatch  from  Lord 
Derby  to  Lord  Augustus  Loftus,  dated 
May  1,  in  answer  to  Prince  Gortchakoffs 
Circular,  announcing  that  the  Eussian 
Armies  had  been  ordered  to  cross  the 
Turkish  frontiers ;  and  he  was  boimd  to 
say — and  he  said  it  with  all  sincerity — 
that  he  thought  a  more  iU-advised,  more 
violent,  and  more  provoking  despatch 
had  been  rarely  laid  before  them.  There 
was  hardly  a  paragraph  in  it  which  did 
not  contain  language  which  a  Power  like 
Eussia  could  not  but  feel  to  be  a  direct 
or  indirect  attack  upon  her ;  and  hardly 
a  paragraph  which  was  not  a  distinct 
encouragement  to  Turkey — a  mitigation 
of  all  that  Turkey  had  done,  and  an  en- 
couragement to  her,  he  did  not  say  to 
walk  in  the  same  course  as  she  had  done, 
but  to  expect  sooner  or  later  the  moral 
support  at  least  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. Whoever  had  written  that 
despatch  must  have  been  sing^arly  for- 
gednil  of  what  he  had  been  writing  a 
&w  days  before.    Lord  Derby  in  uiat 
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despatch,  referring  to  the  expressions 
used  in  ^e  Protocol,  said — 

*'  The  Porte  no  doubt  has  thought  fit — ^unfor- 
tunately in  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vemment — ^to  protest  against  the  expressions  in 
question  as  implying  an  encroachment  on  the 
Sultan's  sovereignty  and  independence.  But» 
while  so  doing,  and  while  declaring  that  they 
cannot  consider  the  Protocol  as  having  any 
binding  character  on  Turkey,  the  Turkish  Gh>- 
vemment  have  again  affirmed  their  intention  of 
carrying  into  execution  the  reforms  already 
promised." 

The  despatch  went  on  to  refer  to  the 
presence  of  Bussian  Forces  on  the  Tar« 
Hsh  frontiers  as  standing  in  the  way  of 
the  execution  of  the  projected  reforms, 
and  spoke  in  terms  of  condemnation  of 
the  action  of  Eussia  generally.  What 
could  that  despatch  mean?  It  could 
only  mean  that  while  Her  Majesty's  Gk>* 
vemment  admitted  that  Turkey  had  com- 
mitted some  error  of  judgment,  they  de- 
sired it  to  be  understood  that  the  offence 
of  Eussia  was  infinitely  n^eater.  Com- 
pare this  with  what  Lord  Derby  had  said 
a  few  days  before,  when,  on  the  15th  of 
April,  writing  to  the  Oharg6  d' Affairs  at 
Constantinople,  he  point^  out  that  if 
Turkey  recklessly  refused  to  assent  to  the 
proposals  on  the  part  of  the  Powers,  she 
would  ffiye  Bussia  the  opportunity  of 
putting  her  in  the  wrong  in  the  eyes  of 
Europe.  Now,  there  was  nothing  about 
''reckless  refusal"  in  the  despatch  of 
the  Ist  of  May,  and  nothing  about 
her  being  ''put  in  the  wrong."  He 
would  also  refer  hon.  Members  to  that 
remarkable  despatch  describing  Lord 
Derby's  interview  with  Musurus  Pasha, 
and  the  description  he  then  gave  the 
Ambassador  of  the  conduct  of  de  Porte. 
Altogether  that  despatch  was  an  un- 
worthy despatch  to  have  emanated  from 
any  Gfovemment.  It  was  highly  provo- 
cative to  Eussia  in  every  sense  of  the 
word ;  but  there  was  one  remark  in  it 
which  he  could  not  help  noticing — 
namely,  that  the  course  on  which  the 
Eussian  Government  had  entered  in- 
volved serious  considerations,  and  was 
''in  contravention  of  the  stipulation  of 
the  l^aty  of  Paris."  These  were  serious 
words.  They  implied  that  the  Treaty 
of  Paris  had  been  violated  by  some  act 
orig^ating  with  the  Eussian  Gt>vem- 
ment ;  but  he  would  remind  the  House 
that  Lord  Derby,  in  September  last, 
expressly  declared  that  war  with  Bus- 
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sia,  which  Her  Majesty's  Gorermnent 
could  do  nothing  to  prevent,  would 
bring  this  countiy  into  opposition  with 
its  previous  engagements.  That  was 
an  assertion  that  if  Turkey  persisted 
in  the  conduct  it  was  then  porsoing,  it 
would  compel  this  country  to  violate  her 
Treaty  engagements.  Well,  Turkey  did 
persist  in  the  course  she  was  then  pur- 
suing, and  now  Eussia  was  told,  not 
that  we  were  violating  our  Treaty  en- 
gagements, but  that  £e  was  doing  eo, 
and  doing  so  not  by  the  fault  of  the 
Porte,  but  by  her  own  act.  Wlien  thai 
despatch  was  penned  some  one  onsht 
to  have  reminded  Lord  Derby  of  his 
previous  language.  The  despatch,  hs 
presumed,  emanated  from  the  Cabinet, 
and  they  could  know  nothing  of  Ca- 
binet secrets;  but  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that,  though  the  hand  was 
the  hand  of  Lord  Derby,  the  voice  was 
Lord  Beaconsfield's.  That  being  the 
case,  such  a  temperate  Motion  as  had 
been  brought  forward  by  his  right  han. 
Friend,  and  such  a  debate  as  was  now 
taking  place,  were,  in  his  humble  judg- 
ment, not  only  opportune,  but  most  ne- 
cessary ;  thoroughly  consistent  with  that 
definition  of  the  duty  of  an  Oppositioa 
which  had  been  stated  with  such  force 
lately  in  another  place — namely,  that 
when  a  Qovemment  appeared  wavering 
between  two  courses,  one  wise  and  the 
other  unwise,  to  impress  the  former  on 
the  country  by  a  Parliamentazy  Vote  in 
a  manner  alike  temperate  and  unequivo- 
cal. No  one  could  deny  that  there 
had  been  during  the  past  few  days  a 
powerful  endeavour  on  the  part  of  the 
Press  to  mark  the  difference  which  ex- 
isted between  the  two  sections  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  In  the  Press 
which  represented  the  ConservatiTe 
Party,  both  in  the  daily  and  weekly 
org^s,  those  differences  had  been 
accentuated  in  the  clearest  possible 
manner,  and  it  was  to  those  differences 
that  he  would  refer  hon.  Members  who 
thought  the  recent  conduct  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovemment  consistent  with  the 
iBlue  Books.  He  had  recentlv  read  in 
the  principal  organ  of  what  he  might 
call  the  intellectual  Conservatives  an 
article  which,  referring  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Haddingtonshire  (Lord  iHcho),  put  the 
case  admirably,  and  he  would  read  a 
sentence  from  it.    The  article  said — 
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"  The  question  at  once  arises  of  confidence  in 
the  British  Government — a  Qovenunent  which 
can  accept  a  Besolution  like  the  Besolution  of 
the  noble  Lord— one  which  professes  to  be  con- 
cerned, in  the  first  instance,  for  the  fatore  safety 
of  the  Christian  populations.  On  a  matter  so 
serious  as  this  the  country  will  not  much  longer 
endure  to  remain  in  ignorance,  whether  we  are 
governed  by  Lord  Beaconsfi^d  or  Lord  Salis- 
bury, or  whether  or  not  the  control  of  the 
foreign  policy  has  or  has  not  passed  from  Lord 
Derby  to  Lord  Salisbury." 

That  extract  was  taken  from  The  Fall 
Mall  Gatette,  a  paper  whioh  hitherto  had 
been  the  consistiEint  supporter  of  the 
Foreign  Office.  It  was  from  ^endsHke 
those  that  thej  were  doing  their  best 
to  protect  Her  Majesty's  Sovemment ; 
it  was  from  friends  like  those— not  iso- 
lated, not  to  be  found  only  here  and 
there,  bat  pervading  aU  society  that 
the  real  danger  arose.  From  that  point 
of  view  he  could  not  help  thinking  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had 
done  a  good  work  in  bringing  forward 
his  BesoLutions.  They  would,  at  any 
rate  for  a  time,  save  the  country  from 
being  dragged  into  the  fatal  policy  of 
which  the  despatch  to  Prince  Gbrtchi^ofiP 
was  the  latest  expression. 

Viscount  SANDON  :  If  I  had  felt 
uneasy  at  any  period  as  to  the  future 
of  the  Conservative  Party,  after  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  I  should  have  felt  very 
considerably  relieved.  The  right  hon. 
Member  has  talked  of  the  *'  intellectual 
Conservative  Party,"  a  very  diflferent 
name  from  what  was  formerly  applied  to 
us  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  bench — 
and  beyond  this,  he  has  been  kind 
enough  to  say  that  the  Opposition  were 
willing  to  protect  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
vemment.  What  with  such  an  acknow- 
ledgment of  our  intellectual  position, 
and  with  an  offer  of  such  dougnty  aid, 
I  must  conclude  that  the  dark  days  of 
the  Party  are  over.  We  have,  in  fact, 
been  promoted,  and  I  hope  the  Party  is 
duly  thankful  for  the  kind  things  that 
have  been  said.  Nqw,  I  am  free  to  con- 
fess that  on  one  point  I  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  when  he  says  that 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  (Sreenwich  is  one  of  vital  impor- 
tance. I  will  tell  you  why ;  but  before 
dwelling  on  this  point,  I  will  briefly  run 
over  some  of  his  remarks  which  seem 
to  call  for  a  reply.  And  in  doing  so,  I 
must  take  exception  to  the  extraordinary 
feeling  of  suspicion  with  which  we  have 
been  treated  in  reference  to  the  Bulga- 
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rian  atrocities.    What  have  we  done  in 
word  or  act  to  lead  people  to  suppose 
that  we  lack,  any  more  than  the  rest  of 
the  country,  the  common  feelings  of  hu- 
manity ?    I  would  not  yield  to  anyone  in 
the  feeling  of  utter  detestation  of  those 
abominable  transactions  which  so  deeply 
touched  the  heart  of  England  last  Au- 
tumn, and,  indeed,  horrified  the  whole 
civilized    world.      But  I    confess  to  a 
sense  of  some  humiliation,   or  rather, 
I    should    say,   of    strong    indignation 
that  anyone  should  have  dared  even  to 
hint  that  anything  but  detestation  could 
have  been  entertained  with  regard  to 
this  subject  on  the  side  of  the  House  on 
which  we  sit.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  expressed  satisfaction  that  a 
hundred  curious  little  stories,  which  were 
the  product  of  London  drawing-rooms 
and  London  clubs,  have  been  blown  away 
by  the  manly  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary ;  and  it 
is  to  be  hoped  that  now,  at  any  rate, 
people  will  cease  to  believe  all  these 
floating   stories,   which  long  ago  they 
ought  to  have  known  had  not  a  shadow 
of  a  foundation  in  fact.     It  seems  to 
me  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  taken 
rather  a  curious  course  with  regard  to 
the  despatch  of  Lord  Derby  of  the  21st 
of  September.    That  despatch,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says,  was  not  the  des- 
patch of   a  Ministry,  but  the  despatch 
of  a  nation.    I  need  hardly   say  that 
Government  appreciates  the  compliment 
paid  to  them,  and  I,  for  one,  am  pre- 
pared to   endorse  all  that  the  despatch 
contained.     But  then   the    right   hon. 
Gentleman  says  that,   if  the  attention 
paid  to  such  a  despatch  of  a  nation  is 
msufficient,  the  nation  ought  to  reply. 
Surely  it  is  a  new  doctrine  to  lay  down 
that  when  the  Foreign  Secretary  has 
written  over  and  over  again  about  the 
neglect  with  which  the  recommendations 
of  a  despatch  have  been  treated,  the  na- 
tion should  use  some  other  mouthpiece. 
The  whole  responsibility  of  a  Foreign 
Minister  is  gone  if  other   persons,   or 
even  a  Committee  of  this  House,  are  to 
dictate  to  him   his  despatches.     Then 
the  right   hon.    Gentleman    says   it  is 
genercdly  acknowledged  that  Turkey  is 
not  really  independent;   but  surely  he 
could  not  have  forgotten  that  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  all  the  Great  Powers  took 
as  the  basis  of  the  Conference  only  last 
year  the  maintenance  of  the  indepen- 
dence and   integrity    of  the    Ottoman 
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Empire?    [Mr.  Childebs:  Lord  Salis- 
bury denied  it.]    Well,  gpranting  for  a 
moment  that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman's 
view  is  correct  as  to  Lord  Sajisbury,  in 
a  case  of  this  kind  I   must  decline  to 
accept    the    dictum  of  a    Secretary  of 
State,  however  distinguished,  if  it  is  in 
opposition  to  the  formal  assertion  of  the 
Six  Powers  of  Europe,  of  which  our  own 
country  was  one.     It  is  satisfactory  to 
find  that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  at 
least  has  some  feeling  about  some  British 
interests.    He  says  he  thinks  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  bound  to  protect 
those  interests.     But  British  interests, 
he  adds,  are,  as  far  as  he  can  see,  at 
present  confined  to  the  Suez  Canal  and 
Alexandria.      That  is  a    very  curious 
statement.     The  rieht  hon.  Gentleman 
appears  to  forget  aKogether  that  there 
is  such  a  place  as  Lidia.    Lidia,  accord- 
ing to  him,  is  so  trifling  a  spot  on  the 
map    of    the    world    that    it    is    not 
worth  mentioning.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  had  the  advantage — and  I 
wish    I  was  able    to   say   as   much — 
of  having  lived   in  another  Colony  of 
England,  and  that  marvellous  Colonial 
Xin^om  of  Australia  is  so  large,  and 
its  future  so  great,  that  I  cannot  but 
conclude  that  ms  long  acquaintance  with 
that  Continent  has  made  him  overlook 
India  and  its  vast  interests  and  respon- 
sibilities.    Such,    however,    is   not  the 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
We  have— is  it  necessary  to  avow  it  ? — 
some  regard  for  the  Indian  Empire,  and 
for  other  British  interests  not  included 
in    Alexandria    and    the    Suez    Canal. 
Whether  I  am  right  or  wrong  as  to  his 
view  of  British  interests,  when  I  con- 
sider the  whole  bearing  of  his  remarks 
as  to  the  position  taken  up  by  Bussia, 
I  can  only  interpret  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman — who  spoke  with 
the  grave  responsibility  of  a  former  Ca- 
binet   Minister — as    meaning   that    he 
gives  his  approbation  to  the  course  which 
Kussia  is  now  following.     I  am  sure 
that    the     country   is    by    no    means 
aware  of  the   conversion  of  the  front 
Opposition    bench    on  the    subject    of 
Bussia.    It  is  high  time  it  should  be 
known,  so  that  the  country  should  pon- 
der well  the  results  likely  to  follow  from 
this  extraordinary  state  of  things.     Now, 
surely  I  am  justified  in  my  remarks. 
For  I  confess  I  was  no  less  astonished 
than  alarmed  when  I  heard  the  observa- 
tions which  fell  the  previous  night  from 
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the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Memb«  lor 
(Greenwich,  who  expressed  the  opinioii 
that  Eussia  **  has  made  itself  the  orgaa 
of  the  collective  will,  the  united  jiftdg- 
ment,    and  the  solemn    oonnlntians  of 
Europe."     These  words  seem  to  btar 
one  meaning  alone — namely,  that  Bus- 
sia is  justified  in  going  to  war.    Tlieii, 
looking  to  another  section  of  the  Honae, 
I  find  an  hon.  Member  below  the  Gang- 
way— the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Chamberlain) — saying  that  he  did 
not  see  how  Bussia  oould  have  refrained 
from  taking  further   steos  in  order  to 
attain  the  object  she  had  in  view.    In 
this,  again,  is  distinct  approval  of  Bus- 
sia going  to  war.     These  views  of  hon. 
Members   may   be   right    or    may   bs 
wrong ;  but  it  is  certainly  an  important 
view  of  foreign  afiTairs  whidi  is  coming 
out  before  the  countiy,  which  theae  de- 
clarations coming  fixmi  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Member  for  Greenwich,  from  tne  front 
Opposition  Bench,  and  from  the  Badioal 
section  below  the  Qejigwaj,  show  to  Im 
the  opinion  of  the  Leaaers  of  the  libeftl 
Party-namely.  that   contrary    to    the 
formal  judgment  of  France,  of  Germany, 
of  Austria,  and  of  Italy ;  contrarr  to  the 
declaration  of  Her  Majesty's  Qoram- 
ment  and  of  the  rest  of  this  nation  raie- 
rally,  if  we  may  judge  from  the  aLnoat 
unanimous  opinion  of  the  Press,  that  Bus- 
sia was  justified  in  Roinp^  to  war.    Now, 
the  House  is  not  only  discussing  the  ob- 
servations of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  'sat  down,  but  is  also  mors 
especially  considering  the  very  grave 
propositions  of  the  right  hon.  G^tleman 
the  Member   for   Gbeenwioh.     I    will 
therefore  pass  away  from  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Pontefraot, 
and  I  would  entreat  the  House  to  weigh 
well  what  are  the  real  as  well  as  the 
ostensible  objects  of  the  two  Besolutions 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     I  suppoas 
I  may  fairly  pass  over  the  third  and 
fourth  Besolutions,  though  I  must  say 
I  am  still  a  little  puzsled — and  I  believa 
I  am  not  the  only  Member  who  is  ponied 
— as  to  whether  thev  have  really  been 
dropped.    I  am  incUned  to  believe  that 
the  position  is  pretty  much  this — that 
they  are  physioaUy  dropped,  but  morally 
retained.    [Mr.  Gladstone  :  MateriaUv 
dropped,  but  moraUy  retained.  ]    I  thanic 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  word 
materially — it  is  just  what  I  was  looking 
for — they  are  materiaUy  dropped,  bat 
morally  retained — but  it  seems  to  me 
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it  is  a  very  awkward  position  to  assume 
— both  for  the  mht  hon.  OenUeman  and 
for  ^  House.  It  is  very  difficult  to  un- 
derstand the  material  dropping  of  these 
Eesolutions;  but  still  more  difficult  to 
understand  their  moral  retention.  Now, 
are  they  or  are  they  not  really  and 
seriously  dropped  ?  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Greenwich  said  titiat  **  the 
first  and  second  Besolutions  were,  in  his 
mind,  introductory  to  the  third  and 
fourl^ ;  "  that  he  **  looked  upon  the  en- 
tire argument  as  one :  "  and  tnat,  **  logi- 
cally and  morally,  the  Besolutions  were 
connected  in  his  mind."  The  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Cham- 
bwlain)  said  he  did  not  see  how  they 
could  be  separated.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber forPontefract  (Mr.  Ohilders),  more- 
over, q>oke  of  them  in  a  laudatory  man- 
ner, and  held  that,  although  the  third 
and  fourth  Besolutions  are  not  actually 
to  be  moved,  Members  are  entitled  to 
refer  to  them.  So  far,  then,  I  under- 
stand the  wish  of  the  Opposition  to  be 
to  enjoy  the  luxury  oi  discussing  all 
the  points  raised|  in  the  Besolutions 
without  incurring  the  slightest  respon- 
(ubility  attaching  to  an  expression  of  a 
definite  policy  upon  this  most  dangerous 
question.  I  cannot  think  I  am  wrong, 
when  I  look  at  this  group  of  Besolu- 
tions, if  I  say  that  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Oladstone) 
in  proposing  them,  ought,  if  followed 
out  lo^oaUy,  to  be  first  a  Vote  of  Censure 
upon  Turkey,  and  then  a  Vote  of  Cen- 
sure on  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I 
cannot  understand  why  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  with  the  opinions  he  has 
expressed,  does  not  move  such  a  Vote 
of  Censure.  He  may  have  felt  a  diffi- 
culty in  getting  numerically  a  majority 
to  upset  the  Government ;  but,  holding 
such  opinions  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman holds,  and  feeling  so  strongly  as 
he  appears  to  do  their  importance,  I  can- 
not understand  how  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman— remembering  the  great  position 
he  has  held  as  Prime  Minister  and  as  a 
leading  Adviser  of  the  Crown  during 
many  years,  during  periods  of  great 
difficulty-— can  justify  his  conduct  in  ab- 
staining, in  the  face  of  the  country, 
from  proposing  such  a  Yote  of  Censure. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  told  us 
that,  by  passing  his  Besolutions,  he  un- 
doubtedly contemplates  bringing  about 
an  alteration  in  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment.   That  is  to  say  that,  as  he 


J  declines  to  move  a  Vote  of  Censure,  the 
Government  is  to  be  kept  in  power 
simply  to  do  his  bidding.  Surely  I  need 
not  remind  the  House  that  that  woidd 
be  a  state  of  things  which  would  be  un- 
precedented in  our  Parliamentary  his- 
tory. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
not  hesitated  to  say  that  there  has  been 
no  chapter  in  the  history  of  our  foreign 
policy  since  the  Peace  of  Vienna  so 
deplorable  as  the  history  of  the  last  18 
months.    Why   does   he  not    at    once 

Eropose  a  Vote  of  Censure ;  or,  rather, 
ow  can  he  reconcile  it  with  his  duty, 
as  a  former  principal  Adviser  of  the 
Crown,  to  refrain  from  endeavouring,  to 
drive  firom  office  Ministers  whom  he 
considers  guilty  of  such  misconduct? 
He  has  asserted  in  so  many  words  that 
England  has  been  the  sole  obstacle  to 
the  success  of  the  Conference.  That, 
if  true,  is  a  proper  cause  for  the  im- 
peachment of  the  Government.  Again, 
ne  represented  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment as  playing  the  part  of  **  the  evil 
genius  of  Europe  " — those  were  his  very 
words :  now,  holding  such  opinions,  the 
very  least  thing  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  do  would  be  to  move  a  regular 
Vote  of  Censure  on  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ;  and,  at  any  rate,  to  give  the 
nation  an  opportunity  by  their  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  expressing  their  judgment 
on  such  a  nrave  position  of  affairs.  But 
no ;  he  remses  to  put  the  question  to  a 
test ;  and  let  the  House  think  what  a 
position  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
tried  to  put  the  country  in.  Surely  in 
the  conduct  of  its  foreign  affairs  there 
can  be  nothing  more  fatal  to  a  country's 
influence  in  the  councils  of  the  world, 
and  consequently  to  its  safety,  dignity, 
and  prosperity,  than  the  suspicion  that 
it  is  under  a  dual  Government.  Now, 
what  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  do  ? 
He  scatters  insinuations  of  dissensions 
within  the  Government,  and  he  throws 
these  supposed  dissensions,  of  his  own 
imagination,  which  every  Member  of 
the  Government  knows  to  be  groundless, 
in  our  teeth  as  the  most  damaging 
charge  he  can  make.  He  proceeds  to 
declare  that  not  only  is  there  a  dual 
Government  in  the  Cabinet;  but  also 
that  the  country  is  divided — one  Party 
supported  by  a  majority  of  the  House 
and  by  the  Sovereign,  and  another — 
in  his  opinion  the  larger  one— supported 
by  large  public  meetings  and  by  the 
general    public    out-of-doors.     This    is 
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surely  an  intolerable  position.  The 
public  ought  to  settle,  aye  or  no,  whe- 
ther there  is  this  division  of  opinion  in 
the  nation,  and  whether,  in  such  a  mo- 
mentous crisis  of  the  world's  affairs, 
there  is  to  be  a  dual  Government — not 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  most  reck- 
lessly asserts  within  the  Cabinet — but 
whether  he  himself,  shrinking  from  pro- 
posin^^  a  Vote  of  Censure,  without  re- 
sponsibility, is  to  wield  the  foreign 
policy  of  this  country ;  or  whether  it  is 
to  be  still  entrusted  to  the  full  respon- 
sibility of  Her  Majesty's  present  Ad- 
visers. [Mr.  Gladstone  :  Hear,  hear !] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  cheers  me; 
why  does  he  not  then  boldly,  and  in  a 
straightforward  way,  propose  a  Vote  of 
Censure  ?  No  one  can  suppose  that  these 
attenuated  Resolutions  assume  anything 
like  the  proportions  of  a  Vote  of  Cen- 
sure. I  agree  most  cordially  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  position  of 
affairs  in  the  East  is  very  grave  and 
serious,  and  is  enough  to  make  anyone 
familiar  with  those  countries,  as  I  am, 
very  unhappy.  But  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  thinks 
that  the  social  and  municipal  reforms 
which  are  urgently  required  are  likely 
to  be  successfully  started  in  the  face  of 
an  insurrection  in  a  countiy  honey- 
combed by  foreign  emissaries  and 
threatened  on  every  frontier  by  the  large 
embattled  hosts  of  its  hereditary  and 
relentless  foes?  I  beg  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  give  his  best  attention  to 
what  I  am  about  to  say.  Since  the  set- 
tlement of  1 866  there  have  been  many 
years  of  profound  peace  in  Turkey  and 
also  in  Europe.  There  were  years  of 
peace— years  of  the  greatest  importance 
to  Turkey — during  which  the  British  na- 
tion stood  justly  high  in  the  opinion  of 
the  people  of  die  East  and  the  West. 
The  Party  with  which  the  presentGovem- 
ment  was  connected  had  no  real  share 
of  power  during  those  20  years.  They 
were  occasionally  in  office ;  but,  owine 
to  circumstances,  they  had  no  substantifu 
power  during  their  short  tenures  of 
office,  and  being  weak  in  support  at 
home,  could  not  influence  to  any  sen- 
sible extent  the  foreign  policy  of  the 
country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  on 
the  other  hand,  was  a  leading  personage 
in  every  Government — except  the  Con- 
servative (Governments  —  since  1856. 
Well,  what  was  he  doing,  and  what  has 
he  done  for  the  Ottoman  Porte  during 
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that  time  f    Was  he  nsing  the  nuM  of 
England  to  support  sensible  refovms  in 
Turkey  ?    Was  ne  tryine  to  use  his  in- 
fluence with  the  Turkish   Oovemmeot 
that  the  taxes  should  not  be  farmed* 
that  the   police  should  be  improved? 
Has  he  been  endeavouring  duzing  those 
years  to  establish  a  European  oonoert 
of  the  Great  Powers?    I  do  not  refer 
to  the  events  in  Syria  and  the  disturb- 
ances   in    Crete,  because    these    were 
periods    when   the   European   Gk>Teni- 
ments,  as  a  matter  of  seli-preservatioa, 
were  obliged  to  do  something.     But  I 
am  talking  of  the  quiet  years  between 
1856  and  the  time  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    went    out    of  office.      He 
praises  Lord  Stratford  de  Beddiffe  as  a 
man  of  masterly  ability,  of  iron  will,  and 
he  acknowledges  that  some  few  improve- 
ments were  made  in  Turkish   admini- 
stration during  those  two  short  yean 
after  the  Crimean  War,  during  whidi 
Lord  Stratford  was  able  to  remain  at  Iub 
post.    But  why,  I  want  to  know,  did 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Friends  search  out  for  such  men  as  Lord 
Stratford,  whom  he  so  highly  praises, 
and  man  every  Consulate  and  Embassy 
in  the  East  with  persons  of  that  type  and 
calibre,  so  as  to  assist  in  producmg  in 
times  of  peace  those  reforms  which  lis 
now  seeks  to  impose  upon  the  Turkish 
Government  by  force  of  arms  in  a  time 
of  terror  and  distress  ?    It  is  clear  to  me 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not 
without  certain  regrets  in  this  matter, 
and  that  his  conscience  is  constantly 
calling  him  to  account ;  and  I  quite  un- 
derstand the  plaintive  tone  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that, 
although  there  had  been  remonstrances 
in   these    years  from  his  Govermneoit 
when  he  was  in  full  power,  these  remon- 
strances were,  as  he  says,  ''not  very 
numerous."      The    golden  opportunitj 
was  missed,  those  years  of  peace  were 
neglected  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Friends,  uie  real  time  for  re- 
forms was  quietly  and  calmly  allowed  to 
pass.    No,  Sir,  the  more  you  examine 
the  matter,  the  more  dearlv  does  it  come 
out    that    Turkey  received  very   little 
friendly  advice  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  and,  forsooth,  the  present  Oo* 
vemment  are   now  to    be  condemned 
because  they  cannot  introduce  laree  do- 
mestic reforms  in  a  time  of  disquietude 
and  trouble,   when  Turkey  is  torn  to 
pieces  by  internal  dissensions  and  thxeat* 
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en^d  bj  foreign  war.  What  does  the 
light  hon.  Oentleman  really  ask  the 
OoTemment  to  do  ?  I  haye  picked  out 
a  few  of  the  salient  phrases  from  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman^s  speech  of  last 
night.  I  would  beg  the  House  to  giye 
tham  their  best  attention  while  I  read 
thenL.    He  said — 

**  Bat  if  I  am  to  look  at  the  tone  and  tenor  of 
thm  dedarationa  of  the  OoTemment  for  the  last 
two  or  three  months,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
thmj  Mem  to  me  to  be  relapainff  into  a  position 
in  which  the  outrages  inflicted  by  the  Govern- 
BMot  of  Turkey  are  to  be  contemplated  as  mat- 
tat*  of  sentimental  regret,  and  for  idle  and 
Tcrbal  expostulations." 

He  proceeds  to  ask — 

**Bat  the  question  remains,  How  are  these 
Uvrible  erils,  which  afflict  Turkey  and  disgrace 
Bojope,  to  be  metF  Are  they  to  be  met  by 
rwnonstrances  and  expostulations  onlvP  The 
aaswer  echoed  back  fronn  the  Ministerial  benches 
ia,  *  By  remonstrances  and  expostulations  only.' 
Kow  that,  I  belieTe,  human  nature,  the  con- 
m^wtsrm  at  mankind,  and  the  dvilization  of  the 
naaatMoth  century,  will  no  longer  bear.'* 

Ajid  he  dedaree  that — 

*'  It  is  time  to  remonstrate  against  remon* 
and  to  protest  against  protestations." 


All  this  surely  means  that  there  ought 
to  be  no  more  words,  but  deeds.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  added  that  this 
•tale  of  things  required  an  effectual 
remedj.  And  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
did  not  hesitate  to  conclude  his  remarks 
of  this  nature  by  complaining  that — 

**We  ought  to  view  with  regret  and  mis* 
fiTixi^  anyUiing  that  puts  a  single  Power  in  a 
poaitioai  to  take  such  a  charge  upon  herself." 

Aa  far  as  I  can  interpret  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman's  words — which  it  is 
sometimes  difficult  to  do,  when  the 
House  is  carried  away  by  the  charms 
of  his  rhetoric — undoubtedly  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  requires  further  action, 
and — I  cannot  think  that  I  misrepresent 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman — that  further 
action  only  means  war  against  Turkey 
ia  oonoert  with  Russia.  I  should  be 
only  too  charmed  to  find  I  am  wrong  in 
this  impression ;  but,  after  the  failure  of 
the  European  Conference,  and  eyery 
ooooetyabte  negotiation  between  all  the 
Powers  daring  the  last  18  months,  can 
aay  reasonable  man  suppose  that  this 
f^irther  action  can  mean  anything  else  but 
war?  The  House  thus  oomes  face  to 
fiiee  with  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Qeatleman  that  we  are  to  join 


in  fighting  against  Turkey.  What,  I 
ask,  IS  to  be  the  position  of  this  coun- 
try in  the  ffreat  war  in  which  we  are 
to  take  part  r  Are  we  to  go  into  it  with- 
out any  allies  except  Eussia?  As  far 
as  I  can  judge  from  the  Blue  Books, 
Italy  is  by  no  means  to  join  us  in  war 
against  Turkey,  Oermany  refuses  point 
blank,  France  assures  us  she  has  no  no- 
tion to  take  part  in  the  crusade,  and 
Austria  repeats  as  emphatically  the 
same  tale.  The  country,  then,  would  be 
put  in  this  very  serious  position,  that  we 
were  to  go  to  war — at  the  biddinjz  of 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman — against  Tur- 
key in  concert  with  Eussia,  and  with 
no  other  ally.  [**  Hear,  hear ! "]  I 
am,  indeed,  surprised  to  hear  that 
cheer  from  hon.  Oentlemen  below 
the  Gktngway — for  what,  I  ask,  is  to 
be  the  object — what  are  to  be  the 
hopes — of  this  joint  war  with  Bussia 
against  Turkey  ?  Are  we  to  fight  under 
the  standard  that  has  been  raised  by 
Eussia  ''for  Faith  and  Fatherland?^' 
The  right  hon.  Oentleman  surely  does 
not  wish  to  raise  that  dangerous  war 
cry  of  the  Cross,  which  either  has  been 
or  may  most  probably  be  raised  by  our 
supposed  ally  ?  Or  does  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  propose  to  fight  it  out  on 
the  proposals  which  the  European  Con- 
ference originally  laid  down  ?  Or  are  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment  to  arrange  simply 
that  the  Ooyemors  of  certain  proyinces 
north  of  the  Balkans  should  hold  office 
for  fiye  years,  that  the  police  were  to  bo 
reformed,  that  an  International  Com- 
mission should  sit,  and  that  the  taxes 
should  be  no  longer  farmed?  Surely 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  does  not  want 
this  country  to  enter  into  a  g^eat  war, 
to  sacrifice  countless  yaluable  liyes,  and 
to  waste  its  treasures  for  such  a  cause 
as  this.  What  does  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman wish  England  to  fight  for  ?  I 
haye  shown  that  it  is  war  clearly  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  would 
commit  us;  and,  eyen  at  the  risk  of 
wearying  the  House,  I  desire  to  make 
out  what  we  are  to  fight  for.  I  want, 
in  fact,  to  unrayel  the  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  before  hon.  Oentlemen 
opposite  and  the  nation  are  committed  to 
it.  I  am  told  he  wishes  us  to  fight  for 
autonomous  States  north  of  Constanti- 
nople. What,  then,  I  say,  does  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  mean  by  "  auto- 
nomous States  north  of  Constantinople,'' 
and  why  are  we  to  fight,  and  can  we 
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expect  to  fight  oxih  for  autonomy  north 
of  Constantinople?    These  States  have 
been  sketched  in  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man's  early  works  on  this  subject,  where 
he  alludes  to  them  as  States  from  whioh 
all  Turkish  officers  should  be  banished. 
If  once  we  began  to  establish  autono- 
mous States  there,  all  the  other  nation- 
alities of  Turkey  will  at  once  ask  for 
them.      Now,  I  nave  wandered  through 
all  the  countries  between  Syria,  Persia, 
and  Armenia,  and  have  dwdt  with  most 
of  the  ancient  and  various  races  which 
people  these  strange  and  interesting  re- 
gions ;  and  from  my  own  knowledge  of 
them,  I  can  say  that  every  one  of  these 
nationalities  aspires  after  autonomy ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  I  must  express  my 
conviction  that,  high  though  the  quali- 
ties of   some  of  them  are,   autonomy 
would  be  a  fatal  gift  to  them,  would  in- 
volve them  in  endless  feuds  with  their 
neighbours,  and  would  plunge  their  coun- 
try into  such  a  state  of  anarchy  as  would 
be  ruinous  to  all  concerned.    K,  then, 
we  go  to  war  for  autonomous  States 
north    of   Constantinople,  we  have   a 
most  serious  flight  of  demands  for  simi- 
lar changes  from  the  other  nationalities. 
If  England  should  plunge  into  this  war, 
everyone  must  see  that  ^e  would,  by  so 
doing,  reverse  the  whole  of  our  ancient 
policy,  would  astonish  Europe,  and  dis- 
turb   all    the  Mahomedans  of   India. 
For  what  purpose,  then,  should  we  go  to 
war  ?    I  cannot  see  any  sufficient  reason 
or  purpose  in  those  I  have  hitherto  dis- 
cussed for  this  war  with  Eussia,  without 
any  European  allies,  against  our  andent 
ally ;  but  it  must  be  for  some  large— some 
world-wide  purpose.  But,  granted  there 
is  sufficient  reason,  and  suppose  we  do 
go  to  war,  and  suppose  that  Turkey  is 
overcome,  and  her  fleet  is  destroyed, 
what  difficulties  should  we  still  have  to 
face  ?    The  real  difficulties  would  then 
begin.  England  and  Eussia  would  have, 
in  fact,  to  settle  between  them  the  great 
question  of  the  East.    A  dual  Oovem- 
ment,  as  we  have  already  said,  is  mis- 
chievous   in    a    single  countiy;    what 
would  dual  management  be  in  determin- 
ing this    great  problem?      ''Can  two 
people  waUc   together  imless  they  be 
agreed?''      After   what  type  are   the 
constitutions  of  the  new  States  all  over 
Turkey  to  be  formed  ?     England  prides 
herself  on  free  representative  institu- 
tions, freedom  of  speech,  on  the  tolera- 
tion of  every  creed,  on  her  free  Press, 
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on  her  firee  trade.     Is  it   liksly  tktt 
Eussia  and  England  would   be  agiMd 
in  those  respects?    I  do  not  wim  to 
say    anything    against    the    domoitit 
policy  of  other  States.     They  aie  pir- 
lectly  fr'ee,  of  course,  to  select  their  ova 
line  in  these  matters;  but  is  it  not  a 
matter  of  notoriety  that  the  Bossbu, 
or  the  ruling  classes  in  Eussia,  are  de- 
voted to  a  militaiy  and  de^>otio  Go- 
vernment?   They  closely  supervise  the 
Press ;  they  do  not  allow  the  tdemtioA 
of  other  creeds  ;    they  are  in  fiivtrar 
of  the  strictest  Protective  duties.     Is 
it  in  the  slightest  degree  likelv  that 
these  two  Powers,  England  and  Kussia, 
could  aeree  as  to  the  government  of  the 
States  that  were  to  be  torn  from  unhappy 
Turkey?    But  when  we  have  torn  up 
Treaties,  disturbed  Europe,  and  asto- 
nished Asia,  should  we  have  a  ohaaoe  ef 
establishing  a  series  of  free    States? 
Could  Eussia  permit  the  establishment 
of  such  States  either  on  her  European 
or   her   Asiatic   frontiers  ?     Oertainly 
not.      We   should   have   then    to   be 
parties  to  the  establishment  of  States 
after  the   model  of  Eussia,  and  tbst 
will  be  a  pretlr^  position  in  whidi  the 
Liberal  Party,  following  the  lead  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich,  will,  after  infinite  bloodshed 
and   heavy  taxation,    find   themselvee 
landed.      The  question  involved  is  lo 
very  serious  that  when  once  it  is  con- 
sidered I  can  hardly  believe  that  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  will  be  found  to  foHoir 
the  lead  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemm 
the  Member  for  Ghmnwich  in  a  oonrae 
which  will  lead  to  such  a  prospect  of 
future  evil  and  peril,  with  naraly  any 
compensating  good  in  view ;  and  I  am 
confident  the  country,  in  any  case,  will 
not  support  him.  The  right  non.  G^ib- 
man,  I  may  fairly  say,  has  shown  us  no 
tenable  alternative  policy  to  that  of  Eer 
Maie8ty'8CK)vemment.  Ithink,therefbte» 
we  have  a  right  to  demand  that  we  shonki 
no  longer  be  subject  to  these  aemi-Yotes 
of  Censure ;  and  that  we  should  ask  the 
House,  with  one  accord,  to  suspend  ill 
Party  feeling,  and  to  accept  the  proposal 
of  my  hon.lB^end  (Sir  H.  Drommosd 
Wolff),  and  to  declare  that  they  dedine, 
at  such  a  critical  moment  as  the  pzeeeat, 
to  embarrass  Her  Msjesty's  Govenunest 
by  any  fanoifiil  Besolutions,  howenr 
eloquently  the^  may  be  subm^ted  to  tha 
House  and  with  iniatever  noble  senti- 
ments thej  msj  be  sanoaiided.    Now> 
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the  ngbt  hon.  GtenUeman's  Besolutions, 
b«]ro&d  being  a  censure  on  Her  Majesty's 
Oorenunenty  are  also  a  censure  on  the 
Gorenunent  of  Turkey,  and  is  it  Parlia- 
ment's business  to  pass  such  a  censure 
on  a  friendly  State  ?  Is  it  generous 
and  right  to  do  so  when  that  State 
is  in  the  yery  agony  of  a  foreign  in- 
vasion? During  the  Franco-Oerman 
War  we  heard  a  oreat  deal  about  neu- 
trality, and  England  was  asked  by 
both  aides  to  observe  a  benevolent  neu- 
trality— ^whioh  I  confess  has  always  ap- 
peared to  me  to  be  a  contradiction  m 
terms.  Now  we  are  asked  to  observe 
a  benevolent  neutrality  towards  Bussia, 
and  to  pass  a  Vote  of  Oensure  upon 
Tnxkevi  and  by  so  doing  we  are  clearly 
invited  to  commit  a  breach  of  that  neu- 
trality which  Her  Majesty  has  onlv  re- 
cently, with  the  general  assent  of  the 
nation,  proclaimed.  What,  I  would  once 
more  ask,  does  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man's  Motion  mean,  even  if  we  accept 
it  for  the  moment  merely  as  a  Vote  of 
Censure  not  upon  the  Government,  but 
npon  Turkey?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  explained  it  when,  in  re- 
foenoe  to  Lord  Derby's  despatch,  he 
said— 

**  Now,  Sir,  I  paM  from  thif  ffoneral  argfumont 
to  the  fint  Rosolution,  And  to  Lord  Derby's  de* 
mtch.  That  doipatch  involved  one  of  two 
thingi.  It  wu  eitner  a  declaration  that  ought 
to  hkrm  b««n  followed  up,  or  pIm  it  waa  a  groat 
and  QBwanuitAblo  inaolt  to  Turkey.  There  ii 
no  aacape  from  the  dilimima,  You  have  no  right 
to  go  aoout  flin^g  thoae  violent  words  in  the 
fare  of  an^  Power,  unless  that  Power  haa  made 
Harlf  a  criminal  before  Europe;  and  if  that 
Pbwar  ia  to  have  your  moral  support,  yon  have 
evtaialy  no  right  to  uae  such  Iimguage.  You 
vare  bound  cither  to  tear  that  deapatch  into 
ihrpda,  or  to  go  further  in  your  own  vindica- 
tion." 

What  does  that  word  '*ftirther"  mean? 
It  means  action;  and  action  I  have 
slready  shown  can,  under  present  cir- 
eomstanees,  only  mean  war.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  blamed  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  harinff  penned  in  his  despatch 
vords  which  either  intimated  that  Eng- 
land would,  in  certain  circumstances,  go 
ftmher — ^that  is  to  say,  go  to  war— or,  if 
act,  for  haring  insulted  Turkey.  What 
is  the  meaning  of  his  present  proposal 
but  to  pledge  not  the  Secretary  of  State, 
hnt  the  House  of  Oommons,  to  sanction 
whioh,  by  his  own  confession, 
It  to  be  either  followed  up  by  action 
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torn  to  shreds  by  the  House  of  Oommons 
as  an  unwarrantable  insult  to  Turkey? 
This  passage  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
roan's  speech  throws  a  great  light  on  the 
proceedings  in  which  the  House  is  now 
engaged;  and  I  cannot  imagine  how  any 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  who  ponders 
oyer  it  can  fail  to  see  that  if,  in  the 
sense  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
posed it,  he  yotes  for  the  two  Eesolu- 
tions,  emasculated  though  they  have 
been,  he  is  voting  for  going  to  war  with 
Russia  against  Turkey.  It  evidently 
must  mean  this — that  the  passing  of  the 
Besolution  should  be  followed  up  by 
material  intervention  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  Nobody 
admires  more  than  I  do  enthusiasm 
such  as  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Greenwich  and  his 
followers,  when  they  believed  that  the 
grossest  oppression  and  the  foulest 
crimes  had  been  perpetrated.  Eoal  en- 
thusiasm is  always  a  noble  thing,  and 
seems  to  have  something  of  the  divine 
element  in  it,  and,  when  true  and 
genuine,  lifts  us  above  the  sordid  mo- 
tives and  petty  calculations  of  ordinary 
life  ;  but  much  though  we  honour  such 
feelings,  it  is  surely  the  business  of  a 
Gbvemment  to  see  that  they  are  not 
carried  away  by  such  sentiments,  how- 
ever noble,  and  look  at  affairs  with  the 
calmness  which  the  great  interests  en- 
trusted to  them  demand,  for  it  is  an 
enormous  charge  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  to  bear.  Instead  of 
talking  of  British  intorosts,  of  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  thought 
fit  to  speak  in  contemptuous  strains,  I' 
prefer  to  speak  of  British  responsibilities 
— those  heavy  responsibilities  which  bo- 
long  to  us  as  the  very  heart  of  an 
enormous  Empire.  The  question  is  not 
one  of  sordid  interest,  lust  of  pelf,  desire 
of  conquest,  or  pride  of  posse^on.  We 
find  ourselves  at  the  head  of  an  extra- 
ordinary confederation  of  the  Anglo- 
Saxon  race,  that  rules  in  every  quarter 
of  the  globe,  that  has  under  its  sway 
the  swarthy  millions  of  India,  and  has 
marked  out  for  its  own,  by  its  commerce 
and  Colonies,  all  the  most  favoured  re- 
gions of  the  civilized  world.  When  we 
glance  at  the  map  of  the  world,  and 
mark  how  there  is  scarcely  a  command- 
ing cape  or  beautiful  island  on  which 
our  flag  does  not  wave,  and  when  we 
remember — not  without  some  pride  and 
gratitude^-that  these  possessions  are  for 

[Second  Nt^ht,^ 


527         The  Eastern  Question.        (COMMONS)  Hesolutunu  {Mr.  Ghdthne).   5» 


the  most  part  centres  of  freedom  and 
justice  and  Christianity,  how  is  it  pos- 
sible that  we  should  not  feel  that  it 
would  be  a  grievous  loss  to  the  world  at 
large  if  these  fair  regions  were  scrambled 
for  by  the  nations,  and  were  turned  into 
scenes  of  turmoil  and  war  ?  It  is  surely, 
then,  from  no  sordid  sense  of  British 
interests,  but  from  a  deep  and  over- 
whelming sense  of  British  responsi- 
bility, that  we  look  with  the  deepest 
anxiety  upon  any  steps  by  any  foreign 
Power — be  they  great  or  small,  be  they 
in  the  East  or  in  the  West  —  which 
threaten  to  break  up  that  British  Em- 
pire, or  in  the  remotest  degree  to  weaken 
that  power  which  alone  preserves  to 
these  vast  and  widely-scattered  posses- 
sions the  blessings  of  a  peace  and  a 
prosperity  such  as  other  nations  have 
seldom  known.  Whatever  may  be  the 
opinion  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  as 
to  the  present  daneer  of  that  Empire 
being  assailed,  we  believe  it  to  be  our 
duty  to  watch  and  to  guard  it  with  the 
greatest  jealousy.  No  apprehension  of 
temporary  ridicule,  no  dread  of  mis- 
representation, no  fear  of  attack  from 
opponents,  will  shake  our  view  as  to  the 
grave  responsibility  of  our  position,  or 
will  deter  us  from  doing  our  best  in  our 
day  and  generation  to  hand  down  to  our 
posterity  the  great  charge  we  have  re- 
ceived of  the  United  British  Empire— 
the  most  wonderful  Kepublio  of  nations 
which  the  world  has  seen  united  under 
the  most  ancient  and  most  beautiful  of 
Crowns. 

Mr.  HUSSEY  VIVIAN  said,  that  no 
'policy  would  come  from  that  (the  Oppo- 
sition) side  of  the  House  which  would 
diminish  the  glory  and  the  splendour  of 
the  British  Empire.  He  denied  that  the 
Party  with  which  he  was  connected  had 
ever  sacrificed  British  interests ;  and,  in 
his  opinion,  those  interests  would  always 
be  saie  in  the  hands  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Greenwich,  who 
was  the  foremost  statesman  of  the  age. 
He  (Mr.  Vivian)  was  one  of  the  few 
Members  now  in  the  House  who  had 
the  honour  of  a  seat  at  the  time  of  the 
declaration  of  the  last  war  with  Bussia, 
and  he  honestly  confessed  that  he  had 
regretted  the  vote  he  had  given  on  that 
occasion.  England  and  France  had  in- 
tervened on  that  occasion  to  prevent  the 
Turkish  Empire  being  destroyed;  and, 
consequently,  he  thought  we  were  both 
responsible  for  the  outrages  which  had 
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since  been  committed  by  that  natios. 
He  was  afraid  that  unless  we  took  groti 
care  and  did  not  speak  out  we  abmld 
drift  into  war  now  as  we  drifted  into 
war  then,  especially  if  some  great  Bnt- 
sian  victory  took  place,  and  the  ixoops 
of  the  Czar  overran  European  Turkey 
and  Asia  Minor.    The  noble  Lord  (Vi»> 
count  Sandon)  repudiated  the  idea  that 
there  was  a  dual  influence  in  the  Go- 
vernment; but  when  they  contrasted  the 
speeches  and  actions  of  ike  head  of  the 
Government  with  what  was  said  yester- 
day by  the  Home  Secretary,  they  had  a 
riffht  to  Buroeot  and  believe  that  a  con- 
siderable difference  of  opinion  existed  in 
the  CK)vemment.    If  this  country  had, 
at  an  earlv  period,  declared  its  deter- 
mitation  that  the  system  of  miagovem- 
ment  in  the  Turkish  provinces  ahoold  be 
reformed,  at  this  moment  no  war  wonld 
exist.    If  England  had  supported  the 
Berlin  Memorandum,  Turkey  would  not 
have  been  insane  enough  to  repel  its 
proposals.     He   had   heard   with   the 
greatest  satisfaction  of  the  appointment 
of  Lord  Salisbury  to  the  Conference  at 
Constantinople;  but   he  proceeded   io 
that   Conference  with   suioh    a  weight 
hanffin^  round  his  neck  as  precluded  the 
possibihty   of  suocess.    In    conneodon 
with  Lord  Salisbury's  Mission  to  Con- 
stantinople it  was  veiy  desirable  to  re- 
member the  circumstances  in  which  hii 
Lordship  was  placed.    Did  hon.  Mem- 
bers suppose  that  the  utterances  of  the 
Prime  Minister  exercised  no  influence 
upon  the  Turkish  mind?    Did  they  think 
that  the  declaration  of  the  Premier  that 
no  more  imjust  war  was  ever  waged 
than  that  which  Servia  declared  asainst 
Turkev  passed  unnoticed  by  the  Irorte  f 
Did  tney  imagine  that   the  Ouildhall 
speech  had  not  had  its  effect  in  en- 
couraging the  resistance  of  Turkey  ?  All 
that  Deinff  so,  he  must  say  that  he  was 
astonished  at  a  man  with  the  statesman- 
like   knowledge    and   power   of  Lord 
SalisbuxT  accepting,  witn  a  dead  weifffat 
around  his  neck,  what  could  hardly  uil 
in  the  circumstances  to  prove  a  thankleiii 
office.    He  would  not  call  the  policy  of 
the  Government  puerile,  because  he  did 
not  think  any  boy  would  say  to  a  bully 
at  school — ''1  wish  you  womd  stop  ill- 
using  those  little  boys,  but  if  you  do  not 
stop  it  is  not  mv  intention  to  give  you  a 
thrashing."    He  would   not   therefore 
call  it  puerile.    It  was  senile--it  wu 
nothing  hut  the  outcome  of  old 
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say  to  Turkey — **  I  will  remonstrate  with 
you,  but  I  will  not  coerce  you."  The 
Home  Secretary  had  stated  the  other 
day  that  it  woidd  have  been  most  im- 
proper to  have  gone  to  the  Conference 
and  said — ^*  If  you  do  not  do  that  which 
I  recommend  I  will  then  be  prepared  to 
make  war  upon  you."  He  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  was  that 
the  alternative  ?  Surely,  when  we  had 
a  dispute  with  a  man,  and  entered  into 
negotiation  with  him,  we  did  not  neces- 
sanly  say — "  If  you  do  not  giye  way  I 
will  not  ffo  to  law  with  you."  We  en- 
deavourea  by  every  means  in  our  power 
to  get  the  man  to  do  what  we  wished ; 
but,  while  acting  in  that  manner,  we 
did  not  inform  him  that  we  would  not 
go  to  law  with  him.  That,  however, 
was  in  effect  what  the  Oovemment  had 
told  Turkey;  and  with  what  result? — 
that  England  had  been  insulted  by  the 
Porte.  Our  Ambassador  had  been  sent 
away  from  Constantinople  without  even 
having  the  opportunity  of  taking  leave 
of  the  Sultan,  imder  the  miserable  pre- 
text that  the  Sovereign  of  the  country  nad 
the  toothache.  Such  an  insult  had  never 
before  been  heaped  upon  any  country,  so 
far  as  he  was  aware ;  and  yet  we  con- 
tinued to  pay  Turkey  '^delicate  atten- 
tion." That  certainly  was  not  a  vigorous 
foreign  policy,  and  that  was  the  policy 
which  had  led  to  the  war  which  was  now 
in  progress.  He  had  the  firm  conviction 
that  if  the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  said  at  once  they  so 
detested  and  abhorred  the  misrule  of 
Turkey,  that  they  would  not  allow  it  to 
continue,  and  that  if  necessaiy  they 
would  be  prepared  to  join  with  others 
in  insisting  upon  such  measures  being 
taken  as  would  cause  justice  again  to 
rule  in  that  unhappy  country,  the  pre- 
sent calamitous  war  would  never  have 
occurred.  It  was  because  the  (Govern- 
ment had  not  taken  such  a  course  that 
he  believed  the  war  lay  strictly  at 
their  door.  With  reference  to  the  Bul- 
garian horrors,  he  was  very  glad  to  hear 
the  speech  delivered  on  the  previous 
evening  by  the  Home  Secretary.  That 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  expressed  his 
detestation  of  those  atrocities  in  terms 
which,  so  far  as  he  knew,  had  not  been 
used  before  by  any  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment ;  and  that  appeared  to  him  to 
beamatterforconffratmation.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
spoke  at  length  on  this  important  point, 


and  a  considerable  portion  of  his  most 
able  and  eloquent  speech — the  most  able 
and  eloquent  he  had  ever  heard  faU 
from  his  right  hon.  Friend's  lips — was 
directed  to  fix  on  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment the  absolute  responsibility  for  these 
massacres.  This  he  thoroughly  suc- 
ceeded in  doing;  and  it  was  rather 
extraordinary  that  neither  the  Home 
Secretary  nor  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
just  spoken,  after  24  hours'  reflection  on 
the  speech  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  had 
attempted  to  answer  the  case  which  he 
had  so  elaborately  made  out  against  the 
Turkish  Government.  He  was  glad  to 
see  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
taking  a  note  of  this  particular  point, 
for  he  should  be  happy  to  hear  any 
defence  of  the  Turkiiui  Government,  if 
any  defence  could  be  made ;  which,  how- 
ever, he  did  not  think  possible.  The 
portion  of  the  speech  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Greenwich  to 
which  he  referred  had  been  passed  over 
by  the  Home  Secretary  and  the  noble 
Lord,  and  he,  therefore,  assumed  that 
they  considered  it  imanswerable,  and 
that  they  regarded  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment as  responsible  for  the  crimes  which 
had  been'committed.  Well,  if  the  Home 
Secretary  and  the  noble  Lord  so  detested 
and  abhorred  those  atrocities,  they  must 
equally  detest  and  abhor  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment. The  two  things  followed  as  a 
logical  sequence ;  and  there  was  no  escape 
from  the  position.  What,  then,  was  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty'sGovemment?  Did 
they  mean  to  support  Turkey?  Were 
they  now  as  fully  bent  upon  upholding 
the  integrity  and  independence  of  the 
Ottoman  Empire  as  they  had  been  during 
the  past  year  ?  Or  did  they  not  think 
that  the  time  had  come  when  some 
arrangement  might  be  made  by  which 
the  oppressed  provinces  might  be  better 
governed  than  they  had  mtherto  been 
or  were  now  by  the  effete  and  worn-out 
administration  of  the  Ottoman?  The 
noble  Lord  who  preceded  him  in  the 
debate  had  asked  what  was  the  policy 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Gbreenwich  ?  but  his  right  hon.  Friend 
was  not  bound  to  have  a  policy.  The 
CK)vemment,  how.ever,  were  boimd  to 
have  a  policy;  and  what  was  it?  He 
had  not  the  smallest  conception  of  what 
it  was.  He  had  certainly  been  some- 
what relieved  by  the  speech  of  the 
Home  Secretary;  but  what  was  the 
policy  of  that  speech  ?    It  was  a  policy 
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of  strict  neutralitj.  Well,  strict  neu- 
trality was  a  very  good  policy  for  the 
time  being;  but  what  of  the  future? 
He  wanted  to  know  whether  Prince 
Bismarck  was  spoken  to,  and  if  he  enter- 
tained those  fears  of  Bussia  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  appeared  to  enter- 
tain. Did  they  suppose  that  this  was 
the  only  country  wnich  had  cause  to 
fear  Bussian  aggression?  Austria  and 
Germany  were  as  much  interested  in  the 
Danube  as  we  were  in  the  Bosphorus 
and  Dardanelles,  and  they  might  be 
certain  that  neither  Austria  nor  Germany 
would  ever  allow  Bussia  to  take  posses- 
sion of  Constantinople  or  the  northern 
provinces  of  Turkey.  The  Government 
knew  what  Prince  Bismarck  had  said 
on  this  subject  and  ought  to  give  some 
intimation  of  it  to  the  House.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated  some 
time  ago  at  Edinburgh  that  all  private 
Members  were  utterly  ignorant  of  foreign 
politics. 

Thb  CHANCELLOB  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEB:  I  did  not  say  so. 

Mr.  HUSSEY  VIVIAN:  Perhaps 
the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  will  inform  us 
what  he  did  say  then. 

Thb  CHANCELLOB  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEB :  What  I  said  was  that  a  great 
many  of  them  did  not  understand  foreign 
politics. 

Mr.  HUSSEY  VIVIAN  said,  that 
when  he  read  the  statement  attributed  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  it  struck 
him  as  a  very  strong  one.  He  had  sat 
in  that  House  for  25  years,  and  had 
never  before  opened  his  mouth  on  foreign 
policy,  yet  he  took  a  gpreat  interest  in 
the  subject.  He  admitted  that  private 
Members  had  not  access  to  the  docu- 
ments to  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  access;  and  therefore 
he  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  give  the  House  some  insight  into 
them,  and  tell  them  what  were  the 
opinions  of  Prince  Bismarck  with  re- 
ference to  Bussia  and  the  northern 
provinces  of  Turkey.  Syria  and  the 
coast  of  the  Mediterranean  were  matters 
of  deep  interest  to  France  and  Italy  as 
well  as  to  England.  What  was  the 
policy  of  the  Govemn^ent  as  to  them  ? 
Were  they  goinff  to  uphold  the  Turkish 
Empire  inviolable  with  all  its  terrible 
consequences  ?  If  not,  and  if  the  knell 
of  the  Turkish  Empire  had  sounded — 
which,  for  his  part,  he  fully  believed 
was  the  case — what  was  their  policy  ? 
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Egypt  and  the  Suez  Canal  w««  of 
great  interest  to  this  countrr.  He 
went  further,  and  said  that  uie  M<v 
diterranean  ^ores  of  Asia  Minor  and 
the  Euphrates  Vallev  were  also  of  great 
importance  to  us.  Kussia  could  not  be 
allowed  to  take  possession  of  Toxlcey. 
Were  they  prepaid  to  re-estabHsh  the 
old  Byzantine  Empire  ?  The  Emperor 
Nich(^as  always  said  he  was  not  pre- 
pared for  that ;  and  the  Emperor  Alex- 
ander had  pledged  his  word,  in  the  most 
solemn  manner,  that  he  had  no  desire 
for  conquest;  and  surely  our  GKrrem* 
ment,  if  they  did  not  desire  to  uphold 
the  Turkish  Empire,  should  be  prepared 
with  some  policy  in  the  event  of  that 
Empire  being  broken  up.  What  was  it 
to  be?  Did  they  propose  to  establiah 
an  Empire,  a  Kingdom,  or  a  Confedera- 
tion of  States  ?  He  saw  no  r^Mon  why 
there  should  not  be  a  Confederation. 
It  worked  well  in  Switzerland.  They 
might  depend  upon  it  that  they  oonld 
not  maintain  the  integrity  and  inde- 
pendence of  the  Turkiw  Empire,  and 
the  country  would  never  allow  them  to 
go  to  war  again  for  Turkey.  They 
were  a  strong  Government  and  a  united 
Party.  He  admired  their  unity;  and 
it  was  only  by  unity  that  Parties  were 
successful,  and  the  sooner  that  was 
recognized  by  all  the  better.    He  had 

3K>ken  strongly  upon  this  Eastern 
uestion ;  but  whatever  his  oonviotions 
might  be,  he  was  not  prepared  to  divide 
his  Party  on  them.  The  Home  Secre- 
tary had  chaUenffed  them  to  say  whe- 
ther the  people  who  attended  the  meet- 
ings held  in  support  of  the  Besolationt 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich were  informed  that  the  logical  con- 
sequence of  them  was  that  a  war  would 
ensue  between  this  country  and  Turicey? 
Now,  he  had  attended  a  public  meeting 
of  his  own  constituents,  vexr  near  the 
place  where  such  heroism  had  lately 
been  displayed  by  the  miners,  and  he 
told  the  meeting  that  the  logical  con- 
sequence of  the  course  recommended 
might  be  war.  No  resolution  for  war 
was  put  to  the  meeting;  but  he  was 
firmly  convinced  these  gaUant  men 
would,  if  the  necessity  arose,  back  aoy 
Qovemment  in  this  country  in  a  war  to 
prevent  the  recurrence  of  the  inhuman 
massacres  and  the  horrible  condition  of 
things  that  had  subsisted  fbr  so  many 
years  in  the  Turkish  Empire.  If,  on 
the  contrary,  the  GKyvemment   shouM 
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•T«r  be  dMiroui  to  go  to  war  in  fiavour 
of  Turkey f  he  wished  to  let  them  know 
that  thare  wag  a  Party  in  the  House  of 
Commons  whioh  would  prevent  them 
gettisg  one  farthinp  until  they  had 
taken  the  sense  of  the  country  on  the 
sttbieot.  If  the  Oonservatives  wished  to 
send  the  Liherab  to  the  other  side  of  the 
Hooae  with  such  a  majority  at  their 
baoke  ae  they  had  never  hiid  before, 
they  had  only  to  go  to  the  country  with 
a  poUoT  of  that  kind.  . 

Mm.  PERCY  WTNDHAM  said,  the 

hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 

sorely  ooold  not  desire  that  the  Goyem- 

meot  should  haye  used  threats  to  Turkey 

which  thej  did  not  intend  to  carry  out. 

Sueh  conduct  would  neither  haye  been 

honourable  or  condudye  to  the  interests 

of  the  country,  nor  would  it  haye  had 

any  efleot  on  the  attitude  which  Turkey 

had  determined  on  all  alonff,  if  Bussia 

had  gone  into  the  war  with  Allies  or  not. 

The   hon.    Gentleman   belonged   to    a 

Party  whioh,  for  the  last  16  years,  had 

bMn  preaching  the  doctrine  that  this 

country  should  not  go  to  war  on  any 

consideration,  howeyer  great  the  moral 

obhgataon  might  be,  unless  the  indiyi* 

dnafdefonoe  of  this  country  was  con- 

osmed.    [Mr.  Humby  Yiviak  :   I  beg 

pardon.    I  do  not  belong  to  any  such 

Party.]   WeU,  he  (Mr.  Percy  Wyndham) 

had  had  the  honour  of  sitting  in  that 

House  for  1 7  years,  and  those  were  the 

sentiments    which   he    had   inyariably 

heard  from  the  opposite  benches.    More- 

OTsr,  only  two  Sessions  since,  at  the 

instance  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr 

(Mr.  lUohard)  that  House  affirmed  a 

Besolution,  supported  by  hon.  Members 

on  that  side,   that  no   dispute  should 

kmoeforth  be  settled  by  war,  but  by 

srbitration  alone.    It  would  be  a  matter 

of  regret  if^  owing  to  the  Resolutions 

bsing  brought  forward  in  a  mutilated 

fcrm,  it  had  not  been  open  to  the  House 

todisonss  the  question  in  its  entirety; 

bat  he  waa  relieyed  from  any  apprehen- 

tkm  of  that  aort  by  the  course  taken  by 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Childers) 

•ad  the  rieht  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich 

(llr.  Oladstone),  aa  the  speech  of  the 

right  hon.  Gentleman  went  beyond  the 

Besobtiona  in  their  present  reetricted 

Cptm.    The  country  desired  the  diaoua* 

■on  of  the  questioa  in  its  entirety,  and 

tketuae  had  come  when  its  discnaaion 

ai^  take  pleoe  without  harm,  and 

*vea  wilh  poUio  adrantage.    The  time 


for  mediation  and  adyioe  had  gone  by ; 
negotiations  had  ceased,  and  therefore 
a  debate  could  not  inteifere  with  them. 
Such  a  debate,  too,   would  show  that 
while  some  in  this  House  could   not 
^mpathize  with  Russia,  there  was  no 
Party  or  section  of  a  Party  anxious 
for  war.     Although  it  had  been  ohal- 
lenffed  in  that  House,  he  belieyed  the 
oonduot  and  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Goyemment   had   been   in    its    main 
features  consistent.    They  had    stated 
distinctly  that  they  woula  mediate  and 
giye  adyioe,  but  that  they  would  not  go 
to  war  to  enforce   their  adyice;    and 
therefore  the  policy  which  had  acceded  to 
the  Andrassy  Note,  which  implied  adyioe 
and  not  coercion ;  the  policy  whioh  had 
refiised  to  join  in  the  Berlin  Memoran- 
dum, which  implied  the  enforcement  of 
its  proyisions ;  and  the  policy  whioh  had 
led  to  the  Conference,  had  been  all  one 
and  the  same.    Although,  howeyer,  the 
Constantinople  Conference  had  been  in 
accordance  with  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
yemment, he  thought  it  an  unfortunate 
manifestation  of  their  poli<rjr,  and  forced 
upon  them  by  the  action  oi  Parties  out- 
of-doors.    The  idea  of  the  Conference 
was,  that  the  family  of  nations  could 
treat  one  of  their  number  as  a  Goyem- 
ment treated  one  of  its  subjects,  and 
oblige  it  to  giye  security  to  keep  the 
peace,  and  bind  it  oyer  to  good  beha- 
yiour.      He  denied  the  tmth  of  that 
assumption.    No  Treaty  or  Conyention 
had  oyer  giyen  such  a  power,  and  it  was 
entirely  fatal  to  the  pnnciple  of  nation- 
alities ;  and  it  was  to  remoye  the  assump- 
tion which  Russia  had  set  up  20  years 
ago  that  the  9th  Clause  of  the  Treaty 
had  been  passed.    The  Conference  had 
proposed  tnat  the  Goyernment  of  the 
Hultan  should  be  superseded  in  his  own 
capital — but  only  so  far  as  to  diyoroe 
power  firom  responsibility.      But   that 
was    not    all,    for    autonomy,  in    the 
Proyinoes   had    been    proposed.      We 
had     no     exact     definition     of    the 
meaning    of    that   word,    as    applied 
to    Turkey,   and  he  doubted   whether 
eyen  Lord  Salisbury  himself  had  oyer 
really  thought  out  how  it  waa  to  be 
apphed  to  tl^  Christian  Proyinoes.  Now, 
ii  there  waa  anything  on  whioh  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  seemed  to  be  per- 
fectly agreed,  it  was  in  maintaining  that 
the  Turks  were  morally  effete;  and  if 
that  were  so,  to  endow  such  a  people 
with  autonomy  would  be  absurd,  for  tbe 
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moment  the  existing  form  of  government 
was  removed,  the  whole  fabric  most  fall 
to  the  ground.  Indeed,  the  great  hope 
of  Turkey  lay  in  a  few  of  her  upper 
classes,  who  had  reform  in  her  adminis- 
tration at  heart,  and  in  the  great  bulk 
of  her  middle  and  lower  classes,  who 
were  as  honest  and  as  fit  for  good 
government  as  any  people  in  the  world. 
Then  there  were  the  Ohristians,  who 
were  wanting  in  every  quality  which 
was  usually  found  combined  with  go- 
verning power,  and  in  whose  case 
nothing  but  evil,  in  his  opinion,  could 
result  from  trying  a  scheme  of  autonomy 
which  would  entirely  ignore  the  change 
and  past  history  of  the  country.  It  was 
all  very  well  to  take  such  men,  and  to 
propose,  as  had  been  done,  to  set  them 
on  their  legs  again,  to  see  how  they 
would  get  on;  but  whenever  such  a 
policy  had  been  tried  it  had  ended  in 
failure.  He  denied  altogether  that  this 
question  could  be  decided  on  moral 
grounds  alone.  The  right,  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Qladstone)  had  alluded  again 
and  again  to  the  Bulgarian  massacres, 
which  every  one  deplored ;  but  he  had 
himself  shown  that  even  the  most  civi- 
lized nations,  imder  the  influence  of 
panic,  might  commit  cruelties  which  they 
afterwards  deplored.  With  regard  to 
the  charge  that  the  Turkish  Government 
had  employed  irregular  troops  in  order 
that  the  insurrection  might  be  put  down 
in  the  most  cruel  and  effective  manner, 
there  was  the  evidence  of  Sir  Henry 
Elliot  to  show  that  that  course  was 
taken  by  Mahmoud  Pasha,  acting  upon 
the  advice  of  General  Ig^atien,  who 
tried  to  persuade  him  that  there  was 
no  insurrection,  or  danger  of  insur- 
rection, in  Bulgaria ;  and  who,  al- 
though he  (Mr.  Percy  Wyndham)  be- 
lieved he  would  have  hesitated  to  give 
such  advice  if  he  could  foresee  the 
cruelties  to  which  it  would  lead,  yet 
gave  it  as  the  enemy,  not  as  the  Mend, 
of  Turkey,  knowing  that  the  result  of 
employing  irre^lar  troops  would  pro- 
bably be  to  brmg  it  into  ereater  mffi- 
culties.  A  fi^at  deal  had  been  said 
about  the  public  meetings  in  this  coun- 
try :  but  ne  did  not  think  public  meet- 
ings, though  largely  attended,  any  great 
index  of  the  feelmg  of  the  people  in  this 
country.  There  was  a  type  of  people 
who  attended  public  meetmgs — a  type 
found  in  all  olassee  of  society,  and  a 
great  number  of  them  in  the   Upper 
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House.  But  the  main  body  of  tha 
people  did  not  care  for  public  meetings. 
They  disliked  listening  to  speeches — and 
there  was  only  one  minff  they  disliked 
more,  and  that  was  mwng  speeches 
themselves,  and  they  never  drew  the  in- 
ferences from  them  which  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  seemed  to  draw.  No  word 
more  true  was  ever  uttered  than  when 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield) 
declared  that  the  war  was  the  work  of 
secret  societies ;  a  statement  which 
they  might  well  believe  when  thev  re- 
membe^  that  one  society  had  an 
annual  income  of  £50,000,  one-sixtfa  or 
one-seventh  of  which  was  contributed 
by  the  Bussian  Government,  and  that  at 
its  head  was  a  Bussian  iSrince  of  the 
Blood.  It  was  a  rule,  moreover,  of  the 
Panslavonic  society,  that  no  man  conld 
receive  aid  unless  he  had  first  made  him- 
self poHtically  obnoxious  to  the  (Jovem- 
ment  to  which  he  owed  allegiance.  Not 
Yerj  long  ago,  under  the  Government 
of  Lord  Palmerston,  the  ri^t  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Halifax  (Mr. 
Stansfeld^  was  driven  from  office,  merely 
because  he  allowed  letters  sent  to  a 
foreign  refugee,  who  had  made  himself 
poUtically  obnoxious  to  his  country,  to 
be  addressed  to  the  residence  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  But  while  Buseia 
was  at  peace  with  Turkey,  a  Prince  of 
the  Blood  of  the  former  Power  presided 
over  a  society  whose  sole  object  was  to 
subvert  the  Government  of  Turkey.  Mr. 
Baring  in  his  Beport  said — 

**  Tho  doeds  of  blood  I  have  spoken  of  and  tho 
miaety  I  have  witnewed  mart  rouw  jnrt  indiB- 
nation  in  every  mind ;  bat  the  infamous  oondoct 
of  those  agita^rs,  who,  to  serve  selfish  ends  of 
States  whose  only  object  is  territorial  aggnui- 
disement,  have  not  shrunk  from  exciting  poor 
ignorant  peasants  to  revolt,  thus  desolaiinr' 
thousands  of  homes,  and  leaving  a  fine  rich 
Province  a  legacy  of  tears,  should  not  he 
allowed  to  escape  without  their  share  of  execra- 
tion." 

He  was  surprised  to  hear  hon.  Members 
opposite  declare  that  Mahomedan  feel- 
ing in  India  was  indifferent  firom  what 
was  going  on  at  the  theatre  of  war.   Had 
they  not  seen  but  lately  that  two  con* 
tributions  of   £5,000    had  come   from 
Hvderabad  and  from  Delhi  towards  the 
relief  ftmd  for  the  benefit  of  Turkish 
soldiers?    But  such  questions  must  not 
be  dedded  on  small  and  perhaps  aoci* 
dental  matters  of  that  kind,  but  by  the 
rules  which  prompted  the  action  of  com* 
munities  under  such  oiroumstanoes ;  and 
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if  th«  ibroe  of  Ohriitian  prindpleB  was 
strong  anotiffh  to  bring  the  Powers  of 
Europe  togeuer  at  Oonstantinople,  how 
couUf  they  renture  to  deny  toat  the 
Mahomedans    were    uninfLuenoed    by 
precisely  the  same  feelings?    He  ad- 
vised hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  take 
oare    leat,   by  their  present  course  of 
action,  they  brought  about  the  rise  of  a 
Mahomedan     Power    in     India.      He 
denied  that  this  question  ought  to  be 
decided  by  a  comparison  of  Kussia  and 
Turkey.     But  if  it  was  to  be  considered 
a  moral  question,  he  denied  that  we 
oould    not    go   into   the    past   history 
of  Bnssia  and  ask  what  she  had  done. 
Only  the  other  day  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment in  his  place  had  protested  against 
any  Papers  oeing  published  that  told 
aninst  Kussia.     Russia,  red  with  the 
blood  of  Poland,  was  the  very  last  coun- 
try in  the  world  to  whom  should  be  en- 
trusted the  destinies  of  a  weak  people. 
In  1863  pickets  were  posted  in  some 
parts  of  Poland,  and  domiciliary  visits 
were  made,  and  80  or  40  young  girls 
were  carried  away  in  one  night,  children 
were  massacred  before    their    parents' 
eyes,    and    the   wounded   living    were 
buried  in  one  grave  with  the  dead.    If 
this  matter  was  to  be  regarded  only  as 
a   moral    question  between  tjrrannous 
Russia    and   wretched   Turkey — whose 
sins,  although  great,  were  rather  sins  of 
omission  than  commission — that  was  a 
strong  reason  why  we  should  look  to  our 
own  mterests  as  long  as  they  were  con- 
sistent with  the  interests  of  the  world. 
If  one  talked  of  the  interests  of  one's 
own  country,  one  was  regarded  as  defi- 
cient in  humanity ;  but  that  was  not  his 
sentiment.    Just  as  the  best  patriot  was 
the  best  cosmopolitan,   so  tnat  nation 
which  respected  its  own  interests  and, 
if  necessary,    was  prepared  to  defend 
them,  was  the  best  member  among  the 
family  of  nations. 

Ma.  LEATHAM  :  Mr.  Speaker,  al- 
thoagh  I  do  not  aspire,  Sir,  like  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down, 
to  solve  the  Eastern  Question  in  a  five 
minates'  speech,  yet,  if  the  House  will 
pnnnit  me,  I  should  Hke  to  sav  a  very 
itfw  words  upon  one  or  two  of  the  points 
which  have  oeen  raised  in  the  course  of 
this  debate.  The  hon.  Member  has  not 
•xpTMMd  much  sympathy  with  the  agi- 
tation of  the  Autumn ;  out  the  noble 
Ixnd  (Yisoount  Sandon),  who  spoke  with 
10  mmoh  abilify  earlier  in  the  evening,  did 


express  that  sympathy,  and  so  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, in  his  powerful  speech  last  night. 
Well,  that  is  just  what  I  should  expect 
from  the  humane  natures  of  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman. 
But  I  think  they  had  another  sufficient 
reason  for  speaking  warmly  of  this  great 
outburst  of  public  feeling,  and  it  was 
this — that  outburst  of  feeling  was  a 
perfect  Godsend  to  the  Administra- 
tion of  which  they  are  distinguished 
Members,  for  it  first  gave  the  Govern- 
ment that  lead  of  which  up  to  that 
time  it  had  stood  sorely  in  need.  For 
what  up  to  that  moment  had  been 
the  course  of  the  Government,  if  course 
we  mav  call  that  which  stands  still  ?  A 
mere  blind  clinging  to  phrases  which 
had  lost  their  meaning.  The  ancient 
philosopher  made  the  discovery  that  the 
only  thing  he  knew  was  that  he  knew 
nothing,  and  if  we  were  to  turn  to  the 
speeches  delivered  by  hon.  and  right  hon. 
GenUemen  opposite  during  the  Recess 
we  should  find  one  burden  m  them  all — 
''The  only  thing  we  can  decide  is  that  we 
can  decide  nothing."  [LaughUrJ]  Hon. 
Gentlemen  did  not  perhaps  say  so  in  so 
many  words,  but  they  enlarged  and  en- 
larged upon  the  difficulties  which  beset 
this  question  until  they  had  proved  to 
their  own  satisfaction  that  we  were  in  the 
midst  of  a  perfect  labyrinth,  and  then  they 
proved  that  the  only  way  out  of  it  was 
to  remain  just  where  we  were.  It  was 
the  people  of  England,  ''  most  of  whom 
do  not  understand  questions  of  foreign 
policy,"  it  was  the  ''malignity"  and 
"  criminal  folly  "  —  those  were  the 
phrases — of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  moved  these  Resolutions  which 
created  a  policy  for  the  Gk>vemment — 
and  when  the  policy  was  created,  when 
it  had  been  accepted  by  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  when  he 
had  decided  to  send  Lord  Salisbury  to 
Constantinople  in  order  to  carry  out  that 
policy,  and  when  he  had  abandoned  the 
"integrity  and  independence  of  Turkey," 
he  tumeu  round,  like  the  Parthian  in 
his  flight,  and,  as  he  galloped  away,  he 
shot  them  both  in  our  faces !  Now,  Sir, 
I  wish  to  express  my  regret  that  the 
Party  to  which  I  have  the  honour  to 
belong,  having  achieved  so  much  in 
conjunction  wiUi  the  popular  voice,  did 
not  stop  here.  I  venture  to  think  that 
our  true  line  at  the  beginning  of  the 
Session  would  have  been  to  have  said  to 
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the  OoTemment — **  We  hare  giTen  you 
a  policy — ^the  policy  of  complete  neu- 
trality in  case  of  war,  the  policy  of  an 
absolute  renunciation  of  Turkey,  and  we 
intend  by  all  the  means  in  our  power  to 
hold  you  to  it.''  Instead  of  that,  what 
have  we  been  doing  ?  From  the  first  day 
of  the  Session,  at  stated  interrals,  and  at 
the  hands  of  irrepressible  Members,  we 
have  been  making  desultory  and  abor- 
tire  attacks  upon  the  Gbvemment ;  we 
have  been  nagging  at  the  Gk>yemment, 
we  have  been  askincr  innumerable  ques- 
tions,  which  no  oneW  to  anawe^,  we 
have  been  making  Motions  about  which 
no  one  cared  to  divide,  and  now  we 
have  a  string  of  Eesolutions,  the  most 
important  pa^  of  which  everyone  re- 
joices to  have  been  withdrawn.  I  sav 
everyone,  and  I  speak  advisedly ;  for  wiU 
it  becontended  that  those  who  might  have 
followed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  into 
the  Lobby  would  h&ve  done  so  with  very 
cheerful  countenances  ?  And,  as  regards 
those  who  felt  compelled  to  vote  against 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman,  why  they 
would  have  g^ven  the  most  painful  vote 
of  their  lives.  I  have  sat  in  this  House 
a  good  many  years — ^longer  than  I  like 
to  think  of^-and  during  that  period 
the  right  hon.  GFentleman  has  had  no 
more  humble  but  no  more  steadfast 
adherent  than  myself.  But  I  could  not 
permit  my  admiration  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  which  has  been  imlK)unded, 
to  blind  my  eyes  to  the  fact  that 
the  third  and  fourth  Resolutions  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice  were — ^I  will 
not  say  mischievous,  but — inopportune ; 
more  than  that,  they  were  dangerous. 
They  were  inopportune  because  they 
were  sure  to  have  been  misconstrued 
abroad,  and  because  they  would  have 
divided  and  weakened  what  I  cannot 
but  regard  as  the  real  pftrtv  of  peace  and 
ueutraiityinthiBOOunt^.  They  were  dan- 
gerous because  there  was  war  in  them — 
possible  war  against  Turkey,  possible 
war  against  Bussia ;  possible  war  ag^ainst 
both !  I  desire  not  to  misrepresent  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  any  way ;  but 
I  think  I  am  right  in  sayin?  that  under 
certain  oontingendes  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman contemplates  armed  intervention, 
and  for  armea  intervention  imder  the 
contingencies  contemplated  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  I,  for  one,  could  never 
have  voted.  Granting  everything  which 
he  dreads,  and  I  dread  it  as  mucn  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman ;  granting,  if  you 


will,  that  the  war  may  termiuAie  with- 
out  any  satisfactory  arrangement  for 
securing  the  liberties  of  the  Ohriatiani ; 
granting,    further,    that    Bussia    may 
seek  to  recoup  herself  for  the  mam&om 
which  she  has  made  by  absorbing  unda 
her  rule — a  rule  which  I  admit  to  be 
hateful — Provinces  which  I  should  desire 
to  set  free,  what  then  ?    Are  we  to  go 
to  war  to  prevent  it  ?  and  what,  under 
such  circumstances,  would  such  a  war 
be — call  it  by  any  fine  name  you  please 
— but  a  war  of  mere  ^mnathy  ?    And 
when  has  mere  sjrmpathy  been  held  to 
be  an  adequate  motive  for  going  to  war 
since  the  evil  days  when  we  went  to 
war  in  order  to  replaoe  the  Bourbons  on 
the  Throne   of  f'rance  —  an    instance 
which  escaped  the  memory  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  last  night.      Sir,  our 
whole    attitude   towards    Europe    has 
long   ceased   to    be    one    of    militaiy 
menace— our  whole  militanr  economy  is 
planned  for  purposes  of  defence ;   and  if 
there  be  one  man  in  the  country  who  is 
responsible  for  this  state  of  things,  it  is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself.     We 
have  disentiUed  ourselves  from  entering 
with  a  high  hand  into  the  councils  of 
Europe.    We  have  disqualified  ourselves 
from  taking  part  in  great  military  wars, 
because  under  the  guidance  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  we  have  refused  to  aug^ 
ment  our  Army  in  competition  with  the 
enormous  armaments  of  the  Continent 
To  interfere  upon  the  Continent  as  we 
ought  to  interfere,  if  we  interfered  at  all, 
we  must  become  as  Bussia  has  beoome, 
as  France  and  Germany  have  become 
— a  nation  of  soldiers;  but  knowing  that 
a  nation  of  soldiers  is  never  very  hmg  a 
nation  of  free  men,  we  have  made  our 
deliberate  choice  between  liberty  at  home 
and  authority  abroad — a  choice  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  appears  to  me 
to  have  entirely  ignored. 

Mr.  B  AILLIE  COCHRANE  observed, 
that  simultaneously  with  the  unseemly 
discussion  carried  on  in  the  House  last 
night  a  meeting  was  held  at  St.  James's 
Hall,  in  consequence  of  the  Notice  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  had 
given  of  his  Resolutions.  That  meeting 
was  called  together  in  the  interests  of 
peace,  and  one  of  the  speakers  (Mr. 
Cohen)  said — 

"You  know  many  of  us  hold  that  it  wu 
England's  duty,  as  it  would  not  hare  been  oon- 
tranr  to  h«r  interests,  to  hare  put  pressare  upon 
the  rorte  not  hy  mere  useless  words,  but  la  a 
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far  more  forcible  manner.  The  Gtoyemment 
actually  opposed  the  only  means  that  could  have 
been  effectual— namely,  active  coercion  on  the 


part  of  the  Powers  to  carry  out  that  which  they 
demanded  from  the  Porte. 

That  meant,  in  plain  English,  that  cen- 
sure was  to  be  oast  upon  the  Government 
by  members  of  the  Peace  Society  for  not 
having  declared  war  with  Eussia  against 
Turkey.    He  regretted  that  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  was  not  in 
his  place  to  explain  whether  he  approved 
the  language  held  at  a  meeting  almost 
convene  on  his  authority  ["  "No  "],  or, 
at  any  rate,  in  support  of  his  Besolutions. 
The  nght  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract 
(Mr.  Ohilders)  ought,  with  his  opinions, 
to  have  moved  a  distinct  Vote  of  Want 
of  Confidence  in  the  Government.    These 
frequent  discussions,  which  raised  no 
direct  issue,  tended  neither  to  the  dig- 
nity of  the  House  nor  to  the  advantage 
of  the  country.   Let  him  state  briefly  his 
own  view  of  that   Eastern   Question. 
They  had  existing  between  Europe  and 
Asia  a  Power  alien  in  creed  and  in  habits 
from  the  other  Powers  of  Europe,  and 
also  a  Power  ruling  over  Christian  sub- 
jects, whose  rule,  he  admitted,  frequentiv 
violated  the  feelings  of  humanity.    It 
might  be  asked  why,  then,  did  he  advo- 
cate a  policy  different  from  that  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite?    His  answer  was 
that  the  most  eminent  statesmen  of  past 
and  present  times  had  always  seen  that 
there  was  a  very  great  difficulty  in  the 
position  of  Turkey ;  and  he  warned  those 
who,  in  that  House  or  in  St.  James's 
Hall,  denounced  the  Turks  and  talked 
of  a  new  crusade  to  exterminate  them 
that  they  had  not  sufficiently  considered 
what  the  Eastern  Question  really  was. 
Turkey  must  be  supported,  to  prevent 
any  other  nation  from  filling  the  place 
she  occupied.    What  were  the  views  of 
all  thinking  and  responsible  statesmen 
who  had  given  their  attention  to  that 
important  subject  ?    Even  Lord  Eussell, 
whose  humanity  was  not  exceeded  by 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich, said  in  October,  1867 — 

"  The  Crimean  "War  was  not  a  war  for  the 
defence  of  Turkey,  bat  to  oppose  the  designs  of 
Btiaaia.  It  is  well  known  that  the  Emperor 
opposes  all  ciYil  and  religious  liberty.  I  wish  to 
see  the  people  of  Turkey  entrusted  with  the 
government  of  their  own  country.'' 

In  1828,  when  Europe  was  placed  in 
pretty  nearly  the  same  position  as  now, 
the  Duke  6f  Wellington  wrote  to  the 
Comte  de  Ferronaye— 


**  The  invasion  of  the  Turkish  dcmiinions  in 
Europe  and  the  occupation  of  Constantinople 
must  not  be  viewed  in  the  same  light  as  other 
invasions  and  occupations  which  we  witnessed 
in  our  days.  I  am  convinced  your  Excellency 
feels  as  strongly  as  I  have  already  expressed  it, 
that  we  are  all  mtereeted  in  the  continued  exist- 
ence in  a  state  of  independence  of  the  power  of 
the  Porte  in  Europe.  We  are  not  prepared  for 
its  destruction." 

A^,  writing  to  Lord  Aberdeen,  he 
said — 

*'  If  we  look  a  little  further  at  the  case,  we 
shall  see  still  stronger  reason  for  adhering  to 
our  Treaty.  We  mean  to  maintain  the  power  of 
the  Porte ;  and  although  we  were  ready  to  agree 
to  the  adoption  of  a  mode  of  executing  our  pur- 
pose in  Greece,  consistent  with  the  respect  due 
to  that  Power,  our  concurrence  in  that  mode 
was  founded  upon  the  necessity  of  coming  to 
some  settlement  in  Greece  for  the  sake  of  the 
Porte  itself.  The  independence  of  the  Porte  is 
important  to  all  the  Powers  of  Christendom. 
Its  maritime  independence,  and  particularly  the 
independent  exercise  of  sovereign  authority  in 
its  own  waters,  is  important  to  aU  the  Powers  of 
the  Mediterranean  and  to  all  maritime  Powers. 
The  deprivation  of  this  independent  exercise  of 
power,  and  the  transfer  of  the  responsibility  for 
its  exercise  from  the  Sultan .  to  the  Emperor  of 
Bussia,  is  an  alteration  of  the  state  of  power  in 
that  part  of  Europe  which  is  very  important  to 
the  interests  of  this  country." 

Surely  that  opinion  would  have  some 
weight  with  hon.  Gentlemen  who  thought 
that  we  ought  not  merely  to  stand  aside 
and  allow  a  blow  to  be  struck  at  Turkey, 
but  to  join  with  the  Bussians  in  attack- 
ing her.  Now,  he  came  to  a  still  greater 
authority — namely.  Lord  Palmerston, 
who,  according  to  the  admirable  bio- 
graphy published  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Poole  (Mr.  Ashley), 
**  hated  war,  but  hated  humiliation 
more,  and  thoroughly  understood  the 
character  of  Bussia."  Lord  Palmerston 
wrote  to  Lord  Clarendon  in  1863 — 

**  The  policy  and  practice  of  the  Russian  Go- 
vernment has  always  been  to  push  forward  its 
encroachments  as  far  and  as  fast  as  the  apathy 
or  want  of  firmness  of  other  Governments  will 
allow  them  to  go,  and  always  to  stop  and  retire 
whenever  it  was  met  by  decided  resistance.  In 
furtherance  of  this  policy  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment has  always  had  moderate  language  and 
disinterested  profession  at  St.  Petersburg,  and 
active  aggression  by  its  agents  on  the  scene  of 
operations." 

Lord  Palmerston  also  referred  to  the 
expulsion  of  the  Turks  from  Europe  and 
the  establishment  of  a  Greek  Empire  in 
European  Turkey.    He  said — 

''Such  a  scheme  would  be  diametrically  op- 
posed to  the  principles  of  policy  on  which  we 
have  acted.    I  have  no  partiality  for  the  Turks 
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AA  Mahomedanfl,  and  should  be  very  glad  if 
they  could  be  turned  into  Chriidans ;  but  as  to 
the  character  of  the  Turkish  Gh)yemment  and 
its  treatment  of  Christians,  I  am  well  convinced 
that  there  are  a  vast  number  of  Christians  under 
the  government  of  Russia,  Austria,  Rome,  and 
Names  who  would  rejoioe  to  be  as  well  tieated 
and  to  einoy  as  much  security  for  person 
and  property  as  the  Christian  subjects  of  the 
Sultan." 

In  1828,  it  was  proposed  to  found  a 
powerful  Ghreek  Kingdom,  and  the  Crown 
was  offered  to  Prinoe  Leopold,  of  Bel- 
gium, a  man  of  rare  sagacity,  who 
might  be  described  as  the  guide,  com- 
panion, counsellor,  and  friend  of  other 
oovereigns.  Had  he  accepted  the  Ghreek 
Crown,  what  was  called  la  grand$  %di» 
might  have  been  realized,  and  many 
subsequent  difficulties  averted.  But 
who  prevented  that  ?  The  Bussian  (Go- 
vernment of  the  day,  who  strongly 
advised  Prince  Leopold  not  to  accept 
the  Crown  of  (Jreece.  "With  regard  to 
the  Eastern  Question  with  which  we 
were  now  confronted,  it  was  to  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  events  out  of  which  it 
arose  were  not  the  growth  of  a  day. 
They  had  been  growmg  ever  since  the 
Crimean  War.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  been 
in  office  during  the  greater  part  of  that 
period  and  nothing  was  done,  although 
he  must  have  been  perfectly  well  aware 
of  the  state  of  things.  By  the  recent 
agitation  in  this  country  Bussia  had 
been  encouraged  in  her  traditional 
policy.  No  one  had  a  higher  feeling  of 
respect  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
than  he  (Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane),  and  he, 
for  one,  never  supposed  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  actuated  by  any 
mean  or  personal  motive.  But  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  stirred  up  the 
country  by  his  speeches  and  pamphlets, 
he  did  not  sufficiently  consider  wnat  he 
was  doing,  and  the  result  was,  Bussia 
was  misled  as  to  the  real  feelings  of  the 
English  people  with  regard  to  affiairs  in 
the  East.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had,  no  doubt,  acted  from  the  best  of 
motives,  but  the  blunder  he  committed 
was  a  gprievous  one.  All  were  agreed  in 
sympathizing  with  the  sufferings  of  the 
Christian  population.  Where  they  dif- 
fered was  as  to  what  should  be  done. 
Lanfiniage  had  been  used  that  night 
whidi  seemed  to  approve  the  course 
Bussia  was  taking  in  making  war 
against  Turkey.  That  war  was  carried 
on  in  the  name  of  humanity.    It  was 
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well,  however,  to  consider  the  character 
of  the  Power  which,  if  Bussia  was 
successfU,  would  take  the  place  of 
Turkey.  Was  it  a  Power  which 
had  oisplayed  such  humanity  as  to 
justify  the  expectation  that  under  it  the 
races  whose  condition  it  was  desired  to 
ameliorate  would  be  better  governed 
and  enjoy  a  greater  amount  of  liberty 
than  at  present  ?  The  House  had  heard 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Christchoroh 
(Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  of  the  perse- 
cution which  peasants  in  Poland  under- 
went a  few  years  ago,  and  had  been  told 
on  the  authority  of  Beports  published  in 
a  Blue  Book  how  men  received  60  lashes, 
women  25,  and  children  10,  because  they 
would  not  change  their  creed.  It  was 
said  that  several  Polish  ladies  had  been 
sent  to  Siberia  for  using  what  was 
deemed  audacious  language  with  respect 
to  the  Imperial  Government,  and  had 
been  compelled  to  march  part  of  the 
way  barefooted.  About  the  proceedings 
of  the  Bussians  in  Central  Aisia,  a  wood 
deal  had  been  learnt  from  books  which 
had  lately  been  published.  Gene- 
ral Kauffman  had  issued  orders  that 
when  tribute  was  not  paid,  every  man, 
woman,  and  child  should  be  put  to  the 
sword  and  their  villages  burnt  He 
would  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site to  say  whether  the  cause  of 
humanity  in  Turkey  was  likely  to  gain 
much  by  the  ascendency  of  a  Power 
which  was  guilty  of  such  acts  ?  Unfor- 
tunately, he  could  not  say  with  regard 
to  Turkey — **Let  well  alone ;  "  but  they 
ought  at  any  rate  to  know,  before  the 
Turkish  Power  was  destroyed,  what  sort 
of  Power  was  likely  to  take  its  place. 
If  they  found  from  history  that  Bussia 
had  not  been  governed  on  those  prin- 
ciples of  humanity  and  liberty  which 
they  all  cherished,  they  would  do  well 
to  hesitate  before  they  encouraged  her 
in  her  present  undertaking.  The  Oppo- 
sition asked  — **  What  are  your  views  of 
the  course  that  ought  to  be  taken?" 
and  this  was  a  question  which  it  was  of 
course  more  easy  for  an  independent 
Member  than  for  Government  to  answer. 
For  his  part,  however,  he  would  say, 
without  hesitation,  that  he  thought  Her 
Majesty's  Government  ought  to  inter- 
fere when  they  calmly  and  reasonably 
believed  that  British  interests  men 
threatened.  It  had  been  said  that 
other  European  Powers  were  as  much 
interested  in  the  Mediterranean  and  the 
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Bms  Oftnal  m  EnffUnd.  Had  Austria, 
or  0«rmaii7»  or  Italy,  an  Indian  or 
Cokmial  Empire,  and  was  it  not  the 
ease  that  three-fourths  of  the  ship- 
mng  that  passed  through  the  Suez 
Csaid  was  EndUsh  shipping?  He 
maintained  that  English  interests  were 
boond  up  with  the  independence  of 
the  Mediterranean,  and  that  England 
would  find  it  necessary  to  oppose  any 
P^war  which  threatened  that  indepen- 
dsDoe.  It  was  ostensibly  for  the  sake 
of  the  Ohristian  races  in  Turkey  that 
Boasia  had  gone  to  war,  and  as  those 
races  were  only  on  one  side  of  the 
Balkan  range  there  would  be  no  neces- 
sity fbr  Busaia,  in  pursuing  her  osten- 
siUe  object,  to  set  foot  on  the  other  side 
ci  the  mountains.  If  she  did,  it  could 
only  be  with  the  view  of  marching  to 
Constantinople.  But  if  she  crossed  the 
Balkan  mountains,  it  would  be  the  duty 
of  this  oountiy  to  stop  her.  Li  1863 
Lord  Palmerston  wrote  to  Lord  Aber- 
deen— 

"  I  hoM  yoQ  will  order  the  Fleet  to  go  up  to 
the  Boepnorui  as  eoon  as  it  ii  known  thst  the 
HimUbc  bsTs  Mitered  the  Piindpalitief  "—for 
hie  pait  he  (Hr.  BaiUie  Cochrane)  did  not  go  eo 
<tf  ae  to  eav  that—**  and  alio  to  go  into  the 
Black  8ea  if  neceiianr,  for  the  protection  of 
Tvridah  territory,  lliif  will  reheve  England 
froiB  the  diMgreeable  and  not  very  creditable 
poiitioa  of  not  Tentoring  to  the  back  aa  frienda 
vhen  forcible  poeeeeaion  haa  been  taken  of  the 
front  wall  by  enemiea." 

And  writing  to  Lord  Bussell  in  the  same 
y«ar,  Lord  Palmerston  said—''  We  must 
dsfend  England  in  Asia  as  well  as  in 
Kurope."  It  was  said  there  was  reaUv 
BO  danger.  He  heard  it  asserted  on  all 
ndss  that  Bussia  had  really  no  intention 
^P^tng  to  Constantinople.  In  answer, 
hs  would  quote  the  woras  that  the  Em- 
psror  Alexander  himself  had  used  in 
replying  to  a  deputation.  The  £m- 
pworsaid— 

**ThfT«  ia  not  a  single  Ruaaian  but  dreamt  of 
th*(mpiixreof  Conatantinople,  and  I  would  lacri- 
^  By  kat  rouble  and  mv  laat  man  to  prevent 
^«MlaAtinople  beooming  the  capital  of  a  Greek 
E^b«  or  belonging  to  any  nation  but  our  own." 

Coald  it  be  said,  after  that,  that  there 
vss  no  danger  ?  Without  saying,  like 
I^rd  Palmerston,  that  the  country  ought 
to  take  action  whenerer  the  Bussians 
croissd  the  Pmth,  he  was  certain  that 
fagland  ought  to  interfere  if  they 
ooissd  the  Balkan.  Sometimes  he 
Wrd  people  speak  of  compensation  for 
tks  oooapation  of  Oonstantinople    by 
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Bussia.  There  could  be  no  compensa- 
tion for  it,  and  anv  Oovemment  worthy 
of  the  name  would  rather  spend  their 
last  shilling  and  shed  their  last  drop  of 
blood  than  suffer  such  an' occupation — 
an  occupation  which  would  be  disastrous 
to  the  mterests,  not  only  of  England, 
but  of  the  world. 

Mb.  BAXTEB  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  had  made  a 
very  strong  attack  on  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Greenwich,  in 
regard  to  what  he  chose  to  call  the  agi- 
tation of  the  Autumn.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, however,  forgot  that  that  agita- 
tion had  altered  to  a  very  large  extent 
the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government ; 
so  much  so  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Canterbury  (Mr.  Butler- Johnstone)  than 
whom  he  could  conceive  no  better  autho- 
rity, had  stated  in  the  House  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  reason  to  be  proud, 
inasmuch  as  during  the  Becess  he  had 
dictated  the  policy  of  Her  Majestv's 
Government.    He  (Mr.  Baxter)  was  also 

Sroud  of  having  done  his  little  part 
uring  the  Autumn  and  Winter  to  open 
the  eyes  of  this  country  to  the  friehtful 
misgovemment  of  the  Ottoman  Porte. 
He  was  astonished  to  hear  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Cumberland  (Mr. 
Percy  Wyndham)  say  to-night  that  the 
sins  of  the  Porte  had  been  those  of 
omission  rather  than  of  commission; 
and  that,  after  the  atrocities  in  Bulgaria, 
and  after  all  we  have  been  reading  now 
for  a  year  past.  He  had  taken  part  in 
some  of  the  meetings  which  haa  taken 
place,  and  he  had  addressed  his  own 
constituents  on  the  subject.  He  had 
also  taken  pains  on  the  spot  to  investi- 
gate some  of  the  causes  which  had  led 
to  the  present  lamentable  state  of  affairs. 
He  was  not  going  to  make  a  Party 
speech ;  he  had  been  in  the  House  over 
20  years  and  had  never  made  a  purely 
Party  speech.  He  had  another  reason 
for  not  aoing  so  now,  because  he  thought 
that  in  a  matter  of  this  sort  they  ought 
as  far  as  possible,  to  show  a  united  front 
to  Europe.  And,  bosides,  he  was  not 
so  wholly  dissatinfiod  with  the  new 
policy  and  the  preaont  attitude  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  as  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sat  on  his  side  of  the 
House.  He  could  not  agree  with  many 
of  the  remarks  which  had  fallen  from 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Gla- 
morganshire (Mr.  Hussev  Vivian)  in  the 
very   warlike    speech    he    had    made. 
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her  Debt ;  seoond,  that  some  of  the  Pro- 
vinces of  Turkey  were  ripe  for  revolt; 
and,  third,  that  ihere  was  a  general  im- 
pression over  the  East  that  massaores 
were  impending  more  dreadfUl  than 
those  which  some  years  ago  had  dis- 
graced the  Government  and  population 
of  Damascus.  He  admitted  that  those 
warnings  were  treated  at  the  time  with 
a  good  deal  of  ridicule,  but  he  did  not 
give  utterance  to  them  without  some 
foundation.  He  was  simply  relating  to 
the  House  the  nearly  imiversal  testimony 
of  men  of  all  nationalities,  of  all  creeds, 
and  of  all  professions  he  had  met  on  the 
shores  of  the  Levant,  many  of  whom  had 
begged  and  entreated  of  him  to  bring 
before  the  House  of  Oommons  the  rot- 
tenness of  the  Turkish  system  and  the 
imminence  of  a  great  disaster.  When 
he  was  in  Turkey  he  did  not  see  Sir 
Henry  EUiot.  Everyone  told  him  he 
was  a  much  greater  believer  in  the  Turks 
than  the  Tu^s  were  in  themselves ;  but 
he  saw  a  good  many  Turkish  Pashas, 
and  all  those  gentlemen  went  out  of  their 
way  to  teU  him  in  the  freest  manner 
possible,  that  no  one  of  them  believed  in 
the  permanence  of  the  Turkish  Empire, 
and  that  they  had  not  invested  their 
money  in  Turkish  bonds.  Something 
had  been  said  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Viscount  Sandon)  about  our  traoitional 
policy  in  Turkey.  He  thought  it  high 
time  that  we  should  once  for  all  change 
our  traditional  policy  in  the  East.  He 
was  not  one  of  those  who  thought 
they  ought  to  throw  stones  at  the  Go- 
vernment in  this  matter.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Elgin 
Burghs  (Mr.  (Jrant  Duff)  said,  we 
had  been  acting  on  imperfect  informa- 
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Thou|^h  he  had  not  taken  an  active 
part  m  foreign  politics  he  had  paid  a 

great  deal  of  attention  to  this  Eiastem 
ueetion,  and  he  claimed  the  right  to 
say  a  few  words  to-night,  as  he  was 
almost  the  first  man  in  ^is  country  who 
had  brought  the  state  of  Turkey  before 
the  House  of  Commons.  On  the  18th  of 
June,  1875,  he  took  advantage  of  a 
Motion  made  bv  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Gloucestersnire  (Mr.  J.  B.  Yorke)to 
implore  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
people  of  this  ooimtry  to  look  into  the 
dreadful  state  of  tlungs  existing  in 
Turkey,  and  he  warned  them  of  three 
things — first  that  the  Ottoman  Porte 
was  bankrupt,  and  would  never  pay  one 
of  the  interest  or  principal  of 


tion,  and  his  remedy  was  to  hsre 
Consular  authorities  on  the  spot  to  keep 
them   better   informed.    With  all  de- 
ference to  his  hon.  Friend,  he  did  not 
think  it  was  there  that  the  shoe  pinched. 
It  was   very   generally  believwl    that 
proofs  of  Turkish  misgovemmeiit  woo 
never    very    welcome,    however    well- 
founded,  either  at  the  British  Embajvy 
at   Constantinople  or  at  the  Foreif;n 
Office  in  London.    It  was  a  great  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  it  was  onlj  the 
Christians  wtio  had  been  oppressed  in 
Turkey.      The    Mussulman   peasantry, 
especially  in  the  Asiatic  Provinces,  oom- 
plamed  equdly  with  the  Christians  of 
the  imdisguised  venality  and  oppressive 
taxation  of  the  Constantinople  Govern- 
ment.    That  this  was  so  was  amply 
proved  by  the  Eeport  of  Mr.  Calvert, 
Her  Majesty's  Consul   at    Enstobnok, 
and  the  Special  Correspondent  of  Tki 
Titnei  at  Bucharest,  the  latter  autho- 
rity speaking  of  the  complaints  of  the 
Mussiuman  peasantry  at  being  taken 
from  their  homes  and  driven  to  fight 
for    the    Constantinople    (Government. 
When  the  Besolutions  were  first  laid 
upon  the  Table  he    felt  at  once   he 
could  not  support  them.    The  condition 
of  the  Ottoman  Empire  was,  to  his  mind, 
so  irretrievably  baa  that  the  second  Be- 
sohition,  as  originally  proposed,  might 
have  been  objected  to  on  the  ground 
that  by  calling  upon  the  Porte  to  give 
guarantees  we  were  giving  a  moral  sod 
material  support  to  the  Ottoman  Em- 
pire.   That  was  a  course  to  which  ever- 
more   after   this  he    would    not  be  a 
party.    Therefore,  he  gladly  welcomed 
the   Amendment   of   ms  hon.    Friend 
the   Member  for  the   Border   Buighs 
(Mr.  Trevelyan),  who,  he  thought,  ex- 
pressed the  sentiment  of  a  great  por- 
tion   of  the   people    of  this   oonntxy. 
So  far  from  giving  any  moral  or  mate- 
rial support  under  any  possible  circum- 
stances to  the  Ottoman  t^orte,  firm  and 
decided  steps  should  be  taken  to  get  rid 
of  all  engagements,  of  whatever  kind, 
which  bound  us  to  a  corru^  a  promise- 
breaking,  and  a  tottering  Power.    After 
the  speeches  of  Lord  Beaoonsfield  sad 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  in 
this  House,  he  read  with  great  satisfiMy 
tion  the  speedi,  delivered  *'  elsewhere^" 
in   which  Lord   Derby    declared  tbit 
Treaties  were  not  supposed  to  be  bind- 
ing for  all  time.  They  were  not  like  ihe 
laws  of  the  Modes  and  Persians,  which 
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«mld  not  b*  altered,  but  ihoiild  be  re* 

vieed  or  abrogated  when  no  longer  ap- 

plioafale  to  the  ntuation  of  aflOEun.    He, 

m  one,  had  a  complaint  to  make  against 

the  Oo^erament,  which  would  be  reme- 

£ed  if  thej  would  accept  the  second  of 

theee  Beeolntione  ae  altered.    They  had 

De?er  told  the  Ottoman  Porte  in  lan« 

goage  firm  and  deoieive  enouffh  that 

Uieir  oonduct  in  putting  aside  aiu  Trea- 

taea,  in  oondoning,  if  not  sanctioning, 

the  Bulgarian  atrooitieey  and  in  assum- 

iag  a  tone  of  insolent  defiance  at  the 

Oonliwenee,  had  put  them  beyond  the 

naie  of  Wnglish  ronpathy.  His  criticism, 

nmnded  on  the  Papers  presented  to  Par- 

hameot,  was  not  that  the  Uorernment 

had  not  gone  far  enough  in  coercinff 

Tnrkirjr,  but  that  ther  had  complimented 

the  liirks,  and  had  paid  them  what 

had  been  oalled  **  ddioate  attentions  " 

—that  they  had  spoken  continually  of 

the  interest  lelt  in  this  country  in  the 

weseiTation  of  the  Ottoman  Eoipire. 

Holdtng  theee  sentiments,  he  coula  not 

defend  the  policy  of  the  action,  or  rather 

the  inaction,  of  Lord  Derby,  and  much 

loss  the  speeches  of  Lord  Beaconsfield, 

vhidi   he    rery   much   deplored,    and 

wUdi  had  giren  great  joy  at  Oonstanti- 

aople,  and  had  done  irreparable  harm 

all  over  Europe.    But  the  moment  he 

rsad  the  first  and  second  Blue  Books 

DtsssDted  to  Parliament,  and  found  the 

Instructions  sent  to  our  Ambassador  at 

OoQstaatinople,  and  especially  the  able 

sad  statesmanlike  letter  written  bv  Lord 

Salisbury,  dated,  he  believed,  the  4th 

of  Jasuaiy,  he  fslt  at  once  that  he  could 

act  support  a  Vote  of  Oensure,  no  mat- 

tm  from  what  quarter  nroposed.     He 

wished  to  say  emphatically — though  he 

knew  in  that  matter  he  difi'ered  from 

■a^hoa.  Members  on  his  own  side  of 

tfas  House    that  he  was  not  in  farour  of 

ooMokm  of  any  kind.  Bo  far,  he  entirely 

■wmwed  the  position  of  Her  Msjesty^l 

(kferament.    He  was  not  in  farour  of 

«o«<oion  either  with  or  without  allies. 

His  position  for  years  had  been  that  the 

•rned  interference  of  this  country  in  the 

siiirs  of   other   countries    had  neyor 

teasd  out  either  to  the  adyantage  of 

nppissssl  peoplee  or  to  the  benefit  of 

ovssbes.      We   had   fbught   for   the 

Kbsrtiss  of  Spain,  and  eyery  hon.  Gen- 

tIsBttn  who  bad  trayelled  in  that  coun- 

ti7  knew  how  we  were  regarded  by 

S^saiatds.     We  had  neyer  fought  for 

tSs  unity  of  Italy,  yet  eyssy  enlight- 


ened Italian  regarded  Ghreat  Britain  as 
their  firmest  friend  and  their  most  yalued 
ally.  He  was  not  prepared  to  support 
any  Besolution  which,  under  any  pos- 
sible circumstances,  might  cause  the 
sacrifice  of  British  life  and  treasure  in  a 
war  in  the  East.  More  than  that,  he 
was  satisfied  that  in  the  long  run  the 
Ohristian  subjects  of  Turkey  would  suffer 
from,  any  such  action.  He  entirely  agreed 
with  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Oreenwich  with  regard  to  the  auto- 
nomy of  the  States  on  the  Danube.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Ootmoil  had  said  that  if  autonomy  were 
granted  to  the  States  on  the  Danube,  it 
would  not  stop  there,  because  it  would 
be  claimed  by  populations  in  other  parts 
of  Turkey,  ana  luso  in  Asia.  So  much 
the  better ;  because,  satisfied  as  he  was 
that  the  Turkish  Empire  was  tottering 
to  its  fall,  he  belieyed  that  the  creation 
of  autonomous  States  was  the  only  way 
out  of  the  difficulty.  Ho  was  not  at  all 
sorry  that  the  Oonierenoe  had  failed,  for 
he  belieyed  that  the  guarantees  proposed 
by  the  (Jreat  Powers  in  that  (Conference 
would  not  in  the  long  run  haye  giyen 
satisfaction  to  the  European  lYoyinces 
which  had  been  in  reyolt.  He  admitted 
that  oonyerting  them  into  tributary 
States  might  prolong  the  existence  of 
the  Ooyemment  at  Constantinople ;  but 
eyery  thinking  man  must  look  forward  to 
far  greater  changes  in  the  East  than  any 
which  had  oyer  been  proposed  in  the  Oon- 
ferenoe.  A  neat  deal  nad  been  said  to- 
night about  Kussia ;  but  he  declined  to 
follow  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Wight  (Mr.  Baillie  Oochrane)  in  regard 
to  what  he  had  said  about  the  designs 
of  Bussia.  That  was  not  the  question 
now ;  but  it  would  be  ridiculous  for  an 
adyanced  Liberal  to  profess  any  enthu- 
siasm or  admiration  for  a  paternal  des- 
potism which  had  within  its  own  bounds 
eyils  of  greaX  magnitude  to  redress.  But 
he  was  not  one  of  those  who  were  either 
afraid  or  jealous  of  Kussia.  That  great 
Empire  had  sources  of  weakness  within 
her.  She  was  greatly  embarrassed  by 
her  great  and  injudicious  conquests  in 
Central  Asia ;  sho  was  embarrassed  by 
her  mighty  armaments,  which  had 
emptied  her  Treasury  and  draincMi  her 
resources ;  and  also  by  the  stified,  but 
oyer  increasing,  demands  of  a  part  of 
her  population  for  a  free  Press  and  for 
liberal  institutions.  Great  Britain  stood 
in  far  too  high  a  position  to  bo  afraid 
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of  anything  Bussia  could  do ;  and  he 
did  not  envy  those  politicians  and  those 
conductors  of  newspapers  which  were 
hounding  on  the  people  of  this  country, 
without  any  provocation,  to  consider 
Bussia  as  an  enemy.  Indeed,  he  should 
find  difficulty  in  properly  characterizing 
the  responsibility  they  had  undertaken. 
It  was  easy  to  excite  people's  passions, 
and  unfortunately  the  JDritish  public 
were  bellicose  enough  without  these 
journalistic  incentives.  His  principal 
reason,  however,  for  addressing  these 
few  observations  to  the  House  to-night, 
was  to  express  an  earnest  hope  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  take  no 
steps  whatever,  and  yield  to  no  tempta- 
tion which  would  be  inconsistent  with 
their  policy  of  absolute  neutrality. 

Lord  ESLINQTON  said,  we  had  to 
consider  to-night  two  lines  of  policy,  and 
it  was  a  matter  of  the  gravest  national 
importance  that  we  i£ould  take  our 
choice  between  them.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
had  laid  down,  in  the  clearest  language, 
the  great  object  he  had  in  view  in  recom- 
mending his  Besolutions  to  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  one 
of  his  main  objects  was  to  clear  the 
position  of  the  Government,  and  one  of 
the  points  he  would  strive  to  establish 
was  that  that  position  was  ambiguous. 
But  he  would  say,  without  fear  of  con- 
tradiction, that  in  the  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  there  was  no  am- 
biguity. In  speaking  thus  he  confined 
himself  to  the  policy  enunciated  by  the 
Foreign  Minister,  because  it  was*  he  who 
was  the  responsible  Minister  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  who  had  been  charged 
with  the  conduct  of  those  delicate  and 
difficult  negotiations.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Foreign  Secretary  when  he  entered 
upon  his  difficult  task  was  guided,  as 
might  be  gathered  from  the  study  of  his 
despatches,  by  three  great  principles,  the 
first  of  which  was  that  he  would  do 
nothing  to  interfere  with  or  lessen  the 
independence  and  integrity  of  Turkey. 
That  was  not  a  welcome  expression  to 
the  ears  of  many  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  But  who  was  it 
that  rivetted  upon  the  archives  and  the 
policy  of  the  Foreign  Office  that  great 
diplomatic  principle  ?  It  was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  had  invited  the 
House  to  debate  a  new  line  of  policy, 
and  the  Government  over  which  ne  had 
80  ably  presided,  when  they  re-estab- 
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liahed  and  re-sanctioned  solemnly  the 
principle  of  1856  in  1871.  The  nohk 
Lord  the  Foreign  Secretary  when  he 
entered  upon  Us  task  felt  that  tiie 
honour,  dignity,  and  good  faith  of  Eng- 
land were  pledged  to  that  principle,  and 
by  it  he  was  absolutely  procluded  from 
coercing  Turkey,  which  some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen said  was  the  cause  why  the  ne^ 
tiations  failed.  The  next  prindple  whidi 
guided  the  noble  Lord  was  tne  main- 
tenance of  the  peace  of  Europe.  Every 
honest  man  in  the  House  agreed  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  spared  no  ^Sori  to 
preserve  the  peace  of  Europe.  The  third 
point  at  which  the  noble  Lord  aimed 
was,  so  far  as  he  was  able  to  do  so,  to 
curb  the  ambition  and  to  counteract  the 
pretensions  of  Bussia.  That  was  the 
most  difficult  and  most  delicate  task  in 
which  he  had  to  engage,  and  it  was  most 
unjust  to  him  that  those  who  attacked 
the  foreign  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment should  entirely  ignore  that 
difficulty.  He  did  not  for  himself  hesi- 
tate to  say — and  he  believed  there  was 
not  one  Englishman  in  a  hundred  who 
did  not  think  with  him — ^that  Bussia  as 
a  Power  was  not  to  be  trusted.  Start- 
ing then  from  that  position,  he  would 
proceed  to  notice  what  fell  from  a 
Gentleman  who  was  not  apt  to  fenoe  his 
words.  He  meant  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain).  That 
hon.  Gentleman  had  studied  politios ;  but 
he  had  not  studied  the  published  utter- 
ances of  the  Foreign  Secretary.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  ''changed  its 
policy  in  obedience  to  public  opinion." 
He  could  disprove  that  statement,  and 
would  refer  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  a 
speech  made  by  the  Earl  of  Derby  not 
vesterday,  not  last  year,  but  at  a  time 
long  antecedent  to  this  agitation.  The 
noble  Earl  13  years  ago,  when  addroMing 
his  constituents  at  Lynn,  had  said  that 
he  could  not  understand,  unless  it  were 
from  the  influence  of  old  diplomatic  tra- 
ditions, the  determination  of  our  older 
statesmen  to  stand  bv  the  Turkish  role, 
whether  it  were  right  or  wrong,  and 
that  it  could  not  be  desirable  to  make 
enemies  of  men  who  would  soon  be  the 
dominant  race  in  the  East.  These  were 
the  sentiments  on  which  Lord  Derby 
had  acted  ever  since  he  had  been 
Foreini  Minister.  Gould  anyone  deny 
that  his  first  thought  had  been  the 
amelioration  of  the  condition  of  the  Ghrie* 
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tian  subjects  of  the  Forte  ?  The  Oorem- 
ment  was  now  asked  to  state  its  policy. 
That  was  impossible.    Their  policy  was 
in    abeyance.      They    advocated    neu- 
trality  absolute  and  distinct;    but   so 
soon  as  the  war  cloud  passed  away  the 
amelioration  of  the  Christians  in  Tur- 
key would  again  become  the  object  of 
the  foreign  policy  of  the  Ooyemment. 
When  hon.  Gentlemen  asked  what  was 
the  foreign  policy  of  the  Ooyemment, 
he  would  ask  them  to  consider  what  was 
the  present  condition  of  Turkey.  Turkey 
was  engaged  in  a  deadly  struggle,  and 
that  was  his  reason  for  refusing  to  be  any 
party  to  a  Vote  of  Oensure  upon  her.  The 
natiuml  feelings  could  not  be  got  rid  of 
altogether ;  and  if  generosity  was  a  trait 
of  Englishmen,  it  surely  would  be  un- 
generous in  her  hour  of  peril  and  trial 
to  pass  a  Vote  of  Ctosure  upon  our  oldest 
and  most  faithful  Ally.    But,  besides,  it 
would   be  yery  impolitic  for  us  to  cut 
ourselyes  absolutely  adrift  from  Turkey. 
What  oould  we  substitute  for  her   in 
the  eyent  of  her  destruction  ?    Such  an 
•yent  was  possible;  but  those  who  re- 
garded it    without  apprehension  were 
yery   negleotf^   indeed   of  its   conse- 
qnenoes.    It  had  often  been  said  that 
we  had  paid  Turkey  many  delicate  atten- 
tions, but  the  despatch  of  the  2l8t  of 
September  last  could  hardly  be  regarded 
as  a  delicate  attention ;  and  if  he  had 
wished  to  say  a   word   against   Lord 
Derby's  foreign  policy,  he  should  haye 
thought  that  no  friendly  Goyemment 
oould  haye  addressed  such  a  despatch, 
which  was,  in  truth,  one  of  the  severest 
possible  condemnations  of  Turkey,  but, 
perhaps,  not  uncalled  for.    He  depre- 
estsd  and  thoroughly  hated  the  system 
of  outrage  which  it  condemned ;  but  he 
would  ask  those  who  preferred  Kussian 
rvls  to  Turkish  rule  if  they  were  pre- 
nsred  ta  compare  the  state  of  religious 
trssdom  in  tne  two  countries  ?    It  was 
doe  to  Turkey  that  it  should  be  stated 
in  the  House  of  Commons  that  religious 
freedom  was  as  absolute  there  as  it  was 
ta  England  or  in  America.    The  evidence 
of  the  American  missionaries  was  dear 
on  this  point,  and  the  Heport  of  the 
Bibb  Society  in  1873  said  that  everyone 
ia  Turkey  might  belong  to  his  own  reli- 

rs  community,  C^istiani^  might 
tanght  without  any  molestation, 
■hoob  were  f^,  and  Christian  workers 
au^t  adopt  any  method  they  pleased  in 
thstf  labours.  ^Aiat  was  good  evidence  as 


to  religious  freedom  in  Turkey.  There 
was  one  grave  charge  against  the  rulers 
of  Turkey — namely,  the  inadmissibility 
of  Christian  evidence  into  their  Courts. 
Why  was  Christian  testimony  inadmis- 
sible ?  It  was  because  the  Legal  Profes- 
sion throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  the  land  absolutely  ignored  it ;  and 
why  ?  because  it  was  absolutely  contrary 
to  the  principles  of  the  Koran.  But 
people  were  to  be  taken  as  they  were, 
and  judffed  fairly ;  and  it  was  but  natural 
for  a  Mahomedan  nation  to  be  guided 
by  the  Koran.  He  listened  very  atten- 
tively to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
last  night,  and  noticed  one  passage  in  it 
which  had  a  dangerous  tendency  to 
counteract  the  action  of  the  Foreign 
Secretary.  For  his  own  part,  although 
the  House  of  Commons  might  talk  for  a 
month,  he  did  not  believe  in  the  pure 
intentions  of  Bussia.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  when  he  spoke  of  Syria  and 
Bagdad,  as  much  as  said  to  Bussia  and 
her  Generals — ''  Go  on  and  conquer,  and 
do  not  mind  us."  This  afibrded  another 
reason  why  he  should  not  vote  for  tho 
Besolution,  as  he  must  decline  to  vote 
for  anything  which  would  give  the 
slightest  incentive,  stimulus,  or  encou- 
ragement to  Bussian  ambition.  The 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  had, 
in  his  judgment,  been  as  clear  as  day  all 
along — namely,  the  maintenance  of  peace 
and  the  protection  of  the  oppressed  com- 
munities. The  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Chamberlain)  said  last 
night  that  a  nominal  exercise  of  force 
would  have  been  sufficient  to  influenco 
Turkey.  Now,  he  should  like  to  know 
what  was  the  meaning  of  a  nominal 
exercise  of  force  ?  A  challenge  of  that 
kind  was  thrown  out  by  the  Homo 
Secretary  last  night;  but  nobody  had 
replied  to  it.  It  could  only  mean  one 
thing,  because  whenever  the  mythical 
action  failed  force  must  be  resorted  to. 
He  knew  this  country  was  not  prepared 
to  go  to  war  for  Turkey ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  it  was  equally  prepared  not 
to  go  to  war  for  Bussia.  This  was  the 
reason  why  he  designated  the  alternative 
policy  proposed  in  the  Besolutions  as 
being  much  more  ambiguous  than  the 
line  of  policy  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yemment had  pursued.  He  cordially 
joined  in  the  sentiments  expressed  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary  last 
night  and  reiterated  to-night  f^m  the 
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front  benoh  opposite — ^that  hon.  Mem- 
bers should  be  calm  and  guarded  in 
their  expressions.  They  knew  to  their 
cost  that  the  character  of  Englishmen 
was  eminently  bellicose,  and  required 
but  little  encouragement  when  war  was 
wag^ino;  to  rise  up  in  a  warlike  spirit  on 
one  Bide  or  the  other.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  in  the  present  and  future 
discussions  the j  woula  guard  themselres 
against  any  expressions  that  would  in- 
tOTfere  with  the  position  of  neutrality 
which  this  countrjr  had  so  nobly  and 
wisely  taken  up.  For  the  reasons  he 
had  stated  he  preferred  the  policy,  which 
had  been  consistent,  manly,  and  prudent, 
of  the  Foreign  Secretary  to  the  ambi- 
guous and,  he  thought,  the  dang^erous 
policy  contained  in  the  Besolutions  of 
the  right  hon.  Q^ntleman  the  Member 
for  Oreenwich. 

Mr.  BOEBUOK:  During  the  long 
period  which  I  have  passed  in  this 
House  it  has  never  been  my  fortune  to 
take  part  in  a  debate  more  important 
than  the  present  one.  There  is  ragine 
at  this  time  a  war,  which  may  spread 
not  over  Europe  only,  but  the  world. 
A  great  Empire  is  at  this  moment  on 
the  brink  of  ruin,  and  the  lives  and 
fortunes  of  many  millions  of  people 
are  in  the  scales  of  fortune,  and  m^  oe 
made  most  wretched  in  the  result.  That 
being  the  state  of  the  case,  a  man  whom 
this  country  has  believed  to  be  one  of  its 
greatest  and  most  deserving  and  most 
patriotic  Ministers  at  one  time  or  another 
— that  man,  endowed  with  great  ability, 
with  vast  power,  with  a  winning  manner, 
and  whose  influence  in  this  House  has 
been  almost  illimitable— has  thought  fit 
upon  thepresentoccasion  to  bring  forward 
in  this  House  a  debate  on  which  the  in- 
terests of  this  country  and  of  the  world 
at  large,  as  connected  with  the  present 
crisis,  are  mainly  dependent.  He  put 
upon  the  Table  of  the  Mouse  many  days 
ago  five  Resolutions  as  the  result,  I  sup- 
pose, of  patient  consideration,  and  also 
as  the  result  of  g^reat  experience.  He 
put  those  Beaolutions  on  the  Table  of 
this  House  to  discuss  them.  The  Gt>- 
vernment,  feeling  the  great  difficulty  of 
the  position  —  the  importance  of  the 
right  hon.  Q^ntleman  who  put  forward 
these  propositiona,  and  the  intense  in- 
terest which  the  country  took  in  them 
—-gave  him  a  day  for  uieir  discussion. 
We  all  oame  down  yesterday  ftilly  pre- 
pared to  meet  and  oisouss  those  Beso- 
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lutions.     Those  BesolntionB  onntMisd 
much   that  was  very   importi^  nd 
which  I,  amonff  the  rest,  oelieye  to  be 
vital  in  their  influence  on  the  intsrostsof 
this  countiy ;  and  we  were  itarded  oa 
entering  the  House  to  find  that  three 
out  of  the  five  Beeolutions  had  beeo 
withdrawn  from  the  Paper,  or,  at  least, 
that  there  was  an  understisuiding  cooie 
to  between  the  Parties  in  this  Hoots 
that  they  should  not  be  put  to  this 
House.    In  these  drcumstanoet,  what 
is  this  House  to  do  ?    Is  it  to  miMwtMti 
the  feeling  that  it  has  hitherto  held,  of 
great  respect  and  oonfidenoe  in  the  opi- 
nion of  that  rieht  hon.  Oentleman  ?    Is 
it  to  be  said  Uiat  a  man  who  has  lived 
his  life  in  politics,  who  upon  so  great 
an  occasion  puts  forth  audi  important 
Eesolutions   as  these,  should  upon  a 
sudden  find  that  he  had  made  a  most 
lamentoble mistake?  [^Cheere mud mmi§r 
eheere,']    If  he  has  not  made  a  mistake, 
why  lias  he  changed  the  Besolutioiis? 
But  I  am  told  that  the  oonduot  of  the 
(Government  throughout  all  tiie  matters 
connected  with  this  Eastom  QueiAMm 
has  been  very  ambiguous.    Now,  when 
that  is  said  by  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man, has  it  never  ooourred  to  him  to  ask 
himself  whether  hia  own  oonduot  will 
not  bear  the  same  epithet?    What  do 
these  Beeolutions  mean  ?    I  read  them 
oareftilly — and  I  studied  tiiem  before 
coming  down  to  this  House  to  disooss 
them — and  in  the  midst  of  a  woild  of 
words  and  of  much  ambiguity  I  oame  to 
the  conclusion  that  there  was  one  thing 
which  they  did  propound,  and  that  wm 
that  the  Ministry  should  determine  to  go 
to  war.    There  can  be  no  doubt  upon 
that  matter ;  and  if  there  were  a  dimbt 
before  the  right  hon.  Oendeman's  speech 
last  night,  oould  there  be  a  doubt  after 
it  ?    He  did  indeed  say  that  he  did  aot 
intend  to  propose  the  Beeolutions;  but 
he  did  not  say  that  he  would  not  dim« 
them.    He,  under  the  guise  of  having 
withdrawn  them,  and  having  told  the 
House  that  he  did  not  intend  to  propose 
them,  felt  himself  relieved  frcnn  a  vait 
world  of  responsibility;  but,  nevsfthe- 
less,  he  expressed  hia  opinion*     And 
what  was  that  opinion  ?    He  oaonot  get 
out  of  the  responsibility  of  that,  if  he 
can  ffet  out  of  the  responsibility  of  the 
Besolutiona..   What  he  reoommanded  to 
thia  House  and  to  the  people  of  this 
oountiy — what  he  put  fortti  to  the  worid 
at  large,  was  that  the  great  pec^  of 
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T!«glmiwl  ihonld  ujKm  the  present  ooca- 
•ioa  go  to  war  with  Turkey;  and  in 
allianrKi  with  Bueeia.    Whj  did  he  come 
to  that  conclusion  ?     Because  Turkey, 
b«inK  a  despotic  country,  acted  as  despots 
naoailj  do,  and  maltreated  its  subjects. 
And  upon  whom  were  we  to  depend  in 
our  action  asainst  Turkey  when  we  set 
forth  in  this  Battle  of  humanity  ?    Upon 
whom  did  he  tell  us  to  depend  for  sup- 
port ?    On  a  despot  who  did  exactly  the 
same  thinff  as  the  nght  hon.  Q^ntle- 
man  ooniplains  the  Turks  hare  done. 
["No!"T   I  hear  an  hon.  Oentleman 
say  "  No.''    Now,  during  the  sitting  of 
the  Oonference  there  were  Petitions  pre- 
•anted  to  the  Conference  from  a  large 
body  of  Mussulmans  who  were  under 
the  control  of  the  Bussian  Ooremment ; 
and  what  did  they  describe  as  their 
oonditioin  under  that  Ooremment  ?    Our 
humanity  is  not,  I  suppose,  confined  to 
the  CSuruitians.    I  suppose  if  you  saw  a 
man  at  that  table  treated  flagrantly, 
beaten,    scourged,  and   maltreated    m 
erery  possible  way,  you  would  not  ask 
what  Ids  creed  was;    but  vou  would 
•ay  at  once  that  the  man  wno  inflicted 
soeh  punishment  was  a  desjncable  per- 
son,   and    whether   his   victim  was  a 
Christian  or  a  Mussulman,  or  anything 
else,  you  would  pass  the  same  condem- 
nation on  the  oppressor.     Now,  these 
remarks  apply,  I  maintain,  to  the  con- 
dnct  of  Bussia  towards  four  of  tho  Fro- 
▼inoea  under  its  control.     I  have  the 
namas  in    my  pocket,  and  I  will  not 
trouble  the  House  by  reciting  any  pas- 
sages from  the  Blue  Book.    It  is  said 
there  that  four  Petitions  were  tendered 
to  the  Conference  at  Constantinople  of 
1676  and  1877  by  Mussulman  inhabi- 
tants of  the  Crimea  and  the  Provinces  of 
Kaxaa  of  White   Tartary,  Kurdistan, 
and  the  Circassians,  in  the  West.    The 
■obstance  of  these  Petitions  is  given, 
•ad  if  any  hon.  Oentleman  will  read 
them^I  do  not  know  whether  they  ap- 
pear at  length  in  the  Blue  Book  or  not 
— ^  will  find  in  them  a  description  of 
korroni  quite  e^ual  to  any  which  have 
bscn  committed  m  the  Crimea. 

Ma.  WHALLET:  I  rise  to  Order, 
Kr.  The  House  is  engaged  in  discuss- 
bkf  the  Beeolutions  of  tne  right  hon. 
Owtleman  the  Member  for  (Jreenwioh ; 
bat  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
HhsffleM  ia  now  entering  on  a  state- 
BMBt  onnsisting  of  an  attack  on  Bussia, 
of  whioh  he  has  given  no  Notice.    I 


ask,  Sir,  whether  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  is  in  Order  under  the  circum- 
stances in  making  a  charge  against  a 
friendly  ally  of  this  country  ? 

Ms.  SPEAKEB:    The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  is  decidedly  in  Order. 

Me.  BOEBUCK:  The  interruption, 
Sir,  deserves  no  further  answer  than 
that  which  you  have  given  it.  I  was 
endeavouring  to  show  that  we  are  in- 
vited by  the  right  .hon.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  Qreenwioh  to  go  into  a  war 
of  humanity  with  persons  who  are  as 
guilty  as  those  who  are  attacked.  Now, 
mv  argument  against  that  advice  is  two- 
fold. In  the  £st  place,  it  runs  counter 
to  the  many  Treaties  which  we  have 
made ;  and  secondly,  if  we  beg^  a  war 
of  humani^  we  can  have  no  end  to  our 
crusade.  Now,  as  to  Treaties.  The 
ri^ht  hon.  OenUeman  (Mr.  Baxter) — he 
will  perhaps  allow  me  to  call  him  my 
right  hon.  Friend — spoke  of  Treaties  in 
a  very  light  way.  ^e  said  they  depended 
upon  circumstances,  and  that  thev  ought 
to  be  abrogated  on  occasions  when  the 
occasion  ciuled  for  it.  If  that  be  our 
rule  with  respect  to  Treaties,  the  sooner 
we  leave  them  off,  I  think,  the  better. 
When  I  enter  into  a  contract  I  intend  to 
fulfil  it.  I  do  not  say  that  I  shall  change 
it  when  it  suits  my  convenience;  but 
having  put  my  hand  to  it  I  am  bound  to 
perform  its  obligations.  Now,  this  is 
the  effect  of  the  Treaties  into  which  we 
have  entered.  We  have  bound  ourselves 
to  regard  Turkey  as  an  independent 
nation.  We  have  bound  ourselves  to 
be  no  parties  to  any  attack  upon  her  in- 
dependence. Now,  I  ask,  Sir,  as  an 
honest  people,  not  a  people  led  away  by 
any  artificial  excitement  or  any  oratori- 
cal display,  or  by  any  attack  upon  our 
feelings— I  ask  if  we,  as  an  honest 
people,  as  one  bound  by  our  word  of 
honour,  whether  we  are  at  the  present 
time  justified  in  breaking  that  Treaty? 
But  it  will  be  said — ''Those  people  do 
things  which  are  abhoront  to  humanity.' ' 
True  it  is  they  have ;  but  where,  I  would 
ask,  is  the  nation  in  the  world  that  has 
not  done  so?  The  ri^ht  hon.  Oentle- 
man (Mr.  Oladstone)  himself  pointed  to 
our  conduct  in  the  Indian  Mutiny.  I  do 
not  at  all  agree  with  what  he  said  upon 
that;  but  I  can  very  well  understand 
that  people  under  the  control  of  a  Gh>- 
vemment  like  that  of  Bussia,  if  we  were 
assailed,  could  have  made  these  attacks 
upon  us.    What  can  we  say  of  the  con- 
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duct  of  the  White  Man  to  the  Bed  Man 
in  America  ?  Is  not  that  as  atrocious  as 
anything  which  has  been  recited  in 
these  debates?  Our  godly  ancestors 
who  left  England  for  freedom's  sake,  the 
moment  they  got  to  America  began  to 
exercise  every  possible  form  of  des- 
potism. Among  other  ways  in  which 
they  outraged  the  laws  of  humanity, 
they  drove  before  them  the  poor  Bed 
Man,  slaughtering  him  with  their  mus- 
kets, running  him  through  with  their 
swords,  burning  his  wigwam,  and  actu- 
ally starving  him  to  death.  They  drove 
him  from  his  hunting-grounds,  and  took 
possession  of  his  patrimony.  Have  the 
Turks  done  more  r  And  are  we  going 
in  our  crusade  of  humanity  to  adoress 
the  Qovemment  of  Washington  and  say 
— *'  Your  conduct  now  to  the  Bed  Man 
is  such  as  we  humane  people  cannot 
possibly  in  any  way  permit ;  we  intend 
to  go  to  war  with  you  because  you  have 
been  inhuman?"  To  act  in  that  way 
would,  I  contend,  be  just  as  wise  and  as 
justifiable  a  course  to  take  as  to  break 
our  faith  and  go  to  war  with  Turkey. 
The  Blue  Books  have  been  quoted,  and 
the  conduct  of  the  Gk>vernment  has  been 
criticized  in  a  small,  narrow,  pitiful  way, 
somewhat  more  like  that  which  takes 
place  at  Nisi  Prius  than  as  great  con- 
tests are  usually  conducted  here.  We 
are  supposed  to  be  statesmen.  We  are 
called  upon  to  take  large  statesmanlike 
views  of  questions,  and  in  doing  so  we 
fulfil  our  duties.  But  when  we  desert 
this  end  and  become  mere  pettifogging 
criticizers  of  the  conduct  of  a  Govern- 
ment under  difficult  circumstances  such 
as  the  present  Gk>vemment  are  placed 
in,  we  no  longer  deserve  the  name  of 
statesmen.  Now,  I  have  studied  my 
countrymen  for  many  long  years,  and 
tell  those  right  hon.  Gentlemen  that 
they  must  not  be  afraid  as  to  the  results 
of  their  policy  on  the  present  occasion. 
When  England  understands  that  their 
object  has  been  to  maintain  intact  the 
interests  of  England,  the  interests  of  the 
world,  and  the  peace  of  mankind,  they 
need  not  fear  the  proposal  of  4  or  20 
Besolutions  such  as  those  which  have 
been  placed  on  the  Table.  On  this  oo* 
casion  I  feel  I  am  not  able  to  longer 
continue  my  argument ;  but  I  am  con- 
vinced that  if  in  this  present  occasion 
the  Government  opposite  were  to  be 
weak  —  shamelessly  weak  —  enough  to 
submit  to  be  dictated  to  by  Beeolutions 

Mr.  Roebuck 


of  this  sort,  they  would  deserre  to  be 
hooted  from  that  bench,  and  would  no 
longer  have,  or  deserve  to  have,  the 
confidence  of  their  countrymen.  But  Ist 
them  fearlessly  pursue  the  line  of  con- 
duct which  they  have  hitherto  adopted, 
and  the  people  of  England  will  not  £ul 
to  give  tnem  all  credit.  I  have  sat  for  a 
great  number  of  years  on  this  side  of 
me  House,  and  I  found  that  on  these 
benches  there  used  to  be  a  Peace  Parfy. 
I  recollect  that  during  the  Crimean  War 
some  gentlemen,  representing  the  peaoa- 
ful  Quakers  of  this  country,  went  to  the 
Emperor  of  Bussia,  and  of  all  the  people 
in  uie  world  they  used  language  which 
induced  that  great  man  to  go  to  war 
with  England.  If  it  had  not  been  for 
their  conduct  I  feel  pretty  sore  that  the 
Czar  of  that  time  would  not  have  done 
so— if  he  had  not  been  misled  about  the 
feeling  of  this  country.  And  of  this  I 
am  quite  sure — ^that  upon  the  present 
occasion,  in  consequence  of  the  great 
faith  a  large  body  of  the  people  of  this 
country  have  in  the  right  hon.  Ooitle- 
man  the  Member  for  Greenwich  they 
have  been  entirely  misled.  I  feel,  how- 
ever, confident  that  they  will  very  shortly 
see  how  wise,  how  prudent,  how  just, 
how  bold,  has  been  tne  conduct  of  Her 
Majesty's  present  Government 

Thb  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  said, 
he  diould  not  have  intruded  himself 
upon  the  House  had  it  not  been  for 
some  observations  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  thought 
proper  to  make  against  himself  per- 
sonally. He  had  been  sitting  some 
time  in  the  House  listening  with  en- 
tranced attention  to  the  elo<^uent  and 
interesting  speech  of  the  nght  hon. 
Gentleman,  when  all  of  a  sudden,  to  his 
great  surprise,  the  right  hon.  GFenUemsn 
caught  sight  of  him  and  directed  against 
him  one  of  the  most  vehement  attacks 
to  which  he  had  ever  been  subjected, 
complaining  in  no  measured  terms  of 
observations  he  had  made  about  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  when  addressing 
lus  (the  Attorney  General's)  constituents 
at  I^ton.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
g^ve  him  a  severe  castigation,  and  the 
only  consolation  he  had  was  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  had  the  kind- 
ness to  elevate  him  to  another  sphere  and 
had  lectured  him  on  the  way  in  which 
he  must  then  perform  his  duties.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  read  the  qpeeoh  he  made. 
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He  did  not  make  many.  If  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  did,  he  did  him  a  great 
honour ;  and  if  he  read  that  speech  he 
lioped  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  read 
some  other  speeches   which  he   made 

Srevionslj  to  last  Autumn ;  and  if  he 
id  he  (the  Attorney  General)  thought 
lie  could  not  consider  that  of  those 
speeches  made  previous  to  last  Autumn 
he  had  any  reason  to  complain.  Indeed, 
he  had  set  up  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  his  own  mind  as  an  idol,  which  he 
might  at  a  humble  distance  bow  down 
to  and  worship;  and  he  had  told  his 
constituents,  not  once,  but  frequently — 
not  always  to  their  extreme  satisfaction 
— that  he  had  the  greatest  admiration 
for  the  brilliant  genius  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman,  and  that  he  was  a  man  of 
most  earnest  and  sincere  convictions, 
^tnd  most  desirous  of  accomplishing  ends 
beneficial  to  mankind.  But  he  said  that 
previous  to  last  Autumn.  He  had,  how- 
ever, like  other  people,  studied  the 
speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
regard  to  the  Government,  and  he  sup- 
posed he  was  at  liberty  to  form  his  own 
opinion  as  to  the  taste  and  temper  which 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  displayed.  He 
thougnt  he  had  fair  ground  of  complaint 
of  the  tone  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
towards  Her  Maj  est^r  s  Government.  He 
could  not  forget  ^at  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  described  in  glowing  terms, 
which  made  them  all  thnll  with  excite- 
ment, the  horrors  which  had  taken  place 
in  Turkey ;  and  he  could  not  forget  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
Members  of  the  Government  were  mo- 
rally responsible  and  that  they  were 
culpable  as  well  as  the  Turks. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  When  and  where 
did  I  say  that  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  was  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
when  he  stated  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman made  those  accusations. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  When  and  where  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have 
a  moment's  patience  with  him  he  would 
satisfy  him.  It  was  impossible  for  him 
to  bring  into  the  House  all  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman's  speeches,  to  seleot  all 
the  paragraphs  in  which  he  made  that 
accusation.  

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER :  Give  one. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House,  not  to  a  speech  made  in  a  mo- 


ment of  passion  and  excitement,  but  to 
some  extracts  from  a  letter  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wrote  to  a  meeting, 
which  he  believed  was  presided  over 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Halifax 
(Mr.  Stansfeld),  on  the  subject  of  the 
Bulgarian  atrocities.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  had  described  the 
conduct  of  Turkey  with  regard  to  her 
Christian  population,  he  had  described 
the  horrors  mat  took  place,  the  massa- 
cres and  the  outrages  practised  upon  the 
Christians,  and  he  went  on  to  say  that 
the  Government  were  deliberately  using 
the  power  of  the  nation  to  frustrate  its 
wishes.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then 
said  that — 

**  After  disparaging  European  concert  for  12 
months  the  Gk)Y6mment  had  within  the  last  few 
weeks  begpui  to  recommend  it,  and  we  were  told 
of  the  necessity  of  hnnging  into  union  the  views 
of  all  the  Powers.  TVnen  it  was  a  question  of 
favouring  the  Turkish  Gk)vemment  against  the 
Christian  subjects  we  heard  nothing  of  this  ne- 
cessity. Now,  however,  that  the  strong  resent- 
ment of  the  country  has  made  a  continuance  in 
this  course  impossible,  a  change  of  form  seems 
to  have  been  adopted  without  any  change  of 
aim,  and  the  views  of  the  other  Powers  began 
to  be  pleaded  with  a  view  of  securing  that  the 
amount  of  good  done  to  the  oppressed  should  be 
as  small  as  possible." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  did 
not  impute  motives.  What  was  that  but 
to  say  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  were 
determined  that  the  smallest  amount  of 
good  should  be  accomplished  for  those 
subject-races  ?  [  Opposition  cheers,']  He 
supposed,  from  those  cheers,  that  view 
was  still  entertained.  And  this  letter 
was  written,  not  in  a  moment  of  passion, 
but  in  the  calm  deliberation  of  the  study, 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wrote 
so  many  letters.  He  ^the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral) was  a  follower  or  the  Government, 
and  he  naturally  felt  indignant  when  he 
went  to  address  his  constituents  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  used 
such  language.  He  regretted  that  he 
did  make  use  of  expressions  stronger 
than  he  ought  to  have  used.  He  did 
say  that  there  was  malignity  against 
the  Ministry  in  the  manner  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  Go- 
vernment. If  he  had  to  do  it  again,  he 
certainly  should  not  use  such  strong 
language,  and  he  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  did  not  mean  that  the 
Government  were  aiding  Turkey  in  her 
horrible  oppression  of  the  Ohristian 
population,  or  that  they  were  desirous 
of  doing  nothing  for  Turkey.    He  be- 

ISeeond  m^ht.'] 
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lieved  that  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
since  he  wrote  that  letter  had  oome  to 
the  oonolusion  that  it  did  not  express  the 
real  state  of  the  case ;  and  that  being  so, 
he  (the  Attorney  General)  was  sony  he 
made  use  of  that  expression.  A  great 
deal  had  been  said  about  the  withdrawal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Besolu- 
tions,  and  it  must  have  cost  him  a  severe 
pang  to  withdraw  them.  He  admired 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  frankness 
when  he  told  the  House  that,  although 
he  withdrew  the  third  and  fourth  Beso- 
lutions,  he  beHeved  that  if  anybody 
adopted  his  first  Besolution,  he  would, 
by  implication,  adopt  the  others.  He 
was  not  going  to  arg^e  whether  that 
was  a  feur  inference  or  not,  but  one 
thing  was  clear  and  had  been  demon- 
strated— in  fact,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Boebuck) 
made  it  perfectly  plain — that  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Cbeenwich  advocated  was  war  against 
Turkey.  There  was  the  greatest  possible 
distinction  between  the  policy  of  the 
Government  and  the  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman — should  ne  say  of  the 
front  Opposition  Bench.  The  policy  of 
the  Government  was  one  of  stnct  neu- 
trality; the  policy  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  who  supported  the  light  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
was  war  and  dismemberment  of  the 
Turkish  Empire.  What  was  the 
ffround  for  that  ?  Why  did  the  right 
non.  Gentleman  advocate  it  ?  He  said 
there  had  been  misgovemment — that 
in  the  Autumn,  or,  rather,  in  the  Spring 
of  last  year,  there  were  g^evous 
massacres  in  Turkey — horrible  deeds 
which  made  one  shudder  to  think  of 
them.  It  was  perfectly  true.  He  did 
not  for  a  moment  mean  to  mitigate  the 
guilt  of  those  who  perpetrated  those 
horrors,  although  they  were  instigated 
by  those  whose  intrigues  brought  about 
the  revolutions  whichnad  been  made.  Tur- 
key had  beyond  doubt  misgoverned  her 
Provinces  and  made  promises  which  she 
had  not  fulfilled,  and,  therefore,  said  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  we  ought  to  go  to 
war  with  her.  It  was  easy  to  make  that 
assertion,  but  were  there  no  objections 
to  urge  against  it  f  In  the  first  place  if 
we  went  to  war,  would  we  not  break  our 
pliffhted  word — infringe  a  solemn  Treaty 
and  interfere  with  the  internal  affairs  of 
a  foreign  nation?  A  word  as  to  our 
Treaty  obligations.     What  he  under- 

Th$  AtUmejf  Omeral 


stood  the  light  hon.  Gentleman  to  so- 
deavour  to  establish  was  this:  that 
Bussia  had  a  Protectorate,  or  sometUng 
like  a  Protectorate— he  miffht  call  it  a 
^tMMf-proteotorate  —  over  the  Ohziitiaa 
inhabitants  of  Turkey.  The  right  boo. 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  Treaty  of 
Eudnardji,  and  said  he  could  read  it 
in  Bussian  and  Turkish,  and  he  (the 
Attomev  General)  supposed  in  Grec^ 
and  in  Arabic.  He  read  them  a  little  bit 
in  Italian,  and  stopping  at  a  comma,  he 
said  the  Treaty  mve  them  the  right  of 
interferenoe.  £i  addition  to  that  he 
cited  the  statement  of  a  historian  of 
Turkey  and  the  opinion  of  a  jurist 
whose  name  he  (the  Attorney  General) 
did  not  remember.  [An  hon.  Miini»a : 
Bluntschli.]  Well,  butthey  had  theTrealy 
in  EngliA,  and  there  were  but  two 
dauses  in  it  which  referred  to  the  cir- 
cumstanoes  in  which  Turkey  was  now 
placed,  or  was  placed  in  the  year 
1856,  when  the  Treaty  of  Paris  was  en- 
tered into  by  the  Government  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  dis- 
tinguished Member.  [Mr.  Gladstoiis  : 
No,  no !]  Well,  if  not  a  distingnished 
Member,  at  least  a  strong  supporter. 
What  did  the  ^Treaty  of  Eainardgi  say  ? 
By  the  14th  clause  Turkey  gave  Bossia 
permission  to  establish  in  Constanti- 
nople, in  addition  to  a  chapel  there,  an 
additional  church  of  the  Greek  Bitoal 
under  the  protection  of  the  Ministers  of 
Bussia,  ana  undertook  to  secure  it  from 
all  outrage.    The  7th  clause 


**  The  Sublime  Porte  promisee  to  ptytect  eon- 
■tantly  the  Chrii^ian  rebgion  and  its  chnrdhM**' 

— and  that  is  the  point  where  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  left  off — 

**  and  it  also  allows  the  Mimsters  of  the  Im- 
perial Court  of  Russia  to  make  upon  all  oeca- 
sions  representations,  as  well  in  favour  of  th« 
church  at  Omstantinople,  of  which  mention  is 
made  in  the  lith  clause,  as  on  behalf  of  its  cA* 
dating  ministers,  and  that  these  reprosentstiniw 
will  receive  due  consideration^  as  being  madr 
by  a  confidential  functionary  of  a  neighbouxing 
and  sincerely  friendly  Power." 

He  (the  Attorney  General)  had  read  the 
clause,  which,  it  was  said,  mto  Bonis 
the  right  to  interfere  with  the  Christisn 
population  of  Turkey,  and  what  did  it 
come  to  ?  Why,  that  all  Bossia  was 
entitled  to  do,  was  to  make  rem<m- 
strances.  He  saw  the  Benches  opposite 
bristling  with  lawyen,  all  well  able  to 
oonstrue  that  Treats,  and  he  asked  tfa«ii 
whether  any  one  ox  them  would  pledge 
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bis  opinion  that  it  gaveBassia  any  right 
to  interfere  ?  There  was  an  end  of  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
But  there  was  more.  In  1856,  afkw  the 
Cximean  War  was  concluded,  a  Treaty 
was  entered  into,  which  had  cost  much 
blood  and  treasure;  and  that  Treaty, 
instead  of  transferring  any  Protectorate 
or  right  of  interference  with  Russia  had 
to  the  Six  Great  Powers  or  any  of  them, 
expressly,  distinctly,  and  positively  ex- 
cluded such  right  of  interference.  If 
that  was  so,  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Q«ntleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich on  this  point  was  perfectly  futile. 
Was  the  Treaty  of  Paris,  by  which  we 
engaeed  not  to  take  any  action  which 
woula  interfere  with  the  integrity  of  the 
Turkish  Empire,  binding  or  not?  It 
was.  Tou  might  go  to  war  with  Turkey 
if  you  liked — and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  have  his  forces  marshalled 
at  once  for  that  purpose.  But  do  not 
let  us  go  to  war  witn  the  notion  that 
Turkey  had  broken  that  Treaty,  or  that 
this  country  was  absc^yed  from  her  ob- 
ligations under  it.  Fcur  his  part,  he  had 
no  other  sympathy  with  Turkey  than 
that  which  naturally  arose  from  ike  fact 
that  a  weak  Power  was  attached  by  a 
strong  Power.  She  had  made  promises 
which  she  had  broken.  She  nad  not 
exerted  herself  as  she  ought  to  have 
done  to  prevent  the  atrocities  which  had 
been  committed;  but  was  that  a  suffi- 
cient reason  why  we  should  embark  in 
a  war  with  her  ?  Was  it,  he  would 
ask,  the  true  policy  of  this  country  to 
interfere  in  the  afi^drs  of  other  nations 
and  dictate  to  them  how  they  were  to 
control  their  own  affairs  ?  Englishmen 
sympathized  with  those  who  were  op- 
preraed  and  were  struggling  for  their 
liberty;  but  those  who  were  seeking 
liberty  and  deserved  it  could  achieve  it. 
If  England  was  to  embark  upon  this 
policy  of  interfering  with  every  country 
that  was  guilty  of  mugovemment,  where 
was  she  to  stop?  There  wwe  many 
nations,  in  addition  to  Turkey,  which  had 
made,  and  failed  to  keep,  promises  of 
reform,  and  which  had  trampled  out 
insurrections  by  barbarous  violence  and 
brutality ;  but  England  had  not  inter- 
fered inth  them,  and  he  failed  to  see 
why  she  should  interfere  now.  If  she 
did,  she  would  find  herself  involved  in 
a  crusade  whioii  would  have  a  tendency 
to  embairasB  her  in  every  part  of  thie 
wodd. 


Me.  LOWE:  The  House  has  just 
had  the  advantage  of  being  addressed 
by  two  Gentlemen  of  the  long  robe ;  but 
I  must  say  that  I  do  not  think  they  have 
treated  us  very  fairiy.  I  think  the  least 
they  could  have  done  under  the  circum- 
stances would  have  been  to  treat  the 
House  as  a  special  jury ;  but  instead  of 
doing  that,  they  have  addressed  to  us 
arguments  of  a  character  which  are  ac- 
customed to  be  addressed  to  the  very 
commonest  of  common  juries.  They 
have  both  told  us,  without  the  slightest 
attempt  at  proof  of  any  kind,  that  my 
right  hon.  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
is  in  favour  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment going  to  war  against  Turkey.  It 
may  be  so.  My  right  hon.  Friend,  how- 
ever, has  himself  said  no ;  but  the  At- 
torney General  may  have,  in  the  recesses 
of  his  leeal  subtlety,  some  means  of 
proving  wnst  is  thus  denied.  However, 
when  learned  Gentlemen  make  such 
statements  as  we  have  had  to-night,  I 
think  they  oueht  to  be  prepared  with 
their  proofs.  As  a  specimen  of  the  way 
in  which  the  Attorney  General  has  con- 
sidered his  case,  he  says  that  we  want  to 
go  to  war  with  Turkey,  because  of  these 
questions  about  the  churches.  I  will 
not  go  into  tiiat  part  of  the  case,  but  the 
r^evanoy  of  tms  question  about  the 
churdies  is  this — it  is  contended  that 
before  the  Orimean  War  Bussia  had 
some  sort  of  right  of  protection  over  some 
bodies  of  Ghnstians ;  that  that  right  was 
abolished  by  the  Treaty  of  Peace  made 
after  the  (Mmean  War,  and  it  is  argued 
therefore  that  we  ought  to  have  taken 
care  that  tiiat  right  was  vested  in  some 
other  Power.    Whether  Bussia  had  that 

r)wer  or  not  is  no  part  of  my  argument, 
only  mention  it  in  order  to  show  how 
the  Attorney  General  has  considered  his 
case.  I  find  myself  in  considerable  diffi- 
culty with  regard  to  the  Besolutions  of 
my  ri^ht  hon.  Friend,  because,  after  the 
splen£d  oration  in  which  they  were 
brought  forward,  I  can  add  little  in  sup- 
port of  them ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I 
feel  that,  unless  something  is  said  from 
the  bench  from  which  I  have  just  risen, 
a  false  impression  may  grow  as  to  the 
feeling  entertained  by  the  usual  occu- 
pants of  that  bench  concerning  them. 
My  opinions  have  always  been  identical 
with  those  Besolutions.  I  took  some 
share  in  the  movement  of  last  autumn, 
which  oanaed  Lozd  Beaoonsfield  to  com- 
pare me  with  Ghefket  Pasha  and  Achmet 

iSeeond  Night.'] 
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Aga.  I  would  say  now  what  I  said  then, 
that  what  we  have  to  do  is  not  by  any 
means  to  go  to  war  with  Turkey  or  to 
interfere  with  her  in  any  way,  but  to 
wash  our  hands  of  her,  and  to  let  her 
drift  where  her  destinies  may  carry  her. 
I  now  pass  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ghristchuroh  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  WolfiT),  which  declares  that 
the  House  declines  to  entertain  any  Be- 
solution  which  may  embarrass  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  their  efforts  to 
maintain  the  peace  and  for  the  protec- 
tion of  British  interests.  This  Amend- 
ment contains  more  than  appears  at  first 
sight.  It  is  pregnant  with  the  assertion 
that  Her  Maiesty's  Government  is  at  this 
moment,  or  nas  been  hitherto,  engaged 
in  the  maintenance  of  peace  and  in  the 
protection  of  British  interests,  find  that 
those  interests  are  perfectly  saife  in  their 
hands.  I  am  very  sorry  that  that  is  a 
proposition  that  I  at  least  am  unable  to 
agree  in,  and  I  will  give  the  reason  why 
I  am  unable  to  agree  with  it,  and  it 
appears  to  me  that  the  fairest  way  to  do 
this  is  to  examine  what  has  been  the 
conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment 
hitherto,  and  to  ask  whether  they  have 
so  acted  as  to  promote  British  interests, 
and  if  they  have  not  I  cannot  agree  in 
the  assertion  that  they  have  done  so. 
Now,  the  best  way  to  test  this  is  a  very 
vulgar  and  a  very  coarse  one,  and  that 
is  to  take  the  criterion  of  success.  What 
has  been  the  result  of  the  labours  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government?  What  is 
it  they  have  wished  to  do ;  and  what  is 
it  they  have  accomplished  ?  As  to  the 
objects  they  have  had  in  view,  I  think 
they  have  had  a  wish  to  maintain  the 
integrity  and  independence  of  the  Turkish 
Empire— at  least,  they  have  often  said 
so;  and  I  think  they  have  desired  to 
maintain  peace  in  Europe.  They  have 
had  a  wi^,  probably,  to  keep  together 
the  combined  action  of  the  Six  Powers, 
so  that  they  could  all  act  together. 
I  think  that  they  wished  probaoly  to 
obtain  guarantees  for  the  future.  I 
think  that  they  had  in  view  to  take  the 
lead  of  Europe,  and  to  direct  its  coun- 
cils, and  I  cannot  doubt  that  they  de- 
sired to  maintain  peace.  Now,  it  does 
80  happen  that  in  all  these  thiii|^  Her 
Majesty's  Gbvemment  have  signally 
failed.  There  is  not  one  of  them  in 
which  they  have  not  entirelv  failed. 
The  next  question  I  ask  mysdf  is,  wh^ 
have  they  failed?    Giving  them  credit 

Mr,  Lowe 


for  all  good  intentions,  which  I  am  qiiit« 
willing  to  do,  why  have  they  failed  ?  I 
think  it  is  not  difficult  to  show  what  are 
the  causes  which  have  led  to  the  fkihire. 
I  cannot  say  I  think  the  failure  can  b^ 
traced  to  any  particular  perversity  of 
fortune  or  circumstances.    All  the  cir- 
cumstances  were   Yerj   favourable.    I 
cannot  doubt  that  the  Emperor  of  Boasia 
was  very  sincerely  disposed  if  he  oould 
to  maintain   peace.     W'e  could  judge 
that  by  his  character  and  all  the  inci- 
dents of  his  reig^.    I  cannot  believe 
that   Turkey,    on  the  other    hand,    in 
her   bankrupt  state,   and    other   diffi- 
culties, could  have  had  any  real  de- 
sire to  go  to  war.    It  is  quite  certain 
also  that  no  other  of  the  Great  Powers 
of  Europe — neither  Austria,  France,  nor 
Italy— could  have  had  the  least  wish  to 
break  the  peace.    Therefore,  I  think 
Her  Majesty's  Government  started  very 
fairly  on  their  enterprize,  and  that  they 
had  a  fair  chance,  as  far  as  the  circum- 
stances  would  permit,  of  an  ultimate 
success.    Then,  why  did  they  not  suc- 
ceed?   I  trace  their  want  of  suoeeM 
mainly  to  the  fact  that  they  have  always 
had,  as  it  appears  to  me,  at  least  thx^e 
policies  going  at  the  same  time.    I  trace 
it  fiirther  to  the  fact  that  they  have 
carried  on   a  system  of  concealment, 
and  kept  their  conduct  back  from  the 
public  m  a  maimer  exceedingly  injurious 
to  their  own  intereste.    I  trace  it  farther 
to  a  certain  want,  as  I  must  say,  of  ability 
and  care  in  the  negotiations  which  they 
have  conducted.    1  admit  that  these  are 
all  mere  assertions ;  but  I  will  now  go 
on  to  see  whether  the  facto  do  not  bear 
them  out.    There  is  one   other  causa 
which  has  assisted  to   bring  about  a 
failure  of  their  plans,  and  that  is  their 
perslBtent   hostitiiy   and  animosity  to- 
wards Bussia.     Now,  when  I  say  the 
Government  had  three  policies  I  mean 
this — There  was  the  policy  of  systematic 
friendship   for   Turkey  and  animositj 
against  Bussia — that  was  the  policy,  I 
think  I  may  fairly  say,  which  represents 
the  Prime  Minister.     Then  there  was 
the  policnr — well,  I  will  not  sav  so  much 
of  hatred  to  Bussia — but  a  poupv  which 
consisted  veiy  much  in  doing  as  little  sb 

Sossible,  and  when  anything  was  done, 
oing  something  to  counteract  ito  efifeot, 
always  leaning  to  Turkey  against  Bussia: 
I  think  that  wmtinb  voncy  of  the  Score* 
taiyofr  ^^gnAffiora.  Ithink 

there  ir  '▼hich  is  one  veiy 
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maoh  like  that  advocated  by  those  who 
sit  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  that 
the  Marqaess  of  Salisboiy  represents. 
These  three  policies  hare  been  alter- 
natelj  surging  up  to  the  top,  and  have 
proved  a  great  power  for  mischief.    Let 
U8  now  see  if  events  which  have  happened 
do  not  bear  out  what  I  say.    In  the  first 
place,  there  was  the  Andras^   Note. 
Ix>Td  Derby   agreed  to  the   Andrassy 
Note,  but  he  took  care  to  couple  with  it 
a  statement  that  he  only  agreed  to  it 
because  the  Turks  concurred  in  it,  and 
that  took  aU  the  grace  out  of  the  conces- 
sion.   The  next  step  was  the  Berlin  Me- 
morandum, and  this  seems  to  me  have 
been  the  turning  point  in  this  matter.   It 
contained  all  the  principles  upon  which  a 
Bound  and  fair  settlement  of  this  matter 
might  have  been  arranged.    Everything 
was  provided  for,  the  union  of  the  parties, 
pressure  on  the  Porte,  and  the  demand 
for  sufficient  g^uarantees.    That,  asain, 
was   refused,   and  it  was   refused  on 
grounds  which,  so  far  as  I  can  find,  took 
no  notice  of  any  of  the  great  principles 
involved  in  that  document;  it  was  re- 
jected upon  small  and  technical  details. 
Then  broke  out  that  kind  of  animosity  to- 
wards Bussia  which  I  am  sorry  to  see  has 
continued  so  long  after.  There  was  a  sepa- 
rate despatch,  devoted  to  a  querulous  sort 
of  complaint  of  the  manner  in  which 
this  matter  had  been  brought  before  this 
country.    That  was  an  opportunity  lost 
which  never  returned.    Then  the  next 
thing  that  happened  was    what  were 
called  the  Bulgarian  atrocities.    I  do  not 
mean  to  dwell  upon  them  at  any  length. 
They  were  treated  in  this  House  with  a 
levity  which  shocked  every  one.     [*'  No, 
no ! "]    It  was  only  reluctantly,  inch  by 
inch,  that  the  trutii  was  admitted,  and, 
of  course,  when  once  established,  it  could 
not  admit  of  any  levity.    The  matter, 
however,  was  arrayed  in  such  a  way  as 
to  convey  the  idea  that  the  sympathy  of 
the  Gbvemment  was  not  with  the  un- 
fortunate victims  of  these  horrible  atro- 
cities.   The  result  of  that  was  that  the 
country  rose  in  that  spontaneous  move- 
ment and  made  such  a  demonstration  that 
the  Gbvemment  felt  themselves  obliged 
to  yield  to  it.    They    did   yield,    and 
on  the  21st   of  September  we  find  a 
letter  written  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Afiudrs  to  the  Porte,  suffi- 
ciently strong  in  denunciation  of  these 
atrocities.      But  look    at   the   curious 
penrersity  that  was  going  on  all  this 


while.  While  this  was  being  done, 
while  these  accusations  were  being  made, 
the  Oovemment  seemed  to  be  at  the 
utmost  pains  to  conceal  the  whole  matter 
from  the  public  mind.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister spoke  at  Aylesbury,  in  bitter  de- 
fiance of  public  opinion,  at  the  very  time 
that  Lord  Derby  must  have  been  en- 
gaged in  preparing  that  document,  which 
protested  in  tiie  most  indignant  language 
against  those  outrages.  Lord  Derby 
himself  received  deputation  after  depu- 
tation without  giving  them  the  least 
reason  to  suppose  that  hQ  felt  any  cordial 
sympathy  in  the  matter.  What  was  the 
possible  use  of  all  this  concealment  I 
cannot  conceive.  It  went  on  not  merely 
till  the  21st  of  September,  but  it  went 
on  up  to  the  very  time  of  the  celebrated 
Guildhall  speech.  Up  to  that  time, 
everybody  wno  took  an  interest  in  the 
matter  was  under  the  supposition,  created 
by  the  speeches  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Gbvem- 
ment  to  take  up  arms  in  defence  of 
Turkey  against  Kussia.  [''No,  no!"] 
That  was  the  predominant  feeling 
throughout  the  country,  and  it  was  due 
entirdy  to  the  reticence  and  concealment 
on  the  part  of  the  Government.  Look 
at  the  G^uildhall  speech.  That  was  made 
at  a  time  when  Lord  Salisbury's  instruc- 
tions, which  contained  everything  that 
the  most  ardent  admirer  of  the  oppressed 
nationalities  of  Turkey  could  desire, 
were  being  drawn  up.  But  how  did 
Lord  Beaconsfield  behave?  He  went 
down  to  Guildhall  with  a  letter  contain- 
ing the  most  conciliatory  overtures  from 
the  Emperor  of  Eussia  in  his  pocket, 
which  letter  he  never  chose  to  mention 
to  the  public  at  all.  He  referred  then 
to  the  mission  of  Lord  Salisbury.  We 
find  that  the  noble  Lord  was  told  that 
his  business  was  to  go  to  Turkey,  not  to 
hear  and  right  the  wrongs  of  the  op- 
pressed Christian  subjects  of  the  Porte, 
but  to  maintain  the  integrity  and  inde- 
pendence of  the  Turkish  Empire.  Lord 
Beaconsfield  then  spoke  in  a  manner 
which  cannot  be  easily  forgotten  of  the 
military  resources  of  England,  and  upon 
our  capacity  for  continuing  successive 
campaigns  in  a  manner  which  everyone 
understood  to  be  a  menace  to  Bussia. 
I  do  not  say  it  was  so,  for  I  speak  as  an 
outsider,  who  could  not  know  the  noble 
EarFs  sentiments ;  but  every  one  under- 
stood it  as  a  menace,  and  I  believe  to 
this  moment  that  it  was  meant  as  a 
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menace  to  BoBsia.  That  vas  the  eon- 
duotofLordBeaoonafield;  buthispolioj 
was  much  better  than  he  pretended  it  to 
be,  for  while  they  were  acting  the  part 
of  violent  enemies  of  Bossia  and  as  the 
friends  of  Turkey,  the  Gbvemment  were 
really  taking  praiseworthy  measures  for 
trying  to  remove  the  evils  of  the  Ohris- 
tian  subjects  of  the  Porto.  I  and  (Gen- 
tlemen on  this  side  have  no  right  to 
complain  of  being  kept  in  ignorance  on 
this  point.  Of  course  when  I  fall  into 
the  hands  of  my  enemies  I  must  bear  the 
injuries  they  inflict  upon  me ;  but  those 
sheep,  what  have  tney  done?  There 
were  a  number  of  hon.  (Gentlemen  who, 
with  the  best  intentions,  and  with  great 
eloquence,  and  great  research,  were 
making  speeches  exactly  in  a  contrary 
sense.  There  has  been  nothing  like  it 
since  the  story  told  by  Sidney  Smith; 
"  they  sang  the  wrong  sonff,  they  drank 
the  wrong  beer,  they  made  the  wrons 
M)eeoh,  they  cracked  the  wrong  heads." 
They  went  against  their  own  policy. 
Why  did  they  make  their  best  mends 
ridiculous  in  this  way  ?  I  cannot  answer 
the  question.  I  have  no  idea  what  they 
meant.  Then  came  what  I  may  call  the 
lucid  interval  in  the  conduct  of  the  Oo- 
vemment.  That  is  the  period  when 
Lord  Salisbury  was  sent  on  his  mission 
to  Oonstantinople.  His  demeanour  was 
worthy  of  a  great  British  Envoy,  and  he 
comported  himself  with  the  utmost  dig- 
nity and  propriety  in  the  whole  matter. 
But  when  he  returned,  and  the  whole 
thing  was  over,  although  it  had  been 
said  that  guarantees  would  be  given  for 
what  was  required  being  done,  it  was 
found  that  no  guarantees  had  been 
ffiven,  and  that  the  whole  thing  had 
fallen  through.  Soon  after  that,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid-Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Cliaplin)  challenged  us  all  to  move  a 
Vote  of  Oensure  on  the  (Government; 
but  at  that  time  I,  for  one,  never  felt 
less  inclined  to  move  a  Vote  of  Oensure 
on  Her  Majesty's  (Government  in  my 
life.  They  seemed  to  me  to  have  been 
making  reaUy  praiseworthy  efPorts  to 
set  matters  to  rights,  and  to  be  by  no 
means  worthv  of  censure ;  and  if  anyone, 
actine  on  the  sugp;estion  of  the  hon. 
Memoer  for  Mid-Lincolnshire,  had  pro- 
ceeded to  move  such  a  Motion,  I,  ibr 
one,  should  certainly  not  have  voted  for 
it,  and  I  believe  many  other  hon.  (Gen- 
tlemen on  this  side  of  the  House  were  of 
the  same  way  of  thinking ;  because  the 
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(Government  had  come  round  to  our  way 
of  thinking,  that  the  Bulgarians  had 
suffered  cruel  ii^uiy,  and  beoanae,  more- 
over, the  Government  had  done  their 
best  to  remedy  these  wrongs.    It  is  only 
an  instance  of  how  greatfy  peofftle  lai^ 
be   deceived,    and   puts  me    in    mind 
of  nothing   so  muck  as  the  story,  in 
Victor  Huffo's  NoUre  Dame  ie  Parit,  d 
tJie  man  who,  in  his  anxiety  to  save  a 
person's  life,  kills  all  those  who  oome  to 
the  rescue.    So  much  for  what  I  have 
termed  the  lucid  interval  of  the  (Govern- 
ment; but  somehow  or  other  they  soon  be- 
gan to  retrograde,  and  speedily  returned 
to  a  state  of  things  worse  than  ever;  and 
the  next  point  to  which  I  wish  to  call 
attention  is  the   episode  of    the    Pro- 
tocol.   Now,  I  have  quoted  one  instance 
of  the  treatment  of  Kussia  at  the  hands 
of  Her  Majesty's  (Government;  but  here 
is  another  even  more  striking  tiian  that 
Bussia  induced  Her  Majesty's  Ooven- 
ment  to  sign  a  Protocol  for  me  purpose, 
if  possible,  of   averting   war.      WeQ, 
Lord  Derby  agreed  to  sign  it,  but  he 
immediately  annexes  to  it  a  statement 
''that  inasmuch  as  it  is  only  in  the  in- 
terests of  European  peace  " — just  what 
I  have  before  said,  that  whenever  the 
noble  Lord  does  anything  which  mi^t 
be  productive  of  good,  he  immediately 
follows   it   up  by  some  act  likely  to 
destroy  all  benefit  from  what  he  had 
previously  done,  and  in  this  case  I  eon- 
tend  that  nothing  could  have  been  more 
insulting  to  Bussia  than  his  action  in 
that  matter — ''that  Her  Majesty's  (Go- 
vernment  had    consented  to  sign  the 
Protocol.   In  the  event  of  the  object  not 
being  attained  of  reciprocal  disanna- 
ment " — a  matter  which  had  not  been 
stipulated  at  all  in  the  Ptotoool,  bat 
wmch  was  merely  a  suggestion  proposed 
by  the  English  (Government  for  the  ac- 
ceptance   of   Bussia — "that    then   the 
Protocol  shall  be  null  and  void."    Lord 
Derby  must  have  known  perfectly  well 
that  by  putting  his  signature  to  that  it 
was  in  his  power  to  destroy  and  make 
null  this  Protocol,  and  I  contend  that 
not  only  was  that  an  insult  to  the  fed- 
ings  of  Bussia,  but  that  it  would  actually 
frustrate  the  effect  of  any  document,  the 
most  important  that  could  poesibhr  be 
signed  by  the  Powers  of  Europe.  Yrom 
i&t  moment  war  was  decidea  on,  and 
there  was  no  more  hope  of  making  peace, 
mainly,  as  I  contend,  on  account  of  this 
act   by  which  we  entirely  cut  off  all 
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uioipMi  of  MIT  ftirthor  oonunon  Action 
MtwoMi  the  iPowen.  Onoe  more  the 
oonoeri  of  Europe  was  broken  by  our 
mti^  all  poembilitjr  of  reoondliation  put 
ut  end  to,  and  an  offence  ffiyen  to 
BnanA  which  very  naturallj  uie  must 
feel  rerj  deeply.  Then,  the  last  thing, 
and*  probably,  the  worst,  is  the  docu- 
ment we  have  just  seen  published  as  the 
Answer  to  the  Oiroular  of  Prince  GK)rt- 
chakoff  declaring  war.    It 


"  With  the  view  of  enabling  Rtuna  the  better 
to  ebstain  from  iioUted  aoioon,  the  Protoool 
■Amed  the  intereet  taken  in  oommon  by  the 
Powm  in  the  condition  of  the  Christian  popu* 
UttOQ  of  Turkey." 

AVhat  an  inTidious  way  of  putting  it.  It 
is  quite  enough  that  the  thing  was  done. 
Then  it  went  on  to  say — 

**Her  Majeetr*!  Goyemment  cannot  admit, 
M  k  oQotended  bj  Prince  Oortchakoff;  that  the 
■anrer  of  the  Porte  removed  all  hope  of  def er- 
cnot  OQ  its  part  to  the  wiahea  and  advice  of 
Eanpe,  and  all  eeoiirity  for  the  application  of 
the  iogyested  reformi.  Nor  are  they  of  opinion 
thai  the  terma  of  the  Note  neceeearily  precluded 
U»  poMibility  of  the  oondtuion  of  peace  with 
MmtcBegio,  or  of  the  arrangement  of  motnal 
(hnmameni.  Her  Majeetj's  Goyemment  still 
brliere  that  with  patience  and  moderation  on 
buth  lidca  these  omects  might  not  improbably 
bare  been  attained.^' 

In  their  Instructions  to  Lord  Salisbury 
they  had  declared  that  nothing  could  be 
done  without  guarantees ;  and  yet  when 
there  was  no  guarantee  whatever,  but 
msraly  a  rague  and  general  statement 
ss  to  the  wishes  and  hopes  of  the  Powers, 
thsy  taunted  Russia  with  baring  broken 
off  (nm  the  European  concert,  stating 
tksir  belief,  for  which  I  see  no  founda- 
tion, that  they  saw  no  reason  why  the 
thing  should  not  have  gone  on,  and  that 
itiU  the  matter  might  haye  been  brought 
to  a  suooeesf^  issue— that  very  iBsue 
which  ther  themselves  had  so  fatally 
<listQrbed  dt  the  Declaration  cancelling 
the  Protoool,  as  far  as  England  was  con- 
osfBsd.  Then  they  went  on  to  say  of 
Rosna's  action— 

**  It  ii  in  oontravention  of  the  itipulationa  of 
tW  TratiM  of  Puii  of  March  80,  1866,  hj 
*^ich  Rnaia  and  the  other  lignatory  Powers 
fBpffei,«ach  on  ita  own  jiart,  to  reapect  the 
iwwdenoe  and  the  territorial  integrity  of 
t^  Ottooan  Empire.*' 

Wen,  we  haye  had  the  adyantage  of 
^tssriag  the  rurht  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Smtaiy  of  State  for  War  on  that 
*«)9eet  when  he  told  us  that  it  would 
bs  sbsohttely  wicked  if  we  deyiated  from 


these  Treaties ;  but  when  he  addressed 
us  on  a^other  occasion  he  changed  his 
note— he  was  still  yery  strong  on  the 
point  of  wickedness,  but  then  the  wicked- 
ness  would  be  solely  if  we  do  not  con- 
sult our  own  interest.  They  seem  to 
haye  forgotten  the  statement  of  Lord 
Derby  that  Treaties  are  not  immortal, 
they  ffrow  old  like  eyer3rthing  else,  and 
the  idea  of  Treaties  being  binding  for 
eyer  is  quite  obsolete  and  absurd.  And 
yet  this  is  made  a  bitter  ground  of  com- 
plaint against  Bussia.    Then,  again — 

"  The  Emperor  of  Riuuna  has  separated  him- 
self from  the  Enropean  concert  hitherto  main- 
tained, and  has,  at  the  same  time,  departed  from 
the  rule  to  which  he  himself  had  solemnly  re- 
corded his  consent." 

This  is  yery  strong  language  to  be  used 
by  one  Soyereiffn  to  another  when  we 
are  supposed  to  be  in  amicable  relations. 
And  when  it  was  alleged  that  Bussia  had 
separated  herself  from  the  European  con- 
cert hitherto  maintained,  who  was  it  that 
had  really  separated  ihemselyes  {torn 
that  concert?  Why  the  Six  Powers 
signed  this  Protocol,  and  then  one  of 
them  signed  a  declaration  to  the  effect 
that  it  would  be  yoid  tmder  certain  con- 
tingencies ?  And  that  Power  was  Eng- 
land ;  and  then  they  turn  round  and  use 
that  bitter  and  insulting  language  to  the 
Emperor  of  Bussia,  adding — "It  is  im- 
possible to  foresee  the  oonsequeuoes  of 
such  an  act."  What  was  tnat  but  a 
direct  threat  against  Bussia?  A  war 
has  broken  out  between  Bussia  and 
Turkey,  and  what  further  consequences 
can  it  be  supposed  were  there  intended, 
unless  it  was  that  we  were  to  go  to  war 
against  Bussia  ?  Lastly,  Her  Majesty's 
Goyemment  said — 

**They  feel  bound  to  state,  in  a  manner 
equally  formal  and  public,  that  the  decision  of 
the  Russian  (Government  is  not  one  which  can 
have  their  concurrence  or  approval." 

They  were  neyer  asked  for  their  concur- 
rence. There  was  not  the  slightest  ne- 
cessity for  their  answering  that  Circular 
at  all.  It  was  issued  to  all  the  Powers. 
None  of  the  other  Powers,  I  bolieye,  haye 
answered  it ;  and  there  was  no  occasion 
for  our  Goyemment  to  haye  answered 
it.  Unless  it  was  intended  to  embroil 
us  in  our  relations  with  Bussia,  why  it 
was  answered  in  that  peculiar,  bitter, 
and  insultinK  manner,  1  cannot  under- 
stand. WeU,  I  haye  now  gone  through 
my  reasons,  and  I  ask  the  House  whe- 
ther I  haye  not  shown  them  a  uniyersal 
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flEulare  in  everything  that  has  been  un- 
dertaken by  the  GbTemment.  It  has 
not  been  a  fortuitous  failure,  owing  to 
xaatters  that  could  not  have  been  con- 
trolled ;  but  it  has  been  the  result  of  a 
series  of  blunders,  of  mistakes,  of  faults 
of  temper  and  of  judgment,  of  useless 
concealment,  without  calling  in  that 
much-abused  power.  Fortune,  to  account 
for  it.  Well,  Sir,  in  this  state  of  the 
case,  how  can  any  man  of  good  sense 
vote  for  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Christchurch  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff) — that  is,  to  abstain 
from  stating  opinions  in  regard  to 
the  state  of  Turkey  for  fear  we  should 
interfere  with  the  the  management  of 
the  foreign  affairs  in  the  hands  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gbvemment.  Why,  if  there 
was  any  possibility  of  interfering,  bad 
as  things  are,  there  micrht  be  some  hope 
for  us.  At  any  rate,  if  we  cannot  alter 
it,  do  not  let  us  do  ourselres  the  ab- 
surdity of  saying  we  are  satisfied  with 
the  management  that  has  brought  us  to 
this  pass,  and  are  so  satisfied  that  we  all 
forbear  from  stating  what  we  know  to 
be  a  true  and  righteous  opinion,  for  fear 
that  by  doing  so  we  might  derange  the 
admirable  state  of  management  and 
organization  which  has  brought  us  to 

this  pretty  pass.  

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  remarked 
that  in  supporting  the  Resolutions  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Gh*eenwich, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down  had  done  so  on  the  ground  that 
they  ought  to  wash  their  hands  of  Tur- 
key, the  rery  thing  which  the  author 
of  the  Resolutions  nad  himself  argued 
they  could  not  justifiably  do.  Those 
Resolutions  had  been  supported  by  Gen- 
tlemen who  wished  to  plunge  this  country 
into  a  war  against  Ti^key,  and  to  inter- 
fere forcibly  in  the  internal  affairs  of 
that  now  distracted  Empire.  Having, 
however,  summarily  disposed  of  the 
Resolutions  of  his  own  right  hon.  Friend 
for  which,  nevertheless,  he  was  going  to 
vote,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke 
last  had  devoted  the  rest  of  his  speech 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ohristchurch  (Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff),  which  he  had  opposed,  as  he 
said,  for  three  reasons.  The  first  was 
that  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment  during 
the  whole  of  those  protracted  and  trou- 
blesome negotiations  had  pursued  three 
policies,  and  he  had  been  kind  enough 
to  name  the  three  Members  of  the  W" 
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vemment  who  were  severallj  responnUs, 
as  he  had  alleged,  for  those  three  dif- 
ferent policies.  It  struck  him  that^  as 
there  were  12  Noblemen  and  Oentlemsn 
in  Her  Majesty's  confidential  service, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  just  as 
well  have  said  that  during  the  negotia- 
tions they  had  had  12  polidee,  and 
might  have  proceeded  to  name  the  13 
Members  of  the  Cabinet.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  second  reason  was  that 
they  had  concealed  their  policy.  That 
was  one  of  the  most  extraordinazy 
charges  ever  heard  of.  Why  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  taunted  with  having 
made  their  policy  so  plain  that  it  was 
impossible  for  the  country  to  overlook 
it  or  to  support  it — that  of  maintaining 
the  independence  and  integrity  of  Tur- 
key— and  at  the  same  time  hankering 
after  peace,  which  was  considered  in  the 
eyes  of  some  a  grave  offence,  ^e 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  there  was  s 
very  pfeneral  belief  in  this  country  that 
they  intended  to  take  up  arms  in  £avoar 
of  Turkey,  and  they  had  carefully  con- 
oealed  from  the  country  that  they  had 
no  such  intention.  But  what  was  the 
fact  ?  From  the  first  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment was  informed  that  England 
did  not  intend  to  give  them  any  material 
assistance,  and  uxe  whole  country  was 
aware  of  it.  There  could  not  be  s 
single  person  in  the  Kingdom  who  did 
not  know  that  the  Gbvemment  had  no 
intention  of  taking  up  arms  for  Turicey. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  alluded  to 
the  speech  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  at  the 
Guildhall  as  a  menace  to  Russia,  but 
that  was  not  a  just  construction  to  put 
upon  it.  Lord  Beaconsfield  commenced 
by  some  most  graceful  compliments  to 
the  peaceful  disposition  of  the  Emperor 
of  Russia ;  and  if  at  the  close  of  his 
speech  he  alluded  in  no  boastful  manner 
to  the  power  of  England,  and  said  that 
if  called  on  to  wage  war  it  would  not 
be  in  one  or  two  campaigns  that  her 
resources  would  be  exhausted,  he  should 
like  to  know  what  threat  was  there  con- 
tained against  the  Emperor  of  Russia? 
He  met  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  that  point  with  a  distinct 
denial.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman'i 
third  point  was  that  they  had  displayed 
an  inveterate  hostility  to  Russia.  Bat, 
if  there  was  one  thing  more  than  another 
which  people  were  disposed  to  find  &iilt 
with  during  the  latter  months  of  the 
year,  it  was  that  while  the  Conference 
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at  Oonttantinople  was  going  on,  very 
great  deference  indeed  was  paid  to  aU 
the  wishes  and  propositions  of  Bossia. 
There  was,  in  fact,  nothing  approaching 
hostility  to  Bossia,  and  the  English  and 
Bossian  Plenipotentiaries  were  on  a 
most  cordial  and  hannonious  footing 
during  the  whole  of  that  trying  period. 
But  me  right  hon.  Oentleman  found 
hostility  in  uie  Protocol  and  the  Decla- 
ration which  Lord  Derby  appended  to 
it.  The  answer  to  that  was  that  the 
Protocol  was  a  Bussian  document,  sub- 
mitted to  them  by  Bussia  with  the  ex- 
press object  of  enabling  her  to  retire 
without  any  self-felt  disgrace  from  the 
armed  position  she  had  so  unfortunately 
taken  up,  and  that  the  Declaration  was 
perfectly  well  known  to  the  Bussian 
Ambassador  as  part  of  the  whole  trans- 
action. Moreover,  did  the  English  De- 
claration stand  alone?  There  was  the 
the  Italian  Declaration  and  the  Bussian 
Declaration ;  and  if  they  were  to  be  told 
that  the  Engjish  Declaration  manifested 
hostility  to  Bussia,  to  what,  he  should 
like  to  know,  did  tlie  Bussian  Declara- 
tion manifest  hostility?  It  might  be 
that  the  terms  in  which  ^e  Bussian 
Declaration  was  drawn  up  were  so 
haughty,  BO  unsatisfactory  to  the  Mini- 
sters of  the  Sultan,  that  it  brought 
about  the  failure  of  the  Protocol ;  out 
certainly,  as  far  as  the  English  Declara- 
tion was  concerned,  the  P^tocol  never 
was  in  the  slightest  jeopardy.  Then  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  pronounced  Lord 
D^erby's  answer  to  Prince  Gbrtchakoff 's 
Circular  to  be  insulting  and  severe,  and 
said  Her  Majesty's  Gtovemment  ought 
never  to  have  answered  that  Circular  at 
all  But,  considering  the  part  England 
had  taken  in  all  these  transactions,  it 
was  impossible  fox  her  to  pass  bv  that 
Circular  without  taking  due  and  legiti- 
mate notice  of  it;  for  in  that  docu- 
ment Prince  Gbrtchakoff  claimed  to  act 
for  England  and  the  other  Powers  of 
ikixope  in  the  war  she  had  already 
declared  against  Turkey;  and  if  Her 
Majesty's  Gbvemment  had  not  taken 
occasion  to  deny  that  claim,  they  would 
have  been  held  by  the  country  and 
by  Europe  at  large  to  have  authorized 
Busflia  to  ffo  to  war  with  Turkey  on 
their  behau.  That  was  his  vindica- 
tion, if  vindication  was  necessary,  of  the 
terms  of  Lord  Derby's  answer  to  Prince 
Q<nichakofirs  Circular.  Now,  he  wished 
to  discuss  for  a  few  moments  the  Beso- 
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lution  and  some  sentences  in  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member 
for  Oreenwich.  First  of  all,  he  desired 
to  make  a  short  personal  explanation. 
In  the  course  of  Lis  speech  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  asked  why  the  Oovem- 
ment  had  not  produced  Papers  show- 
ine  the  atrocities  that  had  been  commit- 
ted in  the  suppression  of  the  Indian 
Mutiny?  He  also  asked  why  Govern- 
ment had  not  produced  a  certain  des- 
patch detailing  the  cruelties  with  which 
a  revolt  in  CSphalonia  had  been  put 
down.  With  regard  to  the  latter,  he 
wished  to  say  that  he  had  since  found 
that  a  Paper  which  he  handed  over 
to  the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  under 
the  impression  that  it  was  the  one  to 
which  reference  had  been  made,  was  a 
despatch  from  the  Lord  High  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Ionian  Islands,  but  not  one 
received  from  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
when  he  held  that  office.  The  right 
hon.  Oentleman  accused  Her  Majesty's 
Gbvemment  of  ''shabby"  conduct,  in- 
asmuch as  they  had  placed  on  the  Table, 
at  the  instance  of  an  hon.  Oentleman 
who  sat  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
Papers  relating  to  cruelties  perpetrated 
by  the  Bussian  Gbvemment  on  its  own 
subjects  in  Poland,  and  had  not  also  laid 
on  the  Table  Papers  connected  with  the 
cruelties   of  which   this    country   was 

Siilty  in  the  suppression  of  the  Indian 
utiuy.  If  any  Oovemment  were  to  be 
called  ''shabby"  for  not  producing 
those  Papers,  it  could  not  in  justice  be 
Her  Majesty's  present  Oovemment.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  and  his  Colleagues 
were  in  office  when  those  cruelties  were 
committed,  and  when,  no  doubt,  the  des- 
patches on  the  subject  were  received; 
and  they  might  subsequently,  when  in 
office  for  many  years,  have  produced 
the  Papers  if  they  had  thought  fit.  But 
was  it  to  be  understood  Uiat  it  was 
"  shabby  "  for  a  Oovemment  to  produce 
Papers  which  were  called  for  in  the  or- 
dinary transaction  of  business  by  an 
hon.  Oentleman  who  owed  them  no  offi- 
cial support,  because  they  detailed  cruel- 
ties committed  by  a  Christian  State 
upon  its  Christian  subjects,  and  that  it 
was  not  "shabby"  to  produce  every 
tittle  of  tale  and  rumour  that  could  be 
extracted  from  Consul  or  Vice  Consul, 
provided  the  Gbvemment  to  which  it 
related  was  Mussulman,  and  not  Chris- 
tian ?  The  shabbiness  of  the  transaction 
was  certainly  not  to  be  fotmd  in  the 
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detoription  giren  of  it  by  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
arguments  which  the  right  hon.  GFentle- 
man  employed  in  moring  his  first  Beso- 
lution,  it  seemed  to  him  they  ought  to 
have  culminated,  not  in  a  Vote  of  Cen- 
sure on  the  Gbvemment  of  Turkey,  but 
in  a  Vote  of  Oenstire  on  the  Gbvemment 
of  England.  The  whole  speech  leading 
up  to  the  Eesolutions  was  one  long  ar- 
raignment of  the  Gt>yemment  of  this 
country;  the  product  was  a  censure  of 
the  Gbvemment  of  Turkey.  But  how 
was  this  Eesolution,  this  vote  of  Cen- 
sure, to  be  conveyed  to  the  Ooremment 
of  Turkey  ?  Why,  it  would  remain  an- 
other or  those  dead  letters,  another 
of  those  pieces  of  waste  paper  upon 
which  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  Greenwich  bestowed  so 
much  sarcastic  eloquence.  With  regard 
to  the  second  Hesolution — for  he  sup- 
posed the  first  must  be  looked  upon  as 
in  reality  only  a  Preamble  to  the  second 
— it  pledged  the  House,  as  he  under- 
stood it,  for  all  time,  against  rendering 
any  material  or  moral  support  to  Turkey. 
As  to  material  support.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  said  from  the  first  that 
it  was  not  their  intention  to  offer  any. 
There  had  been,  and  could  be,  no  mis- 
take on  that  Doint.  As  to  moral  sup- 
port, it  would  have  been  well  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  defined  what 
it  meant.  It  was  proposed  to  pass  this 
Besolution  and  tie  it,  as  it  were,  round 
the  necks  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
to  hamper  their  actions  for  the  future, 
althougn  the  House  had  had  no  defiiii- 
tion  of  the  '*  moral  support "  which  was 
never,  in  any  circumstances,  to  be  ren- 
dered to  Ti^key.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  tne  course  of  his  speech, 
seemed  to  sug^gest  what  was  in  his  mind 
when  he  talked  of  moral  support.  Mr. 
Layard  had  been  sent  to  Constantinople 
as  an  Ambassador,  and  tiie  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  seemed  to  find  great  fault 
with  that  appointment.  Was  the  send- 
ing of  Mr.  Layard  to  Constantinople  an 
instance  of  the  moral  support  from  which 
Government  would  have  been  debarred, 
if  this  Besolution  had  been  accepted 
previously  bv  the  House  of  Commons  ? 
Was  good  advice  tendered  at  Constanti- 
nople by  an  Ambassador,  be  he  Mr. 
Layard  or  anybody  else,  moral  support  ? 
He  concluded  that  it  was.  The  sending 
of  the  Fleet  to  Turkish  waters  had  been 
a  great  offence.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  had  never  forgiven  it.  Well,  it 
might  be  that  in  the  disohar^  of  ftor 
duty  to  the  country  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment might  have  ocoasioii  again  to 
send  a  Briti^  Fleet,  if  not  to  Be«ka 
Bay,  at  any  rate  to  Turkish  waten. 
Would  that  be  the  moral  sappoit  to 
Turkey  which  was  condemned  nj  antici- 
pation in  this  second  Besdlutioii?  It 
was  a  curious  thing  that  in  Lord  Pkl- 
merston's  ''Life"  there  was  a  private 
letter  of  his,  written  in  1849  to  Sir 
Stratford  Canning,  in  which  he  npokb  of 
sending  a  Fleet  to  Besika  Bay  as  moral 
support  to  Turkey.  There  was  reason, 
then,  to  ask  right  hon.  (Gentlemen  oppo- 
site to  define  a  little  more  deariy  what 
they  meant  by  withholding  all  mortl 
support  from  Turkey.  Theee  two  Beso- 
lutions,  even  if  the  third  and  fourth 
were  abandoned,  were  entangling  and 
insidious  Besolutions,  calculitted,  if 
not  intended,  to  weaken  the  hands 
and  impair  the  action  of  Her  Majes^'s 
Government,  in  contingencies  whuh 
could  not  be  foreseen,  but  for  which  ths 
Government  should  be  left  free  and  vn- 
fettered.  Had  the  debate  shown  that 
the  third  and  fourth  Besolutions  were 
absolutely  and  morally  abandoned? 
Quite  the  reverse.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  had 
shown  that  three-fourths  of  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich  referred  to  these  thiid 
and  fourth  Besolutions,  and  there  had 
been  no  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  sab- 
sequent  speakers  to  deny  the  inference 
deducible  from  that  fSsct.  The  q>eeohei 
of  the  hon.  Members  for  Glamorganshire 
(Mr.  Hussey  Vivian),  Huddersfield  (Mr. 
Leatham),  and  Sheffield  (Mr.  Boebuck), 
all  stated  distinctly  that  these  Beeohi- 
tions  intended  war  against  Turkey.  The 
third  and  fourth  might  be  technicaDj 
withdrawn,  but  in  spirit  they  were  aUfe ; 
the  Besolutions  might  be  sent  to  a  Ptf- 
liamentary  purgatory,  but  their  flavour 
stiU  permeated  the  walls  of  this  AssemUj. 
Qw>  $tm$l  Mt  mbuia  r0ceHi  $0rvmb%i  0iorm 
TMtadiu,  WhiletaUdng  about  the  Pro- 
tocol which  was  rendered  harmless  It 
Lord  Derbv's  Declaration,  let  them  look 
at  that  which  was  held  up  for  their 
admiration  in  the  four  suspended  Beso- 
lutions. The  Protocol  of  1826  had  no 
safeguard  attached  to  it  as  had  that  of 
1877 ;  the  Protocol  of  1896  led  to  the 
Treatyof  1837,  that  to  the  untoward  ereot 
of  Navarino,  and  that  to  the  oampaign 
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of  1838-9  and  the  disasiroaB  Treaty  of 
Adriaaople ;  and  it  was  that  Protoool  of 
1826  and  the  Treaty  of  1827  they  were 
now  invited  to  imitate,  emulate,  and 
copy.    When  this  was  made  olear  to  the 
people  of  England  there  would  be  no 
outa:7  in  favour  of  imitating  the  Protocol 
of  1826.    The  Protocol  of  1877  having 
lapsed  through  the  action  of  Eussia, 
aiaed  by  the  unfortunate  obstinacy  of 
Turkey,  Europe  found  herself  once  more 
free — England,  Austria,  Turkey,  Italy, 
and  France  were  free.    Countries  that 
agreed  to  the  Protocol  were  also  free  in 
their   Legislative  Assemblies;    but  in 
neither  Austria,  Hungary,   Italy,   nor 
France  had  any  right  non.  Member  for 
Ghreenwich  proposed  Besolutions  to  goad 
or  hinder  the  action  of  the  Gbvemment ; 
and  it  was  reserved  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to   attempt   to  fetter  and 
humiliate  the  Government  of  his  own 
countrv,  which  he  did  not  seem  disposed 
to  challenge  in  a  more  direct  manner. 
He   had   mentioned    Hungary,   which 
seemed  to  have  lost  the  svmpauiy  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman;  but  Hungarian 
patriots  owed  a  deep  debt  of  gratitude  to 
the  **  anti-human  Turks ; "  and  it  might 
be  that  the  Hungarians  of  1877  were 
not  thinking  merely  of  their  own  interest, 
but  were  actuated  by  the  nobler  senti- 
ment  of  gratitude.     The  position    in 
whidi  we  £und  ourselves  was  this — that 
by  the  obstinacy  of  Turkey  and  the  fatal 
predpitancy  of  Bussia,  the  concert  of 
Burope  was   destroyed   and  war  had 
broken  out    What,  then,  was  the  duty 
of  the  English  Government  ?    According 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  it  was  to 
follow  submissively  at  the  heels  and  beck 
of  Bussia,  and  join  our  forces  in  coercing 
Turkey.    That  was  not  the  view  which 
the  Government  took  of  their  position 
and  duty.    They  had  throughout  main- 
tained, in  spite  of  all  that  had  been  said 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity  of  London   (Mr.    Lowe),    the 
utmost  frankness.    Bussia  had  no  cause 
to  complain  of  their  having  concealed 
one  jot  or  tittle  of  their  policy  from  her. 
She  knew  what  interests  of  theirs  it 
would  be  their  duty  to  maintain  and  de- 
fend.   It  was  dear  to  the  House  and 
the  country  that,  in  a  great  war  of  this 
kind,  eommenoed,  as  they  thought,  with- 
out any  justifiable  cause — a  war  which 
was  embracing  a  great  portion  of  Asia 
as  well  as  of  Europe  in  its  scope— with 
our  vast  Empire  and  our  varied  and 


ramified  interests  in  three  quarters  of 
the  globe,  it  was  the  primary  and  para- 
mount duty  of  England  not  now  to  be 
thinking,  as  these  Besolutions  would  bid 
them  tmnk,  of  more  guarantees,  more 
Protocols,    more    Conferences,    or    the 
minutuB  of  autonomy  here  or  there,  but 
to  see  that  in  this  great  and  mighty  con- 
test none  of  the  interests  of  their  Empire 
that  might  be  affected  by  the  war  were 
jeopardized  or  sacrificed.    That  was  the 
duty  to  which  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
were  devoting  themselves.     The  issue 
was  plain  before  the  House.     If  the 
House  was  of  opinion  that  the  policy 
adumbrated  in  the  first  two  Besolutions, 
and  carried  to  their  legitimate  extent  in 
the  last  two — a  policy  of  coercive  inter- 
ference in  the  wake  of  Bussia  with  the 
internal  concerns  of  Turkey — was  the 
just  and  wise  policy  for  this  country  to 
pursue,  let  them  say  so.    But  if,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  House  was  of  opinion 
that  the  policy  which  the  Gt>vernment 
had  uniformly  pursued  since  these  un- 
fortunate events  occurred — the  policy  of 
respecting  the  Treaties  to  which  they 
were  parties,  the  policy  of  struggling  to 
maintain  European  peace  and  European 
concord,  and  the  policy  of  vindicating, 
by  peaceful  means  if  possible  —  God 
grant  they  might  be  peaceful  to  the  end 
of  the  chapter,  but  by  any  means  if  ne- 
cessary— ^the  essential  interests,  rights, 
honour,  and  integrity  of  this  great  Em- 
pire—then he  asked  that  these  Besolu- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
be  rejected  by  a  majority  so  decisive 
that  neither  in  this  country  nor  elsewhere 
could  there  be  any  mistake  as  to  the 
predominant  and  paramount  opinions  of 
the  Bepresentatives  of  the  people  of  this 
great  country. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate.  

The  CHANCELIJOB  op  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEB  thought  that  as  many  Members 
who  desired  to  speak  had  not  yet  had 
the  opportunity,  the  debate  might  be 
adjourned. 

Oaptaik  NOLAN  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  allow  the 
debate  to  be  prolonged  two  more  days, 
seeing  that  some  of  the  Irish  Members 
were  desirous  to  speak. 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QXJEB  said,  he  had  no  right  to  speak 
again ;  but  it  rested  with  the  House  to 
prolong  the  debate  if  it  should  be 
thought  necessary,  and  the  Gk)vernment 
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would  not  offer  any  opposition  to  their 
wish. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Thunday, 

MB.    JAMES    DEMFSEY. 

MOTION  FOB  RBTXTBirS. 

Mb.  BIQGAB  moved  for 

**  Returns  of  the  deoisionB  of  the  Juftioes  at 
Quarter  Seasons  for  the  county  of  Antrim,  and 
the  grounds  of  same;  of  the  dedsionB  of  the 
Becorder  of  Uie  Borough  of  Belfast,  and  the 
grounds  of  same,  in  the  matter  of  the  several 
applications  for  Cotificate  to  enable  Mr.  James 
Dempsey  to  obtain  transfer  of,  and  removal  of, 
spirit  licence  to  premises  situate  on  Shore  Road, 
Belfast ;  and,  of  the  decision  in  Queen's  Bench 
in  relation  to  refusal  of  said  transfer,  and  the 
affidavits  relating  thereto,  between  the  first 
application  at  October  Quarter  Sessions  in  1874 
and  the  present  time." 

The  hon.  Member  said,  Mr.  Dempsey 
endeavoured  to  obtain  a  transfer  of  his 
licence,  and  it  was  op^sed  by  a  person 
who  did  not  even  live  m  the  same  road. 
The  transfer  was  not  granted,  and  no 
reason  was  assigned  for  it.  He  believed 
the  real  reason  was  the  jealousy  of  the 
magistrates  to  g^nting  another  licence 
in  the  district.  He  oould  not  see  how 
the  Oovemment  could  refuse  the  appli- 
cation of  Mr.  Dempsey  to  have  the 
reasons  given  for  the  refusal  of  the 
transfer,  nor  could  he  understand  that 
there  could  be  any  ground  for  refusing 
the  affidavits  relating  to  the  matter. 
According  to  law  and  fairness  Mr. 
Dempsey  should  know  the  grounds  of 
refusal.  One  result  was  that  for  two 
miles  there  was  not  a  public-house.  If 
public-houses  were  for  the  accommoda- 
tion of  the^ublic  they  should  surely  be 
placed  at  a  less  distance  than  two  miles. 
In  this  case  there  was  no  pretence  that 
Mr.  Dempsey  was  not  a  nt  person  to 
receive  a  licence,  and  the  grounds  of  the 
refusal  he  (Mr.  Biggar)  did  not  know. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  Be- 
tums  of  the  decisions  of  the  Justioee  at  Quarter 
Sessions  for  the  county  of  Antrim,  and  the 
grounds  of  same : 

*'  Of  the  decisions  of  the  Beoorder  of  the 
borough  of  Belfast,  and  the  grounds  of  same, 
in  the  matter  of  the  several  applications  for 
Certificate  to  enable  Mr.  James  Dempsey  to 
obtain  transfer  of,  and  removal  of,  spirit  lioiBnoe 
to  premises  situate  on  Shore  Bead,  Belfast : 

"  And,  of  the  decision  in  Queen's  Bench  in 
relation  to  refusal  of  said  transfer,  and  the  affi- 
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davits  relating  Jiereio,  between  tha  fifst  ^ff&- 
cation  at  October  Quarter  Sowiods  in  1874  tnd 
present  time." — (Jfr.  Biggar,) 

Mr.  WHALLET  objected,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  principle,  to  printmg  such  Betnms, 
and  suggested  that  the  hon.  Member 
should  be  allowed  to  inspect  the  dooa* 
ments  at  that  Department. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Oibsok)  said,  he  ooold 
not  see  how  the  House  oould  go  into  the 
matter  when  the  lioensinff  sessions, 
haying  considered  the  whole  question, 
exercising  their  discretion  in  the  matter, 
had  decided  against  Mr.  Dempeej.  The 
matter  was  twice  investigated  again, 
and  the  Court  of  Queen's  bench  on  the 
first  occasion  decided  a  point  in  faToor 
of,  and  on  the  second  occasion  in  Ireland 
decided  against  Mr.  Dempsey.  The 
Oourt  of  Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland,  u 
in  England,  acted  as  a  Court  of  Appeal 
in  licensing  cases,  and  he  did  not  see  now 
the  House  of  Commons  oould  entertain 
such  an  application,  which  would  practi- 
cally constitute  the  House  a  Court  of 
Appeal  from  the  Queen's  Bench.  The 
inquisitorial  investigation  asked  for  was 
one  he  could  not  accede  to. 

Captain  NOLAN  pointed  out  that 
public-houses  in  Ireland  were  important 
for  electioneering  purposes,  and  the 
people  were  jealous  of  such  power  being 
exercised  in  an  arbitrary  manner  by  the 
Government,  as  in  some  cases  lioenoes 
had  been  refused  because  of  the  politi- 
cal opinions  of  the  landlord. 

Mr.  BIOOAR  said,  he  did  not  ask 
for  an  inqui^,  but  simply  a  Return,  and 
hoped  the  House  would  grant  it.  He 
beueved  it  to  be  of  Rreat  importance, 
and  should  certainly  divide  the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  17;  Noes 
140:  Majority  128.— (Div.lii8t,No.  117.) 

ST710CABT  JTTRISDIOnOir  (iHKLAin)) 

(no.  2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Golmah  O'Loohlik,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Courta  of  Smnnaiy 
Jnriadiction  in  Lreland,  ortbrtd  to  be  hspoglit 
in  by  Sir  Oolmam  O'Loohlkn  and  BIr.  Ebuko- 

TON. 

BiU^r«Mfi<Mf,  and  x«ad  the  first  time.  [Bin  IM.] 
HoQit  a4i<'iu^<^  ^  ^^  o'clock. 
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Xxtimion  Bill. 


586 


HOUSE    OF    00MM0N8, 
W0dn4sdaf,  9th  May,  1877. 

MINtTTEai  — PrBUo  BiUA-^Ord^d^JFirit 
iBM^My— HarrUge  PnliminAriM  (SooUand)  • 
[1«1J. 

Second  Btmding — County  Courts  Juriidiction 
FiTtmrion  [ilO],  pnt  off;  Votert  (Ireland) 
[82],  pmt  of;  n[er  and  Harbour  Ordan  Con- 
limiaiMm  (No.  2)  •  [164]. 

SUtH  Cemtmtt04—Jifport—HaXe  of  Intoxioating 
IJqaon  on  Hunday  (Ireland)  *  [50-160]. 

Witkdrmwn  —  Employort  and  Workmon  Act 
rExtenaion  to  Seamen)  [391 ;  Homicide  Law 
Amandmwit  [104];  Bar  ox  England  and  of 
iMland  [80]. 

ASCENSION  DAY-COMMITTEES. 

Ordfrtd,  That  Committeei  ihall  not  lit  To- 
narrow,  being  Aacenaion  Day,  until  Two  of  the 
dock,  and  hare  leare  to  fit  until  Six  of  the 
doo^  Botwithatanding  the  sitting  of  tha  Houae. 
fr.  CAtmoiUor  of  ih4  Exeh$qu§r,) 

0RDSR8    OF    TEE    DAY. 


EMFU)YEB8  AND  WORKMEN  ACT  (EX- 
TENSION TO  SEAMEN)  BILL.— [Bill 39.] 
{Mr,  Burt,  Mr.  J,  Cowtn,  Mr,  MtmtUUa,  Dr, 
CdmtroHf  Mr,  OourU^.) 

■looim  BXADmo.    biu.  withdrawn. 
Ord«r  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Km.  BUBT  said,  that  after  the  stote- 
meat  whioh  had  recently  been  made  bj 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prealdent 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  that  the  Ooyem- 
ment  bad  a  Bill  r^y  drafted  to  deal 
with  the  queation  of  breach  of  contracts 
and  the  diacipline  of  aeamen,  he  ahould 
boat  oonsolt  the  oonyenience  of  the  House 
bj  moring  the  discharge  of  the  Order 
fbr  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  which 
he  had  introduced,  lie  trusted  that  the 
Ooremment  measure  would  be  intro- 
dooad  on  an  earij  day,  and  if  it  should 
fdlfil  the  promise  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Home  Secretary  last  year, 
and  assimilated  the  laws  for  broach  of 
contract  in  the  case  of  seamen  with  the 
proriiions  of  the  Employers  and  Work- 
man Act  of  1876,  he  should  not  find  it 
nsoasaary  to  propose  any  measure  on  the 
subject.  If,  howerer,  the  Bill  of  the 
OoT«niment  should  not  go  far  enouffh 
in  the  direction  which  he  thought  ae- 
nrable  he  should  hare  an  opportunity  of 
Boring  Amendmenta  in  Oommittee. 


COUNTY  COURTS   JURISDICTION 

EXTENSION  BILL.— [Bill  110.] 

(Sir  EttrdUy  WiUnot,  Mr.  Fortyih.) 

SlOOin)    nSADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

SiE  EABDLEY  WILMOT,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  he  had  had  the  honour  of  being 
a  Judge  of  Oountv  Courts  for  20  years  at 
Bristol  and  Ghelsea,  and  therefore  he 
had    considerable    experience  of  their 
working.    He  had  also  had  many  oppor- 
tunities of  conferring  with  men  of  ex- 
perience upon  the  subject.     The  Bill 
proposed  in  all  actions  of  contract  or  tort 
to  give  the  plaintiff  the  opportunity  of 
bringing  his  action  in  the  Oounty  Oourts. 
The  jurisdiction  of  these  Oourts  was  at 
present  limited  to  £50,  except  by  the 
consent  of  the  parties,  for  debt,  and  £600 
in  administration  actions ;  but  he  now 
proposed   that  they  should    have    un- 
limited jurisdiction,  with  power  to  de- 
fendant to  apply  to  remove  the  action  to 
the  Superior  Court  on  giving  security 
for  costs.     He  pointed  out  that  Lord 
Brougham,  who  might  be  described  as 
the  founder  of  the  County  Courts,  was,  up 
to  the  time  of  his  death,  the  zealous  ad^ 
vocate  of  the  change  proposed  to  be 
made   by    this  Bill.     The   Judicature 
Commissioners  had  also  approved  of  it. 
After  receiving  evidence  m>m  various 
Courts  in  the  Kingdom,  they,  in  1872, 
made    their  Beport,   and  among  other 
things  recommended    the  extension  of 
the  Oounty  Court  jurisdiction  exactly  in 
the  way  his  Bill  advised.    It  might  be 
argued  that  he  was  proposing  to  extend 
the  jurisdiction  of  these  Courts  far  be- 
yond what  they  were  originally  intended 
to  cover ;  but  if  this  were  the  first  time 
that  their  jurisdiction  had  been  increased 
something  might  be  said  on  that  point. 
The  fact,  however,  was,  that  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  these  Courts  had  been  very  con- 
siderably enlarged  since  their  formation 
in  1846.     He  contended  that  the  County 
Court  Judges  might  be  safely  entrusted 
with  the  extended  jurisdiction  proposed 
to  be  given  to  them.    Bankruptcy  cases 
in  the  provinces  were  now  dealt  with  by 
the  Ootmty  Courts  to  any  amount,  and 
only  the  other  day  a  case  involving  lia- 
bilities to  the  amount  of  £100,000  was 
brought  into  one  of  the  County  Courts. 
They  had  now  jurisdiction  in  Admiralty 
oases  and  salvage  cases  to  the  extent  of 
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£300  and  also  in  certain  oases  of  title. 
The  time  had  now  come  to  extend  their 
jurisdiction,  and  to  give  the  plaintiff 
what  he  might  call  free  trade  in  law.  It 
was  rather  hard,  if  a  man  living  in  a 
distant  part  of  England  had  an  action 
for  £51  just  after  the  Assizes,  that  he 
should  be  compelled  to  come  to  London 
at  a  great  expense  and  considerable 
delay.  In  support  of  this  Bill  he  would 
just  refer  to  two  oases  to  show  what  the 
costs  were  in  each.  In  one  case  at  Hud- 
dersfieldy  which  occupied  28  days,  and 
when  the  verdict  was  for  the  plaintiff 
with  40«.  damages,  the  costs  were  £10 ; 
and  in  the  other,  which  oooupied  about 
1 1  months  from  beginning  to  the  end  in 
a  Superior  Oourt  at  Westminster,  and 
where  the  result  was  40«.  damages,  the 
costs  were  £540.  He  thought  it  was 
olear  that  suitors  would  be  spared  the 
expenditure  of  large  costs  if  their  actions 
were  tried  in  the  Oountj  Courts.  It 
was,  moreover,  desirable  to  relieve  the 
block  of  business  in  London,  and  this 
Bill  would  have  a  tendency  to  lessen  the 
pressure  upon  the  Superior  Courts.  He 
regretted  to  find  that  the  Bill  was  to  be 
opposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Beaumaris  (Mr.  Morgan  Lloyd),  as  it 
was  a  Liberal  measure  and  was  accepted" 
by  the  country  generally.  The  non. 
Qentleman  concluded  by  moving  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
Mr.  FOESYTH  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.''— (5ir  Eardley  WOmoL) 

Mr.  MOBGAN  LLOYD,  inmovingthat 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day 
six  months,  said,  that  as  a  matter  of  feel- 
ing he  would  have  been  glad  if  he  could 
have  agreed  with  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Warwick* 
shire,  but  he  could  not,  as  he  conscien- 
tiously believed  that  the  passing  of  this 
Bill  would  be  very  injurious  to  the 
country  generally.  No  doubt  the  County 
Court  system  re<|uired  amendment,  ana 
he  would  not  object  to  see  a  thorough 
amalgamation  of  the  High  Court  of  Jus- 
tice and  the  County  Courts,  but  that 
would  be  a  matter  which  would  require 
very  serious  consideration,  and  could  not 
be  dealt  with  at  present.  The  County 
Courts  were  origmaUy  established  be- 
cause it  was  found  inoonvenient  and  ex- 
pensive to  have  cases  of  great  impOTtanoe 

Sir  Eardley  Wilmoi 


and  also  actions  to  recover  small  debfei 
disposed  of  by  one  and  the  same  tribuBaL 
In  their  working  the  County  Ooarts  had 
proved  to  be  most  beneficial  to  the  ooqa- 
try.  The  expense  to  the  suitor  was  com- 
paratively small,  and  justioe  was  sot 
only  cheaply,  but  speedily  obtained.  It 
however,  the  jurisdiction  of  those  Ooorti 
was  greatly  extended — and  the  extanaioii 
would  be  unlimited  under  the  Bill  before 
the  House — they  might  as  well  abolii^ 
the  County  Courts  altogether,  and  kavB 
all  oases,  great  and  small,  to  be  deter- 
mined by  the  Superior  Ooorta.  Th« 
ordinary  business  of  the  County  Oonrto 
would  be  set  aside  if  the  Bill  were  psMed 
and  the  ffjrstem  recommended  carried 
out,  and  tnus  their  peculiar  value  and 
usefulness  would  be  greatly  impaired, 
if  not  altogether  destroyed*  If  tae  sab- 
jeot  was  to  be  taken  up  at  aU  it  weald 
be  better  to  create  additional  Judges  at 
Westminster  for  the  purpoee  of  uuali- 
tating  the  despatch  of  the  legal  bufliness 
of  the  country.  Local  Courts  were  good 
for  local  purposes;  but  if  Parliament 
attempted  to  make  Superior  Courts  of 
them  they  would  ruin  them  for  all  time. 
What  was  really  wanted  was  an  im- 
provement and  extension  of  the  Circuit 
svstem  and  the  localizing  of  actions  in 
tne  Superior  Courts.  If  that  were  done 
the  County  Court  Judges  would  be  more 
trusted,  and  would  be  more  responsible 
to  publio  opinion.  Those  Judges  should 
not  always  go  to  the  same  places,  but 
should  go  through  the  districts  u 
strangers,  and  then  they  would  not  be  dis- 
posed to  show  any  undue  favour  tosuitors. 
He  trusted  that  that  subject  would  not 
be  lost  sight  of  by  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
vemment,  more  especially  having  ^3^^ 
to  the  present  press  of  business  m  West- 
minster HalL  He  begged  to  move  thst 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  da/ 
six  months. 

Mb.  cole  said,  he  had  much  pleasure 
in  seconding  the  Amendment  as  he  W 
seldom  seen  in  such  a  few  lines  a  Bill 
which  if  passed  would  do  more  ixjoiy* 
He  believed  that  one  consequence  of  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  would  be  the  praoticil 
repeal  of  the  Judicature  Act  of  1875,  m 
by  it  any  action  might  be  brought  io  t 
County  Uourt,  and  oould  not  be  removed 
into  the  Superior  Courts  unless  the 
damages  dauned  amounted  to  £50, 
while  some  of  the  most  important  ac- 
tions were  not  brought  to  recover  da- 
mages  at  all.    To  extend  the  ' 
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tion  as  proposed  b j  the  Bill  it  would  be 
naoeeeary  to  have  fresh  maohinerj,  be- 
emnjm  the  office  of  Judge  of  a  Ooanty 
Oout  was  not  generally  filled  bj  the 
most  distinguished  members  of  the  Fro- 
faasiosi.  Nothing  oould  be  more  valuable 
in  the  shax>e  of  a  Court  of  Justice  than 
tlie  Oountj  Oourts,  as  tribunals  for  the 
raeoreij  of  small  debts;  but  to  make 
ihaoif  in  effect,  Superior  Courts  with  a 
iridelj  ^eztanded  lurisdiotion  would  be 
to  create  delay  in  the  obtaining  of  justice, 
to  ^reathr  increase  expense,  and  generally 
to  intemre  with  the  proper  function  of 
ma  excellent  institution.  The  Bill  was 
noi  made  to  apply  to  proceedings  in 
Ghoaoery.  Why  ?  He  should  give  the 
BiU  his  most  strenuous  opposition. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  ^*  now,  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon'this 
day  six  months."^ifr.  Morgan  Lloyd,) 


F0B8YTH  said,  that  he  believed 
that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  ffood, 
and  that  the  measure  if  passed  womd  be 
of  great  benefit  to  the  oountiT.  The 
arguments  he  had  heard  urged  against 
the  measure  had  been  used  affainst  the 
original  proposal  to  establiBh  Oounty 
Ooorts.  All  kinds  of  evil  had  been  pre- 
dicted to  the  Bar  and  to  the  country  as 
likely  to  arise  if  the  new  system  were 
■et  up ;  but  he  ventured  to  say  that  no 
more  useftil  measure  had  been  adopted 
within  the  present  century  than  the 
Oounty  Oourts  Act  had  proved  to  be. 
The  original  Act  limited  actions  to  £20, 
but  in  1 966  the  j  urisdiction  was  extended 
to  £50  in  all  cases  of  contract,  and  by 
agreement  it  was  unlimited,  except  as 
regarded  some  particular  actions.  He 
maintained  that  the  House  would  be 
prnoeediTig  in  the  right  direction  bv  now 
•naoting  tnat  cases  of  contract  and.  tort 
should  DC  tried  in  the  Oounty  Court 
without  limit  as  to  amount,  except  in 
such  cases  where  a  Judge  thought  the 
ease  should  not  be  tried  in  the  County 
Court  It  seemed  to  be  thought  that 
County  Court  Judses  were  not  fitted  to 
try  eases  where  brffe  sums  were  in- 
volved, but  the  Becoraer  of  London  could 
try  sneh  oases,  and  the^  were  tried  at 
the  Passage  Court  at  Liverpool,  and  he 
believed  at  the  Toolsey  Court,  in  Bristol, 
if  the  cause  of  action  arose  within  the 
juWietion.  He  did  not  wish  to  praise  un- 
daly  tile  Oounty  Court  Judges;  but  from 


the  reports  of  cases  which  he  had  read 
in  Ths  Law  Timei  he  was  much  impressed 
with  the  great  abilitpr  which  they  dis- 
played in  dealing  with  the  oases  that 
came  before  them.  He  thought  that  the 
County  Court  Judges  shomd  be  paid 
higher  salaries.  The  arrears  in  our 
Courts  were  appalling,  and  unless  some- 
thing was  done  to  reheve  the  congestion 
of  the  Superior  Courts  our  judicifu  busi- 
ness would  come  to  a  dead-lock.  If 
more  important  cases  were  brought 
before  the  County  Court  Judges  he  be- 
lieved that  greater  care  would  be  taken 
in  selecting  men  to  fill  the  office  of 
Judffe.  At  present,  a  great  deal  of  the 
work  of  the  Courts  in  undefended  cases 
had  to  be  disposed  of  by  the  Begistrars, 
and  he  thought  that  their  jur^iction 
might  be  extended  in  small  cases.  It 
seemed  so  be  thought  by  some  that  jus- 
tice existed  for  the  Bar  of  England ;  but 
he  believed  that  the  Bar  of  England 
existed  for  the  purpose  of  allowing  jus- 
tice to  be  administered  to  all  alike.  He 
would  never  allow  that  the  Bar  should 
stand  in  the  way  of  what  he  considered 
a  boon  to  the  public — that  of  obtaininff 
cheap  and  speedy  justice.  He  looked 
forward  to  the  time  when  the  great  mass 
of  the  legal  business  of  the  country 
would  be  begun  in  local  centres,  instead 
of  being  brought  up  to  London.  In 
conclusion,  he  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  House  would  sanction  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  by  affirming  the  second 
reading. 

Ma.  NOBWOOD  said,  that  t^e  County 
Courts  were  a  valuable  institution,  as 
they  dispensed  even-handed  justice  at 
a  small  expense  at  the  doors  of  the 
humblest  suitors.  He  had  endeavoured 
to  enlarge  their  jurisdiction,  and  would 
have  no  objection  to  see  it  still  further 
extended,  but  he  did  not  approve  of  this 
Bill.  It  was  not  sufficiently  comprehen- 
sive, and  it  oontained  some  objectionable 
propositions.  He  complained  that  the 
JudJ^es  were  not  selected  for  their  legal 
attainments,  but  as  a  means  of  patronage 
for  faithful  services.  He  thought  that 
the  Begistrars  had  too  much  power,  as 
every  subject  of  the  Queen  had  a  right 
to  have  his  case  tried  before  a  Judge, 
and  not  by  a  Begistrar.  This  was  a 
sweeping  and  revolutionary  measure, 
and  he  should  vote  against  the  second 
reading. 

Mb.  OBEOOBY  said,  that  if  he  re- 
garded  the  Bill  solely  in  the  interests  of 
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his  ProfeBsion  he  should  support  it,  but 
in  the  interests  of  the  public  he  must 
oppose  the  second  reading.  The  Alpha 
and  Omega  of  the  Bill  was  to  give  un- 
limited jurisdiction  to  the  County  Courts. 
The  present  law  in  respect  to  County 
Courts  had  several  defects.  He  ob- 
jected, for  instance,  to  the  power  which 
the  Judge  possessed  of  appointing  an- 
other person  to  act  for  him,  who  might 
be  more  or  less  qualified.  The  Eegistnurs, 
again,  who  might  be  practising  solicitors, 
had  too  much  power.  It  was  said  the 
County  Courts  were  a  cheap  tribunal; 
but,  according  to  his  calculation,  the 
costs  amounted  to  fully  40  per  cent  of 
the  amounts  recovered.  This  Bill  would 
not  amend  these  defects,  but  would  take 
away 'from  the  defendant  his  Common 
Law  right  of  having  the  plaint  against 
him  tried  in  a  Superior  Court,  for  that 
was  what  the  provision  calling  on  him 
to  give  security  for  costs  amounted  to. 
The  tendency  of  litigants  was  more  and 
more  to  have  recourse  to  the  Superior 
Courts.  This,  he  thought,  was  a  certain 
test  of  the  confidence  reposed  by  the 
public  in  those  Courts,  where  cases  were 
tried  in  a  more  satisfactory  manner  than 
they  were  by  the  inferior  tribunals.  This 
was  a  good  reason  for  not  extending  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  County  Courts.  If 
they  now  ^ve  that  unlimited  jurisdiction 
they  would  have  to  pay  the  Judges  much 
hiraer  salaries  than  at  present. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  said,  that  while  he 
was  ready  to  support  any  fair  proposal  to 
extend  the  special  jurisdiction  of  the 
County  Courts,  he  could  not  vote  for  so 
sweeping  a  measure  as  that  which  was 
now  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  He  hoped  that  the  Oovemment 
would  fully  consider  the  whole  question, 
either  by  reference  to  a  Committee  or  in 
some  other  way.  A  Bill  might,  with 
advantage,  be  brought  in  to  extend  the 
jurisdiction  of  County  Courts  from  its 
present  limit  of  £50  to  £100,  or  here- 
abouts. Whether  the  Bill  passed  or 
not,  he  thought  the  Gbvemment  would 
do  well  to  take  into  account  the  addi- 
tional work  which  had  been  thrown  upon 
many  of  the  Judges  of  late,  and  propose 
that  their  salaries  should  be  increased. 
Since  those  salaries  were  fixed  in  1865 
the  amount  of  their  judicial  work  had 
been  doubled.  When  the  Bankruptcy 
Bill  was  before  the  House  in  1869  he 
brought  forward  an  Amendment  which 
had  reference  to  the  increase  of  the 

Mr.  Ortgor^ 


salaries  of  County  Court  Judges.  H« 
had  the  assistance  of  his  right  hoo. 
Friend  (Mr.  Cross),  now  the  Home  Se- 
cretary, who  seconded  the  Amendmsnt ; 
but  they  were  not  able  to  oarrr  it,  as 
the  question  was  then  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Judicature  OommiMioii. 
Since  that  time  various  Acts  had  beea 
passed  throwing  additional  duties  xrpan 
Cotmty  Court  Judges,  but  no  addition 
had  been  made  to  their  salaries.  He 
did  not  say  that  a  case  could  be  made 
out  for  the  increase  of  the  salary  of  ereiT 
Judge,  because  there  was  a  great  dif- 
ference in  the  amount  of  work  whidi 
they  had  to  perform  in  the  varioiu  cir- 
cuits of  the  country,  but  he  thoo|^t  it 
deserved  the  oonsideratioD  of  &e  Go- 
vernment whether  they  could  not  re- 
duce the  number  of  the  drouits^  and 
out .  of  the  saving  to  be  effected  give 
increased  salaries  to  the  remaining 
Judges. 

Mb.   WHEELHOnSE   assurod   the 
House  that  it  was  not  without  something 
like  pain  he  felt  himself  obliged  to  cm- 
pose  the  Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend ;  but  he 
had  come  to  the  determination— one  well 
considered,  moreover,  before  he  arrived 
at  it — ^that  so  far  as  Obunty  Courts  were 
concerned,   and  so  long  as  they  were 
constituted  as  they  at  present  were,  the 
jurisdiction   they   now   possessed    was 
amply  sufficient  for  them.    In  the  first 
place,  it  must  be  remembered  that  there 
were,  really,  two  very  different  olaswrs 
of  County  Courts  in  this  countiy.    In 
the  Courts  of  the  metropolis,  and  of  the 
large  manufacturing  centres,  there  was 
an  enormous  amount  of  work,  consisting 
of  commercial  inquiries,  bankraptoies, 
Admiralty  jurisdionon  in  the  port  towns, 
and  Equity,  more  or  less,  in  all  of  them. 
On  the  other  hand,  there  were  the  ooun- 
try  districts,  with  large  territorial  inte- 
rests and  acreage,  in  which  the  Courts 
had  certainly  but  venr  little  to  do,  in  the 
sense  of  having  the  larser  inquiries  re- 
ferred to  them.    But  while  he  bore  theft 
distinction  fiilly  in  mind,  he,  for  his  own 
part,  could  not  think  it  desirable  to  ex- 
tend the  County  Court  jurisdiction  either 
in  the  one  case,  or  the  other.    It  was 
certainly  undesirable  to  extend  it  in  the 
larger  centres,  because,  at  present,  the 
County  Court  Judges  in  those  localities 
had,  already,  more  then  enough  to  do. 
He  was  aloo  bound  to  say — speaking 
with  all  due  respect  for  the  Judges  in 
the   Superior   Courts — ^that  in   former 
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years  it  had  been  the  practice  of  the 
Courts  above  to  send  down  to  the  Judges 
sitting  in  the  large  centres  a  number  of 
records  to  be  tri^  which  did  not  belong, 
properly  speaking,  to  the  County  Courts 
as  such,  but  wluch  the  Judges  of  the 
Inferior  Courts  were  obliged  to  take,  be- 
cause because  they  had  been  sent  down 
to  them  under  statutory  order.  By 
these  means,  the  time  and  opportunities 
of  the  Judges,  which  ought  to  be  at  the 
disposal— or  rather  for  Uie  use  of— the 
poorer  class  of  County  Court  suitors,  for 
vhose  cases  these  Courts,  be  it  always 
remembered,  were  introduced  and  in- 
tended, were  displaced  to  make  provi- 
sion for  the  trial  of  these  records.  He 
was  quite  aware  that  of  late  the  Judges 
of  the  Superior  Courts  had  been  some- 
vrhat  more  careful  than  formerly  in 
sending  down  cases  to  the  County 
Oourts,  because  they  knew  perfectly 
^well  that  the  County  Court  Judge  gene- 
rally had  more  than  sufficient  work  of 
his  own  to  which  to  attend.  There  was 
another  reason  why  he  thought  it  very 
undesirable  that  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Oounty  Courts  should  be  extended  in  the 
direction  towards  which  the  present  mea- 
sure seemed  to  point.  The  reason  had 
been  slightly  glanced  at  before,  but  it 
was  one  which,  with  all  due  respect  to 
those  hon.  Members  who  had  spoken  on 
the  measure,  he  ventured  to  tlunk  they 
oould  not,  and  did  not,  appreciate  as 
fully  as  those  who  had  had  a  la]^e 
practice  in  the  County  Courts.  The 
objection  was  this,  and  it  went  far 
deeper  than  the  mere  [superficies — ^In 
many  localities,  a  sort  of  feanily  feeliiu; 

fervaded,  not  merely  the  Coiurt  itself, 
utthe  people  in  attachment  with  the 
tribunal,  firom  the  Jud^e  down  to  the 
lowest  official,  and  this  feeling  rendered 
it  very  undesirable  to  extend  the  juris- 
diction of  the  tribunal.  It  was  far 
better,  indeed,  absolutely  necessary, 
that  these  things  should  be  thoroughly 
and  widely  known.  He  himself  was 
personally  acquainted  with  one  instance, 
where  a  County  Court  Judge,  almost 
simultaneously  with  his  own  appoint- 
ment to  office,  brought  down  and  estab- 
liflhed  his  own  son,  then  a  mere  boy, 
as  one  of  the  practitioners  in  his  own 
Court.  It  was,  of  course,  in  a  case  like 
this,  scarcely  possible  to  put  a  finder 
mKm  any  particular  instance  in  which 
abaohtte  wrong  oould  be  proved  to  have 
been  done  to  any  named  suitor;  but 


there  was  the  Judge,  and  there  was  the 
advocate,  and  it  must  inevitably  be  con- 
sidered desirable  to  get  hold    of   the 
latter  as  coimsel  wherever  it  was  prac- 
ticable.     It    was    almost    more    than 
mortal  to  imagine  that  such  should  not 
be  supposed  to  be  the  result ;  and,  even 
if  there  were  no  reality  in  the  proposi- 
tion, there  was,  at  least,  an  undesirable 
semblance  of  truth  about  it.    He  need 
not  endeavour  to  impress  upon  the  good 
sense  of  the  House  that  this  feeling  not 
only  mi^ht  be,  but  actually    was,    of 
more  evu  consequence  than  the  reality 
itself.      He   repeated,    there  was   the 
father  sitting  as  Judge,  and  there  was 
the  son  constantly  engaged  before  him, 
in  the  small,  and — if  he  might  venture 
so  to  name  Uiem — the  half  irresponsible 
local  tribunals  of  the  country  districts, 
and,  it  was  needless  to  tell  the  House 
that,  though   the  justice  administered 
there  might  be  absolutely  pure,  nothing 
would  induce  the  litigant  who  lost,  and 
scarcely  anything  comd  convince  the  out- 
side public,  under  such  circumstances,  to 
believe  it  so.      He  would  only  ask — 
Could  such  a  state  of  things  be  desirable 
or  conducive  to    the    public  'welfare? 
For  his  part,  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
pronouncmg,  from  his   place   in   that 
House,  that  such  occurrences  as  these 
were  a  living  scandal.    There  were,  he 
believed,  other  instances  to  which  the 
same  principle  applied,  although,  per- 
haps, not  so  strongly.    Still,  however, 
it  did  apply,  and  he  was  desirous  there- 
fore, that  under  no  circumstances  what- 
ever,   should  there  be  any  chance  of 
such   family    influences    henceforward 
being    allowed  to  permeate  our   local 
Courts  of  Justice,  or  that  it  should  be 
possible,   by  any  accident,  to  suppose 
that  the  fount  from  which  justice  sprung 
was  tainted  in  the  slightest  degree.    He 
also  further  objected  to  every  Bill  which 
gave  any  such  power  as  the  present 
measure  sought  to  do — namely,  that  of 
enabling  a  suitor  to  throw  unreasonable 
expenses  in  the  way  of  a  defendant.    A 
suitor  by  a  Common  Law  proceeding — 
whatever  that  might  be— in  a  County 
Court   could,     at    his    own    instance, 
although  he  had  not  the  shadow  of  a 
ground  of  action  against  a  defendant, 
set  the  law  in  motion,  and  the  unfortu- 
nate defendant,  before  he  could  remove 
the   hearing   from  the    County   Court 
jurisdiction,  in  order  to  take  the  opinion 
of  the  Court  above,  must  be  provided 
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with  the  means  of  offering  seooiity  for 
the  payment  of  costs.  Was  that  fSair  ? 
Wasitjnst?  For  example,  suppose  he 
himself  ohose  to  bring  an  action  ag^ainst 
any  one  of  his  feUow-Members  in  'that 
House?  It  was  perfectly  true,  thank 
goodness,  that  he  had  no  right  to  do  so, 
and  had,  most  assuredly,  no  wish  or  ex- 
pectation of  doing  it  to  the  extent  of 
one  single  farthing ;  but  if,  under  such 
circumstances,  he  thought  fit  to  do  so, 
under  this  Bill  ihe  defendant,  if  he  were 
desirous,  for  any  reason,  of  seeking  the 
opinion  of  a  Superior  Court,  must  first 
find  security  for  costs.  Why  should 
such|a  system  prevail  ?  It  was^suKgested 
that  every  plaintiff  had  some  rig^t,  and 
that  if  he  had  not  some  grounds  for 
suing,  he  never  would  proceed.  His  ex- 
perience told  him  that  this  was  by  no 
means  always  the  case.  A  man  was  too 
often  dragged  into  a  Court  to  defend 
something  which  he  oudbt  never  to  be 
called  upon  to  answer.  Then,  there  was 
another  obj  ection  to  this  Bill.  If  anyone 
supposed  that  when  a  man  sued,  in  the 
first  instance,  in  a  Court  of  limited 
jurisdiction  from  which  there  was  an 
appeal — and  in  the  event  of  enlarging 
the  extent,  they  could  scarcely  do  so 
without  granting  the  right  to  appeal  in 
such  cases  as  these — he  was  at  aU  likely 
to  save  expense,  he  counted  sorely  with- 
out his  host.  The  moment  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  a  County  Court  was  exercised, 
one  side  or  the  other  was  sure  to  be  dis- 
satisfied with  the  views  expressed  by  the 
Judge,  or  taken  by  the  jury.  It  was 
bad  enough  that  any  man  should  be  at 
liberty  to  sue  another  really  causelessly ; 
but  the  hardship  was  intensely  magnified 
when  he  was  enabled  to  drag  his  opponent 
through  a  long  series  of  Courts,  and  at 
no  end  of  cost.  But,  even  that  was  not 
the  whole  of  the  evil.  In  the  language 
of  this  Bill,  he  did  not  see  exactly  how 
they  were  to  make  out  the  County 
Courts  in  which  the  plaintiff  was  entitled 
to  sue.  Surely  a  defendant  had  a  right 
to  know  where  he  was  to  be  sued,  and 
under  what  circumstances  he  was  called 
upon  to  answer.  It  was  said  this  Bill 
intended  that  you  should  confine  your- 
selves to  debts  and  damages ;  but  what 
about  those  other  cases,  the  number  of 
which  was  very  great,  where  debts  and 
damages  did  not  enter.  These  points 
ought  to  be  better  defined  than  the^ 
were  in  this  Bill.  He  thought  that  if 
tius  Bill  was  passed,  they  would  not 

Mr.  JF7ieelh<m9§ 


only  repeal  the  present  Judic^tme  Aci, 
but  upset  the  whole  system  of  ji 
ture,  and  introduce  a  totally  new 
of  procedure.  If  anyone  knew  what 
these  County  Courts  were  like— what  ih^ 
were — ^what  Itegistrars  did — ^how  ollaa 
there  was  just  the  opinion  of  one  persoa 
to  guide  a  decision — ^thej  woola  fed 
that  it  was  not  desirable  to  extend  the 
83rstem  as  it  was  at  present  Ifthejhad 
a  jury  in  all  oases,  that,  indeed,  might 
mitigate  the  evil.  Then  there  was  an- 
other matter  arising  out  of  this  Bill 
He  had  long  thought  it  was  neooMaiy 
to  increase  the  Judicial  power  in  this 
country.  The  sooner  the^  did  this,  00 
much  me  better;  but  he  did  not  hesitate 
to  affirm  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  to  be 
done  by  inoreasinff  the  Judicial  Staff  in 
Westnunster  HaU.  In  the  meantiniie, 
if  any  action  was  to  be  taken,  lei  them, 
if  they  so  pleased,  ro  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. Instead  of  having  any  extsD- 
sion  of  the  County  Courts  as  they  existed 
at  present,  let  them  go  on  totallv  different 
lines.  There  were  three  or  four  other 
matters  with  which  he  might  deal«  bat 
he  thought  the  limit  had  alreadj  been 
reached  in  respect  to  County  Court  ja- 
risdiotion  under  jNreeent  arrangements. 
He  hoped  that  limit  would  not  be  ex- 
tended ;  but  if  there  was  to  be  any  ex- 
tension, he  hoped  it  would  be  in  an 
altogether  different  direction  from  thai 
proposed  in  this  Bill. 

Sm  COLMAN  O'LOQHLEN  hoped 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  who 
had  brought  forward  the  Bill  would 
withdraw  it  and  not  put  the  House  to 
the  trouble  of  a  division,  as  it  was  im- 
possible that  he  could  go  to  a  dxvisioB 
with  any  chance  of  success.  The  matter 
had  better  be  left  in  the  hands  of  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Leeds  had  expressed 
an  opinion  that  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
County  Courts  ought  not  to  be  increased. 
He,  on  the  oontruy,  thought  it  ought  to 
be  increased  veiy  considerably.  In  mat- 
ters of  debt  he  would  give  the  County 
Courts  both  in  England  and  Ireland 
an  unlimited  jurisdiction,  as  was  the 
case  as  regarded  the  Sherifib'  Courts  in 
Scotland.  One  fktal  objection  to  this 
Bill  was  that  it  contained  a  daose  which 
would  compel  a  defendant  to  give  secu- 
rity for  costs  in  order  to  get  the  opinion 
of  a  Superior  Court  in  a  case  in  whieh 
he  thoumt  he  ought  to  get  sodi  an  om- 
nion.    That  clause,  no  £>ubt,  might  be 
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removed. in  Committee;  bnt  the  prin- 
ciple of  that  clause  was  so  much  inter- 
woven with  other  parts  of  the  Bill,  that 
the  House  ought  not  to  give  it  a  second 
reading.  He  certainly  thought  the  sala- 
ries of  the  Judges  ought  to  be  increased, 
and  recommended  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  to  bear  in  mind  in  the  pre- 
paration of  his  Bill  in  reference  to  the 
Irish  County  Courts  what  had  just  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  'Member 
for  Oldham. 

Mb.  MELLOB  denied  that  the  County 
Court  Judges  were  underpaid.  They 
received  £1,500  per  annum  for  two  and 
three  quarters'  days'  work  in  each  week, 
with  iTaveUing  and  subsistence  allow- 
ance. He  thought  they  were  scanda- 
lously overpaid.  In  fact,  the  Begistrars 
did  all  the  woik,  or,  at  least,  a  large 
percentage  of  it.  This  Bill  emanated 
from  lawyers.  He  always  looked  with 
suspicion  on  members  of  that  class  in 
the  House,  because  the  tendency  of  all 
their  legislatioa  was  to  swell  our  annual 
expenditure;  and  unless  the  measures 
of  lawyers  in  the  House  were  checked, 
inftteaa  of  having  a  national  enenditure 
of  £78,000,000  a-year,  it  would  rise  to 
£90,000,000  in  no  time. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
introduced  the  Bill  did  not  seem  to  have 
had  enthusiastic  support  even  from  those 
who,  according  to  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  q>oken,  were  always  ready  to 
support  anything  that  would  cause  an 
increase  of  expenditure.  While  many 
hon.  Members  were  in  favour  of  the  ex- 
tension of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Coun^ 
Courts,  it  was  admitted  that  this  Bill 
contained  grave  defects.  In  the  first 
place,  he  questioned  if,  since  the  passing 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act, 
in  which  Common  Law  had  been  swal- 
lowed up  by  Equity,  if  any  such  thing 
as  a  Common  Law  action  could  exist. 
He  considered,  too,  that  the  provision 
calling  upon  the  defendant  who  might 
wish  to  have  his  case  tried  in  a  Superior 
Court  to  give  security  for  eosts  was  one 
in  favour  of  the  rich  and  adverse  to  the 
poor  client.  The  principle  of  the  Bill, 
as  he  understood  it,  was  to  give  extended 
and  exclusive  jurisdiction  to  County 
Courts  in  all  cases  where  the  defendant 
who  was  sned  could  not  remove  the  suit  to 
a  Superior  Court,  and  that  was,  in  his 
opinion,  a  {ffinoiple  which  instead  of  ap- 
proving they  should  altogether  discoun- 


tenance. Reference  had  been  made  to 
the  extent  to  which  the  business  of  the 
County  Courts  was  now  in  the  hands 
of  the  Registrars.  However  smaU  the 
cause  might  be,  he  thought  the  parties 
had  a  right  to  have  it  decided,  so  far  as 
possible,  by  the  Judge,  and  not  by  the 
Registrar ;  and  they  ought  not,  by  any 
Bill  like  the  present  one,  to  intensify 
the  existing  evil.  If  th^  passed  this 
Bill  the  time  of  the  County  Court 
Judges  would  be  occupied  in  trying 
important  cases,  and  they  would  be 
overwhelmed  with  that  business  which 
now  found  its  way  into  the  Superior 
Courts.  It  was  said  that  this  would 
relieve  the  press  of  business  which  now 
existed  in  these  Courts.  No  doubt  that 
would,  to  some  extent,  be  the  case ;  and 
he  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  it  would 
not  be  derarable  to  extend  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  County  Courts  to  a  certain 
extent.  He  was  not  in  a  position  to 
pledge  himself  or  the  Government  to 
such  a  measure ;  but  it  was  well  worth 
considering  whether,  imder  existing  cir- 
cumstances, they  should  extend  the  con- 
current jurisdiction  of  the  County  Courts 
to  all  cases  exceeding  £50  and  under 
£100,  as  had  been  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Hib- 
bert).  That  was  a  very  different  thing 
from  establishing  an  unlimited  jurisdic- 
tion ;  and  rather  than  take  that  means  of 
relieving  the  pressure  on  the  Superior 
Courts,  he  would  support  an  increase  in 
the  Judicial  Staff  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice. 

Sm  EARDLEY  WILMOT  repHed, 
answering  in  detail  the  various  ejec- 
tions which  had  been  taken  to  the  Bill, 
and  warmly  defending  the  character  as 
well  as  aavocating  me  claims  of  the 
County  Court  Judges — a  dass  to  which 
he  himself  had  had  the  honour  to  belong. 
He  expressed  his  satisfeujtion  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  had  given  his  approval  to 
the  principle  of  extending  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  County  Courts  to  £100.  He 
was  ready  to  withdraw  the  Bill,  the 
main  provisions  of  which,  he  believed, 
would  sooner  or  later  become  law.  That 
day's  discussion,  he  was  confident,  would 
yield  solid  fruits ;  and  he  urffed  on  the 
Gk>vemment  and  the  House  the  expedi- 
ency of  i^pointinff  a  Select  Committee 
to  see  how  &r  and  in  what  manner  the 
ohil  business  of  our  Courts  could  be 
more  satisfactorily  despatched. 
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Mr.  WHALLET  wished  to  call  atten- 
tion, by  way  of  protest  and  warning,  to 
the  state  of  civil  ousiness  in  the  Courts, 
which  was  becoming  worse  and  worse, 
and  which  had  been  aggravated  by  the 
Judicature  Act.  The  cause  of  the  block 
of  business  and  of  the  delay  and  con- 
fusion in  transacting  it  was  due  in  a 
large  measure  to  the  fact  that  Common 
Lf^w  had  been  swallowed  up  by  her 
sister  Equity. 

Question,  "That  the  word  'now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and 
negatived. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Beading  put  offioT  six  months. 

HOMICIDE  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
[bill  104.] 
(^i>  Eardley  Wilmot,  Mr,  Whiiu>$U,) 
8SC0ND  BEABIKa.  BILL  WITHDKAWK. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Sib  EABDLEY  WILMOT  said,  he 
should  not  proceed  with  the  Bill,  as  he 
understood  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment did  not  intend  to  five  him  support. 
He  therefore  moved  &at  the  Order  be 
discharged,  and  asked  leave  to  withdraw 
theBiU. 

Order  dieeharged;  Bill  withdrawn, 

BAB  OF  ENGLAND  AND  OF  IBELAND 

BILL.— [Bill  80.] 

{Sir  Colman  O'Logklen,  Mr.  McCarthy  Downing ^ 

Mr,  W.  Johnttony  Mr,  Msldon,) 

SECOND  BBADma. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOQHLEN,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  its  object  was  to 
enable  a  member  of  the  Irish  Bar  to 
practise  in  England  and  a  member  of 
the  English  Bar  to  practise  in  Ireland. 
It  did  not  propose  to  abolish  either  Bar, 
but  provided  that  the  Benchers  of  the 
King^s  Inns  in  Ireland  should  admit 
members  of  the  English  Bar  to  practice 
in  Ireland  and  that  the  Benchers  of  the 
English  Inns  of  Court  should  admit 
liiSi  Barristers  to  practise  in  the  Courts 
of  this  country.  It  was  an  extraordinary 
thine  that  the  distinction  between  the 
Knglish  and  the  Irish  Bars  should  have 
been  maintained  so  long.     Any  man 


having  a  medical  or  surgical  jdegvie  in 
Ireland  could  practise  his  IVof ossiop  ia 
Eneland,  and  our  English  medical  man 
comd  practise  in  Iroland.  An  Irish 
clergyman  could  be  appointed  to  a 
living  in  England,  and  a  graduate  of 
the  Dublin  University  oould  obtain  an 
ad  eundem  deg^ree  from  the  University  of 
Oxford  or  of  Cambridge.  He  could  not 
understand,  therefore,  on  what  principU 
it  was  that  a  distinction  such  as  now 
existed  should  be  kept  up  between  the 
Bars  of  the  two  countries,  and  wh^  an 
Irish  barrister  should  not  be  admitted 
to  the  English  Bar,  or  an  English  bar- 
rister to  the  Irish  Bar  without  the  neoes- 
si^  of  eating  dinners  or  paasinf  an  exa- 
mination. The  Bill  proposed  that  a  roll 
of  English  barristers  entitled  to  practise 
in  IreUnd  should  be  kept  at  the  Kin^s 
Inns,  Dublin,  and  that  roUs  of  Insh 
barristers  entitled  to  practise  in  England 
should  be  kept  at  the  English  Iims  of 
Court.  The  fiill  did  not  propose  to  give 
any  absolute  right  to  an  English  bar- 
rister to  practise  in  Ireland,  or  an  Irish 
barrister  in  England.  It  only  provided 
that  a  member  of  either  Bar  mi 
sent  a  memorial  to  the  Irish  or 
Benchers  to  practice  in  Ireland  or 
land,  as  the  case  might  be,  and  the  B< 
ers  would  have  power  to  grant  this  per- 
mission. The  moment  a  man  was  so  ad- 
mitted to  practise  at  the  Bar  of  either 
oountry  he  would  become  subject  to  the 
Benchers  of  that  country,  and  might  be 
disbarred  or  prevented  from  practising 
in  the  same  way  as  if  he  had  been 
originally  a  member  of  the  countiy 
in  which  he  was  allowed  to  practice. 
English  barristers  would  have  the  same 
raiuc  in  Ireland  as  they  had  in  Aeir  own 
oountry,  and  the  same  rule  would  apply 
to  their  Irish  brethren  practising  in 
England.  The  Bill,  however,  provided 
that  no  member  either  of  the  English 
Bar  admitted  to  practise  in  Ireland,  or 
any  member  of  the  Irish  Bar  admitted 
to  practise  in  England,  should  be 
allowed  to  hold  office  in  the  countrjr  of 
the  Bar  to  which  he  was  admitted  md 
eundem.  Thus  the  measure  did  not 
amalgamate  the  Bar  of  the  two  ooon- 
tries — ^it  merely  conferred  a  right  to 
practise,  and  he  did  not  see  why  this 
right  should  be  denied  when  it  was 
granted  in  the  case  of  all  other  IVofss- 
sions.  He  did  not  think  for  a  moment 
the  English  Bar  could  imagine  that  a 
few  barnsters  horn  Ireland  wfoli  deprive 
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the  "English  Bar  of  any  portion  of  their 
praotioe.     Under  the  Judicature  Act  a 
right  was  given  to  sue  an  Irish  resident 
in  Westminster  Hall,  and  although  that 
had  been  protested  against  the  met  re- 
mained.    He  thought  it  hard  that  an 
Irishman  so  sued  should  be  deprived  of 
the  right  to  have  Irish  counsel  for  his  de- 
fence. The  Irish  Bar  generally  approved 
the  first  partof  theBill,  in  favour  of  which 
a  resolution  had  been  passed  by  the 
Munster  Circuit.  But  he  must  admit  that 
the  same  unanimity  did  not  extend  to  the 
second  part  of  the  Bill,  which  enabled 
Her  Majesty,  if  she  thought  fit,  to  send 
an  Irish  Judge  to  go  Circuit ;  or  sit  in 
haneo  in  England,  when  from  the  press 
of  business  mere  was  not  enough  of  Eng- 
lish Judges  to  diq>ose  of  it.  It  was  often 
said  that  there  were  too  many  Judges  in 
Ireland  and  too  few  in  England.    For 
this  state  of  things  this  provision  would 
supply  a  remedy.    In  like  measure  the 
Bill  would  give  power  to  the  Queen  to 
send    over   an   English  Judge   to    go 
Circuit  or  sit  in  banco  in  Ireland ;  but, 
although  this  power  was  formally  given, 
everyone  knew  that  it  would  never  be 
exercised,   as  the  English  Judges  had 
quite  enough  to  do  to  dispose  of  their 
own  work.    In  this  respect  he  admit- 
ted that  the  Bill  would  practically  be 
one-sided.    It  was  said  that  one  effect 
of  the  Bill  would  be  to  abolish  the  Bar 
of  Ireland.    Nothing  could  be  further 
than  this  from  his  wish.    As  the  son  of 
an  Irish  Judge  he  would  be  the  last  to 
propose  as  to  advocate  any  measure  that 
would  abolish  the  Irish  Bar.  He  did  not 
believe  lihat  would  be  the  e£Eect  of  the 
measure,  and  he  certainly  thought  the 
time  had  come  when  the  distinction  be- 
tween the  two  Bars  should  be  done  away 
with,  and  that  they  and  the  Judges  of 
the  two   countries  should  be  rendered 
interchangeable.    The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Baronet  condud^  by  moving 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (flfir  Colm(m  O'LogUen.) 

Sm  HENBY  JAMES  hoped  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  be  satis- 
fied with  the  courtesv  shown  him  by 
not  entering  Notice  of  opposition  to  his 
Bill,  in  order  that  he  mi^ht  be  enabled 
at  any  time  to  obtain  a  discussion  upon 
it,  and  that  he  would  not  be  disap- 
pointed if  he  did  not  receive  any  further 


support  from  the  Members  of  the 
E^lish  Bar  in  that  House.  If  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend's  pro- 
posal were  of  equal  advantage  to  the 
Bars  of  both  countries,  why  was  it  that 
there  was  not  the  name  of  a  single  Eng- 
lish Member  on  the  back  of  Ihe  Bill  ? 
He  found,  however,  it  was  introduced 
by  four  Members  of  the  Irish  Bar.  His 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had,  he 
b^eved,  expressed  a  desire  for  Home 
Bule.  He  wished  Irishmen  to  have  the 
regulation  of  the  internal  affairs  of  their 
own  country.  [Sir  Colhait  O'Loqhlen  : 
Hear,  hear!]  Why,  then,  was  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  not 
satisfied  with  the  Home  Bule  which 
Ireland  possessed  in  respect  to  her  Bar, 
which  was  exclusively  under  the  ma- 
nagement and  control  of  the  Benchers 
of  the  King's  Inns  and  of  the  Bar 
itself?  He  should  have  thought  that  the 
principle  of  Home  Bule  was  altogether 
opposed  to  the  introduction  of  EQglish 
Judges  and  barristers  into  Ireland  in 
the  manner  here  proposed.  He  could 
assure  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qen- 
tleman  that  the  members  of  the  English 
Bar  were  perfectly  willing  to  allow  Ire- 
land Home  Bule  in  this  matter;  they 
had  no  wish  to  intrude  their  rules  or 
themselves  upon  their  Irish  friends. 
His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  said 
the  BlQ  only  enabled  the  Inns  of  Court 
here  to  admit  an  Irish  barrister  to  a  sort 
of  <Mf  Mim^tfin  degree.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
they  had  perfect  freedom  to  do  that  at 
present  if  they  pleased ;  but  what  the 
Bill  said  was,  not  that  the  Benchers 
might  admit  a  member  of  the  Irish  Bar 
to  practise  in  the  English  Courts,  but 
that  they  should  do  so;  for  under  the 
4th  clause,  if  the  applicant  got  a  certain 
certificate  from  the  Benchers  of  the 
Kind's  Inns,  the  English  Benchers  must 
admit  him.  But,  apart  from  these  con- 
siderations, he  was  unable  to  give  the 
Bill  his  support.  He  denied  at  once 
that  he  was  speaking  in  defence  of  vested 
interests.  He  did  not  deny  that  he  did 
not  desire  the  competition  with  the  Eng- 
lish Bar  which  would  be  provoked  by 
the  migration  of  the  Irish  Bar  to  England 
in  search  of  a  larger  area  of  practice  and 
more  lucrative  practice.  In  consequence 
of  the  comparatively  limited  area  of 
practice  in  Ireland  there  was  little  com- 
petition there,  and  a  barrister  obtained 
rank  much  more  easily  in  Ireland  than 
in  England.    It  would  be  very  unjust  to 
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allow  a  man  who  had  obtained  the  rank 
of  Q.O.  in  Ireland  to  bring  that  rank  oyer 
to  England,  and  there  toke  precedence 
over  English  barristers  who  had  made 
their  waj  much  more  slowly  and  with 
x^ore  difficulty.  Thus  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  would  by  this  Bill 
take  rank  at  the  English  Bar  oyer 
everyone  except  the  Attorney  Oenrnd 
for  England.  Then  there  were  other 
objections  to  the  Bill.  The  King's  Inns 
in  Ireland  were  Toluntary  bodies.  They 
could  make  their  own  ndesy  and  Parlia- 
ment had  no  control  over  them.  Sup- 
posing the  King's  Inns  chose  to  diminish 
their  time  for  admission  to  the  Bar  to 
one  term,  while  the  English  Inns  re- 
tained the  three  terms,  as  at  present, 
the  result  would  be  that  people  would  go 
over  to  Ireland  to  be  called  there  in  order 
that  they  might  afterwards  be  admitted 
ad  eundem  in  England.  He  repeated  that 
the  English  Bar  obtained  no  reciprocal 
advantages  for  those  which  the  Bill  would 
give  to  the  Irish  Bar.  As  for  the  in- 
terchange of  Judges,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  seemed  to  have 
forgotten  that  the  laws  of  the  two  coun- 
tries were  not  the  same,  and  that  a  Judge 
could  not  be  expected  satisfactorily  to 
administer  laws  with  which  he  was  not 
familiar.  He  had  a  great  many  objec- 
tions to  the  Bill  in  detail;  but  after  the 
radical  defects  he  had  pointed  out  he  did 
not  think  it  worth  while  to  mention  them. 
Mb.  MELDON  said,  that  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Taunton  (Sir  Henry  James)  was  an  in- 
stance of  the  manner  in  which  Irish 
complaints  and  claims  were  received  in 
that  House.  Whenever  Irishmen  asked 
to  be  put  upon  the  same  footing  as  Eng- 
lishmen they  were  told — **  English  laws 
do  not  suit  you;"  and  that  whenevw 
they  asked  for  special  laws  they  were 
met  with  the  argument  that  no  oistinc- 
tions  of  that  kmd  ought  to  be  set  up 
between  the  two  countries.  At  present 
Irish  Barristers  did  not  enjoy  reciprocal 
rights  with  English  Barristers.  If  a 
Board  of  Trade,  Bevenue,  or  other  in- 
quiiT  was  held  in  Ireland,  it  was  always 
English  barristers  who  were  employed 
by  the  Qovemment  or  the  authorities  in 
connection  with  it ;  while,  on  the  other 
hand,  Irish  barristers  were  not  allowed 
to  attend  Irish  cases  in  England,  with 
the  exception  of  Appeals  to  the  House 
of  Lords.    Therefore,  he  maintained  that 
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there  was  not  equal  jostioe  dona  to  the 
Bars  of  the  two  oouniiiea.  A  abular 
iiyustice  was  done  in  the  case  of  the 
windinR-up  of  assurance.  Oreat  isjus- 
tice  had  been  done  in  a  recent  case  by 
preventing  Irish  policy-holders  being 
represents  by  Irisn  barristers  and  at- 
tome3rs  before  arbitrators  employed  to 
hear  the  several  cases,  and  the  same 
observation  applied  to  prooeedings  be- 
fore the  Bailway  Oommisaioners  when 
Irish  counsel  had  not  been  allowed  to 
practise  even  in  cases  relating  to  Irish 
railways.  The  truth  was  there  was  no 
reciprocity  in  the  treatment  of  the  two 
Bars,  but  quite  the  reverse.  Everything 
was  claimed  for  England,  and  the  Irish 
Bar  and  solicitors  were  left  out  in  the 
cold.  He  did  not,  however,  wish  to 
abolish  the  distinction  between  the  Ban 
of  the  two  countries,  or  to  oonfer  npon 
them  the  rights  or  privileges  which  it 
was  the  aim  of  thisl^islative  enaotmeot 
to  extend  to  them.  He  consented  to  pot 
his  name  on  the  back  of  the  Bill  upon 
the  understanding  that  the  prind^  of 
the  Bill  was  that  a  member  of  die  Iriah 
Bar,  if  by  his  examination  and  from  his 
having  attended  the  required  number  of 
lectures  he  had  shown  nimself  per^Botly 
competent  and  fit  for  the  Fiofessioiiy 
might  come  over  to  England  and  prm> 
tise,  or  vice  vond  in  the  case  of  an  Eng- 
lish barrister.  They  did  not  demand 
that  a  man  should  come  over  to  England 
and  insist  on  being  called.  He  would 
be  admitted,  of  oourse,  on  the  lowest 
round  of  the  ladder;  but  he  asked  that 
proficiency  in  Ireland  should  be  regarded 
as  proficiency  in  England?  In  £ng^ 
land  the  Inns  of  Oourt  had  oontru, 
but  in  Ireland  there  were  statutable 
enactments  which  did  not  affeot  Eng^ 
land.  There  was  no  reoiprooity.  Tain, 
for  instance,  as  an  example  the  case  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  f  Mr.  Sul- 
livan). He  had  just  passed  his  ex- 
amination and  kept  his  terms,  and  had 
been  called  to  the  Irish  Bar,  having 
passed  a  most  satisfactory  and  credi- 
table examination,  but  coming  over 
to  England  he  had  to  turn  about  and 
oommenoe  again  de  novo.  He  would  be 
extremely  sorry  that  the  Bill  should  go 
to  a  division,  although  the  principle  of 
it  was  one  he  was  ready  to  support  He 
would,  however,  prefer  if  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  withdrew  the  Bill, 
and  another  was  introdnsed  by  an  Eng^ 
lish  lawyer. 
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Mb.  PAENELL  said,  that  with  all 
respect  for  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Sir  Oolman  O'liOghlen),  he 
reMrded  the  Bill  as  thoroughly  anti- 
Insh  and  anti-Home  Bule  in  its  scope. 
Bemarking  that,  he  should  say,  with 
great  respect  to  the  introducers  of  the 
Bill,  it  might  shortly  be  described  as  for 
the  purpose  of  conyerting  Irish  barristers 
into  English  barristers  and  Irish  Judges 
into  English  Judges,  and  at  the  same 
time  conyerting  l^glish  barristers  and 
Judges  into  Irish.  Had  its  provision 
been  restricted  to  the  last  operation,  he 
should  not  haye  had  so  much  fault  to 
find  with  it,  for  on  the  principle  ip$%9 
Hih^mU  H%b&m%or$9  perhaps  those  £kg- 
lishmen  who  were  admitted  to  the  Iriui 
Bar  might  be  converted  into  better  Irish- 
men than,  unfortunately,  many  of  the 
present  Irish  barristers  were.  Prior  to 
1782,  Irish  barristers  were  a  patriotic 
body  of  gentlemen,  and  in  that  year  the 
most  powerful  eloquence  in  fayour  of 
Irish  leeislatiye  independence  came  from 
the  Irish  Bar ;  and  nom  the  Oomwallis 
Correspondence  he  found  that  the  most 
difficult  taek  of  Lords  Oomwallis  and 
Castlereaffh  was  to  overcome  the  oppo- 
sition of  Irish  barristers  to  the  Union. 
They  were  then  so  thoroughly  Irish  and 
patriotic  that  they  enroUed  themselves 
into  a  corps  of  Irish  volunteers  to  resist, 
by  force,  encroachments  on  the  liberties 
of  the  country,  but  unfortunately  the 
Union  occurred,  and  subsequenti^  he 
found  that  their  patriotism  vamshed 
away.  He  mieht  mention  as  an  example 
the  case  of  Mr.  Plunket,  who  was  one 
of  the  most  vehement  opponents  of  the 
Union,  but  who,  after  it  was  carried,  so 
far  forgot — ^he  would  not  say  his  pa- 
triotism— ^but  so  tBx  forgot  that  he 
was  an  Irishman  as  to  take  the  lead- 
ing part  in  the  prosecution  of  Robert 
Emmett,  which  led  to  the  conviction 
and  execution  of  that  illustrious  man. 
He  mentioned  this  not  to  throw  discre- 
dit on  the  memory  of  Lord  Plunket,  who 
afterwards  served  as  Solicitor  Qene- 
ral  and  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
but  to  show  the  necessary  tendency  of 
the  Union  to  estrange  the  members  of 
the  ]^h  Bar  from  national  feeling  and 
national  interests.  The  result  was  that 
there  had  sprung  up  in  the  minds  of  the 
Irish  people  a  great  distrust  of  that  pro- 
fession which  under  other  circumstances 
would  have  been  one  of  the  most  power- 
ful upholders  of  tiieir  liberties.    JElence 


since  the  Union  they  had  gradually  be- 
come the  tools  of  successive  English  Go- 
vernments, and  since  1852  this  nad  been 
exemplified  in  a  remarkable  manner. 
When,  as  some  hon.  Members  might 
recollect,  a  so-called  independent  Party 
was  formed  in  the  House  to  advance  the 
interest  of  Ireland,  the  Party  was  headed 
by  Mr.  Guvan  Duflfy,  Mr.  Lucas,  Mr. 
Sadlier,  and  Mr.  Keogh.  But  Keogh 
was  not  able  to  resist  the  bribe  of  a 
Solicitor  Generalship,  offered  as  the  price 
of  a  betrayal  of  his  cause.  An  Irismnan 
of  distinguished  talent,  he  talked  one 
doctrine  to  the  peasantry  of  the  West ; 
but  when  the  inducement  of  office 
tempted  him,  he  forgot  himself,  and 
accepted  what  he  declared  he  would 
never  do.  Similar  instances  of  betrayal 
of  the  popular  confidence  followed  to 
such  an  extent  that  it  was  scarcely  pos- 
sible for  an  Irish  barrister  to  obtam  a 
seat  in  the  House  of  Commons  without 
having  previously  shown  that  he  was 
pure  and  beyond  suspicion.  The  effect 
of  the  Bill  would  be  to  increase  largely 
a  system  of  place-giving  in  Ireland  as 
the  reward  of  political  services.  At  pre- 
sent it  had  been  said  there  was  a  place 
for  every  three  barristers;  but  under  the 
Bill  that  field  would  be  enlarged  to  an 
almost  unlimited  extent — all  the  English 

E laces  would  be  thrown  open.  He  be- 
eved  this  Bill  would  not  tend  to  im- 
prove the  character  or  increase  the 
patriotism  of  the  Irish  Bar.  If  there 
was  any  distinction  between  the  English 
and  Irish  Bar  it  was  this — that  whereas 
in  England  barristers  were  made  Judges 
because  they  excelled  in  their  profession, 
in  Ireland  tiiey  were  made  Judges  not 
because  they  were  the  best  men,  but 
because  they  were  the  best  Party  men, 
and  the  consequence  of  the  passing  of 
this  Bill  would  be  that  Irish  Barristers 
would  be  made  Judges  in  England,  not 
because  they  were  better  qualified  than 
English  Barristers,  but  because  they  had 
rendered  some  disgraceful  political  ser- 
vices to  the  English  Government  of  the 
day.  Oonsidenng  these  circumstances, 
he  trusted  the  House  would  reject  the 
BiU. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  pro- 
tested against  the  unfounded  attack 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr. 
Pamell)  had  made  on  Lord  Plunket  and 
Mr.  Justice  Keogh,  two  of  the  most  dis- 
ting^uished  ornaments  that  had  adorned 
the  judicial  bench.    The  remarks  of  the 
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hon.  Member  were  really  not  germane 
to  the  Bill.  The  general  principle  of 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Glare  was  one  which  met 
with  his  entire  approval.  It  was  a  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  any  professional 
jealousy  was  felt  by  the  English  Bar  in 
connection  with  this  subject.  For  his 
own  part,  he  would  be  very  anxious  to 
support  any  Bill  which  had  for  its  ob- 
ject to  establish  a  reciprocity  between 
the  Bars  of  the  two  countries.  What  he 
understood  to  be  desired  was  that  quidi- 
fication  in  Ireland  should  be  qualifi- 
cation in  England,  and  to  this  he,  for 
one,  offered  no  opposition,  always  assu- 
ming, as  he  thought  they  might  safely 
assume,  that  a  proper  qualification  was 
required  before  admission  to  the  Irish 
Bar.  The  Bill,  however,  in  its  present 
shape  went  further  than  that,  and 
was  open  to  objections.  He  therefore 
hoped  the  second  reading  would  not  be 
pressed. 

Mb.  WHEELHOUSE  said,  if  they 
were  to  take  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  (Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Clare,  as  it  stood,  it  would  admit  Irish 
barristers  to  come  to  England  and, 
acting  upon  the  authority  provided  by 
the  measure,  claim,  accordmg  to  their 
standing,  precedence  of  the  English 
barrist^,  and  v%e$  versd,  the  English 
barrister  miffht  go  to,  and  claim  pre- 
cedence, at  tne  frish  Bar.  Was  it  in- 
tended that  Irish  Judges  should  go  Oir- 
cuit  in  England  and  that  English  Judges 
should  go  Circuit  in  Ireland?  If  so, 
great  inconvenience  would  necessarily 
arise,  as  the  customs  of  the  two  countries 
were  so  dissimilar.  There  was  no  feeling 
of  jealousy  in  the  matter ;  and,  for  his 
own  part,  he  would  be  glad  if  something 
could  be  done  in  the  direction  which  had 
been  indicated:  but  he  thought  it  neces- 
sary, in  the  first  place,  that  an  entirely 
new  Bill  should  be  drawn  up.  He  there- 
fore hoped  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  acted  on  the  suggestions 
fldven  to  him  and  withdraw  the  measure. 

Mb.  A8SHET0N  CROSS  said,  he 
thought  they  might  at  once  sweep  away 
all  notions  that  there  could  be  any  pro- 
fessional jealousy  between  the  English 
Bar  and  their  brethren  in  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Clare  had  said  that  his*  object 
in  bringing  this  Bill  forward  was  to 
have  the  question  debated,  and  the 
course  of  the  debate  had  dearly  shown 

Sir  William  Earowri 


that    there    was    not    perfect   agree- 
ment among  the  memb^  of  the  Iriali 
Bar  themselves   as  to  the   partioolar 
mode  in  which  the  question  should  be 
settled.     Moreover,    the    moment    the 
effect   of  the   provisions   of   the    Bill 
was  pointed  out,  it  seemed  to  be  ad- 
mitted that  they  went  a  great  deel  too 
far.    He  might  mention  that  althoogli 
it  was  not  a  common  thing  or  a  matter 
of  right,  yet  at  present  members  of  the 
Irish  Bar  might  be  admitted  by  the 
English  Inns  of  Court  to  practise  at  the 
English  Bar,  and  there  was  no  reaeon 
to  assume  that  if  an  application  with  thai 
object  was  properly  made,  it  would  be 
rejected.    It  ought  also  to  be  borne  in 
nund  that  at  the  present  moment  the 
members  of  the  Iriui  Bar  had  the  same 
right  of  access  as  any  others  to  the  Ens- 
lidi  Bar.    At  the  same  time,  he  would 
be  very  glad  to  see  arrangements  come 
to  by  which  the  members  of  the  two 
Bars  would  be  brought  more  closely  to- 
gether than  they  were  at  present.    He 
had  listened,  however,  in  vain  to  hear 
that  this  matter  had  ever  been  brou^it 
before  the  Benchers  of  the  various  Inns 
of  Court,  or  that  there  had  been  any  at- 
tempt made  to  get  the  Judges  in  Ircuand 
and  in  England  to  give  it  their  considera- 
tion.   Before  legi^ting  on  such  a  sub- 
ject it  seemed  to  him  tnat  some  inter- 
change of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the 
Judges  and  the  Benchers  was  most  de- 
sirable.    He  thought  the   right  hon* 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  exerciae 
a  wise  discretion  if  he  withdrew  the 
Bill,  and  in  the  course  of  the  Beceea 
sought   to    promote    that   interohanM 
of  opinion.     Before   sitting  down   he 
felt  it  to  be  his  duty,  holoing,  as  he 
did,  a  position  intimately  connected  with 
the   aoministration   of  justice,  to   aaj 
a  word  in  justification  of  the  oharactar 
of  the  Iriedi  Judges.    In  his  opinion, 
the  charges  which  had  been  brought  hy 
the   hon.  Member  for  Meath   aninat 
those  Judges  were  entirely  unfounded. 

Mr.  S^^W  said,  this  was  a  question 
in  which  the  people  of  Ireland  felt  deep 
interest.  He  thought  there  might  be 
some  such  improvements  in  the  matter 
as  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Eildare  (Mr.  Meldon),  without  going  the 
full  length  of  the  Bill  of  the  x^ht  hon. 
and  learned  (Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Clare.  He  protested  strongly  against 
feusilities  being  ffiven  to  tnmsfer  Irish 
barristers  to  England.    The  effect  would 
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be  that  the  bnsiness  of  Ireland  would  be 
left  to  second  and  third-class  men,  as  all 
the  first-rate  men  would  be  attracted  to 
England.  At  the  same  time,  he  thought 
leading  Irish  barristers  should  be  allowed 
to  practise  in  England  in  business  ori- 
ginating in  Irel^d  and  subsequently 
carried  oyer  to  England.  Some  change 
might  be  made  in  that  direction  with 
great  adyantage.  The  area  of  practice 
at  the  Bar  of  Ireland  was  very  small  as 
compared  with  the  area  of  the  English 
Bar;  and  in  great  commercial  cases, 
with  which  the  Irish  Bar  had  not  much 
opportunity  of  obtaining  experience,  he 
thought  it  would  be  advantageous,  when 
such  cases  came  on  for  trial  in  Ireland, 
if  English  barristers,  possessed  of  that 
knowledge  which  practice  gave  them, 
were  to  be  called  over  to  Ireland  for  the 
conduct  of  such  questions.  With  regard 
to  barristers  becoming  "patriots,'  he 
must  say  he  never  saw  an  Lish  barrister 
jet  who  had  good  practice  and  became  a 

ektriot  who  aid  not  lose  his  business, 
e  hoped  the  Bill  would  be  withdrawn, 
and  some  less  pretentious  measure  intro- 
duced.   

Mb.  PLX7NKET  said,  he  had  been 
absent  on  Oommittee  duty  upstairs 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr. 
Pamell)  spoke,  and  therefore  could  not 
refer  to  the  exact  words  used  bv  him ; 
but  he  understood  the  hon.  Member  had 
made  an  attack  of  an  unjust  and  per- 
sonal nature  on  one  whose  name  he  had 
the  honour  to  bear.  He  did  not  know 
that  if  he  had  heard  the  attack  he  would 
have  condescended  to  reply. 

Mb.  PABNELL:  I  wish.  Sir,  to  be 
allowed  to  set  myself  right.  Certainly, 
I  did  not  intend  any  attack  on  Lord 
Plunket  or  his  personal  character.  In 
fact,  I  expressly  stated  I  did  not  mean 
to  do  so.  I  merely  cited  his  case  as  an 
example  of  the  injury  the  Union  did  to 
Irish  mterests  in  depriving  the  country 
of  the  services  of  men  on  whom  reliance 
was  placed  as  patriots. 

Mb.FLUN£:ET:  Then  on  that  subject 
lie  need  not  say  more.  He  deemed  it 
Tight,  however,  to  refer  to  the  imputations 
d^  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath,  as 
he  was  informed,  on  Mr.  Justice  Keogh. 
Such  personal  attacks  were  frequently 
made  in  that  House,  without  Nofice,  on 
that  eminent  Jud^,  and  were  wholly 
undeserved  and  unjustifiable.  He  would 
only  remark  that  when  the  charges  had 
been  fairly  brought  up  in  that  House 

VOL.  COXXXIV.  [thibp  sbbibs.] 


for  discussion  and  decision  they  had  been 
repudiated  by  large  majorities.  How- 
ever, after  wnat  me  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Home  Secretary  had  said  with 
reference  to  that  subject,  it  was  unne- 
cessary for  him,  on  the  present  occa* 
sion,  to  say  another  word.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Bill,  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Clare  would 
avail  himself  of  the  suggestion  of  the 
Home  Secretary,  and  not  proceed  fur- 
ther with  it  at  &e  present  tmie. 

Mb.  BIGKj^AE  thought  it  possible  that 
the  majorities  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
referred  had  been  due  to  Party  consi- 
derations, and  he  added  that  in  the  lond 
fide  opinion  of  the  people  of  Ireland  Mr. 
Justice  Keogh  was  not  an  impartial 
Judee.  

]k&.  SPEAKEB  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  character  of  Mr.  Justice 
Keogh  was  not  the  Question  before  the 
House. 

Mb.  BIGKJAB  said,  what  he  wished 
to  point  out  was  that  when  Mr.  Keogh's 
character  was  discussed  it  was  decided 
by  a  Party  vote. 

Mb-  SPEAKEB  again  reminded  the 
hon.  Member  that  that  was  not  the  Ques- 
tion before  the  House. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  that 
after  the  temperate  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had 
introduced  the  Bill,  it  was  much  to 
be  regretted  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  had  made  the 
speech  they  had  just  listened  to,  as 
Mr.  Justice  Keoffh's  conduct  had  been 
brought  forward  in  the  House  of 
Commons  and  had  been  fully  discussed 
and  decided  upon.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  not  said  a 
word  which  really  related  to  the  propo- 
sal which  had  been  put  forward,  but 
had  instead  made  an  attack  upon  an 
eminent  dead  Irish  Judge,  and  upon 
one  of  the  most  eminent  Irish  Judges 
now  living. 

Mb.  PAENELL  rose  to  Order,  wish- 
ing to  know  whether,  after  he  had  ex- 
pressly repudiated  any  desire  to  attack 
that  eminent  dead  Irishman,  Lord 
Plunket,  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  entitled — having  heard 
what  he  then  said — to  charge  him  with 
having  made  such  an  attack  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  he  would 
leave  the  character  of  Lord  Plunket  to 
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the  history  of  the  oountiy ;  bat  with  re- 
ference to  the  other  distingiUBhed  person 
who  had  been  named  bj  me  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath  and  to  the  rest  of  the  Irish 
Judges  who  had  been  alluded  to,  he 
would  say  that  he  did  not  think  any 
body  of  men 

Mb.  BIOGAB  submitted  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  (Gentleman  was 
not  in  Order  in  discussing  the  character 
of  the  Irish  Judges.  

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  GiBsoir)  had  only  meant 
to  say  that  he  did  not  think  it  necessary 
to  say  a  single  word  in  defence  of  those 
eminent  men,  as  their  character  was 
well  known  both  in  that  House  and 
elsewhere.  The  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
in  his  remarks  had  made  sweeping 
charges  on  the  character  of  the  Irish 
Bar ;  but  he  seemed  to  forget  the  great 
names  that  were  connected  with  the  his- 
tory of  the  Irish  Parliament.  O'Oonnell 
himself  was  an  Irish  barrister,  and 
the  leader  of  the  Party  to  which,  he  be- 
Ueved,  the  hon.  Member  belonged,  was 
one  of  the  most  distinguished  members 
of  the  Irish  Bar.  If  the  non.  Member  had 
borne  these  and  similar  facts  in  mind, 
perhaps  he  would  not  have  felt  called 
upon  to  make  the  extraordinary  obser- 
Tations  he  had  made  with  reference  to 
the  Bar  of  Ireland.  In  conclusion,  he 
would  only  express  the  hope  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Glare  would  accept  the  sug- 
gestions of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Home  Secretary,  and  withdraw  the  Bill. 

SibCOLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  regretted 
that  any  such  discussion  as  that  they 
had  just  listened  to  had  arisen,  and  he 
concurred  in  the  obserrations  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  (Ge- 
neral. He  was  willing  to  agree  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  that  the  matter 
should  be  left  to  mutual  communica- 
tions between  the  Benchers  in  Ireland 
and  England.  He  would  therefore  with- 
draw the  Bill. 

Motion,  by  leaye,  withdrawn :  Bill 
withdrawn. 

VOTERS   (IBELAND)    BILI/— [Bill  82.] 

( Jfr.  Suit,  Mr,  M.  Srooh,  Mr.  SuUifM,) 

SECOND  BEADIKa. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  BIOGAB,  in  moting  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 

3T^  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 


the  object  of  it  was,  with  reteenas  to 
persons  who  were  really  entitled  to  6m 
nunchise,  to  prevent  their  befai^  dio- 
qualified  owing  to  their  names  sot 
having  been  duly  inserted  in  the  zsta 
book. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed^ 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  ueond 
time." — (Jfr.  BiggarJ) 

Mb.  MULHOLLAND,  in  sumng 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  aecood  time 
that  day  six  months,  said,  the  Bill  had 
come  before  the  House  in  rarioiu 
forms  and  under  various  deoinationa, 
such  as  a  Town  Bating  Bill,  a  mrongh 
Franchise  Bill,  and  now  as  a  Voters 
Bill.  It  had  always  been  rejected*  He 
contended  that  the  Bill,  instead  of  its 
being  in  reality  a  measure  to  prevent 
the  <usqualification  of  voters  in  Ireland 
who  were  now  entitled  to  the  franohiae, 
owing  to  their  names  not  being  inserted 
in  the  rate  book,  was  rather  a  proposal 
by  which  persons  who  were  not  entitled 
to  the  franchise  would  have  their  names 
so  registered.  He  pointed  out  also  that 
if  the  name  of  a  voter  were  improperly 
omitted  from  the  ratebook,  he  miffht 
put  in  a  claim  which  it  had  been  deoidsd 
would  put  him  just  in  the  same  position 
as  he  would  have  been  if  his  name  had 
been  inserted.  The  direct  payment  of 
rates  was  entirely  ignored  by  the  Bill. 
That  was  a  damaging  position.  The  Bill 
did  not  put  the  legitmiate  voter  in  a 
better  position,  and  it  proposed  no  re- 
medy for  the  aoddental  omission  of 
names  from  the  ratebook.  The  IVs- 
amble  of  the  Bill  was  untrue,  and  its 
provisions  were  dangerous. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  ''  now,''  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words,  "  upon  this 
day  six  months." — (Ifr.  Mulholimd,) 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  supported 
the  Bill.  He  thought  a  more  unfur 
reading  of  a  Bill  than  that  of  the  hon. 
(Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  MuIhollAttd) 
could  not  be  imagined.  The  object  of 
the  measure  was  simply  an  attempt  to 
assimilate  the  law  in  Ireland  to  that 
which  prevailed  in  England  with  respect 
to  conditions  under  which  persons  in 
Ireland  should  be  entitled  to  the  sx- 
eroise  of  the  franchise.  There  was  no 
ground  for  saying  that  its  opsntion 
would  be  to  put  the  nsme  of  a  m^e 
voter  on  the  rate  book  who  was  not  reiO^ 


619       Inimf$rmM  {Sweden)      (Mat  10,  1877)       Mr.  EnkineU  Report       614 


•niitled  to  hATe  it  plAoed  there  in  case  of 
aa  aflnmilatioii  of  the  law  for  both  coun- 
tries. He  hoped  the  Bill  would  be  ac- 
cepted bj  the  Houee. 

Question  put,  ''  That  the  word  '  now ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  abided  .*— j^es  99 ;  Noes 
136 :  Majority  26.— (Diy.  Idst,  No.  118.) 

Words  mUM. 

Main  Qusslion,  as  amended,  put,  and 
to. 


Besond  Beading^  fl/ftyr  six  months. 
MAmaiAOS  mLuoirABiBS  (sootlakd) 

BOX. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  QuatLon,  Bill  to  enootuaffs 
Bsfulnr  IfaiTtfUMS  in  SootUmd.  9rd$Hd  to  m 
fam^it  in  b]r  Dr.  Oamsbon,  Mr.  BAxram,  Mr. 
H'LlnBir,  Mr.  BaKsn  Noil,  snd  Mr.  Bowamd 
Junuxt. 

Baij>r«iMtel,sadrMdUisfirrttime.[Bmi61.] 

HoQSS  a4}<'^>™^  *^  6t«  miniiteg 
bsforo  Six  o'dook. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tkmredeilf,  lOih  Moff,  1877. 


MnnJTBB.>-6BLieT  CoianTTiS— PftrHsmen- 
IVT  tad  Mimidpsl  latctions  (Hoam  of  Poll. 


Pvauc  BiLUi  —  Ordered  —  Firtt  Bttdina  — 
OnJ  Boats*  [1S2];   Parliamoitsiy   Elec- 
tioM  «ad  Oomml  PraoUoM  *  [168]. 
Hmmd  JUmdimf — Local  Ooremment  (Om)  Pro- 

fUonal  Ordm  (Penrith,  kc.)  *  {1561. 
(WMWfitf^—JKfpoW^Norfolk  snd  SoiTolk  Fiihe- 
(r»-«i.«.)  •  ri68]. 

9kWamBti*[94]. 


QUBBTIONS. 


IHTEMPKRANCE  (SWEDEN)-.MR. 
KBSKINE'S  REPORT. 

QUisriow. 

fln  BOBEBT  ANSTKUTHEB  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  oeen  drawn  to  the  inaccuracy 
of  the  Inibrmation  oonreyed  _to  the 
Foreign  Office  by  a  letter  of  Mr. 


to  Lord  Derby,  dated  28th  August  1876", 
and  ordered  to  be  printed  by  the  House 
on  April  7th,  1877,  in  which  he  refers 
to  the  language  of  the  Eeport  of  the 
Gommittee  of  the  Municipality  at  Stock- 
holm as  stating  that  '' intemperance  (at 
Oothenburg),  with  all  its  bad  conse- 
quences, has  not  diminished ;"  whether 
he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Erskine  has  written 
to  the  Foreign  Office,  since  the  Idth 
March  1877,  explaining  that  the  figures 
in  Annex  B,  inclosed  in  a  letter  from 
Consul  Duff,  dated  February  22nd,  1877, 
and  quoted  by  the  Under  Secretary  in 
the  Debate  of  the  Idth  of  March  1877, 
are  inaccurate,  and  not  to  be  relied  on 
without  explanation ;  whether  he  is 
aware  of  the  great  discrepancy  between 
the  statement  in  Inclosure  No.  1  of 
Mr.  Erskine's  letter,  and  that  of  Oonsul 
Duff  in  Annex  B,  regarding  the  amount 
of  snirits  sold  in  the  year  ending  Ist 
Ootooer  1875 ;  and,  whether  he  would 
object  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  any  further  correspondence  that 
has  been  received  from  Sweden  upon 
this  subject,  including  a  translation  of 
the  Beport  of  the  Committee  of  the 
Municipality  of  Stockholm  ? 

Sm  HENfBY  8ELWIN-IBBETS0N: 
My  attention  has  been  called  to  the  in- 
acoura^  in  the  letter  of  Mr.  E^rskine  to 
Lord  Derby,  in  which,  from  careless- 
ness, the  words  ''  at  Gothenburg  "  seem 
to  have  been  inserted  instead  of  ''at 
Stockholm."  I  see  by  the  First  Beport 
from  the  Select  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords  on  Intemperance,  in 
which  the  letter  is  quoted,  the  error 
has  been  corrected  in  a  marginal  note. 
And  I  will  have  the  Papers  before  this 
House  reprinted  with  a  similar  correc- 
tion. I  am  aware  that  a  letter  dated 
March  24,  which  I  have  only  seen  since 
I  had  notice  of  the  Question,  has  been 
received  fh>m  Mr.  Erskine,  inclosing  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Bubenson,  in  which  the 
inaccuracnr  of  the  figures  in  Mr.  Duff's 
letter  which  I  quoted  |to  the  Hoiise  is 
pointed  out,  the  correction  being  that 
while  that  letter  seomod  to  imply  a 
steady  increase  in  consumption  and 
profits  from  1866  to  1875,  tho  important 
fact  had  been  omitted  that  the  company 
only  (gradually  came  into  possession  of 
the  trade,  and  that  in  the  earlier  years 
the  private  establishments,  whose  re- 
turns were  not  included,  had  sold  very 
largely.  There  is  certainly  great  dis- 
crepancy between  Mr.  Erskine's  letter 
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and  ConBul  Duffs  as  to  the  amount  of 
spirits  sold  in  1875 ;  but  the  calculations 
of  the  Committee  of  the  Municipality  of 
Stockholm  give  figures  differing  from 
either,  and  I  am  quite  unable  to  recon- 
cile these  conflicting  statements.  I  will, 
when  reprinting  the  former  Papers  cor- 
rected, lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  further'  correspondence  and  the 
translation  asked  for  by  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet of  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  of 
the  Municipality  of  Stockholm. 


AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)— THE  GAMBIA- 
CHIEF  MAGISTRATE  AT  BATHURST. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  Secretary  of  State  has  re- 
ceived a  memorial  from  the  merchants, 
traders,  and  inhabitants  of  the  British 
settlements  on  the  Biyer  Gambia  praying 
his  Lordship  to  appoint  to  the  office  of 
chief  magistrate  at  jBathurst 

"a  gentieman  who  has  been  educated  and 
trained  to  the  legal  profession,  and  is  a  member 
of  one  of  the  Inns  of  Court  of  the  United 
Kingdom;" 

whether  the  chief  magistrate  is  not  re- 
quired to  act  both  as  judge  of  assize  and 
sole  judge  in  all  ci^  and  Admiralty 
causes;  and,  whether  a  gentleman  has 
been  since  appointed  to  wis  office  who 
is  neither  a  member  of  the  Bar  of  the 
United  Kingdom  nor  has  received  any 
kind  of  legal  education  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE:  The  facts  are 
substantially  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. The  gentleman  to  whom  he  re- 
fers, and  who  is  considered  fully  quali- 
fied for  his  present  position,  was  ap- 
pointed previous  to  the  receipt  of  the 
memori^  by  the  Secretary  of  State; 
but  I  ought  i^  mention  that  although 
not  a  member  of  the  le^al  profession 
he  has  had  considerable  judicial  expe- 
rience, having  been  upwards  of  20  years 
in  the  Colonial  service,  and  during 
the  last  12  years  has  held  an  im- 
portant legal  post  in  another  Colony. 
After  the  recent  discussion  in  this  House 
on  the  subject  of  the  financial  position 
of  the  Oambia,  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
not  be  surprised  at  my  adding  that  we 
are  not  prepared  to  embark  upon  any 
course  involving  an  increase  of  expendi- 
ture. 

Sir  Henry  Sehcin-lhhHion 


ROAD  LOCOMOTIVES  — RKPOBT  OF 
COMMITTEE,  1873— LEGISLATIOH. 

QUKSTION. 

Mb.  WHITBEEAD  asked  the  Pre- 
sident  of  the  Local  Oovemment  Board, 
Whether  the  Gbvemment  intend  to  take 
any  steps  during  the  present  Session  to 
carry  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
Conmiittee  on  Road  LooomotiTes  in 
1873,  to  which  reference  has  also  been 
made  in  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Committee  on  Tramways  in  the  pzeeeni 
Session  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  in  rwOy, 
said,  the  Gbvemment  had  intended  to 
deal  with  some  part  of  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Select  Committee  of  1863, 
and  he  had  caused  a  draft  Bill  to  be 
prepared  consolidating  and  amending 
the  two  Statutes,  one  of  which  was  an 
expiring  law,  regulating  the  use  of  looo> 
motives  on  roaSs.  The  intention  had 
been  that  the  Bill  should  follow  the 
Highways  Bill;  but  the  state  of  the 
Government  business  at  present  was  not 
such  as  would  justify  him  in  bringing 
forward  that  measure.  There  would  have 
been  no  allusion  in  the  Bill  to  the  sab- 
ject-mafcter  of  the  inquiry  recently  under- 
taken by  the  Select  Committee  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  referred ;  but  in  the 
preparation  of  any  future  legislation 
their  recommendations  would  have  to  be 
considered. 

CEIMINAL  LAW— MANCHESTER 
MAGISTRATES  —  CASE  OP  THE  REV 
•  FATHER  JACKSON.— aUESTIONB. 

Mb.  CALLAN  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  in  re- 
ference to  the  arrest  of  the  Beverend 
Father  Jackson  by  the  Manchester  police 
on  the  night  of  the  dOth  December  laet. 
If  he  is  now  in  a  position  to  stato  whether 
it  is  true  that,  on  the  conclusion  of  the 
evidence  in  the  police  court,  Mr.  Alder- 
man Murray,  J.P.,  stated  from  the  bench 
''that,  as  a  magistrate,  he  had  a  right 
to  act  as  he  did,  and  would  do  the  same 
again ;  "  whether,  in  view  of  this  decla- 
ration, the  Lord  Chancellor  deems  it 
right  to  continue  this  individual  in  the 
commission  of  the  peace;  whether  In- 
spector  Shandly,  who  had  been  formallj 
applied  to  by  Dr.  Noble  to  obtain  from 
the  committing  Magistrate  a  written 
permission  to  see  the  Beverend  Father 
Jackson,  and  who  afterwards  made  in* 
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qniriM  at  the  Presbytery  about  the  case, 
and  interfered  in  no  other  way,  has  been 
forced  by  the  police  autho- 


of  Manchester  to  send  in  his  re- 
iiffnation,  after  thirty  years'  service; 
whether  the  authorities  there,  on  Sunday 
December  31,  1876,  refused  to  the 
Catholic  Magistrate,  and  to  the  Most 
Bererend  Dr.  Yaughan,  Bishop  of  8al- 
fSord,  to  accept  bau  for  the  appearance 
of  the  Heverend  Father  Jackson  the  fol- 
lowiog  day;  and,  whether,  considering 
all  the  oiroumstances  of  the  case,  he  wiU 
order  an  inquiry  on  oath  by  an  impar- 
tial and  independent  tribunal  into  the 
entire  matter? 

Ma.  A88HET0N  OBOSS,  in  reply, 
•sid,  that  he  might  say  at  the  outset 
that,  so  flar  as  he  then  knew,  the  Bey. 
Father  Jackson  must  be  considered  to 
be  entirely  free  from  any  imputation 
that  had  been  cast  upon  mm.    He  had 
made  inquiries  about  Inspector  Shandly , 
sad  the  authorities  absolutely  denied 
that  he  had  been  dismissed  the  force,  or 
that  he  had  been  pressed  to  resign.    He 
oonld  not  understand  why  bail  had  been 
refused  for  the  appearance  of  the  Bey. 
Father  Jackson,  and  he  belieyed  it  was 
true  that  Mr.  Alderman  Murray,  J.P., 
did  say  ''  that,  as  a  magistrate,  he  had  a 
right  to  act  as  he  did,  and  would  do  the 
same  again : ''  but  he  did  not  consider 
that  an  independent  inquiry  was  neces- 
nry  pending  the  trial  of  the  indictments 
for  peijurr  which  would  be  held  at  the 
Summer  Assizes.  If  the  solicitors  for  the 
prosecution  would  commimicate  with  the 
Bolidtor  to  Uie  Treasury  or  with  the 
Home  Office  eyery  assistance  in  the  car- 
rying on  of  Uie  prosecution  would  be 
aflbrded  him. 

Ma.  JENKINS  inquired  whether 
there  was  anpr  reason  of  a  public  nature 
for  undertakmg  this  prosecution  ? 

Ma.  A88HET0N  OBOSS :  What  I 
said  was  that  if  the  solicitor  for  the  pro- 
•sottion  would  put  himself  in  oommuni- 
eation  with  either  the  Home  Office  or 
the  Solicitor  to  the  Treasury,  we  would 
tmnin  him  eyery  assistance  in  our 
power  in  carrying  on  the  prosecution. 

POer  OFFICE-POST  OFFICE.  BEDFORD. 

QUisnoir. 

Ma.  BEPTON  asked  the  Postmaster 
0«D«alt  If  A&y  arrangement  has  been 
Bade  for  improying  the  management  of 
the  Poet  OOoe  at  Bedford  ? 


Lord  JOHN  MANNEBS :  Yes,  Sir. 
The  office  wiU  be  placed  in  charge  of  a 
proper  officer  preyious  to  filling  the 
yacancy  which  has  occurred. 

IRELAND— LOCAL  COURTS  OF  ADMI- 
RALTY.- QUESTION. 

Mr.  M'OABTHY  DOWNING  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther the  Bules  and  Orders  of  the  Local 
Oourts  of  Admiralty  in  Ireland  haye 
been  finally  approyed  of;  and,  if  so, 
why  the  Act  of  1876  has  not  been 
brought  into  operation,  and  when  it 
maybe? 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  foe 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Gibson):  The  Lord 
Chancellor  oi  Ireland  has  framed  the 
Bules  for  the  local  Courts  of  Admiralty, 
and  they  are  now  before  the  ^Treasury 
for  the  consideration  of  financial  mat- 
ters. I  trust  that  they  will  yery  soon  be 
finally  approyed  of. 

RUSSIA  AND  TURKEY— THE  WAR- 
THE  BLACK  SEA— QUESTION. 

Mr.  D.  JENKINS  asked  the  Unde^ 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreira  Aflfairs, 
Whether,  seeing  that  hostuities  haye 
broken  out  between  Bussia  and  Turkey, 
Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  has  obtained 
the  consent  of  the  Porte  to  sending  a 
sufficient  nayal  force  into  the  Black  Sea, 
in  addition  to  the  two  gunboats  in  ihe 
Danube,  for  the  protection  of  the  im- 
portant British  mterests  at  stake  in 
those  waters ;  and  if  any  yessels  haye 
been  already  despatched  for  this  pur- 
pose ;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yemment can  state  if  the  Forte  is  in 
possession  of  a  sufficient  nayal  force 
along  the  Bussian  coasts  of  the  Black 
Sea  to  render  e£fectiye  the  blockade 
proclaimed  in  the  Circular  of  the  Tur- 
kish Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs,  dated 
Oonstantinople,  May  did  ? 

Me.  BOUBKE  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  I  haye  to  state  that  no  steps 
haye  been  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yemment to  send  a  nayal  force  mto  the 
Black  Sea.  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment 
are  of  opinion  that,  were  they  to  send  a 
nayal  force  to  the  Black  Sea,  such  an 
act  might  be  subject  to  much  misrepre- 
sentation, and  might  lead  to  serious 
results.  Therefore,  they  do  not  mean  to 
send  a  greater  force  than  now  exists 
there — namely,  the  two  gunboats  which 
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are  entitled  to  be  there  under  the  Treaty 
of  Paris  and  under  the  Danubian  Oom- 
mission;  and  also  the  despatch  boats, 
which  are  at  the  disposal  of  the  Em- 
bassy at  CJonstantinople.  With  regard  to 
the  last  part  of  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member,  no  information  has  reached  Her 
Majesty's  Government  on  that  subject, 
and  no  representation  has  been  made  to 
the  Gbvenmient  as  to  the  insufficiency 
of  the  Turkish  Fleet  in  the  Black  Sea  to 
constitute  an  efficient  blockade. 


CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
ACT  (1869)-.THE  CATTLE  PLAGXTE 
(METROPOLIS).— QUESTION. 

Mr.  PAGET  asked  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council,  Whether  in  yiew 
of  section  47  of  ''The  Oontagious  Dis- 
eases (Animals)  Act,  1869,''  a  local  au- 
thority is  legally  entitled  to  make  rules 
restricting  the  moTcment  of  stock  within 
the  limits  of  an  infected  place,  or  other- 
wise dealing  with  animals  in  an  infected 
place ;  and,  if  not,  if  he  will  procure  the 
issue  of  a  general  Order  of  Oouncil  to 
apply  to  all  infected  places  in  a  manner 
similar  to  that  laid  down  in  Order  of 
Oouncil  of  12th  and  27th  April  1877, 
dealing  exdusively  with  the  Metro- 
polis ? 

Viscount  SANDON  :  The  Oontagious 
Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  1869,  gives  the 
Privy  Oouncil  special  powers  of  making 
rules  for  infected  places  in  the  Metro- 
polis, and  the  Orders  of  the  12th  and 
27th  of  April,  1877,  were  made  iiMpcurt 
by  virtue  of  those  special  Orders.  These 
Orders  could  not  be  extended  to  the 
country  generally ;  but,  under  the  Oattle 
Plague  Order  of  1877,  local  authorities 
can  prohibit  the  movement  of  oattle  in 
their  district,  and  this  would  enable 
them  to  make  rules  respecting  the  move- 
ment of  stock  within  the  limits  of  an 
infected  place.  I  trust,  therefore,  this 
information  will  fully  meet  my  hon. 
Friend's  Question,  which  is  certainly  one 
of  considerable  importance.  The  Veteri- 
nary Department  is  not  prepared  at  pre- 
sent to  make  any  alteration  in  the  mode 
of  disinfecting  loading  pens,  trucks,  and 
vans,  as  prescribed  under  Article  18  of 
the  Animal  Order,  1 875.  I  think  it  right 
to  inform  my  hon.  Friend  that  the  whole 
question  of  disinfection,  which  is  one  of 
great  importance,  is  now  under  considera- 
tion. 

Ifr.  Bourh 


PUBLIO  HEALTH  ACT,  1876— NUI- 
SANCES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  A.  MILLS  asked  thePrettd«Dt  of 
the  Local  Oovemment  Board,  WhatiMr. 
having  regard  to  the  terms  of  "The 
PubUo  Health  Act,  1875,"  eeotioa  91,  it 
is  necessary,  when  summary  prooftediags 
against  a  nuisance  are  tacen,  to  Aow 
that  the  nuisance  complained  of  is 
injurious  to  health  ? 

Ms.  SOLATEB-BOOTH :  By  the  91flt 
and  following  sections  of  the  Public 
Health  Act,  1875,  a  summazr  remedy  is 
provided  supplementary  to  the  proceed- 
mgs  against  a  nuisance  which  maj  be 
instituted  at  Oommon  Law  or  in  Eiquity, 
but  although  the  diqunctive  word ''  or '' 
is  used  in  the  section — namely,  ^*  a  nui- 
sance or  injurious  to  health  " — ^the  Ooori 
have  held  that  looking  to  the  whole 
scope  of  the  Sanitary  Acts,  aome  iigmr 
to  health  must  in  all  oases  be  proved. 
It  was  proposed  by  the  hon.  Ghenflemea 
when  the  Public  Health  Act  of  1 876  vaa 
passing  through  Parliament  to  make 
the  di^unotive  proposition  stronger  by 
prefixing  the  wend  **  either  "  to  ''  niti- 
sance,"  so  that  the  sentence  would  have 
run,  ''  either  a  nuisance  or  ii^uzious  to 
health,"  fto. ;  but  the  highest  lenl 
authorities  were  of  opinion  that  uie 
same  construction  as  before  would, 
neverthelessy  be  adopted  by  the  Coorta. 
I  am  glad  to  sav  that  the  whole  sabjeoi 
of  noxious  trades  and  vapours  is  now 
under  the  c(»isideration  of  a  Boyal  Ooan- 
mission,  who  will  probably  report  within 
the  present  Session  of  Parliament 

BUSSIA  AND  TURKEY— THE  WAB— 
THE  DANUBE  AND  THE  BLACK  SEA— 

QUKBTlOir. 

Mb.  OOUBLET  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflkira, 
If  he  has  ascertained  the  opinion  of  Hie 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  relative  to 
the  seizure  and  destruction  by  the  Turks 
of  a  British  corn-laden  lighter  on  the 
Upper  Danube,  whidi  was  there  pnor 
to  the  Prodamation  of  the  Tumsh 
authorities  on  the  1st  Ma^ ;  and« 
whether  he  has  received  official  notifi- 
cation of  an  extension  of  the  time 
allowed  for  the  departure  of  British 
vessels  from  Bussian  Black  Sea  poxtiP 

Mb.  BOUBKB  :  The  opinion  of  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Grownt  with  rwaid 
to  the  destruction  of  a  British  lifter 
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on  tli«  Upper  DanubOi  has  not  yet  been 
reoeired  dj  Her  Majesty's  Gk>Temment. 
In  reply  to  the  second  Question,  I  have 
to  state  that  the  Porte  has  consented,  at 
the  request  of  Her  Mijesty's  OoTem- 
ineot,  to  grant  seven  additional  days 
of  grace,  which  would  enable  neutral 
Teasela  to  enter  Russian  ports  in  the 
Black  Sea  up  to  the  15tn  and  leave 
them  up  to  the  17th.  Her  Majesty's 
Ambassador  at  Oonstantinople  has  been 
inatrocted  to  inquire  whether  some 
additional  extension  of  the  time  can  be 
allowed,  so  that  the  days  of  ^race  might 
oount  from  the  date  on  which  a  vessel 
entered  the  Black  Sea. 

ARITY— EN0U8H  OPPI0ER8   AT   TUR- 
KlfiU  UEAD.QUARTERS.— QUESTION. 

Bia  HENEY  HAYELOOK  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
ia  a  fact  that  Oolonel  Lennox,  of  the 
Boyal  Engineers,  ia  now  at  Bustchuk 
on  the  I>anube,  at  the  head-quarters  of 
the  Turkish  Army,  together  with  two 
younger  British  officers  on  Ml  pay; 
whether  it  is  the  case,  as  stated  oj  a 
oorremmdent  of  a  London  paper,  writmg 
from  Buatehuk  on  the  1st  instant,  that 
these  British  officers  "daily  visit  the 
Turkish  fortifications;  that  they  assist 
tha  Turkish  commander  by  their  advice ; 
and  that,  with  their  help,  a  sharp  re- 
nstanee  may  be  anticipated ; "  and, 
whether  any  instructions  have  been  or, 
if  not,  will  DC  issued  to  these  officers  to 
confine  themselves  to  that  strict  neu- 
trality enjoined  in  Her  Majesty's  recent 
Proclamation,  neither  giving  advice  nor 
eipiessing  any  professional  opinion  to 
the  Turka  on  the  struggle  now  in  pro- 

'^'mjl  OATHOBNE  HABDY  :  Colonel 
Lennox,  of  the  B^al  Enp^neers,  is 
Military  Attach^  at  donstantmople,  and 
at  the  time  of  the  declaration  of  war 
he  was  in  the  Danubian  Provinces  in 
coopaay  with  another  young  officer. 
He  has  since  that  time,  as  Military 
Attadi6,  received  permission  to  attend 
at  the  head-quarters  of  the  Turkish 
Army.  He  Imows  perfldctly  <well  the 
dntiee  which  belong  to  his  position,  and 
he  himself,  aa  he  1ms  said,  presumed  he 
was  o«  the  general  footing  of  Military 
Attanhfa  on  the  same  footing  as  General 
Walksr,  who  was  attacked  to  the  Oer- 
man  Army  during  the  Franoo-Oerman 
War.    Tbrnnbi;  it  ia  uaneeeesaiy  to 


send  any  special  instructions  to  Oolonel 
Lennox. 


INDIA— LUCKNOW  PRIZE  MONEY. 

QUESTION. 

Oolonel  BEBESFOBD  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Why 
the  remainder  of  the  prize  money,  part 
of  which  was  paid  on  account  in  1862, 
for  the  finding  of  the  Begum  Kotee  trea- 
sure at  Luoknow  during  the  Indian 
Mutiny  is  so  long  withheld  from  those 
entitled  to  it ;  and  when  the  same  will 
be  paid  ? 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON,  in 
reply,  said,  no  money  had  been  withheld 
from  any  persons  who  were  entitled  to 
it.  The  facts  concerning  this  treasure 
were  that  certain  soldiers  whilst  quar- 
tered at  Lucknow  discovered  certiun 
valuable  articles,  which,  in  the  opinion 
of  those  most  competent  to  judge,  were 
not  in  the  nature  of  prize  money  but 
were  treasure  trove;  and  the  finders 
were  given  25  per  cent  of  their  value. 
No  further  claims  could,  therefore,  be 
entertained.  The  Oorrespondenoe  on  the 
subject  was  presented  to  Parliament  in 
May,  1876. 

• 

TIIE  SUGAR  CONVENTION. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  wait  'asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  proposals  have  been 
made  b^  France  or  any  other  of  the 
contracting  Qovemments  for  an  exten- 
sion  of  the  time  during  which  the  Oon- 
vention  on  the  subject  of  Bounties  on 
Sugar  would  have  to  bo  ratified ;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  are 
willing  to  ratify  it ;  and  what  steps,  if 
any,  have  been  taken  to  induce  the  con- 
tracting Oovemments  to  obtain  legisla- 
tive sanction  to  the  Oonvention,  and  to 
proceed  with  as  much  despatch  as  pos- 
sible to  final  ratification  ? 

Mb.  BOUKKE  :  In  reply  to  my  hon. 
Friend,  I  have  to  state  tnat  no  applica- 
tion has  been  made  by  any  of  the  con- 
tracting parties  for  an  extension  of  the 
time  for  nie  ratification  of  the  Conven- 
tion as  regards  sugar  bounties ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  the  Netherlands  (}ovem- 
ment  have  said  that  it  was  impossible 
for  them  to  carry  out  the  arrangements 
under  the  Convention  with  rep;ard  to 
beet-root  sugar  in  the  time  mentioned  in 


THE  EASTERN  QUESTION- 
RESOLUTIONS    (MR.    GLADSTONE). 

ADJOUBNED  DEBATE.    [tHIBD  NIOHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resoming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [7th  May], 

''That  this  Home  finds  jost  oanse  of  dissatis. 
faction  and  complaint  in  the  oondoct  of  tha 

Mr.  £Qurk§ 
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the  OouTention.  Therefore,  they  have 
applied  to  the  other  Powers  to  obtain  an 
extension  of  the  time  in  order  that  those 
arrangements  might  be  carried  out — 
that  extension  of  time  not  exceeding  one 
year.  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
perfectly  prepared  to  radfy  the  Conven- 
tion, and  they  are  using  their  best  en- 
deavours to  obtain  a  ratification  of  it  by 
the  other  Governments. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
ACT,  1S69— CATTLE  PLAGUE  AT  HULL. 

QUESTION. 

Colonel  KINGSCOTE  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  If  it  is 
true  that  a  further  outbreak  of  Cattle 
Plague  has  taken  place  at  Hull ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  the  Privy  Council  would  not 
supersede  the  orders  of  the  local  autho- 
rity at  that  place  as  they  had  done  in 
the  Metropolitan  and  county  of  Middle- 
sex districts  ? 

Viscount  8AND0N:  I  am  sorry  to 
say  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  is 
correct  in  supposing  that  a  case  of  cattle 
plague  has  occurred  at  Hull.  Only  one 
animal  out  of  five  in  the  same  elied  was 
attacked,  and  the  whole  were  slaughtered 
at  once.  The  Inspector  reported  that 
the  symptoms  during  life  seemed  doubt- 
ful ;  but  he  was  satisfied  by  the  result  of 
the  poit-morUm  examination  that  it  was 
a  case  of  true  cattle  plague.  There  had 
been  no  previous  outbreak  of  cattle 
plague  in  Hull  since  the  22nd  of  March. 
The  local  authorities  are  making  a  fresh 
survey  of  all  the  dairies  in  the  town,  and 
no  animal  is  allowed  to  leave  any  cow- 
shed without  a  pass  from  the  Veterinary 
Inspector.  As  the  Government  believe 
that  the  local  authorities  are  doing  every- 
thing that  is  possible  and  necessary 
under  the  present  circumstances,  it  is 
not  proposed  to  interfere  with  their  ju- 
risdiction. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAT. 


Ottoman  Porte  with  regard  to  the  Denat 
written  by  the  Earl  of  Derby  on  the  21i*  amy  d 
Septembc^  1876,  and  relating  to  the  mmamcnm 
in  Bulgaria."— (ifr.  GUdttom,) 

And  which  Amendment  was. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  Honae  **  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  worda 
**  declines  to  entertain  any  ResolntioDa  wiuck 
may  embarrass  Her  Migesty's  GoTenunefit  ta 
the  maintenance  of  peace  and  in  the  protecCioo 
of  British  interests,  without  indirating  any 
alternative  line  of  policy."^^>  Hmrp  Jfr0if^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  nroposed,  **  That  th« 
words  proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  p«rt 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  reiumed. 

Mb.  OOITBTNET  regretted  the  ab- 
sence, through  indisposition,  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella), 
by  whom  the  debate  was  to  have  beea 
resumed.    On  Monday  night,  when  hon. 
Members  came  down  to  that  Hoose  to 
hear  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  in  support  of  his  Re- 
solutions, they  found  that  the  order  of 
the  proposed  proceedings  had  been  en- 
tirely changed.    He  had  on  that  occa- 
sion expressed  his  apprehensions  of  the 
conse<iuences  of  that  change  and  regret 
that  it  had  been  made,  and  what  nad 
since  occurred  had  tended  to  confirm  thoee 
apprehensions  and  that  regret.    Whnt 
was  the  position  of  himself  and  of  those 
who  thouffht  with  him  at  that  time? 
The  question  which  was  now  oocupyinff 
the  attention  of  the  House  had  agitated 
the  country  for  many  months,  and  jet 
it  was  one  upon  which  the  House  of 
Oommons  had  not  as  yet  expressed  any 
definite  opinion.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Greenwich  at 
length,  in  compliance  with  the  expressed 
wishes  of  the  mass  of  the  people,  asked 
the  House  to  give  its  adhesion  to  a  par- 
ticular policy.    The  hope  exdted  in  the 
minds  of  hon.  Members  who  approTed 
the  policy  indicated  by  the  rignt  hon. 
(Gentleman's  Besolutions  was  shared  bj 
a  proportion  of  the  people  out-of-dooi« 
— ne  would  not  say  what  proportion^  bnt 
it  was  a  large  proportion — wnohad  has- 
tened  to  testify  their  approbation   of 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  un- 
dertaken to  do.    Numberless  meetings 
were  held  in  support  of  these  Besoln. 
tions,  and  Petitions  adopted  in  their 
faTour.     Therefore,  when  those  htm. 
Members  oame  down  on  Monday  ni^ 
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and  found  that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
was  not  about  to  invite  the  attention  of 
ih/b  House  to  the  policy  embodied  in  his 
thhd  and  fourth  Kesolutions,  they  re- 
omred  the  intelligence  with  feelings  of 
oonstemation  and  bewilderment.     How 
did  matters  then  stand  ?     By  the  with- 
drawal of  the  third  and  fourth  Eeso- 
lations,  onlpr  two  propositions  were  left 
for    discussion    by   that    House.     The 
first  of  those  propositions  was  that  the 
House  had  just  cause  for  dissatisfaction 
and  complaint  in  the  conduct  of  the  Ot- 
toman Porte  with  regard  to  the  despatch 
written  by  the  Earl  of  Derby  on  the 
2 1st  of  September,  and  relating  to  the 
massacres   in    Bulgaria.      Every   hon. 
Member  in  that  House  must  be  of  that 
opinion,  and,  indeed,  no  persons  could  be 
more  dissatisfied  with  the  action  of  the 
Porte  in  connection  with  that  despatch 
than  the  Oolleaffues  of  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Forei^  Office.    He 
believed,  however,  that  smce  the  debate 
had  been  commenced,  one  voice — that 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity   of  London    ^Mr.  Lowe) — had 
been  raised  in  opposition  to  that  propo- 
sition, inasmuch  as  he  objected  to  the 
despatch  having  been  written  at  all,  be- 
lievwg  that  the  Foreign  Secretary  had 
strayM  from  the  path  of  discretion  and 
had  deviated  ftt)m  the  impartiality  he 
ought  to  have  preserved  in  addressing 
this  despatch  to  tne  Turkish  Government. 
He  was  not  quite  sure  he  interpreted 
the  meaning  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
maa  aright ;  but,  subJM^t  to  this  excep- 
tion, he  believed  that  all  hon.  Members 
were  agreed  in  approving  the  proposi- 
tion sabmitted  to  tnem  in  the  first  Beso- 
hition.      The  second  proposition  in  its 
smended   form  was   that  the  Turkish 
Oovemment,  by  its  treatment  of  its  sub- 
isrt  populations,  must  be  deemed    to 
have  kwt  all  claim  to  receive  either  the 
material  or  the  moral  support  of  the 
BritiBh    Grown.      He     preferred    the 
Amendment  to  the  original  form;  but 
it  mtist  be  observed  that  the  caidinal 
word  of  both  was  the  word  ''claim.'' 
The  Torkish  Oovemment  was  declared 
to  have  lost  all  "daim ''  upon  our  aid. 
He  believed  that  no  one  would  disagree 
from  that  proposition.     Her  Majesty's 
Government  must  agree  with  it,  because 
if  the  Turkish  Government  had  not,  by 
its  eondoot,  *  forfsited  all   claim  to  our 
mstsrtsl  and  moral  support,  we  should 
be  at  war  on  behalf  of  T)^key  at  the 


£  resent  moment,  and  certainly  hon. 
[embers  on  his  side  of  the  House  must 
heartily  approve  it.  Even  those  on  the 
other  side,  who  were  strongest  in  their 
feelings  of  opposition  to  Kussia,  and 
might  hereafter  call  for  action  against 
Bussia,  based  their  position  upon  no 
supposed  claims  of  Turkey,  but  on  what 
they  conceived  to  be  our  interests.  There 
was,  therefore,  no  ground  upon  which 
the  propositions  as  thev  stood  could  be 
discussed;  and,  indeed,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Berkshire  (Oolonol 
Loyd  Lindsay)  had  proposed  to  stop  all 
discussion  upon  the  subject  by  suggest- 
ing that  the  House  should  immediately 
give  its  adherence  to  them.  That  was 
the  result  of  the  arrangement  that  had 
been  come  to,  and  it  was  said  that  the 
unanimity  of  the  Liberal  Party  had 
been  gained  by  it.  No  one  could  be 
more  deeply  desirous  for  the  unanimity 
of  the  lioeral  Party  than  he  was,  but 
the  term  unanimity  expressed  the  idea 
of  persons  being  of  one  mind,  and 
therefore  that  there  should  be  a  mind ; 
but  he  had  failed  to  discover  evidences 
of  mind  in  the  agreement  that  had  been 
arrived  at.  The  Liberal  Party  might 
now  have  one  voice,  but  it  was  not  a 
voice  expressing  one  will  or  one  policy, 
or  even  one  opinion.  The  Liberal 
Par^  were,  in  fact,  reduced  very  much 
to  what  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
reduced  the  European  concert  to.  Tlie 
latter  was  a  very  valuable  thing,  but  in 
the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
it  never  did  anything  it  was  wanted 
to  do,  and  it  appeared  that  it  could  only 
be  maintained  as  long  as  it  dealt  in 
empty  professions.  The  present  posi- 
tion of  the  Liberal  Party,  resembling 
too  faithMlv  the  European  concert,  was 
that  of  the  chorus  in  a  Greek  play,  which 
strikes  in  with  moral  sentiments  every 
now  and  then,  without  affecting  in  any 
waythe  action  of  the  play,  but  appeals 
to  Heaven  and  exclaims — ''How  very 
unjust,  how  very  wrong,  how  very  inju- 
dicious on  the  part  of  a  p^plo  hastemng 
blindly  to  their  ruin."  What  had  hap- 
pened in  this  matter  made  scoffers  re- 
joice and  discouraged  those  who  were 
faithful.  He  appealed,  therefore,  to 
hon.  Members  whether  the  apprehen* 
rions  he  had  felt  had  not  been  realised. 
It  had  been  said  that  they  had  had  a 
magnificent  speech  from  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Greenwich.  No  one  could 
admire  the  argument  of  that  speech  or 
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could  have  been  moved  by  its  eloquence 
more  than  himselfy  but  thej  would  still 
have  had  that  speech,  even  if  the  third 
and  fourth  Eesolutions  had  not  been 
withdrawn ;  but  now  they  had  lost  the 
crown  and  purpose  of  that  speech,  and 
the  very  reason  for  which  the  speech  was 
made  had  been  withdrawn,  while  they 
were  not  permitted  to  express  any  opi- 
nion upon  the  policy  which  it  advo- 
cated. If  the  third  and  fourth  Besolu- 
tions  had  not  been  withdrawn  there 
would  have  been  a  debate  which  would 
have  instructed  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try. The  speeches  which  had  been  de- 
livered in  this  debate  had,  however,  not 
turned  upon  the  question  of  policy,  but 
upon  the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. Had  the  Besolutions  been 
maintained,  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  front   Opposition  bench,  who  had 

rken  on  Tuesday,  must  have  addressed 
mselves  to  the  policy  of  the  Besolu- 
tions,  instead  of  which  they  had  indulged 
in  a  weary  round  of  aimless  criUcism. 
The  country  was  left  without  a  Leader 
as  much  as  ever.  He  should  be  sorry  to 
use  language  which  coiild  be  regarded 
as  a  reproa^  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Greenwich.  He 
had  no  feeling  of  that  kind  towards  him. 
He  was  sure  the  reasons  which  had  in- 
duced the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  with- 
draw the  third  and  fourth  Besolutions 
were  of  a  most  noble  character.  But  he 
regarded  the  course  adopted  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  a  great  error  of  judg- 
ment, which  must  be  deplored  in  the  in- 
terests of  this  country  and  of  the  cause 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
had  at  heart.  In  order  to  appreciate 
the  effect  of  what  had  been  done,  he 
(Mr.  Courtney)  invited  the  House  to  go 
back.  Let  them  consider  the  time  of 
Sir  Eobert  Peel,  when  the  division  of 
Parties  in  that  House  was  much  the 
same  as  it  was  now.  At  that  time  there 
was  one  great  question— that  of  the 
repeal  of  the  Com  Laws — ^which  occu- 
pied the  attention  of  the  country,  and 
there  was  then,  as  now,  a  great  division 
of  opinion  on  the  Opposition  benches. 
A  total  and  immediate  repeal  of  the  Com 
Laws  was  demanded  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright), 
by  Mr.  Cobden,  and  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  0. 
P.  Yilliers.)  The  noble  Lord  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Lord  John 
Buseell)  went  about  murmuring  that 
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it  would  be  much  wiser  to  demiiiiii 
8«.  fixed  duty.  Supnose  the  champinm 
of  Com  Law  repeal  had  put  oo  ihm 
Table  of  the  House  a  Besolutioii  for  sm 
immediate  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws; 
suppose  that  meetings  had  been  liaU 
throughout  the  country  in  support  of 
that  movement,  that  Members  oame  to 
the  House  to  support  it,  but  that  at  the 
last  moment  the  Resolution  had  beea 
changed  into  a  proposal  that  the  riidiBg 
scale  ought  to  be  modified — what  iroold 
have  been  the  consternation,  what  would 
have  been  the  indignation,  of  the  ri^^ 
hon.  Gentleman  tne  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham? He  (Mr.  Courtney)  haped 
before  he  sat  down  to  recall  the  Home 
in  some  denee  to  the  question  of  policgr. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  lor 
Christchuroh  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff) 
had  proposed  with  reference  to  the  fixvt 
Besolution  an  Amendment  to  the  e£Cae( 
that  the  House  declined  to  entertain  any 
Motion  which  would  ^nbarraas  Her 
Majesty's  Government  without  indi- 
catmg  an  alternative  line  of  policy.  He 
(Mr.  Courtney)  felt  there  was  connder- 
able  j  ustice  in  that  position.  The  Home 
Secretary  said  on  Monday  this  was  a 
critical  question,  and  that  no  Member 
had  ventured  to  recommend  ooerckm. 
In  the  most  unequivocal  manner,  he 
(Mr.  Courtney)  was  prepared  to  recom- 
mend the  employment  of  force.  Oae 
policy  was  that  of  maintaining  unaltered 
the  ttatui  quo  of  the  Ottoman  Empire. 
There  was  another  policy — ^namely,  that 
of  assisting  Its  mum  as  possible  in  its 
gradual  dismemberment.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  the  policy  of  wisdom  wae 
that  policy  which  recommended  dinaem- 
berment.  He  advocated  dismember- 
ment, in  the  first  place,  because,  althoo^ 
it  did  not  depend  on  us  at  all  whether 
the  Ottoman  JEhnpire  should  be  dismem- 
beredy  it  did  depend  upon  us  whether  it 
should  be  dismembered  one  way  or  ano- 
ther. This  was  not  a  new  queraon.  It 
was  300  or  400  years  old.  It  was  200 
vears  at  least  since  the  Ottoman  Empire 
bcffan  to  decline.  One  by  one  Ph>vinoee 
had  been  taken  from  it,  and  a  great  im-  ' 
provement  had  resulted  in  the  oanditioo 
of  Europe  aa  well  as  in  the  condition  of 
those  Provinces.  At  one  time  greatpart 
of  Hungary  was  under  the  dominion  of 
the  Ottoman  Empire,  and  the  change 
that  had  since  occurred  in  the  condition 
of  that  part  of  Hungary  was  such  as 
would  occur  in  Bulgaria  when  it  oeaaed 
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to  be  an  Ottoman  Proyince.  The  change 
that  ^would  occur  in  respect  of  the  equili- 
bxiiuxi  of  Europe   was  equally   dear. 
That  equilibrium  was  threatened  by  the 
Gttenuous  efforts  to  keep  together  the 
parts  of  this  machine  which  had  in  them- 
selToa   no  gravitation  one  to   another. 
'Every  five  or  10  years  an  attempt  was 
made,  which  somehow  or  other  was  put 
dowiiy  to  break  off  a  Proyince  here  or  a 
ProTince  there.    K,  instead  of  adhering 
to  the  old  notion  of  keeping  these  Pro- 
Tinces  together,  we  directed  our  energy 
to  promoting  a  dismemberm^at  of  this 
Empire,  we  should  find  the  task  before 
us,  ne  belieyed,  easy  and  safe.    In  the 
oonduct  of  these  negotiations  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment  from  the 
beginning  had   been  that  of  keeping 
baxsk  the  other  Powers  of  Europe  uom 
acting.     One   Gbvemment  mignt  have 
been   aaid  to   be  unwilling  to  go  for- 
ward ;  but  eyen  that  Gbyemment  was 
always  more  anxious  for  action  than 
ouxselYes,  because  it  was  placed  nearer 
to  Turkey  and    was   better   informed 
about  its  condition  than  ouraelyes^^he 
meant  the  GK>yemment  of  Austro-Hun- 
gary.     Twelye  months  ago  the  inmie- 
diate  question  might  haye  been  easily 
solyed  by  cutting  off  Bosnia  and  Herze- 
goyina  from  the  Ottoman  Empire,  to 
which  they  were  attached  by  a  yery 
narrow  neck  of  land.    The  dimensions 
of  the  problem  had  since  grown,  and  if 
we  were  wise  we  should  hasten  to  settle 
it  before  it  became  indefinitely  extended. 
The  solution  of  the  question  rested  pri- 
marily with  us  ana  Qermany,  and  it 
might  haye  been  altogether  settled  by 
the  joint  action  of  those  two  Powers,  if 
our  Ooyemment  had  made  a  communi- 
cation to  Prince  Bismarck ;  but  not  such 
a  communication  as  Lord  Derby  had 
made,  beseeching  the  German  Chancellor 
to  interfere  and  bring  his  influence  to 
bear  on  the  Ozar  to  stop  the  deyelop- 
ment  of  Blay  nationality.    That  appeal 
ahowed  an  utter  want  of  appreciation  of 
^e  question,  because  Prince  Bismarck 
well  knew  that  the  greatest  force  at  work 
in  the  present  centuxy  was  the  principle 
of  nationality,  as  was  exemplified  in  the 
re-construction  of  the  German  Empire 
itsell    An  appeal,  therefore,  to  Pjrmce 
Bismarck  in  oraer  to  repress  the  nation- 
«£iy  of  the  Slays,  was  nke  appealing  to 
a  man  to  commit  an  act  of  suicide,  and 
it  was  impossible  that  it  should  haye 
met  with  any  other  response  than  the 


one  it  receiyed.  But  if  they  had  gone 
to  the  German  Ohancellor  and  said  that 
the  question  affected  Germany  more  in- 
timately than  it  did  England,  connected 
as  it  was  with  the  nayigation  of  the 
Danube  and  the  adyance  of  Bussia  in 
Eastern  Europe ;  asking  him  whether,  in 
conjunction  with  Austria,  they  coiild  not 
meet  the  Ozar  half  way,  and  propose 
that  these  outlying  Proyinces  of  Turkey 
should  receiye  a  form  of  goyemment 
that  would  be  tolerable  to  their  popula- 
lation,  the  strife  might  haye  been  ar- 
rested at  that  stage.  K  that  had  been 
done,  Prince  Bismarck  would  haye  ac- 
ceded to  the  proposal,  they  would  haye 
made  another  step  in  adyance  towards 
the  dismemberment  of  the  Ottoman  Em- 
pire, and  they  would  haye  ayerted  this 
terrible  war.  The  Vice  President  of  the 
Council,  the  other  night,  referring  to  the 
distinction  between  moral  and  material 
coercion,  appeared  to  be  unaware  that 
that  distinction  had  been  drawn  by  Lord 
Derby  in  a  despatch  in  which  he  said 
that  Turkey  must  not  rely  on  receiying 
more  than  our  moral  support. 

YisooxTiTT  SANDON  said,  he  had  not 
alluded  to  any  distinction  between  moral 
and  material  coercion,  but  to  the  dis- 
tinction between  the  moral  retention  of 
certain  Besolutions  and  their  material 
withdrawal. 

Mb.  COITETNET  said,  that  did  not 
in  the  least  affect  the  gist  of  his  argu- 
ment. Of  course,  in  proposing  a  policy 
of  that  kind  they  had  the  possibihty  of 
war  in  the  background.  That  was  the 
ultima  ratio  regum,  the  sanction  by  which 
it  was  supported.  If  they  proposed  a 
partial  dismemberment  of  the  Ottoman 
£mpire,  they  might,  should  Turkey  not 
agree  to  their  terms,  haye  to  make  her 
accept  them.  But  what  then?  They 
would  haye  Bussia,  Germany,  and  Aus- 
tria with  them.  On  the  sea,  what  was 
the  Tmrkish  Fleet  without  the  help  of 
Englishmen  ?  That  fleet  was  commanded 
by  an  Englishman;  there  was  not  a 
single  iron-dad  in  it  which  did  not  de- 
pend for  its  nayigation  on  English  en- 
gineers, and  if  war  broke  out  between 
England  and  Turkey  the  consequence 
would  be  that  the  whole  Ottoman  Fleet 
would  be  reduced  to  inaction,  unless  the 
Englishmen  on  board  consented  to  forego 
their  nationality ;  otherwise  they  womd 
be  liable  to  be  treated  as  rebels  to  their 
own  Soyereign.  That  would  at  once 
destroy  the  power  of  the  Turkish  Meet ; 
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80  that,  although  the  name  of  war  was  in 
the  background,  it  woiild  really  be  only 
a  nominal  coercion.  The  case  would  be 
like  that  of  a  ''rough"  with  half-a- 
dozen  policemen  round  him,  who  told 
him  that  if  he  resisted  they  were  afraid 
they  would  have  to  use  their  truncheons 
against  him.  The  fear  of  war  was  no 
more  serious  than  that.  He  was  aston- 
ished at  the  strange  contrast  presented 
between  the  fear  shown  in  that  case  and 
the  rashness  evinced  in  another  trans- 
action which  they  had  all  heard  of  within 
the  last  few  days.  The  Qovemment 
had  just  annexed  an  independent  Re- 
public in  South  AMca — an  act  which 
involved  more  risks  than  the  proposal 
which  he  had  described.  It  might  be 
said  that  annexation  in  South  AMca 
would  involve  no  risk ;  but  to  that  he 
would  answer — **Wait  till  the  end." 
As  far  as  he  could  see,  that  act,  without 
any  justification  of  policy  or  of  principle, 
ex^sed  this  count^  to  greater  peril  of 
serious  war  than  the  suggestion  ne  had 
made  for  settling  that  question.  But  if 
they  were  going  to  break  off  those  Pro- 
vinces from  the  Turkish  Empire,  they 
must  have  some  assurance  that  it  would 
be  possible  to  set  up  an  improved  form 
of  government  in  them.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
asked — ''How  is  it  possible  that  free 
England  and  unfree  Russia  should  work 
together  to  establish  any  form  of  govern- 
ment that  would  suit  both?"  The 
answer  to  that  was,  that  the  thing  had 
been  done.  How  did  it  happen  that  free 
England  and  unfree  Russia  were  the 
great  motive-power  which  set  up  free 
Servia,  fr^e  Roumania,  and  which  also 
worked  together  to  set  up  free  Ghreeoe  ? 
It  might  be  said  that  in  all  three  cases 
the  Qovemments  so  set  up  were  imper- 
fect. He  admitted  it,  but  they  were  all 
free;  and  as  there  was  no  difficulty  in 
those  instances  in  such  a  form  of  govern- 
ment being  set  up  by  the  joint  action  of 
those  two  Powers,  neither  would  there 
be  any  difficulty  in  setting  it  up  in  Her- 
zegovina and  Bosnia.  The  Government 
of  free  Qreece  was  a  living,  active,  and 
trustworthy  Government;  and  even  in 
the  Lebanon  a  local  autonomy  had  also 
been  established.  In  fact,  the  policy 
of  Mr.  Canning  was  the  true  policy 
to  follow — not,  indeed,  in  all  its  ori- 
ginal details,  but  with  the  correc- 
tions  suggested  by  subsequent  ex- 
perience, and  adapted  to  the  varying 
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circumstances  of  the  problem.    That,  he 
was  sure,  was  a  policy  of  peace,  a  polkj 
of  honour,  and  a  policy  of  econxnnj. 
The  House  would  perceive  that  he  wa« 
not  regarding  that  great  question  from  a 
Party  point  of  view.    Probably  as  many 
hon.  Members  sitting  on  his  own  side  dis- 
sented from  what  he  had  said  as  sat  on 
the  opposite  benches.     But  he  mig^ 
add  that  he  was  not  expressing  convic- 
tions which  had  resulted  from  any  Bol* 
garian  horrors.     Those  convictionB  he 
had  adopted  when  still  young — ^in  fact, 
during  tne  Crimean  War — a  war  which 
he  regarded  as  an  act  of  great  unwiadom ; 
and  uie  experience  of  evexy  year  that 
had  since  gone  by  had  onlv  confirmed^ 
strengthened,  and  deepened  them.     Ha 
might,  therefore,  daim  to  speak  with 
some  independence  on  that  matter,  es- 
pecially when  he  vindicated  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Ghreenwich  from   the 
accusation  brought  against  him,  thmt  he 
now  propounded  a  great  and  compre- 
hensive policy  on  that  question,  altho^igh 
he  never  when  in  power  gave  a  hint  that 
he  had  any  desire  to  pursue  it.     Sach  a 
charge  could  only  be  advanced  by  those 
who  did  not  understand  the  conditions 
of  political  life.      People  out-of-doon 
might  catch  it  up;    it  was  incredible 
that  any  one  engaged  in  public  life  oonld 
seriously  urge  it.    No  one  in  that  House 
would  advance  it  who  knew  the  diffi- 
culties under  which  Ministers   of    the 
Crown  laboured  and  the  burden  of  the 
duties  which  were  cast  upon  them,  or 
how  little  choice  thev  really  had  in  sug- 
gesting new  enterpruses.    The  work  of 
Uie  First  Minister  of  the  Crown  of  E2ng- 
land  was  so  vast  that  he  could  scaroely 
understand  how  any  man  could  achieve 
it.    And  when  the  right  hon.  M<niib«r 
for  Greenwich  was  engaged  during  his 
Administration  in  enterprises  so  gigantic 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  denounced 
them  beforehand    as   problems    which 
could  not  be  solved,  as  works  which 
amounted  to  a  revolution,  as  something 
more  disastrous  than  the  invasion  of  a 
foreign  army,  how  was  it  to  be  expected 
that  he  should   also,  at  the  same  time, 
have  undertaken  a  comprehensive  scheme 
for  the  settlement  of  the  Eastern  Ques- 
tion f  It  miffht  be  said — '^  The  Ottoman 
Empire  is  Mlinff  to  pieces  of  itaell 
Why  should  England  interfere  ?  "    The 
answer  to  that  was,  in  the  first  phu)e, 
that  we  had  a  general  responsibility  in 
the  matter  as  one  of  the  Gmat  Powers; 
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and,  in  the  second  place,  that  in  1854 
we  did  a  grieyoos  wrong  to  the  subject 
races  of  the  Porte  which  it  was  our  outy 
to  repair.     How  stood  the  case  before 
the  Crimean  War?    By  the  Treaty  of 
Xainardji  the  Porte  promised  to  protect 
the  Christian  religion  and  its  churches, 
and  to  permit  the  erection  of  a  church 
at  Constantinople.     That  was  a  promise 
made  to  the  Czar.    Now,  it  was  one  of 
the   simplest  axioms  of  jurisprudence 
that  if  a  promise  was  made  to  some 
person  for  a  valuable  consideration,  that 
person  had  a  right  to  exact  its  per- 
formance.    Under  the  Treaty  of  !Blai- 
nardji,  therefore,  the  Czar  had  a  right 
to  require  the  Porte  to  protect  the  Chris- 
tian religion  and  its  churches.    He  was 
sure  if  hon.   Members  would  for  one 
moment  free  their  minds  from  the  con- 
fusion and  excitement  attendant  imon 
the  Eastern  Question,  they  would  amnit 
the  justice  of  that  assertion.    If  in  the 
course  of  the  last  century,  at  the  conclu- 
sion of  our  war  with  Spain,  we  had  ex- 
acted from  His  Most  Catholic  Majesty 
a  promise  to  extend  toleration  to  all 
Protestants  in  that  country,  and  to  per- 
mit the  erection  of  a  Protestant  Church 
in  Madrid,  shoiild  we  have  been  con- 
tent with  the  non-fulfilment  of  that  en- 
gafl^ment?    That  was  a  parallel  case, 
and  he  commended  it  to  the  attention  of 
those  who  denied  the  right  of  the  Czar 
before  the  Crimean  War  to  interfere  for 
the  protection  of  the  Christian  races  of 
the  Ottoman  Empire.  Well,  the  Crimean 
War   abolished   that  Treaty  and  put 
nothing  in  its  place.    It  was  one  of  the 
most  wonderful  examples  of  the  porten- 
tious  illusions  generated  by  that  war 
that  the  united  Powers  of  Europe  thought 
the  Sultan  might  be  trusted,  of  his  own 
grace  and  love  of  justice,  to  afiPord  that 
freedom  and  protection  to  the  Christian 
Church   which   he  had  failed  to  give 
under  a  solemn  promise.    England  ab- 
solutely declared  she  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  relations  between  the  Siiltan 
and  his  subjects.    The  Sultan  issued  a 
Firman  which  accorded  certain  privi- 
leges, but  which  rave  no  rights,  and  so 
it  came  to  pass  that  the  promise  g^ven 
under  the   Treaty   of    ^ainardji   was 
abolished  and  notning  substituted  for  it. 
That,  in  his  opinion,  was  one  of  the 
greatest  international  crimes  ever  com- 
mitted.   It  left  millions  of  Greek  Chris- 
tians under  the  dominion  of  the  Sultan 
absolutely   stripped   of  the  protection 


which  they  had  previously  enjoyed ; 
if  the  insk  were  greater  than  it 
if  the  labour  were  greater  than  it 
he  would  say,  let  the  power  of  Eng 
be  exerted  to  imdo  the  wrong  whicl 
then   imwittingly   done.    It  migh 
asked,   even,  u  these  aims  were 
and  these  propositions  sound,  how  c 
we  possibly  enter  into  co-operation 
Eussia  ?     How  could  we  be  so  del 
as  to  suppose  that  Russia  was  anin 
by  any  sincere  desire  to  protect  c 
^ve  protection  to  those  oppressed 
jectsof  the  Sultan?    ["  Hear,  hea: 
Hon.  Members  opposite  cheered, 
invited  them  to  consider  the  conditio 
England  50  years  ago,  when  Mr. 
ning  interfered  to  secure  some  jui 
some  protection,  to  the  oppressed  p 
lation  of  Greece.    He  invited  thei 
compare  the  condition  of  England 
with  that  of  Russia  now,  and  to 
whether  there  was  a  single  charge 
brought  against  Eussia  which  could 
have  been  brought  with  the  same  ju 
against  England  then.    Fifty  years 
in  Mr.  Canning's  time,  there  were  i 
people  who  remembered  the  even 
the  suppression  of  the  Irish  Eebc 
in  1798.     Had  hon.  Members  opp 
read  Maxwell's  HUtory  of  the  Irish 
hellion  ?   It  was  uncommonly  good  i 
ing  for  Englishmen  and  very  bad  rea 
for  Irishmen.    If  they  had  read  it, 
would  remember  something  of  Sir 
kin  Fitzgerald,  who  received  a  pei 
from  the  Crown  for  deeds  as  foul  as 
were  coxnmitted  by  any  Russian, 
did  not  wish   to  say  anything  ^ 
might  be  humiliating  to  any  hon.  1^ 
ber;  but  what  was  the  compositio 
that  House  then  ?    What  was  the 
tical  worth  of  the  English  Church  t 
What  was   the   character  of  Eng 
then?    They  talked  of  the  Prote 
policy  of  Eussia.    What  was  the  • 
mercial  policy  of  England  then  ?    ' 
talked  of  the  extension  of  Russian 
minions  in    Central  Asia.      He  a 
them  to  look  back  to  the  once  contin 
extension  of  the  British  possessioi 
India.    They  talked  of  pledges  forfe 
He  asked  them  to  remember  how 
vemor  General  after  Governor  Gex 
went  out  to  India  with  professioi 
peace,  and  how  they  went  on  addii 
the  territory  of  their  predecessors, 
wondered  at  what  he  was  afraid  he  i 
call  the  want  of  intelligence,  at  the  h 
ness  of  intdlect  whidi  prevented 
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from  looking  at  the  luBtoiT  of  their  own 
country  before  judging  of  the  misdeedB 
of  other  countries,  or  from  seeing  how 
far  the  charges  which  they  brought 
against  others  could  be  brought  agamst 
themselyes.  There  was  anomer  reason 
often  advanced  why  we  should  not  enter 
into  alliance  with  Bussia.  He  was  al- 
most ashamed  to  mention  it,  but  it  was 
necessary  to  do  so.  There  were  many 
people  who  were  mored  to  action  in  this 
matter  chiefly  by  the  fact  that  the  op- 
pressed races  of  Turkey  were  for  the 
most  part  members  of  the  Greek  Ohurch. 
But  there  were,  on  the  other  hand,  many 
people  who  were  kept  back  from  sympa- 
thizmg  with  those  oppressed  racesbecause 
they  were  members  of  the  Ghreek  Ohurch. 
For  himself,  he  believed  that  with  Chreek 
Church  or  Latin,  or  with  any  other 
ritual,  he  should  feel  the  same  sym- 
pathy ;  and  he  trusted  that  the  Liberal 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons 
would  never  withhold  their  sympathy 
from  him  who  suffered,  whatever  his 
creed  might  be.  There  was  one  other 
point  to  which  he  might  refer.  When 
he  looked  to  the  state  of  Europe  at  the 
present  time  he  saw  something  which 
justified  the  deepest  anxiety.  At  home 
there  was  nothmg  to  fear.  Progress 
mi^ht  be  more  or  less  rapid,  but  the 
mamtenance  of  progress  was  certain. 
It  was  different  abroad.  He  saw  nation 
separated  from  nation  by  feelings  of 
suspicion,  of  jealousy,  of  hate.  Liter- 
national  jealousy  was  so  strong  that 
there  was  not  even  a  free  exchange  of 
thought.  Ideas  and  feelings  would  not 
pass  from  one  nation  to  another.  The 
very  sources  of  intellectual  and  moral 
life  were  poisoned  by  that  jealousy.  If 
anyone  thought  ms  language  over- 
char^ed,  let  mm  visit  the  two  countries 
which  were  supposed  to  be  foremost  in 
the  development  of  civilization — ^France 
and  Germany.  Men  used  to  go  to  Paris 
to  meet  emancipated  intellect  working 
freely,  discussing  all  manner  of  pro- 
blems. If  one  went  thither  now,  and  in 
talking  with  a  Frenchman  broached  the 
subject  of  Germany,  he  would  find  that 
on  that  question  the  mind  of  the  French- 
man was  absolutely  dosed.  The  French 
could  not  understand  anything  good  in 
Germanv.  Thej  hated  tne  name,  they 
hated  the  civilization,  th^  hated  the 
learning  of  Germanv.  In  Berlin,  again, 
we  should,  no  doubt,  find  monsters  of 
learning  to  put  our  ignorance  to  shame ; 
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but  if  we  broached  the  subject  of  P^siiee, 
we  should   find  a  total   inoi^acity  to 
understand  anything  good  in  Fnnoe.  He 
had  hoped  that  the  co-operation  of  the 
Great  Powers  in  connection  with  the 
Eastern  Question  would  afford  an  op- 
portunity of  breaking  down  this  mutual 
hostility.     In  particular,  he   had  ex- 
pected that  the  Conference  at  OonBtan- 
tinople    would    do    much   to   develop 
among  the  nations  of  Europe  a  feeling 
of  common  interest.    He  had  looked  for 
the  inauguration  of  a  rule  of  justice,  and 
for  the  formation  of  a  new  Holy  Alliance 
verv  different  in  its  nature  from  tiiat 
Holy  Alliance  the  obiect  of  which  was 
to  keep  everything  as  it  was.    It  was  to 
be  deplored,  for  the  sake  not  only  of 
Eneland,  but  of  all  Europe,  that  frulure 
haa  attended  the  attempts  to  which  he 
referred.     That  opportunity  had  been 
lost,  but  occasions  would  recur  again 
and  again.    If  the  principles  of  inters 
national  action  which  he  had  endea- 
voured to  explain  should  find  any  ac- 
ceptance in  the  councils  of  this  ooontry, 
there  would  be  no  want  of  opportnnitiet 
to  put  them  in  operation.    Even  within 
the  last  two  or  three  days,  he  under- 
stood, Russia  had  reiterated  the  deter- 
mination of  the  Czar  to  make  no  terri- 
torial  aggrandizement.      As    the    war 
proceeded  step  by  step  there  would  no 
doubt  be  stages  at  which  it  would  be  in 
the  power  of  this  country  to  h^p  the 
Czar  in  completing  the  work  he  had 
undertaken.    This  discussion  served  to 
^ve  expression  to  the  feeling,  which, 
m  his  opinion,  was  shared  by  we  majo- 
rity of  the  people  of  this  oountry,  that 
the  power  oi  England  should  be  exerted 
on  behalf  of  justice  in  alliance  with  the 
Czar.    ["No!'']    He  might,  of  course^ 
be  mistaken  in  what  he  had  just  said. 
It  was  a  question  of  the  estimate  of 
public  forces  outside,  and  he  only  went 
on  the  evidence  as  it  had  been  presented 
to  himself.    No  doubt  the  majority  of 
the  Members  of  that  House  were  of  opi- 
nion that  the  judgment  he  had  expreseed 
was  wrong.    But  he  was  not  discouraged 
on  that  account.     There  watched  and 
waited  upon  the  deliberations  of  Parlia- 
ment   an    enfranchised    and    generous 
people ;  and  he  would  be  content,  in  the 
event  of  defeat  in  that  House,  to  go 
before    the    tribunal    of    their    judg- 
ment, to  which  the  pleas  of  humanity 
and  of  justice  were  never  addressed  in 
vain. 
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Ma.  OHAFLIN  :  In  the  remarkable 
■peech  of  the  hon.  Oentleman  who  has 
ha«  jiui  Mt  down^  in  epite  of  the  want 
of  int«neet  with  which  he  charged  vlb 
who  ait  on  thia  aide  of  the  House,  I  am 
free  to  acknowledge  that  it  left  nothing 
to  be  deaired  in  we  frank,  manlj,  and 
■traiffhtforward  arowal  of  the   policy 
which,  in  hia  opinion,  ought  to  be  pur- 
iiued.     Perhapa,  however,  before  going 
into  the  general  matter  of  the  remarlu 
which  I  am  about  to  submit  to  it,  the 
Houae  will  allow  me  to  make  a  few 
r«»marka  on  the  speech  of  the  rid^t  hon. 
Geotleman  the  Member  for  the  U nirer- 
•ity  of  London  (Mr.  Lowe),  made  at  the 
close  of  the  debate  on  Tuesday  nieht. 
The  right  hon.  Oentleman  delivered  a 
•peeofa  on  the  occasion  which  was  full  of 
MTere  and  caustic  criticism  upon  the 
oonduet  of  Her  Majesty's  Gknremment. 
He  oharacterized  it  as   beinff  full  of 
bluttdera,    distinguished   by   faults   of 
judgment  and  temper  and  obvious  con- 
oeahnent.    He  began  with  the  Andrassy 
Note,  and  said  that  document  was  de« 
prived  of  its  grace  by  the  manner  in 
which  Lord  Derby  gave  his  adhesion  to 
it.    I  entirely  dissent  trom  that  opinion, 
but  I  shall  say  nothing  more  about  it. 
He  then  went  on  to  speak  of  the  Berlin 
Memorandum,  and  contended  that   it 
eontained  the  principle  of  a  satisfactory 
iohition  of  this  question.    It  had  been 
r^eoted,   he  said,    by  Her    Majesty's 
(Knrermnent  on   ''small  and  tedmical 
gnmnds."    I  do  not  know  what  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  means  by  ''  small 
and  technical  g^rounds.''    The  "small 
tad  technical  ground ''  on  which  it  was 
rt}6cted  was  that  it  recommended  armed 
mtsrvention  in  the  affairs  of  Turkey  if 
the  proposals  it  contained  were  not  ac- 
ospted  bv  the  Porte.    In  other  words,  it 
popoeed  a  policy  of  coercion,  and  that 
»  precisely  the  policy  against  which  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  was  consistently 
opposed,  and  which  it  is  quite  unpre- 
pared to  adopt  now.      However,  the 
Hght  hon.  Oentleman  went  on  to  charge 
the  Prime  Minister  with  having  spoken 
of  the  massacres  that  occurred  in  Bul- 
Ktria  in  a  spirit  of  levity.    As  I  am  a 
follower  of  the  Prime  Minister  I  feel 
bound  to  vindicate  him  from  such  a 
rharge.    When  it  is  said  that  the  Head 
of  the  Oovemment  is  guilty  of  levity  in 
ngard  to  such  a  question  as  this  it  is  a 
•wdar  not  only  upon  him,  but  upon 
the  Administration  of  which  he  is  the 


head.  Perhaps  the  House  will  allow 
me  to  quote  the  words  of  Lord  Beacons- 
field  himself  with  reference  to  this 
charge.  In  a  letter  to  The  Times,  dated 
September  6,  he  said—- 

'*  There  are  loine  occasions  on  which  a  mis- 
statement, frequently  repeated^  onght  to  be 
notioed.  There  is  such  a  case,  I  think,  in  your 
leading  article  of  yesterday.  I  never  used  such 
an  expression  as  *  an  historical  people,'  to  which 
it  is  difficult  to  annex  a  precise  idea,  or  ever 
sought  to  raise  a  laugh  at  the  more  primitive 
and  speedy  methods  t^ed  by  such  peoples  to  get 
rid  of  their  enemies.  My  stat^ent  was  in 
answer  to  one  that  10,000  Bulgarians  had  been 
submitted  to  torture.  I  was  perfectly  grave 
when  I  replied  that  I  was  sceptical  as  to  such 
occurrences,  as  massacre,  not  torture,  was  the 
custom  of  an  Oriental  (not  historical)  people. 
UnhanpUy,  it  has  turned  out  that  I  was  correct. 
Certaimy,  on  the  occasion  in  question  there  was, 
to  my  surprise,  a  laugh,  but  it  came,  as  I  was 
subsequently  told,  only  from  one  Member.  I 
hope  the  misplaced  laughter  of  another  is  no 
moot  of  the  levity  of  your  obedient  servant, 
BsAcoxsrnu)." 

This,  I  think,  is  a  conclusive  answeri 
and  should  be  accepted  as  such  by  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Oentleman,  howeveri 
went  on  to  argue  that  this  levity  caused 
the  Autumn  a^tation.  Has  it  ever  oc- 
curred to  the  nffht  hon.  Oentleman  that 
there  may  be  changes  of  circumstances 
as  well  as  changes  of  policy  ?  The  Oo- 
vemment at  the  time  of  uie  speech  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield  had  not  received  any 
official  information  of  the  circumstances 
that  occurred  in  Bulgaria,  but  when 
they  received  fiirther  and  fuller  details 
from  Mr.  Baring's  Beport  the  circum- 
stances were  by  no  means  the  same ; 
and  within  the  very  first  week  after  this 
official  information  had  been  received 
the  Oovemment  sent  a  despatch  to  their 
Ambassador  to  be  communicated  to  the 
Porte,  the  severity  and  stringency  of 
which  has  boon  f^equenthr  commented 
upon  in  these  debates.  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  then  referred  to  the  Ghiild- 
hall  speech,  and  said  it  was  an  ungene- 
rous answer  to  the  protestations  of 
Russia.  I  disaereo  entirely  with  that 
view,  and  I  think  the  language  that  was 
used  was  that  of  a  cpreat  Btatesman  who 
deserved  well  of  his  countrymen ;  and 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  would  have 
been  nearer  the  mark  if  he  had  said  that 
it  contained  a  timely,  though,  alas,  an 
ineffectual  warning  to  Eussia.  The 
IMme  Minister,  however,  repeated  that 
language  in  **  another  place,"  which  by 
the  Aulos  of  this  House  we  are  not  per- 
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mitted  to  mention,  and  not  one  of  the 
GolleagueB  or  aappoiterB  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  mare  challenged  the 
etatoment ;  and  I  must  aa;  that  it  wonld 
have  been  more  becoming  if  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  had  re&ained  from 
making  the  charge  in  the  absence  of 
the  Prime  Minister.  The  right  hon, 
Qentleman  the  Ifember  for  Pontefraot 
(Mr.  Ghilders]  in  Ms  s^ieech  made 
one  remark  to  which  I  wish  to  refer. 
He  said  that  the  answer  of  Lord  Derb^ 
to  the  Circular  of  Prince  &ortohakoS 
waa  ill-advised,  violent,  and  provoking. 
I  think,  on  the  other  band,  that  a  more 
dignified  Paper,  and  one  more  deser- 
vc^y  warranted,  was  never  penned  in 
the  British  Foreign  Office.  The  right 
hon.  Gentieman  certainly  did  not  savin  so 
many  words  that  in  the  conduct  of  these 
negotiations  the  voice  of  Her  Majeety's 
Government  waa  the  voice  of  Jacob,  but 
the  hands  were  the  bands  of  Esau,  but 
be  did  insinuate  that,  although  the 
despatch  was  unwillingly  penned  by 
Lora  Derby,  it  was  dictated  by  Loid 
Beaconsfield.  Well,  whose  voice  would 
you  wish  to  hear  in  a  great  and  solemn 
crisis  like  this  but  the  voice  of  the  Prime 
Minister  of  England  ?  But  it  was  not 
only  the  voice  of  Lord  Beaconsfiold ;  it 
was  the  voice  of  Lord  Derby  as  well — 
aye,  and  of  a  united  Cabinet  also,  I  once 
for  all  protest  against  the  insinuations 
that  have  been  made  about  the  existence 
of  divisions  in  the  Cabinet,  based  upon 
reporte  taken  from  evening  newspapers, 
for  which  there  is  not  the  shadow  of  a 
foundation.  I  believe  that  in  the  minds 
of  those  who  make  it  the  wish  is  father 
to  the  thought.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney),  however,  comes 
forward  in  the  boldest  manner  and  urges 
upon  UB  not  only  a  war  policy,  but  a 
policy  of  dismemberment  of  the  Turkish 
Empire.  I  will  only  say  this  with  regard 
to  the  policy  of  coercion  that  is  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  that  it 
comee  a  good  deal  too  late ;  and  when  I 
oppose  a  policy  of  dismemberment,  al- 
though I  am  not  prepared  to  say  what 
Bhould  be  put  in  its  place,  I  am  pre- 
pared to  say  that  if  it  were  to  be  carried 
out  by  Bussia  and  England  Russia  would 
want  a  portion  of  the  spoil,  Germany 
would  want  a  slice,  and  Austria  would  re< 
quire  something.  In  my  opinion,  a  more 
dangerous  policy  conld  not  be  proposed. 
Upon  the  Eesolutions,  or  rauier  what 
were  the  Besolutions  of  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone),  I  have  a 
word  or  two  to  say.  When  I  came  down 
to  the  House  on  Monday  night  I  wss  in 
hopes  that  we  were  about  to  be  oon- 
&onted  at  last  with  a  Motion  which  wae 
meant  to  be  something  more  than  simply 
one  of  those  to  bang  speeches  on,  of 
which  there  have  been  too  many.   I  was 
sanguine  enough  to  believe  that  the  time 
had  at  length  arrived  when  we  were  to 
have  something  more  than  the  irregular 
warfare  which  has  been  pursued  so  long, 
and  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  CIreenwich,  having  taken  a 
careful  survey  of  the  position,  waa  pre- 
pared at  last  to  lead  an  on^ught  on 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  From  what 
took  place  on  Monday  night,  however,  I 
must  say  that  we  are  again  doomed  to 
disappointment.    I  aharo  to  the  fall  the 
bewilderment  of  hon.  Gentlemen  with 
regard  to  the  position  in  which  we  are 
placed,  and  the  change  that  has  come 
over  the  spirit  of  the  dream  of  the  right 
hon.   Qentieman.     I  think  his  courage 
has  failed  him  again  at  the  last  moment, 
and  that  under  a  speech  which  for  force 
and  splendour  the  like  of  which  has 
seldom  been  heard  in  this  House,  he 
has,  to  use  nulitaiy  language,  been  en- 
gaged   in    the    operation    of    what  is 
fenerally  known  as  covering  a  retreat. 
regret  that  more  than  I  can  aay.    I 
always  thought  it  a  grievous  error  on 
the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  a  grave  misfortune  for  the  interests 
of  England  and  of  Europe,  that  this 
question  had  not  been    brought    to  a 
dedrave  issue  the  moment  Parliament 
re-assembled.    I  thought  so  then,  and 
I  think  BO  now,  because  I  hold  it  to  be 
impossible  that  if  there  was  any  real 
diviaion    of    opinion    among    iis    that 
Europe,    and,    moro    especially,     that 
Bussia  should  know  what  the  actual 
opinion  of  the  Parliament  of  this  coun- 
try was  as  to  the  course  she  was  contem- 
plating and  evidently  pursuing.     Even 
now  I  cannot  help  thinking  that,  if  t*"'* 
had  been  done,  if  sucb  an  expreaaon 
of    our  opinion  had    been  elicited    as 
would  have  ahown  to  the  world  and  to 
Bussia  how  much  in  this  country  we 
should  have  been  opposed  to  the  inde- 
pendent action  of  Bussia,  Bussia  would 
have  paused  long,  if  she  had  not  alto- 
gether re&ained  &om  taking  steps  which 
now  were  perhaps  beyond  hope  of  recall, 
and  by  which,  I  fear,  she  is  too  deeply 
committed.   I  may  be  asked  how  it  was, 
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that  holding  these  yiews,  no  one  on  this 
side  of  the  House  felt  it  to  be  his  duty 
to  make  such  a  Motion.  We  could  not 
do  that  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
because  it  would  have  been  moving  a 
Vote  of  Confidence  in  ourselves.  I  do 
not  think  either  that  such  a  Motion 
oould  have  come  from  the  noble  Lord 
opposite,  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition. 
He  is,  at  all  events,  the  recognized 
Leader  on  that  side  of  the  House,  and 
we  had  no  right  to  expect  any  such 
Motion  from  mm;  for  so  long  ago  as 
last  August,  just  before  Parliament  was 
prorogued,  and  in  the  very  last  speech 
ne  m^e,  he  concluded  a  statement  by 
saying  that,  on  the  whole,  he  approved 
of  the  polioy  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  pursued.  Not  so  the  right 
hon.  Gbntleman  who  brought  forward 
these  Besolutions.  He  took  a  very  dif- 
ferent course  last  Autumn,  and  one  that 
disclosed  a  remarkable  state  of  afiPairs, 
the  culmination  of  which,  I  suppose,  we 
witnessed  in  the  events  of  last  Monday 
night.  Very  soon  after  that  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  liffht  hon.  Gentle- 
man fiercely  denounced  Her  Majesty's 
Government  because  for  12  months  or 
more  bethought  their  policy  had  been 
deplorable  and  opposed  to  the  convic- 
tions of  the  people  of  Eneland,  although 
the  recognized  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
had  spoken  of  it  in  terms  of  distinct,  if 
not  emphatic  approval.  I  say  that,  under 
these  circumstances,  it  rested  with  the 
right  hon.  Gbntleman  to  take  the  sense 
and  opinion  of  Parliament  on  the 
subject,  as  soon  as  it  met,  to  obtain  its 
opinion  for  the  information  of  Europe 
and  the  instruction  of  Russia.  I  know 
that  the  state  of  public  feeling  in  this 
country  has  been  raised  during  this  dis- 
cussion, and  the  hon.  Member  for  Lis- 
keard  has  followed  the  example  of  the 
right  hon.  Gbntleman  by  hinting  his 
doubt  as  to  the  House  being  a  fair  ex- 
ponent of  public  opinion  on  this  ques- 
tion. I  remember  that  in  the  Recess 
hon.  Gbntlemen  opposite  were  loud  in 
their  appeals  to  have  the  decision  sub- 
mitted to  the  judgment  of  Parliament. 
One  Member  of  the  late  Administration, 
the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  ^Mr.  Bright),  whom  I 
am  glad  to  see  in  his  place,  went  so  far 
as  to  say  that  the  demand  was  constitu- 
tionally wise,  and  that  if  it  was  com- 
plied with  he  did  not  fear  what  the 
verdict  of  Parliament  would  be.    Par- 
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liament  has  now  been  met  for 
time;  but  I  suppose  that  hon.  G 
men  opposite  find  that  its  verdict  : 
likely  to  be  what  they  wish,  and  si 
they  think  it  right  to  turn  round  a 
talk  of  appealing  again  to  the  coi 
And  what,  let  me  ask,  is  the  feeli 
the  country  ?  I  think  it  will  be  adi 
that  the  people  of  Salford  rep 
very  fairly  the  views  and  the  feeli 
the  people  of  England.  [**No." 
any  rate,  hon.  Gentleman  on  tha 
of  the  House  thought  so  befoi 
election.  The  people  of  Salford 
given  hon.  Gentlemen  the  ai 
They  have  told  the  right  hon.  G 
man  who  has  brought  forward 
Resolutions,  that  in  the  unhapp; 
unfortunate  course  he  has  pursu 
this  question,  he  has  neither  the  ; 
of  this  country,  nor  the  opinion  of  I 
ment  with  him.  Long  ago  he  coul< 
found  out  the  opinion  of  this  Hous 
got  a  verdict  upon  this  deplorable 
tion.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
exercise  of  his  discretion,  did  n* 
whatever  in  the  earlier  stages  < 
difficulty.;  and  it  is  only  now  when 
thing-— persuasion,  protest,  Confc 
and  Protocol — has  been  exhausted 
war  was  begun  and  the  worst  pt 
of  men  were  already  aroused,  tl 
thinks  it  the  convenient  moment  t 
duce  his  five  Resolutions ;  and  w 
due  respect  to  him,  I  may  be  alio 
say  that  anything  more  ill-considc 
impossible  of  fulfilment  than  these 
lutions  cannot  be  very  easily  ima 
Four  of  those  Resolutions  have 
withdrawn.  ["  No,  no."]  Well 
three  of  them  have  been  with( 
P'No,  no."]  Well,  two  of  then 
been  withdrawn.  ['*No,  no."] 
were,  at  all  events,  to  use  the 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  h 
morally,  if  not  materially,  with< 
[**  No,  no."]  Well,  then,  let  u 
pose  that  they  are  all  still  on  the  ! 
and  that  being  the  case,  so  mu 
better,  as  the  House  wiil  have  an 
tunity  of  dividing  upon  them, 
not  be  much  more  wonderful  if  tl 
than  some  of  the  proceedings  the 
cized  on  Monday  night.  I  would 
few  words  on  the  Resolutions,  esp 
on  the  first,  because  in  that, 
opinion,  was  really  contained  the 
ciple  of  them  all.  What  I  und( 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  p 
was  this.     We  were    to  promo 
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concert  of  the  European  Powers,  with  a 
Yiew  to  exact  from  the  Porte  certain 
changes  of  government  in  their  own 
country — that  was  to  say,  we  were  to  join 
with  Bussia  and  the  other  Powers  if 
they  consented  to  coerce  Turkey,  which 
meant  armed  intervention.  I  doubt 
very  much  whether  the  Powers  would 
concert  for  that  purpose.  The  des- 
patches, I  think  with  one  exception, 
lead  to  a  conclusion  the  opposite  of  this. 
The  hon  Member  for  Liskeard  said  that 
Austria  was  prepared  to  adopt  such  a 
course.  I  believe  there  is  a  despatch  in 
which  it  is  stated  that  Austria  at  one 
time  made  a  sort  of  proposal  to  send  the 
united  fleets  to  the  Bosphorus ;  but,  so 
far  as  I  can  remember,  the  proposal 
was  subsequently  withdrawn.  But  there 
is  another  despatch  to  which  I  must  call 
attention.  It  occurs  in  the  Blue  Book 
(No.  1,  1877),  page  452.  It  is  dated 
October  9,  1876,  and  is  written  by  Mr. 
Malet  to  Lord  Derby.  It  contains  this 
passage — 

"  Signor  Helegari  told  me  that  he  had  learnt 
with  much  satisfaction  that  Anstro-Hungary 
had  likewise  refused  to  cooperate  in  the  pro- 
posed intervention  in  the  Turkish  Provinces,  for 
the  presence  of  an  Austrian  occupying  force  in 
Bosnia  would  be  a  serious  embarrassment  to 
Italy,  and  would  arouse  questions  which  are 
happily  at  present  dormant." 

But,  after  all,  if  there  was  so  much  effi- 
cacy in  the  policy  of  coercion,  why  were 
we  not  told  of  it  when  the  Session  com- 
menced? Why  did  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Qreenwich  content  himself 
with  saying  at  Taunton  that  he  wished 
to  impress  on  the  people  the  duty  of 
watching  Her  Majesty  s  Government? 
Why  did  he  not  state  frankly  what  was 
in  his  mind— that  coercion,  and  coercion 
alonC)  was  the  policy  they  ought  to 
pursue  ?  War  had  not  then  begun,  and 
there  was  a  chance,  at  any  rate,  that  the 
threat  of  coercion  might  have  had  the 
effect  of  maintaining  the  general  peace. 
But  now  that  that  time  has  gone  by, 
and  as  Turkey  is  in  the  midst  of  her 
trouble,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  unfair,  if 
not  cowardly,  to  propose  any  such  mea- 
sure. What  fair  reasons  can  be  assigned 
for  the  proposed  change  in  the  course  of 
policy  towards  Turkey  which  has  been 
followed  by  English  statesmen  for  so 
many  years?  Surelv  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
is  not  the  man  to  ask  them  to  do  that. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
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plead  that  the  reason  why  tksy  ahoold 
take  such  a  course  was  the  long  Byifim 
of  oppression  on  the  part  of  Tanwy; 
because,  whatever  might  have  beoi  dis 
faults  of  the  Porte  in  this  reject,  th«j 
had  been  condoned  by  the  nghi  htUL 
Gentleman  himself,  whoee  GovenmMiil 
solemnly  renewed  the  Treaty  of  1S56  in 
the  year  1871.  Nor  can  it  be  founded 
on  uie  absence  of  any  dinKMition  on  tlu 
part  of  Turkey  to  fulfil  ner  obKgatkai 
after  the  Crimean  War ;  because  on  the 
authority  of  the  right  hon.  Geotleouui't 
own  Gbvemment  it  was  stated,  that  in 
1872,  tiiose  obligations  were  being  faiilj 
fulfilled,  and  that,  as  a  class,  the  Ohi»- 
tian  subjects  of  the  Porte  had  no  oavst 
to  complain.  Therefore,  it  is  to  later 
events  that  we  must  look  for  the  aihafig«s 
of  policy,  and  I  suppose  that  the  reeeons 
assigned  would  be  the  maeaaerea  of 
Bulgaria;  and,  if  so,  it  is  only  right  that 
we  should  know  everything  with  reiw- 
ence  to  those  massacres.  Some  peopls 
seemed  to  imagine  that  the  Tuzka  wen 
entirely  responsible  for  those  Tunaeacrwi. 
But  I  believe  that  Russia  haa  to  bear 
her  share  of  the  guilt  which  hma  beat 
showered — ^I  own  with  so  mueh  jiutics 
— on  Turkey.  What  do  we  find  in  ths 
Blue  Book?  Despatch  after  deapatck 
bears  upon  this  point,  and  aa  thia  u  a 
part  of  the  question  which  haa  beat 
somewhat  overlooked,  I  hope  the  Hooss 
will  allow  me  to  read  one  or  two  abort 
extracts.  I  find,  on  the  27th  of  July, 
Mr.  Dupuis,  referring  to  the  deetmeCioB 
of  Peroushtiza, 


**  M.  Gueroff,  the  Roasian  Contol  of  Fh3ip> 
popoli,  now  absent,  ia  said  to  be  the  chiaf  cana* 
of  this  di8a«ter."-{ 7\irAvy,  No.  I.  (1877),  p.  M.] 

That  is  confirmed  on  the  11th  of  Angoft 
by  Sir  Henry  Elliot,  who  aaya,  in  a 
despatch  to  Lord  Derby — 

"  A  letter  from  Mr.  Baring  receiTwl  Terterday 
contains  these  words : — *  There  is  not  the  sHgfat- 
est  doubt  that  the  Roasian  Conanl  at  Amp- 
popoli  had  a  leading  part  in  creating  th*  lata 
insurrection.'  "— [/W.,  p.  20.] 

It  is  said  the  insurrection  was  promoted 
not  by  Begular  troops,  but  by  the  Baahi 
Bazouks,  and  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Ghreenwich  asks  who  employed  the 
Bashi  Bazouks.  Here  is  an  anaww, 
thouffh  I  admit  not  a  complete  and 
satisfactory  answer.  On  the  12th  of 
September  Sir  Henry  Elliot  wrote  to 
Lord  Derby — 
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^  The  Qrand  Y iiier  atBerto  that  tho  penon 
iDj  TBRiQiitible  for  the  genenl  Mining  of  the 
lAMnedjuQB  WM  Mahmoud  Paaha,  who,  acting 
der  the  influence  of  the  Raflidan  Ambassador, 
foBed  to  send  the  troops  applied  for  hj  the 
ttkorities."— [i>»<f.,  p.  263.] 

do  8ay  if  we  attentiTely  etudy  the 
uses  of  the  inBurrectioii,  we  can  come 
no  other  condusioii  than  that,  if  Tur- 
vy   ia    guilty,  Raasia  must  bear  her 
fare  of  the  blame.    Shocking  and  hor- 
Ue,  therefore,  as  the  massacres  hare 
MB*  they  form  no  adequate  reason  for 
lopting  a  change  in  our  traditional 
Dlusy  by  joining  with  Bussia  in  coercing 
"orkey  for  crimes  for  which  Bussia  is 
aitly  herself  responsible.    I  confess  I 
111  to  see  how  the  wants  of  humanity 
ttd  justice  are  to  be  secured  by  coercion; 
kor  do  I  see  how  one  nation  should, 
inder  the  circumstances,  be  punished 
nd  the  other  allowed  to  go  free.     ''  My 
libiect,"  said  the  right  hon.  Genileman, 
*iB  the  peace  of  me  world,"   and  he 
irould  accomplish  that  object  by  armed 
Intervention,  and  by  bringing  six  instead 
of  only  two  of  the  Powers  into  collision. 
Ifae  light  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that 
Bie  Qoremment  have  failed  entirely,  but 
I  belieTe  that  they  have  tried  everything 
whieh,humanly  speaking,  couldhavebeen 
tried,  to  prevent  war ;  and  the  country 
which  was  responsible  for  it  was  Bussia. 
If  Bussia  ever  wanted  peace,  peace  we 
should  have  at  this  moment ;  but  as  she 
wanted  war,  a  war  is  now  being  waged 
in  Asia  and  in  Europe,  the  Umits  of 
which  no  man  can  foresee.    No  Govern- 
ment, I  think,  has  ever  had  a  more  dif- 
ficult task  to  contend  with,  but  its  diffi- 
culties  and    complications  were    in    a 
ten-fold  degree  intensified  by  the  course 
which  was  pursued  by  the  right  hon. 
Ckntleman  in  the  Autumn.     I  do  not 
complain  of  that  great  outburst  of  na- 
tanl  sympathy,  so  far  as  it  refle()ts  the 
generous  action  of  the  English  nation. 
I  eaw  nothing  in  it  but  what  every  Eng- 
lishman migpht  be  justly  proud ;  but  if 
these  are  the  last  words  which  I  may 
uttor  in  this  House,  I  did  denounce,  and 
will  continue  to  denounce,  those  who,  at 
a  risk  of  inciting  a  war  which  might 
bad  to  a  general  conflagration  of  Eu- 
rope, to  the  prejudice  of  any  arrange- 
ment of  peace  which  might  have  been 
made,  did  not  scruple  to  use  for  political 
ends,  the  best  f eelinp^s  of  our  nature,  the 
generous,  noUe  instinots  of  the  English 
people.    Can  there  be  anyone  who  does 


not  feel  that  upon  the  leaders  of  that 
movement,  who  nad  made  such  a  series 
of  attacks  upon  the  Government,  a  large 
share  of  responsibility  for  the  present  un- 
unhappy  position  in  which  Europe  is  now 
placed  rests  ?    I  ask,  would  the  armies 
of  Bussia  have  been  moved,  but  for  the 
speeches,  writings,  meetings,  and  pam- 
pnlets  of  the  right   hon.  Gentleman, 
misrepresenting  as  they  did  the  feelings 
and  opinions  of  the  people  of  England? 
And  then  there  was  the  pamphlet  which 
has  been  so  often  referred  to,  which 
some  have  called  ''famous,"  and  which 
was  translated  and  published  among  the 
Bussian  people.    With  all  these  things 
the  question  which  I  have  asked  might 
well  be  asked ;  but  I  should  be  sorry  to 
answer  it  were  I  in  the  place  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich.  God  forbid 
that  I  should  impute  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aught  but  the  best  and  high- 
est motives.    I  would  scorn  to  do  so  of 
a  man  who,  however  much  I  might  dis- 
agree with  him  on  political  grounds,  is 
an  honour  to  his  country.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  an  appeal  to  this 
House  on  Monday  which  wrung  from 
foes  as  well  as  friends  a  tribute  of  en- 
thusiastic admiration,  not  only  for  its 
eloquence  and  power,  but  also  for  the 
unmistakeable  convictions   and  sympa- 
thies by  which  it  was  inspired.    But 
why  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not 
allow  to  those  on  this  side  of  the  House 
a  small  portion,  at  any  rate,  of  those 
feelings  which  Uiey  as  much  honoured 
as  himself.    For  myself,  I  would  say — 
"  Give  to  the  Porte  a  further  time  of 
trial  and  probation  for  the  execution  of 
the  reforms  which  she  promised  tmder  * 
the  watchful  vigilance  of  the  Powers, 
but  free  from  the  ever-pressing  curse  of 
unscrupulous  interference."  I  know  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  disagrees  with  me 
and  I  will  not  venture  for  a  moment  to 
put  my  opinion  against  that  of  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman ;  but  I  will  quote  an 
opinion,  the   weight  and    authority  of 
which  ihe  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be 
the  first  to  recognize.     What  said  the 
man  of  iron  will,  to  whose  ability  and 
experience    the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
testified  with    so  much    eloquence    on 
Monday  ? — 

**  Give  them  (the  reforms)  a  fair  trial  and  they 
may  turn  out  to  be  a  reality,  and  in  that  case 
perhaps  the  better  for  wearing  the  semblance 
of  a  voluntary  act.  Should  they  prove  a  failure 
the  pressure  might  surely  be  renewed  with  a 
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better  ahow  of  reaaon  and  a  better  proapeot  of 
aucceas." 

Those  were  the  words  of  Lord  Stratford 
de  Bedcliffe,  a  man  who  was  par  excel- 
lence  the  greatest   authority  upon  the 
Eastern  Question ;  and,  in  the  face  of 
that  opinion,  has  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man nothing  better  to  offer  than  the 
cruel  and  bitter  charges  he  has  made 
against  Gentlemen  on  this  side,  because, 
with  one  common  object,  our  policy  is 
different  from  his  ?  I  am  grateful  to  the 
House  for  the  kindness  with  which  they 
have  heard  me,  and  I  will  detain  them 
only  a  very  few  minutes  longer.    I  can- 
not help  feeling  that  it  is  too  late  now 
to  undo  or  recall  the  past ;  we  have  only 
to  deal  with  the  present  and  the  future. 
What  is  the  duty  of  England  in  the 
present  crisis  ?  is  the  question  on  every 
lip,  and  which  we  have  to  decide.    I 
believe  that  duty  to  be  this — to  maintain 
a    strict    and     severe     neutrality,     to 
minimize  and  limit  as  far  as  may  be  the 
area  of  the  war,  to  seek  the  earliest 
opportunity  of  restoring  peace,  and  to 
abstain  from  all  and  every  interference 
as  long  as  the  interests  of  Britain  permit. 
But  neither  the  ridicule  which  has  been 
so  unkindly  cast  upon  us,  nor  taunts  nor 
sneers    about  British  selfishness    shall 
tempt  me  to  forget,  even  though  others 
may  not  remember,  what  those  interests 
at  this  time  really  mean.     They  mean 
the  welfare,  the  happiness  of  200,000,000 
subjects  of  the  Queen.   If  it  were  selfish- 
ness to  govern,  for  their  good,  races  de- 
pendent upon  us  by  the  civilizing  pro- 
gress of  the  West,  to  foster  and  develop 
material  happiness  and  prosperity  in  the 
East,  to  give  the  people  there  equal 
laws,  to  mete  out  even-handed  justice — 
if  that  be  nought  but  selfishness,  if  the 
Government  and  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  the  self-sacrificing   efforts    of  the 
servants  of  the  Queen  to  rescue  from  the 

Sangs  of  famine  and  from  agonizing 
eath  the  starving  millions  of  our  people, 
then  I,  for  one,  am  content  to  accept  the 
charge,  and  say  that  a  higher  duty,  a 
nobler  task  no  Minister  or  Statesman 
could  desire  than  to  guard  and  defend 
such  interests  as  those.  Our  duty  in 
addition  is  to  watch  and  wait  in  readi- 
ness and  armed  preparation  with  this 
fixed,  steady  purpose  in  our  minds — that 
Bussia  shall  never  set  foot  in  Constan- 
tinople while  we  have  a  man  or  a  gun  to 
prevent  it ;  that  our  highway  to  India 
shall  be  kept  free  and  open  to  us  for 
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ever,  if  our  ships  bare  to  8we«p  ths 
Mediterranean  to  effect  it.  It  is  for  tlia 
Government  to  decide  what  measorea 
and  preparations  it  may  be  for  them  to 
take  for  that  purpose.  I  would  remiad 
them,  however,  of  a  pregnant  sentenoa 
or  two  assigned  to  Lord  Dalhoosie,  who 
presided  over  the  Eoyal  Comnuason  of 
1866— 

'*  Recent  eventa,  however,  have  tao^it  w 
that  we  must  not  rely  in  fatiu«  on  haTing  tiiu 
for  preparation.  Wara  will  be  sadden  in  thm 
coininencement  and  ahort  in  their  duration,  a&d 
woe  to  Uiat  oonntry  which  ia  not  prepared  to 
dcdfend  itaelf  againat  any  contingency  that 
may  arise,  or  combination  that  may  be  zovmrd 
against  it.'* 

I  would  ask  the  question — "Are  w» 
prepared  at  this  moment  ?  "  I  trust  that 
before  long  we  shall  be  told  by  thow 
who  are  responsible  that  the  positioa  of 
this  country  will  be  one  of  armed  and 
complete  preparation,  as  well  as  of  strict 
neutraiity.  It  is  by  Uiese  conaideratiom 
that  the  policy  of  England  must  be 
guided  at  the  present  crisis  —  not  is 
haste,  not  in  panic,  not  in  horrj;  but 
with  the  firm,  unalterable  determinatkwi 
which  becomes  us  as  Englislunen  and 
Members  of  the  British  House  of  Com- 
mons, that  by  that  standard  of  our  in- 
terests, of  our  duties,  and  our  rights, 
we  as  a  nation  will  ei^er  stand  or  nil 
Mb.  MITCHELL  HENBY  :  Mr. 
Speaker, — If  I  may  be  allowed  to  sded 
out  of  the  numerous  speeches  to  whick 
I  have  attentively  listened,  that  wludi 
most  nearly  expresses  my  own  views  u 
to  the  Eastern  Uuestion,  I  should  sriect 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemsn 
the  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter), 
because  it  was  founded  on  his  own  re- 
cent experience  in  the  East,  and  it  tho- 
roughly comprehends  all  that  I  have 
thought  and  nave  often  expressed  as  to 
Turlush  rule  in  Europe,  of  which  I  ha?e 
had  a  personal  knowledge  for  more  thso 
30  years.  I  speak,  however,  only  for 
myself;  I  have  no  authority  to  repre- 
sent the  views  of  any  of  my  Parliamen- 
tary Colleagues :  indeed,  as  a  body  we 
have  no  collective  views  on  this  subject, 
but  I  will  daim  to  represent  the  feeUngi 
of  my  own  constituents.  The  county  of 
Gal  way  has  always  supported  the  oause  of 
the  oppressed  Christians  of  the  East, 
never  with  so  much  power  and  effect  sa 
when  it  was  represented  by  my  late  Col- 
league, Sir  William  Qregory,  whose 
speeches  in   1860  on  the  atrocities  in 
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Crete  riveted  the  attention  of  the  country 
not  more  by  their  generosity  and  their 
truth  than  by  the  classic  beauty  of  the 
language  in  which    he    clothed  them. 
But,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  go  even  fur- 
ther, and  boldly  claim  on  behalf  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  that  it  is  a  calumny  to 
assert,  as  some  do,  that  they  care  nothing 
for  the  sufferings  of  the  Eastern  Chris- 
tians because  they  are  not  of  their  own 
faith ;  and  if  anyone  had  the  hardihood 
to  appear  on  a  platform  in  Ireland  to 
maintain  that  because  Eussia  has  op- 
pressed the  Boman   Catholic  Poles,  or 
because  she  now  grievously  oppresses 
the  unhappy  Catholics  in  her  Empire, 
that  therefore  we  are  to  maintain  the 
hated  rule  of  the  Turk,  and  to  assist  him 
to  keep  in  misery  and  subjection  those 
who,  like  ourselves,  find  rest  for  their 
souls  under  the  shadow  of  the  Cross,  I 
venture  to  say  he  would  be  driven  away 
with  execration.    The  Irish  people  sym- 
pathize with  human  suffering  wherever 
it  is  to  be    found.      They,   Sir,    have 
learned  from  their  own  unhappy  history 
to  keep  ever  fresh  in  their  hearts,  and 
often  on  their  lips,  that  beautiful  and 
pathetic  prayer  in  which  we  call  upon 
the  common  Father  of  all  mankind,  **  to 
show  pity  upon  all  prisoners  and  cap- 
tives, and  upon  all  who  are  desolate  and 
oppressed."     But  it  has  been  asked — 
Wny   was   Ireland    silent  during    the 
Autumn,  when  England  and  Scotland 
were  agitated  from  one  end  to  the  other 
^y  the  Bulgarian  atrocities  ?  The  answer 
is  not  difficult  to  find.    The  Irish  people 
disbelieve  in  the  sincerity  of  Parties  on 
either  side  of  this  House,  and  remem- 
bering their  own  experience,  doubt  the 
genuiness  of  the  cry  of  humanity  which 
coincides  with  the  cry  of  a  political  com- 
bination.    They  know  from  the  testi- 
mony of  their  own  fathers,  and  from  the 
despatches   of  Lord  Comwallis  during 
the  Irish   Rebellion,  that    rapine  and 
flame,  lust  and  murder,  everywhere  ac- 
companied the  march  of  His  Majesty's 
troops,  till  their  very  commander  cried 
out  m  shame  and  anger  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day.    They  remember  the 
putting  down  of  the  Indian    Mutiny, 
when  men  were  blown  from  guns,  and 
their  limbs  scattered  to  the  winds  of 
Heaven,  because,    in   pursuance  of   a 
policy   which    seemed   to    have    been 
Dom  of  Hell,  advantage  was  taken  of 
the  belief  of  these  Hindoos  that  in  such 
a  mode  of  death  they  lost  both  soul 


and  body.  An  hon.  Gentleman  ex- 
claims that  it  was  a  common  Indian 
punishment.  Will  he  contend  that  if 
we  go  to  Corea,  we  are  to  adopt  cruci- 
fixion as  a  punishment,  because  it  is 
common  there  ?  Nor  do  the  Irish  for- 
get that  during  the  Jamaica  insurrec- 
tion it  was  thought  a  notable  and  praise- 
worthy discovery  that  excellent  and  en- 
during cats  could  be  made  of  piano  wire. 
Turning  now  to  the  present  debate,  I 
must  say  that  nothing  nas  filled  me  with 
more  sorrow  than  the  tone  of  half  tho 
speeches  that  have  been  delivered — 
speeches  that  may  fittingly  be  described 
as  recriminatory  speeches.  Hon.  and 
right  gon.  Gentlemen,  on  one  side  or  the 
other,  seem  to  think  more  of  taunting 
each  other  than  of  the  greatness  of  the 
subject,  or  of  the  many  and  momentous 
interests  involved.  Why,  say  the  Go- 
vernment supporters  to  this  side,  did  you 
not  do  so  and  so  when  you  were  so  long 
in  office?  Why,  answers  the  Opposi- 
tion, did  you  so  word  such  a  despatch  ? 
Why  did  you  neglect  such  and  such  a 
recent  opportunity?  I  am  weary  ut- 
terly of  hearing  of  Treaties  and  des- 
patches. '*  A  plague  on  both  your 
Houses."  All  your  Governments  are  in 
fault;  the  House  of  Commons  is  in 
fault ;  the  country  is  in  fault ;  and,  like 
great  national  faults,  the  stain  will  not 
be  wiped  out  without  bitter  retribution. 
We  stand  on  this  subject  of  Turkish  op- 
pression in  the  same  position  as  the 
United  States  stood  as  regards  slavery. 
For  long  years  the  Northern  States, 
knowing  the  evil,  deploring  the  sin,  for- 
bidden as  it  was  by  their  own  Constitu- 
tion, connived  at  slavery,  sacrificed  their 
most  cherished  convictions,  all  for  the 
sake  of  the  almighty  dollar,  and  for  an 
ignoble  peace.  But  at  last  the  time  came 
when  the  patience  of  the  nation  was  ex- 
hausted, and  at  the  Convention  of  Lea- 
venworth the  people  said — Thus  far,  and 
no  further.  Then  was  raised  the  dread- 
ful veil  that  concealed  the  Civil  War, 
and,  through  untold  suffering,  the 
United  States  set  free  the  slave,  and 
paid  the  penalty  of  its  sin.  So — God 
grant  it  may  be  without  the  suffering — 
must  it  be  with  us.  The  massacres  of 
Bulgaria  have  filled  the  cup  of  endur- 
ance to  overflowing,  and  the  knell  of 
Turkish  tyranny  at  last  has  sounded. 
But  you,  the  Conservative  Party,  during 
the  American  War,  acted  exactly  the 
part  you  are  acting  now.     Your  cry 
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then,  as  now,  was  for  British  interests, 
and  you  thought  that  the  break-up  of 
the  great  American  Bepublic  was  to 
serve  the  cause  of  British  interests — ^let 
slavery  continue  for  ever,  so  that  the 
States  be  rent  in  twain.  And  now  Bri- 
tish interests  demand  the  integrity  of  the 
Turkish  Empire,  let  Christian  peoples 
be  kept  for  ever  in  bondage  more  gall- 
ing, in  a  tyranny  more  appaUing,  in 
abominations  unequalled  except  in  the 
descriptions  and  denunciations  of  St. 
Paul.  And  how  has  your  boasted 
diplomacy  served  you  ? — that  diplomacy 
which  no  man  can  depend  upon,  and 
which  never  tells  the  truth,  as  I  will 
proceed  to  show.  In  1868  we  had  the 
Cretan  debates,  and,  as  usual.  Lord 
Stanley,  then  a  Member  of  this  House, 
minimizes  and  denies.  In  July,  1869, 
the  present  Baron  Dowse  asked  how  the 
Sultan  was  fulfilling  his  solemn  promises 
to  the  Christians,  and  Mr.  Otway,  then 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  answered  ''most  satisfactorily.'' 
In  April  of  next  year  Sir  David  Wedder- 
burn  inquired  about  the  unhappy  people 
of  the  Sporades  Islands,  and  again  Mr. 
Otway  answers,  **the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment is  removing  all  real  grounds  of 
complaint,  and  any  dissatismction  and 
disturbances  are  all  owing  to  people  in 
London,'*  just  as  now  Christian  nsings 
are  owing  to  people  in  St.  Petersburg. 
In  July  of  the  next  year  Sir  John  Gray 
— and  I  am  glad  that  it  is  Irish  Members 
who  have  always  interfered — repeated  the 
inquiry ;  and  Viscount  Enfield,  who  had 
succeeded  to  the  office  and  to  the  tradi- 
tions of  our  foreign  policv,  again  gave 
the  stereotyped  reply.  Next  year,  on 
the  5th  August,  1872,  Sir  John  Gray— 
and  I  will  quote  the  exact  words — 
inquired  of  Viscount  Enfield — 

**  If  he  would  inform  the  Home  whether  the 
authoritiee  of  the  Ottoman  Porte  are  giving 
effect  to  the  provieione  contained  in  variouB 
edicts  issued  b^  the  Sultan  of  Turkey  during 
recent  years  in  favour  of  hia  Chriatian  sub- 
jects?" 

Let  the  House  listen  to  Viscount  En- 
field's reply — 

**  Sir,  the  latest  report  received  from  Oonatan- 
tinople,  received  two  days  ago,  states  that,  aa  a 
g[eneral  rule,  the  edicts  in  favour  of  the  Chris- 
tians are  fairly  carried  into  effect,  and  that  as  a 
class  they  have  no  reason  for  comphiint'* — 
[3  JTisfiMn/,  ooxiii.  454.] 

And  it  is  just  the  same  now — the  Fo- 
reign Office  is  the  last  to  hear,  the  Bri- 
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tish  Consuls  who  have  been  so  loaff  in 
the  East  that  they  have  ceased  to  look 
on  things  with  English  eyes,  are  the 
last  to  understand  that  anything  is 
wrong;  and  if  it  had  not  beeoi  for  the 
enterprize  of  the  Press,  and  the  daring 
of  the  newsj^aper  correspondents,  all  tbe 
horrors  denied  so  long  by  offidab  would 
have  been  kept  back  from  the  people  of 
this  country.  But  if  we  woula  under- 
stand the  ins  and  the  outs  of  this  ques- 
tion, we  must  carefuUv  distinguish  be- 
tween  the  official  Turk  and  uie  lower 
classes  of  Moslems,  and  it  must  not  be 
supposed  that  the  ChristianB  alone  were 
oppressed.  On  the  contrary,  nothing 
oan  be  worse  than  the  condition  of  the 
villagers  both  in  Turkey  and  in  £g7^ 
Amongst  the  lower  Mussulmans  jron  will 
often  nnd  fidelity,  truth,  hospitality,  a 
sense  of  justice,  as  well  as  the  aobnetj 
and  resignation  which  their  reUgioQ 
teaches  them.  But  for  the  anti-hnmsn 
type  you  must  go  to  the  man  who  fiun» 
the  taxes,  or  to  Uie  Turk  who  has  gra- 
duated in  the  saloons  of  London  or  of 
Paris,  and  who,  with  a  splendid  femt- 
fulness  of  the  Koran,  has  oontractM  a 
taste  for  the  good  thhigs  and  the  cham- 
pagne of  the  West.  Let  me  read  to  the 
House  a  few  lines  describing  thedis- 
racter  of  the  Turkish  Gbvemment — 

"  Wherever  the  Turk  ia  eaffered  to  pradflai* 
Bate  and  to  he  implicitly  oheyed,  liriiif,  cor- 
ruption, extravagance,  and  penury  mark  h» 
rule;  and  wherever  he  is  too  feeble  to  exert 
more  than  a  doubtful  and  a  nominal  antbcrit? . 
the  system  of  Government  that  prevaila  is  tlir. 
of  uie  Arab  robber  and  the  lawless  HigWaiU 
chieftain." 

These  were  the  words,  not  of  some 
noyelist  or  fanoiful  writer,  they  were  the 
words  of  your  own  Ambassador,  Sir 
Henry  Bulwer,  in  1860,  Lord  DaUisg, 
as  he  afterwards  became,  knew  the  offi- 
cial Moslem  well;  and  it  is  related  of 
him  that  when  he  once  went  to  Cairo  to 
observe  for  himself  as  to  whether  slans 
were  still  bought  and  sold,  he  qoistlj 
got  his  information,  and,  accepting  in 
Uie  politest  wa^  all  the  official  assur- 
ances given  to  him,  put  on  his  cloak  one 
evening,  and,  attenaed  by  two  or  three 
Kavasses,  walked  straight  up  to  the  hoas* 
where  he  knew  the  sale  was  going  oa  u 
briskly  aa  ever.  And  I  have  more  than 
once  told  the  Gtovemment  in  this  Hoom 
that  if  it  will  even  now  bid  its  Oonsol  as* 
his  eyes,  he  will  find  cargoes  of  siaveson 
the  Nile,  not  far  from  Oaizo,  paasiDg 
under  the  noses  of  the  Provincial  Oover* 
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non,  notwithstanding  all  the  asfluranoea 
of  the  Fdreign  Office.    Thia  I  mention 
in  pairing  as  an  illustration  of  the  worth- 
leasneaa  of  onr  diplomatio  system — none 
so  blind  as  those  who  will  not  see.    It 
is  not  through  our  diplomatio  Staff  that 
we  know  what  has  passed  and  is  passing 
in  tha  East.    It  is,  I  repeat,  the  news- 
napor  oorrespondents — ^those  brave  and 
loariosa  men  who  hare  not  feared  to  tell 
the  truth — that  have  aroused  the  Eng- 
lish people,  and  at  last  hare  extorted 
from  nnwilUng  officials  a  confirmation  of 
the  hideous  tsies  of  massacre  and  out- 
rage.    But,  Sir,   we  are  now  brought 
iaoe  to  face  with  this  terrible  Eastern 
Question,  to  settle  it,  I  hope,  for  ever. 
On  the    one  hand  we  have  3,000,000 
of   Mussulmans    keeping    in    bondage 
11,500,000  Christians,  and  who,  if  the 
Christian  nations  had  been  united,  would 
have  been  liberated    long    ago.      The 
Turic  invariably  yields  to  what  he  calls 
his  Kismet  or  Fate ;  he  has  a  tradition 
that  he  is  not  to  remain  in  Europe,  in 
wUoh  he  is  a  lawless  intruder,  of  which 
there  can  be  no  better  proof  than  that  all 
Constantinople  Turks  bury  their  dead 
in   Asia,    lest   the   hated  foot  of  the 
Oiaour  should  one  day  tread  upon  their 
graves.    Suppose  we  reverse  the  picture ; 
would    11|500,000    Mahomedans,    who 
really  do  believe  in  their  religion,  have 
sa£Eered    3,000,000  Christians  to    hold 
them  in  this  abject  subjection  ?    And  do 
vou  think  that  the  Turk  credits  you  with 
believing  in  your  own  religion  r    No— 
to  him  you  are  an  unbelieving  dog — he 
despises  the  Christian  in  his  neart,  he 
tolmUes  him  when  it  is  not  worth  while 
to  crush  him,  and  when  Englishmon  and 
Members  of  Parliament  go  to  Constan- 
tinople and  accept  the  cajoleries  and  the 
dtlicate   hospitalities    of    some    astute 
Pssha,  and  come  back  here  to  sound  the 

Eof  the  civilised  Turk,  they  onlv 
the  contempt  and  scorn  which 
Lssnlman  entertains  for  the  Chris- 
tisn  race.  It  is  a  false  issue  to  put  it 
as  It  has  been  put  in  this  debate,  that  to 
hate  Turkish  tyranny  is  to  love  Russian 
oppression.  It  is  no  question  between 
KiMsia  and  Turkey — it  is  the  question 
between  lustioe  and  mercy  and  foul 
wrong  and  oppression ;  between  a  Chris- 
teutf  whion,  imperfect  as  it  may  be, 
fit  contains  within  it  that  element  of 
aural  development  and  of  social  pro- 
psss  which  iqypertains  to  every  bcdiever 
la  Christy  but  is  impossible  in  the  ortho- 


dox Mahomedan.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Eslington)  told  us  the  other  day 
that  we  oueht  to  be  tender  with  the 
Turk  when  he  does  not  admit  Christian 
testimony  against  a  Mussulman,  because 
the  Koran  ^rbids  it.  Why,  Sir,  that  is 
the  very  reason  why  we  must  get  rid  of 
the  Turk.  So  long  as  he  is  an  orthodox 
believer,  it  is  impossible  for  him  to  do 
justice  to  the  Christian ;  and  this  is,  in 
truth,  the  secret  of  your  diplomatic 
failures.  Then  we  are  told  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone)  has  dis- 
covered a  new  policy.  It  is  no  such 
thing.  In  1865,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  in  the  debate — 

*^  A  great  object  of  European  policy  is  to  pre- 
Tent  the  eztennon  of  the  Kuflsian  power  in  the 
direction  of  Conttantinople ;  " 

and  this,  I  believe,  is  his  doctrine  now. 
[Mr.  Gladstoke  made  a  gesture  of  as- 
sent.]— 

*'  The  best  reaiatance  (continued  the  right  hon 
Membor  in  the  flame  speech)  to  be  offered  to 
Russia  is  bv  the  strength  and  freedom  of  the 
countries  which  will  have  to  resist  her.  You 
want  to  place  a  living  barrier  between  Russia 
and  Turkey,  and  there  is  no  barrier  like  the 
breast*  of  free  men." 

These,  Sir,  are  noble  sentiments,  and 
for  my  part  I  elect  to  stand  on  them. 
The  European  Powers  will  never  allow 
the  extension  of  Russian  acquisition 
south  of  the  Danube,  or  permit  to  her 
the  possession  of  Constantinople;  but 
that  we  Christian  men  should  connive  at 
these  hideous  wrongs,  on  some  fanciful 
speculation  that  Russia  mav  one  day 
possess  the  Danubian  Principalities — a 
thing  incredible  so  long  as  Austria, 
Hung^ary,  and  Germany  continue  to 
eidst — is,  to  my  mind,  altogether  inex- 
plicable. But,  then,  we  are  told,  there 
IS  the  Euphrates  Valley  and  English 
interests  in  the  East.  Who,  lot  me  ask, 
is  wise  enough  to  tell  us  what  are  Eng- 
lish interests  in  the  East?  Has  the 
House  forgotten  the  history  of  the  Suez 
Canal?  The  greatest  statesman  of 
modem  times,  the  most  experienced 
Foreign  Secretary,  the  most  skilful 
diplomatist,  from  first  to  last  opposed 
the  making  of  the  Sues  Canal,  because, 
in  his  opinion,  it  would  be  contrary  to 
British  interests.  Yet,  if  he  had  lived, 
Lord  Palmerston  would  have  learned 
that  the  existence  of  the  Suez  Canal 
has  immeasurably  served  the  cause  of 
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Britisli  interests,  and  of  Britisli  Eastern 
power.  A  railway  through  the  valley  of 
the  Euphrates  would  be  an  enormous 
blessing  to  mankind,  even  if  it  is  made 
by  Kussia — a  prospect  distant  indeed. 
There  is  no  injury  Kussla  can  do  to  us 
so  great  as  we  can  do  to  surselves  when 
we  desert  the  principles  of  our  fore- 
fathers, and  refuse  to  recognize  the 
voice  of  humanity  in  our  dealings  with 
our  co-religionists  in  the  East  of  Europe. 
We  may  lose  our  own  self-respect  in 
idle  panic ;  we  may  lose  the  respect  of 
the  World,  and  the  affection  of  those 
races  that  will  yet  be  free ;  but  if  there 
is  a  repetition  of  the  massacres  and 
crimes  of  the  Autumn,  and  the  Conser- 
vative Party  adopts  the  tone  and  the 
semi-indifference  of  the  past — the  Go- 
vernment, with  all  its  majority,  will  be 
swept  away  by  the  awakened  anger  of 
the  subjects  of  the  Queen,  and  no  other 
will  be  able  to  stand  in  its  place  that 
fails  to  remember  that  the  watchword  of 
a  Christian  people  should  be  "do  justice 
and  fear  not." 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBAED  was  desirous 
of  giving  some  explanation  of  the  part 
he  had  taken  at  the  meeting  held  in  the 
Guildhall  last  Autumn,  and  of  the  course 
he  intended  to  adopt  in  reference  to  the 
question  now  before  the  House.  All 
England  was  thrilled  with  horror  at  the 
terrible  events  which  had  happened  in 
Bulgaria,  and  the  City  of  London  was 
among  the  foremost  to  express  its  opi- 
nion on  the  subject  at  the  great  meeting 
to  which  he  had  referred.  Resolutions 
were  unanimously  adopted  on  that  occa- 
sion which  were  subsequently  presented 
to  Lord  Derby,  and  these  Uiree  points 
were  especially  insisted  upon — first,  an 
expression  of  horror  at  the  atrocities 
perpetrated  in  Bulgaria,  and  of  sympa- 
thy with  the  suffering  Christians  of 
European  Turkey;  second,  an  expres- 
sion of  utter  despair  of  any  amendment 
on  the  part  of  the  Turkish  Gt>vemment 
in  it«  course  of  misrule ;  and  the  third 
was  an  appeal  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  use  such  means  and  influence  as 
they  possessed,  in  concurrence  with  the 
other  Great  Powers  of  Europe,  to  bring 
about  not  only  an  immediate  amend- 
ment in  the  government  of  Turkey,  but 
to  obtain  securities  for  the  future.  He 
need  not  comment  upon  the  course  of 
policy  which  had  been  pursued  from 
that  dav  to  this,  or  on  tiie  many  re- 
markable events  which  had  signalized 
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the  policy  of  this  ooontxy  during  ih* 
last  18  months.  He  would,  howerver, 
state  his  belief  that  the  emtmmxm,  of 
feeling  which  had  proceeded  from  the 
citizens  of  London  was  shared  bj  the 
whole  country  and  by  the  Members  of 
Her  Majesty*s  (Government.  One  onfor- 
tunate  feature  of  the  controversy  whidi 
ensued  was  that  so  much  personal  feel- 
ing had  been  mixed  up  in  the  matter, 
and  so  many  unfounded  charges  made 
in  reference  to  the  conduct  of  publie 
men  who  ought  to  have  been  far  above 
suspicion.  As  to  the  course  which,  in 
his  opinion,  should  have  been  porsaed 
in  dealing  with  Turkey  daring  the  pro- 

Sress  of  the  negotiations  on  the  Eastern 
uestion,  he  maintained  that  if  the  9th 
Article  of  the  Treaty  of  Paris,  which 
insured  the  territorial  integrity  and  in- 
dependence of  the  Porte,  was  to  be  re- 
garded as  involving  a  perpetnal  obli^ 
tion,  anything  like  effective  intervention 
on  the  part  of  the  (Great  Powers  in 
favour  of  the  Christians  was  out  of  the 
question.  The  Turks  were  too  astnte 
not  to  see  what  effect  that  Article  mnst 
have  in  Europe,  and  therefore  they 
never  gave  heed  to  anything  in  the 
shape  of  moral  persuasion.  K,  too,  it 
was  laid  down  that  remonstrance  on 
their  behalf  was  in  no  event* to  be  fol- 
lowed by  coercion,  our  dealings  with  the 
(Government  of  Turkey  mnst  in  the  same 
way  be  deprived  of  the  slightest  effi- 
cacy. If,  however,  a  remonstrance  had 
been  made  to  the  Porte,  nndilnted  and 
unqualified  by  any  declaration  of  doubt 
as  to  the  mode  in  which  it  was  to  be 
enforced,  the  Turks,  he  believed,  must 
have  submitted  to  the  pressure,  seeing 
that  the  disparity  of  strength  between 
them  and  the  Ghreat  Powers  was  so 
enormous.  Suppose  it  were  said  that 
by  taking  that  nrm  course  they  would 
have  been  in  danger  of  coming  into 
actual  collision,  his  answer  would  be 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  adopt  any 
policy  without  running  that  risk.  But 
why  should  there  be  such  a  morbid 
feeung  against  taking  a  bold  course, 
because  of  the  risk  of  collision,  when 
the  oountiy  had  a  ^preat  Army  and  a 
great  Navy  f  War  unplied  a  saorifioe 
of  blood  and  of  treasure,  and  this  ooun- 
try  had  never  refused  to  shed  and  ex* 
pend  them  in  the  cause  of  humanitj. 
The  country  would  not  shrink  from  wsr 
if  the  cause  was  one  that  she  could 
engage   in   as   a   duty.     There   were 
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now  certain  propositions  before  the 
House,  and  he  must  state  that  the  feel- 
ings which  he  entertained  at  Guildhall, 
and  when  he  went  as  one  of  the  deputa- 
tion to  Lord  Derby,  were  exactly  ex- 
pressed in  the  first  two  Besolutions  of 
nis  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Greenwich.  He  could  not,  however, 
▼ote  in  favour  of  those  Kesolutions,  be- 
cause his  right  hon.  Friend,  who  was 
instinct  with  so  generous  a  feeling  on 
behalf  of  suffering  humanity,  made  in 
the  course  of  his  forcible  speech  so 
serious  an  impeachment  of  the  Go- 
▼emment  that,  differing  absolutely  from 
him  in  his  view  of  their  conduct,  he 
thought  it  would  be  wrong  of  him  to 
give  his  assent  to  the  Besolutions  as 
the  outcome  of  that  speech.  Still  less 
did  he  find  himself  able  to  concur  in 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Christchurch  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff); 
and  therefore,  without  retreating  in  the 
least  from  any  of  the  opinions  which  he 
had  expressed,  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty 
to  abstain  from  supporting  by  his  vote 
any  of  the  Besolutions  now  before  the 
House.  He  wished,  in  conclusion,  to 
observe  that  he  deeply  regretted  the 
imputation  of  tinworthy  motives  which, 
in  dealing  with  this  question,  pervaded 
too  often  the  speeches  of  even  eminent 
public  men. 

Mb.  LAING  claimed  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  in  rising  to  speak  upon  the 
question,  inasmuch  as  he  nad  in  connec- 
tion with  it  refused  office  some  20  years 
ago.  It  seemed  to  him,  he  might  add, 
that  apart  from  the  wording  of  the  Be- 
solutions of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Greenwich,  there  were  two 
great  and  paramount  objects  which  he 
had  in  view  in  proposing  mem — the  first 
being,  by  means  of  an  appeal  to  the 
House  and  the  country,  to  mistrate  the 
efforts  of  those  who  were  endeavouring 
to  eet  up  a  Bussian  scare  in  order  to 
drin  us  into  war.  In  addition  to  this, 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  being  challenged 
to  say  what  he  wanted,  laid  down  in  his 
third  and  fourth  Besolutions  the  outline 
of  a  broad,  wise,  and  generous  national 
policy.  Yet,  while  he  heartily  concurred 
m  that  policy,  he  thought  its  assertion 
was  of  less  importance  at  the  present 
moment  than  the  prevention  of  a  Bussian 
scare  which  might  drift  us  into  war.  If 
that  policy  could  have  been  adopted  by 
the  Mouse,  or  by  the  oountxy  at  an 
earlier  period—if  at  the  time  Lord  Salis- 


bury was  at  Constantinople  and  the 
Coi^erence  was  still  sitting  such  a  line 
had  been  followed — ^he  believed  that  all 
the  horrors  of  war  might  have  been 
averted  and  that  a  great  and  beneficent 
end  might  have  been  attained.  At  the 
same  time,  hostilities  having  now  broken 
out,  he  must  admit  that  it  was  open  to 
considerable  question  whether  it  would 
be  wise  for  the  House  to  lay  down 
any  abstract  Besolutions  of  policy  for 
the  future — to  lay  down  any  Besolutions 
which,  tmder  the  varying  conditions  of 
military  events,  might  not  prove  alto- 
gether applicable.  There  were  some 
Members  of  the  Opposition  who  objected 
to  a  policy  of  coercion  as  being  likely  to 
lead  to  war,  and  as  the  persistence  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  might  have  led  to 
great  divisions  on  that  side  of  the  House 
and  neutralized  the  effect  of  the  first  two 
Besolutions,  the  wise  cmd  patriotic  course 
had  been  adopted  of  sacrificing  the  minor 
to  the  major  object,  and  the  result  was 
that  the  Liberal  Party  would  go  to  a 
united  vote  on  the  question.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that  there  were  a  great 
many  persons  who,  in  their  hearts,  really 
desired  that  England  should  take  part 
in  a  war  with  Turkey  against  Bussia. 
It  was  evident,  also,  that  that  was  the 
general  tone  of  what  was  called  West- 
end  opinion  on  the  subject.  One  could 
scarcely  go  to  a  club  or  to  a  West-end 
dinner  party  without  finding  that  three 
men  out  of  every  four  were  so  blinded 
with  antipathy  to  Bussia  that  they  were 
incapable  of  calmly  reasoning  on  the 
question,  and  evidently  had  no  wish  ex- 
cept to  see  a  repetition  of  the  conflict  in 
the  Crimea.  But  what  about  West-end 
opinion  on  other  matters  ?  What  about 
the  opinion  of  the  West-end  of  London 
during  the  war  with  America  ?  Would 
not  that  opinion,  had  it  been  acted  upon, 
have  involved  this  country  in  a  war  in 
support  of  the  Southern  slaveholders  as 
against  the  Northern  States?  Again, 
was  not  West-end  opinion  strongly  ad- 
verse to  the  formation  of  the  great  Ger- 
man Empire ;  and  had  the  establishment 
of  that  Empire  proved  prejudicial  to 
British  interests?  Was  it  not,  on  the 
contrary,  one  of  the  greatest  safeguards 
in  connection  with  those  interests  r  The 
same  might  be  said  with  respect  to  Italy. 
West-end  opinion  had  been  entirely  op- 
posed to  a  free  and  independent  Italian 
Kingdom;  but  such  a  Kingdom  now 
existed,  and  could  any  person  doubt  that 
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it  was  best  for  English  interests  that 
there  should  be  a  free  and  independent 
Italy?     On  all  these  questions  events 
had  proved  that  West-end  opinion  had 
been  entirely  wrong.    At  the  time  of  the 
Orimean  War   there  were    reasonable 
pounds    of   apprehension    of   Bussia. 
Germany  was  not  then  an  united  Em- 
pire;   Austria  had  just  been  rescued 
from  ruin  by  a  Eussian  Army.    FranoOi 
Eussia,  and  England  were  the  only  three 
Gbreat  Powers  who  were  able  to  move  in 
the  Eastern  Question;  and  if  we  had 
refused  the  invitation  of  France,  it  was 
possible  that  Eussia  might  have  been 
strong  enough  to  take  Constantinople. 
Now  the  conditions  of  the  problem  were 
changed.    The  preponderance  of  mili- 
tarv  force  was  on  the  side  of  Germany 
and  Austria,  and  it  would  be  as  difficult 
for  Eussia  to  go  to  Constantinople  with- 
out their  leave  as  for  her  to  go  to  Vienna 
or  Berlin.    Germany  and  Austria  might 
also  be  left  to  take  care  of  the  mouths 
of  the  Danube.    But  then  we  were  told 
that  we  must  look  at  Asia.    Now,  he 
had  heard  the  question  of  a  Eussian  in- 
vasion of  India  discussed  on  the  spot  by 
men  of  great  military  knowledge  and 
experience.    He  would  first  remind- the 
House  of  the  opinion  of  Lord  Hardinge, 
a  great  warrior  as  well  as  a  statesman, 
who,  in  1847,  being  asked  to  give  his 
views  to  the  Government  of  that  day, 
said  that  India  could  only  be  approached 
by  Eussia  through  Afig;hanistan  and  the 
KhyberPass.  Suchan  invasion  was,  how- 
ever, for  military  reasons,  impracticable, 
or,  if  it  were  attempted,  a  Eussian  Army 
could  be  met  by  a  superior  force.     **  As 
to  a  Eussian  invasion  of  India,"  said 
Lord  Hardinffe,  **  depend  upon  it,  it  is  a 
political    nightmare.''      That  despatch 
was  referred  to  a  still  higher  authority, 
and  the    Duke  of  Wemng^n  said  — 
**  Lord  Hardinge  is  quite  right.    Eely 
upon  it  you  have  nothing  to  apprehend 
from  Eussia  in  that  quarter.^      Since 
that  time  our  position  in  India  with 
regard  to  a  Eussian  invasion  had  been 
enormously    strengthened.      The    Sikh 
State  and   Scinde    were    then  hostile. 
Afghanistan  was  also  opposed  to  us  in 
consequence  of  the  unwise  invasion  into 
which  we  were  hurried  by  a  Eussian 
scare  exactly  identical  with  that  which 
so  many  people  were  t^ing  to  get  up  at 
the  present  time.     We  had  now  the 
Punjaub,  the  Sikh  State,  and  Soinde, 
which,  so  far  from  being  hostile,  now 
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formed  the  strongest  bulwark  against  a 
Eussian  invasion  that  we  oould  poeeiUy 
possess.    Then  as  regarded  AfghaniMany 
as  long  as  we  pursued  the  sensible  poliey 
of  Lord  Canmng  and  Lord  Lawrenoe— - 
which  had  been  observed  for  some  yean 
past — of  keeping  out  of  all  oomplioationB 
with  that  count^,  and  letting  its  people 
know  that  we  had  no  desire  to  interfm 
with  their  independence— what  had  we 
to  apprehend  from  them  ?    If  Afghanis- 
tan was  invaded  by  a  Eusnan  force  with 
a  view  to  a   subsequent  attack  upon 
India,  the  Afghans  most  gravitate  to 
our  side,  for  they  would  ki^w  that  the 
Eussians  would  never  withdraw  firom 
their  territory.     Unless,  therefore,  we 
were  going  to  adopt  an  entirely  new 
policy  we  had   notning  to    fear  from 
Afghanistan.     The  cure,   in  ah<fft,  he 
would    suggest    for   those    who    were 
afflicted  wim  Eussia  on  the  brain  was 
a  course   of  physical  geography.     If 
those  who  held  such    alarmists  views 
upon  the  subject  were  only  to  take  muk 
a  lesson  as  is  ordinarily  given  to  a  child 
in  a  National  School,  they  would  learn 
that  there  was  such  a  range  as  the  Hima- 
laya mountains,  the  lowest  pass  of  which 
was  higher  than  the  top  of  Mont  Blanc, 
which  barred  the  way  to  India,  leaving 
but  one  road  open  by  the  Yalley  of  the 
Emphrates,  which  terminated  in  the  («^ 
de-ioe  of  the  Persian  Oulf,  where  one 
British  ironclad  could  stop  the  legions 
of  Eussia.    And  what,  he  would  ask, 
was  the    amount  of   impediments  with 
which  a  Eussian  Army  of  Invasion  must 
necessarily  be  encumbered?    Why,  for 
every  fighting  man  sent  to  the  f^t 
there  would,  according  to  carefdl  calco- 
lation,  be  required  two  camels,  and  one 
horse  and  a  half.    An  army  of  60,000 
Eussians  would  require  100,000  camds, 
75,000  horses,  and  in  addition  to  that, 
they  should  have  500,000  camp  followers. 
Whv,  then,  were  we  to  get  up  a  scare 
on  the  subject  of  a  Eussian  invasion  of 
India,  which  would  cost  us  millions  of 
money  ?    It  was  the  most  lidiooloos  ooo* 
ception  which  could  enter  the  mind  oi 
man — to  use  the  words  of  Lord  Hazding«« 
it  was  a  political  nightmare.    Ho  had 
never,  whatever  his  own  private  symps- 
thies  might  have  been,  swerved  £r^  the 
policy  of  non-intervention,  nor  wonld  b« 
do  so  now  but  for  the  Bulgarian  ttro- 
cities,  for  which  he  oonsiderM  that  Eng- 
land was  morally  responsible,  though  1m 
did  not  advocate  a  policy  of  QniirotisD 
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for  the  redress  of  grievances  all  the  world 
OTer.     It  had  been  said  that  Bussia  had 
been    guilty  of   atrocities   in  Poland; 
but  if  that  were  so,  we  were  not  in  any 
sense  responsible  for  them.    If,  however, 
they  considered  the  case  of  the  Christian 
subjects  of  the  Porte  they  could  not  but 
see  that   England  was  morally  respon* 
sible    for   what  had  occurred,   having, 
amon^   other  things,  set  Turkey  up  as 
the  result  of  the  Crimean  War.    The 
Bulgarian  massacres  drew  the  attention 
of  this  country  to  what  Turkish  misrule 
reaUy  naeant,  and  marked  an  era  in  the 
Sastem    Question.      There    were  two 
theories  which  had  been  held  in  regard 
to  Turkey — the  one,  the  old  tradition  of 
the    Sn^Iish  Foreign  Office  which  ex- 
cluded all  mention  of  Turkish  misdeeds. 
On  the  other  hand,  we  had  the  theory  of 
traTellers,    newspaper    correspondents, 
missionaries,  and  others  who  visited  the 
country,  all  of  whom  concurred  in  stat- 
ing that  the  Christian  inhabitants  were 
subjected  to  a  grinding  misgovemment 
which  no  man  could  tolerate  for  a  mo- 
ment when  he  saw  the  slightest  means 
of  mtting  out  of  it.     In  the  case  of  the 
Buligarian     atrocities    they    had     Mr. 
Schuyler  and   27is  Daily  NiWB   Corre- 
spondent maintaining  that  awful  atro- 
cities  had   been   committed;  and  they 
had  Sir  Henry  Elliot  and  the  English 
officials  generally  ignoring  them  as  long 
as  it  was  possible  to  do  so.    A  crucifd 
experiment  was  made  by  the  sending  of 
Mr.   Barings — a   witness  of  whose  im- 
partiality l£ere  could  be  no  doubt,  and 
the  result  of  his  Beport  was  that  the 
Foreiflp  Office  and  official  theory  was 
exploded,   and   the   theory    as    to  th^ 
existence  of  oppression  and  the  com- 
mittal of  atrocities  established,  and  if 
there  were  the  slightest  desire  on  the 
part  of  Turkey  to  put  a  stop  to  that  state 
of  things,  why,  he  asked,  had  not  the 
known    authors  of  the  atrocities  been 
brought  to  justice?    It  was  impossible 
to  r^y  upon  Turkey  doing  anytiiing  in 
order  to  reform  her  institutions  and  her 
internal  administration,  and  he  could  not 
understand  this  country  standing  by  and 
approving  a  do-nothing  policy  of  the 
kind.    If  he  believed  in  the  existence  of 
the    aggressive    designs    attributed  to 
Bussia,  he  should  be  the  last  man  to 
advocate  the  staking  of  England's  for- 
tone^  upon  a  losing  card;  but  he  had 
no  such  belief.    The  Turkish  cause  was 
on  the  ebb.    The  Turks  did  not  even 


keep  up  their  population;  they  had  no 
trade,  nor  did  they  till  the  soil.  As  far 
as  he  knew,  no  Turk  ever  made  a  com- 
petent fortune  by  honest  industry; 
whereas  the  Christian  subjects  of  the 
Porte  had,  wherever  they  were  not  ab- 
solutely exterminated  by  the  dominant 
race,  increased  trade,  tilled  the  soil, 
educated  their  children,  and  promoted 
the  best  interests  of  the  human  race. 
Therefore,  by  taking  up  the  cause  of  the 
Turks  England  would  be  lending  herself 
not  only  to  a  bad,  but  to  a  losing  cause, 
which,  if  patched  up  now,  would  rise 
again  in  the  course  of  a  few  years,  and 
at  a  time  when  its  settlement  on  a  satis- 
factory basis  would  not  be  nearly  as 
easy  as  at  the  present  time.  At  present 
Germany  and  Austria  were  united  in 
the  same  great  interests  as  ourselves; 
whereas  if  fiie  difficulty  were  now  patched 
up,  who  could  say  that  France,  having 
recovered  her  military  power,  might  not 
enter  into  a  league  with  Bussia  to  allow 
her  to  do  as  she  liked  at  Constantinople, 
in  return  for  aid  to  recover  Alsace  and 
Lorraine?  The  effect  of  our  present 
policy  of  doing  nothing  to  settle  the 
Eastern  Question  might  result,  therefore, 
in  our  being  obliged  to  see  Bussia  do  as 
she  liked  in  the  East,  or  in  our  being 
obliged  to  engage  single-handed  in  one 
of  the  greatest  European  wars  the  world 
had  ever  seen.  As  to  the  distrust  and 
antipathy  to  Bussia  now  so  commonly 
expressed,  if  they  compared  the  con- 
duct of  Bussia  throughout  the  ne- 
gotiations with  that  of  Turkey,  he 
thought  it  impossible  to  avoid  coming 
to  the  conclusion  that  so  far  from 
Bussia  having  determined  upon  war 
from  the  commencement,  there  never 
had  been  a  moment  at  which  Turkey 
might  not,  by  simply  choosing  to  say  yes 
to  the  minimized  demands  of  her  anta- 

gonist,  have  averted  the  war.  Turkey 
ad  made  no  concessions,  nor,  indeed, 
had  she  taken  any  steps  to  promote 
European  peace;  whereas  Bussia  had, 
among  other  tlungs,  emancipated  her 
serfs — one  of  the  grandest  measures  in 
the  advancement  of  progress  that  the 
world  had  ever  seen.  In  fSact,  there  was 
no  point  of  comparison  between  Bussia 
and  Turkey  in  which  the  former  was 
not  infinitely  superior.  Much  stress  had 
been  laid  upon  the  encouragement  which 
the  agitation  in  this  coimtry  had  given 
to  Bussia ;  but  he  asked  if  no  encourage- 
ment had  been  given  to  Turkey  by  tiie 
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Aylesbury  and  Mansion  House  speeclies 
of  Lord  Beaconsfield.  He  agreed  with 
Lord  Carnarvon  that  a  policy  of  sus- 
picion against  Bussia  was  ungenerous 
and  hateful,  and  the  sooner  we  got  rid 
of  our  Russian  scare  the  better  it  would 
be  for  our  interests  and  our  future  tran- 
quillity. In  conclusion,  he  implored  hon. 
Q-entlemen  opposite  to  consider  the  great 
responsibility  which  would  devolve  upon 
them  if,  for  the  sake  of  a  little  temporary 
advantage,  they  precipitated  a  conflict 
which  would  entail  such  terrible  conse- 
quences on  future  generations. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  considered  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich,  by  speaking  upon  his  Reso- 
lutions as  a  whole,  had  in  spirit  violated 
the  arrangement  which  had  been  made 
for  the  purpose  of  uniting  the  Liberal 
Party.  The  country  would  not  separate 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  from 
his  Resolutions,  but  would  understand 
that  those  who  supported  his  first  Reso- 
lution practically  committed  themselves 
to  the  spirit  of  the  whole  of  them ;  and 
while  those  who  voted  against  it  would 
be  regarded  as  in  favour  of  maintaining 
neutrality  and  peace,  those  who  sup- 
ported it  would  be  considered  to  have 
voted  for  the  coercion  of  Turkey.  He 
thought  the  course  taken  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich was  worse  than  that  originally 
contemplated,  because  he  now  declined 
to  take  the  responsibility  of  moving  a  Re- 
solution which,  if  it  pointed  to  anything, 
pointed  to  coercion.  Hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite told  the  House  that  the  country 
had  expressed  its  opinion  in  favour  of 
these  Resolutions.  He  entirely  repudiated 
the  notion  that  any  such  expression  of 
opinion  had  occurred.  Meetings  that  were 
called  by  telegram  sent  from  the  Liberal 
Association  in  London  did  not  express 
the  opinion  of  the  people  of  this  country. 
He  had  recently  seen  a  poster  in  certain 
parts  of  London  calling  a  meeting  at 
St.  James's  Hall,  and  headed  with  three 
alarming  words — **War,  war,  war!" 
He  wondered  whether  the  gentlemen 
who  attended  that  meeting  went  to  it 
under  the  notion  that  by  attending  and 
making  speeches  they  were  practically 
preaching  war  instead  of  assisting  to 
prevent  the  Government  from  going  to 
war.  The  recent  meetings  were  of  a 
▼eiy  different  character  from  those  which 
were  held  in  the  Autumn,  and  with  re- 
gard to  which  be  heartily  agreed  with 
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the  Home  Secretary,  in  accepting  them 
as,  on  the  whole,  a  genuine  expression 
of  the  feeling  of  the  country.  He  should 
have  been  ashamed  of  his  country  if  it 
had  not  protested  against  the  atrocities 
in  Turkey.  He  was  astonished  at  an 
expression  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Greenwich  when  moving 
these  Resolutions.  Nothing  should  ever 
be  said  lightly  in  that  House.  Whatever 
was  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
that  House  went  forth  to  the  country  with 
enormous  weight.  He  was  astonished 
that  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  should 
court  popularity  by  endeavouring  to 
set  class  against  class.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  attempted  to  make  out 
that  on  this  point  the  West-end  of 
London  was  an  opponent  of  the  Chris- 
tian cause.  He  (Mr.  Ritchie)  denied 
that  there  was  the  slightest  foundation 
for  such  an  assertion.  [**  Oh ! "]  He 
challenged  any  hon.  Member  to  give 
even  the  shade  of  a  proof  that  such  a 
feeling  existed.  He  maintained,  on  the 
contrary,  that  the  West-end  of  London 
was  a  friend  of  the  Christian  cause  and 
of  every  good  cause.  He  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
believed  the  Bulgarian  atrocities,  and 
the  misgovemment  and  the  oppression 
of  Turkey,  were  as  much  detested  by 
those  who  sat  on  his  side  of  the  HoQ9e 
as  they  were  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Opposition  benches;  but  he  could  not 
help  expressing  regret  that  such  strong 
and  vigorous  denunciations  of  those 
outrages  and  cruelties  as  those  of  the 
Home  Secretary  had  not  been  heard 
more  frequently  from  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House.  For  himself,  he  had 
not  the  slightest  sympathy  with  the 
Turkish  Gt)vemment,  whose  Christian 
and  Mohamedan  subjects  alike  had  been 
oppressed  to  a  degree  which  even  yet  we 
failed  fully  to  understand.  The  Turkish 
Provinces  had  in  the  oppression  to  which 
they  had  been  subjected  sufficient  justi- 
fication for  their  insurrection  to  render 
any  inquiry  as  to  the  existence  of  Rus- 
sian intrigue  unnecessaiy ;  but  while  he 
and  those  who  sat  on  &e  OonservatiTe 
side  of  the  House  entertained  the  greatest 
sympathy  for  the  downtrodden  subjects 
of  the  Porte,  and  were  ready  by  all  peace- 
ful means  to  endeavour  to  obtain  for  them 
better  government,  until  their  increased 
intelligence  and  strength  enabled  them 
to  secure  self-government,  they  protested 
against  the  means  which  it  was  the  un- 
mistakeable  object  of  the  Party  opposite 
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to  adopt — ^namely,  to  go  into  the  field 
side  bj  side  with  Buseia  to  coerce  Tur- 
key.    He  was  aware  that  Turkey  had 
broken  ber  promises,  and  he  was  quite 
ready  to  admit  that  this  country  was  to 
blame    for  having  allowed  those   pro- 
mises to  remain  so  long  unfulfilled.     We 
undertook  a  peculiar  responsihility  in 
that    matter  after  the  Crimean  War; 
but  as  for  the  greater  part  of  the  time 
whicb  bad  since  elapsed  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  bad  been  in  power,  and  they  were 
themselves  chiefly  answerable  for  what 
bad   bappened.    But  though   Turkey's 
promises  in  the  past  had  been  thus  un- 
fulfilled, they  need  not  despair  that  she 
would    show  herself  determined — now 
that  tbe  eyes  of  Europe  were  upon  her — 
to   carry  out  a  different  policy  in  the 
future,  if  her  request  for  a  little  more 
time  and  a  fair  chance  were  granted  her. 
In  1863,  when  Bussia  was  remonstrated 
with  on  account  of  her  oppression  of  the 
Poles,  she  replied  that  the  restoration  of 
order  was  the  first  condition  of  the  es- 
tablisbment  of  an  improved  administra- 
Idon.      Well,    Turkey    might    say   the 
same  thing.    With  insurrection  in  her 
Provinces    and    an    immense    foreign 
army    on   her  frontier,  it  was  impos- 
sible   for   her,  howeyer    sincerely   de- 
sirous of  doing  so,  to  carry  out  effec- 
tual reforms.     Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
wanted  to  apply  coercion  to  Turkey  by 
means  of  European  concert,  yet  lliere 
was  no   evidence    to  show — but   quite 
the    contrary — that   France,   Germany, 
Austria,  and  Italy,  would  join  in  any 
such  action.     There  was,  moreover,  the 
greatest  possible  danger  in  joint  occupa- 
tion, as  was  illustrated  by  the  case  of 
Schleswig-Holstein.  Prussia  and  Austria 
had  together  occupied  those  Duchies, 
not  for  their  own  aggprandizement,  l)ut 
to  execute  the  will  of  Germany;   and 
what    happened?    The    Duchies    were 
annexed  to  Prussia ;  Austria  and  Prussia 
quarrelled  and  went  to  war  with  each 
other;  and  that  transaction,  he  feared, 
was    the    beginning  of  the  enormous 
amount  of  bloodshed  which  had  since 
been  witnessed  in  Europe.    In  the  pre- 
sent ease  it  was  extremely  probable  that 
a  joint  occupation  of  the  Turkish  Pro- 
vinces would  be   followed    by  similar 
quarrels  between  the  occupying  Powers 
themselves.     There    was    a    revolt   in 
Poland  with  regard  to  the  misg^vem- 
ment  of  Bussia,  the  insurrection  was 
fuppressed  with  the  greatest  amount  of 


of  cruelty,  and  Treaties  were  violated  and 
set  aside.  In  1863  Lord  Eussell  wrote 
that  Bussia  had  duties  towards  other  na- 
tions with  regard  to  Poland,  and  that 
the  condition  of  things  which  had  for  so 
long  existed  in  Poland  was  a  source  of 
danger  not  only  to  Bussia,  but  to  the 
whole  of  Europe.  That  was  the  precise 
language  now  used  towards  Turkey.  At 
that  time  there  was  no  suspicion  of  co- 
ercion breathed;  and  Lord  Bussell  de- 
clared in  the  House  of  Lords  that  it  was 
very  often  expedient  to  make  represen- 
tations to  foreign  Governments  about 
their  affairs  without  being  prepared  to 
push  the  controversy  to  the  extremity  of 
war.  For  himself,  he  did  not  believe 
that  Bussia  was  sincere  in  her  present 
efforts  on  behalf  of  the  Turkish  Chris- 
tians, because,  though  long  before  the 
insurrection  broke  out  her  Ambassador 
possessed  a  powerful  influence  at -Con- 
stantinople, he  had  never  exercised  any 
of  it  to  obtain  better  government  for  the 
Christian  subjects  of  the  Porte.  Again, 
in  all  the  recent  negotiations,  though 
Bussia  had  affected  great  moderation, 
she  had  accompanied  every  proposal  by 
a  menace  which  rendered  it  absolutely 
impossible  for  Turkey  to  assent  to  it. 
The  ^Berlin  Memorandum  was  accom- 
panied by  a  virtual  threat  of  foreign  oc- 
cupation. Then  there  was  the  armistice. 
After  Turkey  had  agreed  to  it,  Bussia 
thought  fit  to  send  an  ultimatum.  Was 
that  anything  like  making  peaceful  ad- 
vances? Again,  when  the  Conference 
seemed  about  to  lead  to  a  peaceful  set- 
tlement, what  did  Bussia  do  ?  She 
mobilized  the  whole  of  her  Army.  Lastly, 
the  Protocol  was  brought  out  as  an  in- 
strument of  peace ;  but  lest  it  should  do 
any  good  it  was  accompanied  by  an  in- 
solent Memorandum  from  Bussia  which 
rendered  it  impossible  for  Turkey  to  give 
way.  Such  proceedings  would  have  been 
exasperating  to  any  people ;  with  the 
fanatical  population  of  Turkey  their 
effect  was  to  render  any  peaceful  ar- 
rangement out  of  the  question.  He  be- 
lieved Bussia  never  meant  peace  from 
first  to  last.  Ht^w  strange  it  was  to  hear 
her  spoken  of  as  the  Apostle  of  tolera- 
tion! He  would  not  speak  of  Poland 
or  Turkestan ;  but  certainly  our  experi- 
ence of  Bussia  was  not  calculated  to  re- 
commend her  as  the  friend  of  oppressed 
nationalities,  or  the  advocate  of  religious 
freedom.  He  remembered  reading  an 
account    of    an   open  -  air    meeting  of 
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students  in  St.  Petersburg,  demanding 
from  Bussia  a  Constitution  similar  to 
that  whioh  Turkey  had  given  to  her 
people.      Eighteen  persons  were  look- 
ing  on  and   dapping  their   hands  — 
14  men  and  four  women — and  Bussia 
sentenced  these  18  persons  to  a  punish- 
ment varying  from  two  years'  imprison- 
ment to   15    years   in    Siberia.      The 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Court- 
ney) had^  spoken   of   the   millions  of 
Qreeks  in  Tiurkey.    Now,  he  had  come 
a  good  deal  into  contact  with  Ghreeks  in 
Turkey,  and,  bad  as  the  Government  in 
Turkey  was,  and  bad  as  the  despotism 
of  Turkey  was,  they  would  ten  thousand 
times  rather  come  under  the  yoke  of 
Turkey  than  imder  the  yoke  of  Bussia. 
A  Ghreek  had  said  to  him — "The  yoke 
of  Turkey  is  made  of  wood,  but  the 
yoke  of  Bussia  is  made  of  iron."     He 
trusted  we  should  never  spend  another 
penny  or  shed  another  drop  of  blood  in 
support  of  Turkey ;  but  there  were  in- 
terests which  we  were  bound  to  main- 
tain.   He  hoped  these  interests  would 
not  be  attacked ;  but,  if  they  were,  we 
must  be  prepai^ed  at  whatever  cost  to 
defend  them.     In  that  respect  he  be- 
lieved Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  were 
acting  in  accordance  with  the  views  of 
the  vast  majority  of  the  people  of  this 
country.   For  his  own  part,  however,  he 
had  no  fear  of  Bussia  invading  India  by 
the  valley  of  the  Euphrates  and  the 
Persian  Oulf,  and  he  tnought  that  be- 
fore she  did,  we  should  be  able  to  give 
a  pretty  g^ood  account  of  her.  He  did  not 
apprehend  that  our  interests  were  threat- 
ened by  any  approach  of  Bussia  in  that 
quarter.    With  regard  to  the  Besolu- 
tions,  he  could  not  consider  the  first  as 
separate  from  the  others.    He  must  take 
them  together,  and,  inviting  us  to  go  to 
war  for  the  purpose  of  coercing  Turkey 
as  they  did,  he  should  certainly  vote 
against  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  (Greenwich, 
and  support  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member    for  Christohurch 
(Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff). 

Mr.  JACOB  BBIGHT  said,  he  rose 
to  support  views  which  had  received 
very  little  support  durinff  the  course  of 
this  debate.  Those  who  had  listened  to 
the  debate  from  the  beginning  would 
admit  that  there  was  something  like  a 
restless  feeling  in  favour  of  intervention 
in  the  Eastern  Question  on  both  sides  of 
the  House.    The  Besolutions  before  the 
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House  were  an  indication  that  nuuiy 
Members  of  the  Opposition  were  is 
favour  of  acting  against  Turkey,  and 
the  speeches  that  had  been  made  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  gave  evidenee 
that  there  were  many  Members  who,  in 
certain  circumstances,  would  not  olriect 
to  act  against  Bussia.  In  the  midst  of  all 
this  conflict  of  opinion  he  adhered  to  the 
view  which  he  had  long  held  in  regard 
to  foreign  affairs.  He  was  in  favour  of 
the  rule  of  non-intervention  in  the  dis- 

Sutes  and  wars  of  other  oountries.  He 
id  not  see  why  they  should  hold  sndi 
views  g^erally,  and  then  when  a  critical 
case  arose,  in  which  its  application  was 
of  special  importance  and  of  great  ad- 
vantage to  the  country,  that  the  prin- 
ciple should  be  dropped.  He  listened 
with  pleasure  and  received  instmotiim 
from  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Orkney  Islands  (Mr.  Laing).  There 
was  one  thing  he  was  struck  with  in  ths 
course  of  his  remarks.  He  told  the 
House  that  he  was  not  a  sentimental 
politician,  and  that  though  he  had  had 
mB  sympathies  during  flie  progress  of 
wars  and  territorial  changes  that  had 
occurred  during  his  life,  he  had  been  in 
favour  of  non-intervention.  Bat  he 
added  that  in  this  particular  case  he 
was  in  favour  of  intervention.  He  was 
sorry  to  hear  that  statement  from  the 
hon.  Member,  because  he  hoped  that  on 
that  question  his  views  coincided  with 
his  own.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that 
he  would  lay  down  the  principle  of  non- 
intervention as  an  inflexible  rule,  from 
which  under  no  conditions  a  coontiT 
should  deviate.  He  would  have  eacn 
case  viewed  by  its  own  conditions.  If 
it  so  happened  that  there  had  been  a 
people  separated  from  England  only  by 
a  border  line,  who  had  suffered  untold 
wrongs  from  generation  to  generation, 
and  tiiat  this  country  had  the  power  to 
intervene  and  offer  protection,  he,  fat 
one,  would  have  been  in  favour  of  inter* 
vention.  But  the  case  before  the  House 
was  wholly  different.  They  were  asked 
to  intervene  on  behalf  of  a  country  which 
was  thousands  of  miles  away,  near  which 
we  had  no  poesessions,  and  which  was 
not  on  the  path  to  any  of  our  possesaioiis, 
which  with  its  mixed  populations,  each 
with  its  own  separate  aim,  offered  the 
most  difficult  problem  that  ever  con* 
fronted  a  statesman  or  conqueror.  Again, 
Turkey  had  powerful  neiffhbonra  in 
Bussia  and  Austria,  both  ruung  over  a 
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race  kindred  to  its  own  oppressed  sab- 
jects.  G^ennany,  from  its  geographical 
position,  could  with  a  small  em>rt  exer- 
cise great  influence  in  Turkey.  Italy 
was  a  neighbour.  France  being  a  Medi- 
terranean country  was  much  nearer  than 
ourselves.  We  were  at  the  opposite  end 
of  the  Ck>ntinent.  He  maintained,  there- 
fore, that  if  a  man  who  had  held  the 
doctrine  of  non-intervention  all  his  life 
could  abandon  it  in  this  instance,  he 
might  abandon  it  altogether.  There 
was  great  sympathy  not  long  ago  in  this 
country  for  Italy.  When  she  was 
struggling  for  freedom,  the  rieht  hon. 
Member  for  Gbreenwioh  took  uie  same 
honourable  course  in  regard  to  Italy  as 
he  had  taken  in  regard  to  Turkey.  He 
proclaimed  her  wrongs  to  the  world, 
and  employed  his  great  influence  to  im- 
prove the  condition  of  the  country ;  but 
ne  did  not  reconmiend  that  England 
should  go  to  war.  He  believed  no  re- 
sponsible statesman  in  this  country  re- 
commended that.  We  left  Italy  to  her- 
self and  to  the  neighbouring  nations, 
and  no  Member  of  the  House  would 
regret  that  they  took  such  a  course,  or 
b^eved  that  the  result  would  have  been 
better  if  England  had  intervened.  He 
could  vote  for  the  first  two  Hesolu- 
tions  in  their  amended  form.  Nothing 
would  have  induced  him  to  vote  for  the 
last  two.  He  dissented  from  them  not 
on  mere  verbal  grounds,  but  because, 
as  a  whole,  they  were  a  distinct  procla- 
mation of  the  doctrine  of  intervention. 
They  assumed  that  it  was  wise  and  ad- 
vantageous to  enter  upon  a  difficult  and 
perilous  enterprize  in  order  to  settle  the 
affairs  of  anomer  country.  They  were 
asked,  as  he  understood  it,  to  interfere 
with  Turkey  on  two  grounds — to  protect 
our  own  interests  and  to  protect  the 
injured  subjects  of  the  Porte.  But  what 
were  our  interests  in  Turkey  ?  No  two 
men  ever  defined  them  alike.  The  ex- 
cited men  who  sought  to  drive  the  Go- 
vernment into  war  said  that  changes  in 
Turkey  miffht  interfere  with  the  security 
of  Ind^a;  but  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Orkney  showed  that  the 
connection  between  India  and  Turkey 
was  a  political  nightmare.  We  had,  no 
doubt,  interests  in  Turkey,  as  we  had  in 
every  accessible  spot  on  the  world's 
surface;  but  we  had  no  interests  to 
justify  a  war.  Then,  with  regard  to 
the  subjects  of  the  Porte,  as  our 
presence  had  been  a  source  of  incal- 


culable mischief  to  them  the  best 
service  we  could  render  them  in  the 
future  was  to  cease  to  interfere.  We 
had  been  acquiring  during  the  last 
20  years  a  habit  of  non-intervention. 
Wars  of  great  magnitude  and  signifi- 
cance had  occurred  during  those  20 
years,  and  we  had  abstained  from  any 
kind  of  intervention,  and  would  anyone 
say  that  it  not  been  of  great  benefit  to 
the  country  that  we  had  so  abstained  ? 
If  we  had  intervened  we  should  have 
extended  both  the  area  and  the  duration 
of  war.  Many  hon.  Members,  he  knew, 
looked  with  disdain  upon  the  views  he 
was  expressing.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett)  spoke  a  short 
time  ago  with  something  like  contempt 
of  those  who  preewhed  the  doctrine  of 
non-intervention  in  foreign  affairs.  He 
said  that  all  which  those  who  supported 
the  doctrine  cared  for  was  the  increase  of 
exports  and  imports.  Well,  but  exports 
and  imports  were  of  importance  to  a 
great  part  of  the  population  of  the  coun- 
try whose  means  of  subsistence  were  more 
precarious  than  those  of  tiie  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hackney,  and  exports  and  im- 
ports should,  therefore,  never  be  spoken 
of  with  contempt  in  the  British  House 
of  Commons.  The  truth  was  that  the 
people  who  preached  non-intervention 
did  not  do  so  out  of  regard  solely  for 
the  material  interests  of  me  country,  but 
also,  and  mainly,  for  its  moral  and  in- 
tellectual interests.  They  knew  what 
was  the  condition  of  the  people  of  this 
ooimtry  at  the  beginning  of  the  century, 
when  we  were  plunged  in  constant  war ; 
how  they  were  then  ground  down  and 
neglected.  The  degradation  and  bru- 
tality which  were  stifl  too  often  found  in 
our  population,  had  their  origin  in  the 
intervention  policy  of  past  years.  He 
believed  there  was  nothing  in  history 
which  would  afford  such  a  warning 
against  interference  with  the  affairs  of 
other  countries  as  the  case  of  Turkey. 
They  had  made  gigantic  sacrifices  for 
Turkey,  and  the  result  had  been  a 
gigantic  failure.  Forty  thousand  of  our 
countrymen  who  had  died  or  been  killed 
in  the  very  prime  of  their  manhood, 
were  now  lying  in  Turkish  graves.  We 
had  spent  in  war  £100,000,000,  or,  in 
other  words,  we  had  sunk  £5,000,000 
a-year  for  ever — a  simi  nearly  equal  to  our 
whole  annual  exports  to  Turkey.  Later, 
influenced  by  those  great  authorities 
referred  to  with  so  much  satisfaction  by 
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tlie  hon.  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wight 
(Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane),  we  had  lent  the 
Sultan  some  scores  of  millions  on  his 
personal  security.    Our  ablest  diplomat- 
ists had  been  stationed   at  Constanti- 
nople, the  countnr  had  been  watched  by 
our  Consuls,  ana  these  gentlemen  had 
furnished  us  with  a  mass  of  Blue  Books, 
from  which  only  one  conclusion  could  be 
drawn.    All  these  efforts,  all  these  sacri- 
fices had  been  useless ;  and  yet  on  this 
very  night  in  this  House  men  on  both 
sides  were  planning  fresh  schemes  of 
intervention.     The    hon.   Member   for 
Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney)  was  the  only 
Member  who  had  up  to  the  present  time 
adopted  the  Besolutions    of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich, and  showed  what  they  meant.    It 
would  be  recollected  that  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  Franco-German  War  seven 
men  went  heroically  into  the  Lobby  to 
vote  against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  (Greenwich,  then  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,   because  he 
purposed  to  go  to  some  small  expense 
on  behalf  of  a  meritorious  little  country 
like  Belgium,  dose  to  our  own  shores ; 
but  now  some  of  these  hon.  Gentlemen 
were  ready  to  adopt  the  scheme  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard — a  scheme  of 
intervention  so  great  and  complicated, 
that  nothing  short  of  Providence  could 
deal  with  it.     We  had  failed  in  the 
affairs  of  Turkey,  and  had  retired,  ac- 
knowledging   our   impotence.      Bussia 
had  taken  our  place.    She  imderstood 
the  patient  better  than  we  did,    and 
would  undertake  a  course  of  treatment 
likely  to  be  far  more  successful.     He 
(Mr.  Bright)  was  not  in  favour  of  war ; 
but  there  were  difficulties  in  the  world 
BO  deep  and  tangled  that  nothing  but 
war  could  solve  them.    He  believed  that 
nothing  but  war  could  solve  this  diffi- 
culty ;  and,  seeing  that  war  had  begun, 
he  hoped  that  it  would  not  end  until  it 
had  done  much  to  limit  the  Ottoman 
Power.     On  the  other  side  of  the  House 
the  nerves  of  hon.  Members  seemed  to 
be  disturbed  by  the  idea  of  Bussia  con- 
quering Turkey,  but  that  fear  was  illu- 
sory.   Bussia  had  prudence.    Besides, 
even  if  she  had  not,  the  Powers  in  the 
neighbourhood  had  interests  there,  and 
would,  in  defending  their  own  interests, 
defend  also  those  of  Europe.    Nothing 
certainly  could  be  worse  in  that  part  of 
Europe  than  what  had  been.  Any  change 
must  be  for  the  better.    No  doubt  we 
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had  important  interests  in  ^^flTP^  •nA 
we  could  not  allow  the  Britiiun  unpire 
to  be  out  in  two  by  a  foreign  occapfttica 
of  that  country,  but  there  no  one  vaa 
likely  to  inteiiere  with  us.  As  to  Oon- 
stantinople  and  the  Bosphoros,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  if  the  Government 
would  keep  strictly  to  the  view  e: 
by  the  Home  Secretary,  we  should  hare 
little  fear  of  war.  The  Gt)vemment  had 
tried  to  keep  Europe  at  peace,  and  had 
failed.  They  must  now  keep  England 
at  peace,  and  if  they  succeeded  they 
would  receive  great  support,  both  in  that 
House  and  in  the  country  &oxn  both 
political  Parties. 

Mb.  FOBSYTH  said,  that  he  agreed 
with  the  first  and  second  BesolutionB,  and 
to  a  great  degree  with  the  third  and 
fourth,  but  he  should  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment because  it  spoke  of  ''  Besolutions 
which  may  embarrass    Her  Majesty's 
Government,''  which  he  had  no  wish  to 
do.    If^  however,  the  question  was  Are 
or  No  as  to  the  first  two  Besolutions,  he 
would  vote  for  them  at  all   hasarda, 
and  whatever  might  be  the  oonseqnence. 
He  was  quite  aware  of  the  position  in 
which  he  stood ;  he  did  not  expect  much 
sympathv  from  his  own  side,  and  he  did 
not  ask  it  from  the  other.    There  was  a 
war  party  in  the  country,  and  he  feared 
in  the  House,  but  it  was  not  the  Party 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich, for  in  all  he  had  said  and  written 
there  was  not  a  word  in  favour  of  war 
against  Turkey.    Had  Turkey  been  told 
at  the  Conference  that  Europe  was  de- 
termined to  insist  on  concessions,  Turkey 
would  have  yielded,  and  there  would 
have  been  no  war;   but  she  was  told 
beforehand  that  no  force  would  be  need, 
and  that  led  to  the  failure  of  the  Con- 
ference. There  would  have  been  no  war, 
for  it  miffht  be  as  well  supposed  that 
the  Isle  of  Wight  would  resist  England. 
Scotland,  and  Ireland,  as  that  Turkey 
would  resist  the  united  action  of  Europe 
in  arms.    What  was  to  be  dreaded  ^m 
the  first,*as  Lord  AugustusLoftus  warned 
us  last  September,  was  the  isolated  ac- 
tion of  any  Power,  and  particularly  of 
Bussia.    It  was  undoubtedly  true  that 
many  hon.  Members  entertained  feelingt 
of  bitter  antagonism  to  Bussia,  which 
was  manifested  by  cheers  when  ohargee 
were  made  against  her,  and  was  iodi- 
cated  bv  a  Notice  of  Motion  put  on  the 
Paper  oy  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(Sir  Charles  Bussell),  with  the  object  of 
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throwing  obloquy  on  the  gallant  soldiers 
against  whom  he  fought  in  the  Crimea. 
'Ae  Notice  was  for  an — 

''Addi^n  for  Copy  of  the  Evidence  taken 
'before  a  Court  of  Inquiry  at  Sebaetopol  in  No- 
Tember,  1854,  with  reference  to  the  hatchery  by 
BoBsians  of  the  EngliBh  wounded  whilst  lying 
hdplese  on  the  ground." 

Desperate  efforts  to  drag  ns  into  war 
with  Bossia  were  being  made  by  a  por- 
tion of  the  Press.  There  was  one  journal 
which  used  to  boast  that  it  was  written 
**  by  gentlemen  for  gentlemen,"  but 
from  me  raving  style  it  had  adopted 
lately,  it  seemed  to  be  now  written  by 
maniacs  for  fools.  Its  favourite  device 
was  to  represent  the  Ministry  as  divided 
into  two  hostile  camps,  and  it  spoke  of -a 
''  Cabinet  of  Ck>mpromi8e."  It  said 
lately — 

'<  To  the  fact  that  the  Cabinet  is  a  divided 
Cabinet  we  have  not  been  more  dull  than  A&. 
Edward  Jenkins,  or  the  bloodthirsty  philan- 
thropiBtt  of  The  SpicUUor^  or  the  priests,  women, 
and  foreigners  who  seem  now  to  have  all  the 
writing  in  Th$  Timet," 

It  was  said  of  Pericles  that  he  was 
more  Athenian  than  the  Athenians,  and 
some  of  these  writers  were  more  Mini- 
sterial than  the  Ministxy.  He  would  read 
a  passage  from  a  leading  article  in  JTie 
liMy  Telegraph — 

''  We  must  treat  the  matter  in  a  business-like 
foshion ;  we  must  provide  against  the  worst — 
the  only  safe  course  in  war — determine  that 
Russia  shaU  not  have  the  Straits,  and  settle,  as 
speedily  as  may  be,  the  naval  and  military  plans 
calculated  effectively  to  secure  the  execution  of 
our  win.  These  are  the  resolutions  which  it 
becomes  England  to  take ;  and  when  peace  shidl 
again  bless  tne  world,  we  shaU  have  ample  time 
to  think  and  talk  about  reforms  in  the  name  of 
justice  and  humanity." 

If  this  did  not  look  like  war  he  did  not 
know  the  meaning  of  the  English 
language.  The  excuse  for  this  was  what 
was  cidled  a  regard  for  "British  in- 
terests ; "  but  the  writers  displayed 
ignorance  of,  or  indifference  to,  geogra- 
pny  and  the  opinions  of  competent 
soldiers,  statesmen,  and  writers.  In  ad- 
dition to  the  authority  of  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  and  Lord  Hardinge,  which 
had  been  already  quoted,  he  would  cite 
the  opinion  of  Lord  Palmerston,  then 
whom  there  was  no  man  more  jealous  of 
Russian  aggression,  or  more  careful  of 
the  interests  of  England.  Lord  Palmer- 
ston said — 

''Both   Lord   Hardinge  and  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  seem  to  agree  in  thinking  that  the 
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Kussians  cannot  conquer  India,  and   in  this 
opinion  they  are  clearly  right.'* 

Between  Asia  Minor  and  India  lay  the 
deserts  of  Mesopotamia,  the  kingdom 
of  Persia,  and  tne  mountains  and  de- 
files of  Afghanistan.  And  there  would 
be  the  British  Navy  in  the  Persian  Gulf 
and  the  British  Army  in  the  Punjab. 
Mackenzie's  work  on  Kussia  showed  that 
the  intention  of  transferring  the  capital 
from  the  Neva  to  the  Golden  Horn  was 
not  seriously  entertained  by  Bussian 
statesmen ;  and,  if  the  idea  were  enter- 
tained, those  statesmen  were  not  such 
fools  as  to  encounter  the  resistance 
that  would  be  provoked  by  the  attempt 
to  carry  it  out.  If  Eussia  wer^  victori- 
ous she  would  probably  retain  Batoum, 
Kars,  and  Erzeroum,  and  rectify  her 
Bessarabian  frontier,  but  this  would 
not  threaten  India.  The  Emperor  had 
solemnly  declared  atLivadia  that  he  had 
no  intention  of  acquiring  Constanti- 
nople, and  that,  if  compelled  to  occupy 
Bulgaria,  he  would  only  do  so  provision- 
ally. Could  they,  as  English  Gentlemen, 
beHeve  that  the  Emperor  of  Bussia 
would,  in  the  face  of  all  Europe,  tell  a 
deliberate  lie  ?  His  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Home  Secretary  had  said  the  other 
night  — ''  Let  us  see  if  the  Emperor 
keeps  his  word !  "  [Loud  Ministerial 
cheers. "]  He  hoped  he  did  not  mis- 
interpret those  cheers.  Did  they  mean 
that  the  Emperor  did  not  intend  to 
keep  his  word?  [^Cheers, "]  It  certainly 
looked  very  like  it.  He,  for  one,  would 
not  accept  that  interpretation,  and  the 
conduct  of  Bussia  in  1829  was  a  pre- 
cedent, for  then  she  loyally  kept  her 
word.  She  had  promised  when  she  de- 
clared war  that  she  would  make  no 
territorial  acquisition.  She  conquered 
Moldavia,  Wallachia,  and  Bulgaria,  and 
at  Adrianople  had  Turkey  at  her  feet. 
But  she  gave  back  everything,  and  did 
not  keep  a  foot  of  territory.  Much  had 
been  said  with  reference  to  the  agitation 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  Autumn ; 
but  what  was  the  statement  made  the 
other  evening  by  that  eminently  Conser- 
vative Nobleman  the  Duke  of  Eutland 
with  regard  to  this  subject  ?  He  said, 
instead  of  blaming  the  head  of  the  late 
Government  for  the  part  he  had  taken 
in  what  was  called  the  Autumn  Crusade, 
they  ought  to  thank  him  for  being  the 
means  of  showing  what  was  the  real 
feeling  of  the  country.  The  Home  Se- 
cretary, also,  in  alluding  to  the  meetings 
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wHich  then  took  place,  said  he  should 
have  been  ashamed  if  they  had  not 
taken  place.  Had  they,  or  had  they 
not,  changed  their  opinions  on  that 
subject?  If  they  had  changed  their 
opinions,  it  was  owing  to  these  meet- 
ings. Why  had  he  been  almost  hooted 
down  by  hon.  Members  on  that  side 
of  the  House  some  two  months  ago  for 
haying  expressed  an  opinion  similar 
to  that  of  the  Home  Secretary?  He 
rejoiced  that  those  meetings  had  been 
held.  They  were  a  generous  outburst 
of  public  opinion,  and  he  was  quite 
certain  they  had  done  a  great  deal  of 
good  both  in  this  country  and  in  Europe. 
He  owed  no  political  allegiance  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Gi/eenwich.  [Here  there  was  some  in- 
terruption, and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  turned  round  and  made  a 
remark  to  the  hon.  Member  who  sat  be- 
hind himj 

Mk.  GKEENE  :  Sir,  I  must  ask  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  is  in  Order  in 
addressing  me  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that  it  is 
one  of  our  Eules  that  every  Member 
should  address  the  Chair. 

Mb.  FORSYTH  said,  he  had  been 
pained  by  the  way  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich had  been  attacked.  It  had  been 
said  that  he  had  been  actuated  in  his 
efforts  by  a  low  desire  to  regain  place 
and  power ;  but  he  did  not  belieye  there 
was  a  man  in  the  country  who  in  his  soul 
and  conscience  believed  that  to  be  true. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  live  in 
history  when  the  vast  majority  of  those 
who  sat  in  that  House  would  be  utterly 
forgotten.  Although  he  differed  from  him 
in  many  respects,  and  did  not  agree  with 
him  in  all  things,  even  on  this  question, 
he  was  glad  of  that  occasion  to  do  full 
justice  publicly  to  the  purity  of  his 
motives  and  the  loftiness  of  his  aims. 

Mr.  LEVESON  GOWER  said,  he 
should  not  follow  the  example  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone  (Mr.  Forsyth)  who,  after  approving 
of  the  Resolutions,  had  announced  his 
intention  to  vote  against  them.  He  ex- 
pressed the  satisfaction  with  which  he 
had  heard  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  uie  other 
night.  He  did  not  agree  with  him  en- 
tirely ;  but  there  wore  some  portions  of 
his  address  which  he  considered  emi- 


nently  satisfactory;  and  whit  plsMid 
him  most  was  the  assuranoe  ha  ga?s 
that  the  whole  of  his  OoUeaguea  eii&vly 
agreed  with  his  sentiments.  It  wis  re- 
freshing to  hear  horn  the  benches  oppo- 
site these  manly  denunoiatioiifl  of  tbe 
atrocities  of  Turkey,  and  that  fdH  m- 
tice  was  at  length  done  to  those  who  hid 
taken  part  in  the  autumnal  meefcisn. 
He  thanked  his  right  hon.  Friend  Um 
Member  for  Greenwich  for  bringinff  tor- 
ward  these  Resolutions,  and  believed  tkat 
they  had  elicited  an  expression  of  opi- 
nion from  the  country  which  was  ex- 
tremely serviceable.  They  had  ben 
told  that  the  meetings  had  been  got  up 
by  telegraph ;  if  so,  why  had  not  hoiL 
Members  opposite  also  got  up  meetingi 
in  the  same  way  to  support  their  own 
particular  views  ?  Some  hon.  Membsn 
appeared  to  rejoice  a  few  evenings  ago 
at  the  mpspect  of  a  split  amongst  the 
Liberal  Party  on  this  subject,  and  the 
Members  of  the  (Government  had  oar- 
tainly  done  their  best  to  promote  thit 
split  by  consenting  to  the  undignified 
course  of  meeting  the  Reaolutions  of 
his  right  hon.  Fnend  the  Member  fiir 
Ghreenwich  with  "the  Previous  Qosft- 
tion; "  but  he  was  veir  glad  that  tha 
split  which  was  apprenended  had  not 
taken  place.  He  had  had  no  diffioultj. 
such  as  some  hon.  Gentlemen  on  thit 
side  of  the  House  appeared  to  have,  in 
supporting  the  Resolutions,  which,  hs 
thought,  did  credit  to  their  propostr. 
Since  the  war  had  actually  broken  out 
he  had  experienced  great  anxiety  on  thii 
subject.  Whenever  he  met  a  Ck^nsem- 
tive  friend  he  was  always  told  that  Eng- 
land must  go  to  war  against  Russit. 
["Oh!"]  He  hardly  knew  an  excep- 
tion to  what  he  now  stated*  Whenever, 
also,  he  took  up  a  newspaper  he  read 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  tnis  ooootry  to 
take  up  arms  against  the  power  rued 
by  the  Ozar.  In  short,  in  every  possible 
way  there  was  a  wicked  attempt  mads 
to  excite  the  animosity  of  the  people  of 
England  against  Russia;  and,  that  betog 
so,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  that 
was  some  anxiety  in  our  present  poaitioD. 
It  was  with  great  satisfaction,  thersfbrs, 
that  he  heard  the  speech  of  the  Horns 
Secretary  the  other  night ;  but  the  visv 
of  the  case  presented  then  for  the  fint 
time  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  dif- 
fered widely  from  what  the  House  hid 
previously  heard  from  the  bench  oppo- 
site.   For  himself,  he  was  not  afrad  of 
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tonia ;  but  he  thought  that  the  hatred 
fhkh    it  was   endeavoured  to   ezdte 
eainet    her  vas    qtiite    unjustifiable. 
%ere  might  be  inoonsistenoyin  the  oon- 
uet  of  Buseda,  but  there  were  manj 
Uier  eases  of  inoonsistency.     For  ez- 
mple,  irhen  the  civil  war  was  raging  in 
onerioa,  there  were  many  who  sympa- 
tiised  with  the  South,  and  yet  it  would 
e  moat  unfair  to  say  that  they  were  in 
iTOfor  of  slavery.      Therefore,  it  was 
MMt  unfair  to  say  that  the  feeHnff  of 
lie  ItoBsian  people  for  those  of  meir 
wn  race  and  religion  was  not  genuine. 
i  had  been  alleged  over  and  over  again 
--fmd  he  was  sony  that  the  statement 
tad  been  sapported  by  Lord  Derby — 
hat  it  had  all  along  been  the  intention 
vf  Busflia,  notwithstanding  the  negotia- 
iona  in  which  she  had  engaged,  to  enter 
ato  hos^ties.    He  had  never,  however, 
nther  heard  or  seen  any  proof  in  sup- 
sort  of  that  assertion.    It  might  be  so ; 
ihere  might  be  ambition  at  work ;  but 
until  dis&ct  proof  were  brought  forward 
be  did  not  think  that  any  hon.  Member 
had  a  right  to  make  such  an  allegation. 
And  as  to  annexations,  we  ought  to  ap- 
ply the  same  rule  to  Bussia  as  to  our- 
selves.   What  was  our  justification  for 
the  annexation  of  the  Transvaal  Be* 
public?      We  were  told  that   it   was 
forced  upon  us,  because  that  State  was 
delivered  over  to  anarchy,  was  rent  by 
&ction,    was   bankrupt,    and    because 
President  Burgers  had  lost  aU  influence 
over  the  Boers  and  was  tmable  to  effect 
the  reforms  he    acknowledged   to    be 
necessary.    The  Bussians  might  allege 
the  same  plea  in  justification  of  them- 
selves.    With  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ohrist- 
chuich  (SirH.  Drommond  Wolff),  which 
practically  asked  the  House   to  place 
confidence  in  the  Government,  he  should 
have  been  glad  if,  for^  himself,  he  had 
been  able  to  do  so.     [ Laughter.']    Hon. 
Members  might  laugh;  but  he  meant 
what  he  said.    He  was  not  actuated  in 
this  matter  by  Party  motives.    It  would 
bave  been  a  source  of  satisfaction  to  him 
had  he  felt  that  there  was  a  Minister  at 
the  Foreign  Office  upon  whom  implicit 
reliance  could  be  placed.     There  was  a 
time  when  he  entertained  a  hieh  opi- 
nion of  Lord  Derby's  caution ;  but  the 
noble  Lord's  proceedings  in  connection 
with  this  Eastern  Question  had  entirely 
destroyed  that  confidence.   He  could  not 
haye  confidence  in  a  Foreign  Minister 


who  allowed  this  country  for  a  month  to 
believe  that  the  British  Fleet  had  been 
despatched  to  Besika  Bay  as  a  demon- 
stration against  Bussia ;  who  said  what 
was  tantfiumount  to  this — that  he  would 
not  be  guided  by  his  own  convictions, 
but  by  tihe  opinion  of  the  people  whom 
he  called  his  masters;  who  made  the 
imprudent  declaration  with  regard  to 
the  finances  of  Bussia  that  they  were  so 
low  that  we  need  be  under  no  appre- 
hension of  her  going  to  war,  and  who 
had  replied  to  the  Bussian.  Circular  by 
writing  a  despatch,  which  was  in  direct 
contradiction  to  the  policy  pursued  by 
our  Bepresentative  at  the  Conference  at 
Constantinople.  For  these  reasons  he 
could  not  support  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Christchurch. 

Sm  BOBEBT  PEEL:  Sir,  however 
wide  has  been  the  difference  of  opinion 
in  this  debate,  and  the  speeches  of  the 
hon.  Members  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Court- 
ney) and  Manchester  (Mr.  Jacob  Bright) 
have  shown  that  difference;  however 
much  I  may  differ  firom  the  conclusions 
which  have  been  arrived  at  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich, as  to  the  course  which,  in  his  opi- 
nion, ought  to  be  followed  by  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  present  emergency, 
there  is  one  point  upon  which  all  of  us, 
whatever  side  of  the  House  we  sit  upon, 
will  agree— namely,  that  it  is  impossible 
to  have  listened  to  the  speech  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  at  the  opening  of  the 
debate  without  being  deeply  impressed 
with  the  sincerity  of  nis  convictions  and 
the  earnestness  of  his  appeal.  My  hon. 
Friend  who  has  just  resumed  his  seat 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Marylebone  (Mr.  Forsyth)  have  referred 
to  the  meetings  which  have  taken  place 
in  different  parts  of  the  country,  and  re- 
ferred to  them  with  some  approval.  I 
may  therefore  cJso  take  the  liberty  of 
expressing  my  opinion  with  regard  to 
that  agitation,  and  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  I  greatly  regret  the  course  which 
was  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Greenwich.  I  think 
the  agitation  which,  though  it  is  imsuc- 
cessfm,  he  has  been  the  cause  of  creating 
in  this  country  has  been  most  mis- 
chievous. I  think  it  has  been  most  un- 
f  onerous  on  his  part.  I  was  in  this 
[ouse  before  the  Crimean  War,  and  I 
had  a  seat  before  the  Franco-German 
War,  and  I  well  recollect  what  took 
place  on  both  of  those  occasions.    I  re- 
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collect  the  forbearance  of  the  Oppodiioxi, 
the  kindness,  the  sympathy,  even  the 
anxiety  of  the  Opposition  to  assist  the 
GoTemment.  The  same  thine  occurred 
before  the  Franco-German  VTblt,  I  sat 
upon  these  benches  night  after  night  in 
opposition  to  the  Government  of  that 
day — the  Government  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich — 
and  I  recollect  the  appeals,  private  as 
well  as  public,  made  to  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers imploring  them  not  to  excite  the 
public  mind  by  raising  discussions  re- 
specting Belgium  and  Luxembourg. 
My  late  lamented  right  hon.  Friend  and 
Colleague,  the  late  Sir  Henry  Bulwer, 
was  in  despair.  He  had  a  speech  pre- 
pared for  many  days ;  but  private  com- 
munications were  made  to  him  imploring 
him  not  to  incommode  the  Government, 
and  I,  who  had  more  experience  in  the 
House  probably  than  he,  ventured  to 
assure  him  that  sooner  or  later,  if  he 
abstained,  virtue  would  meet  with  its 
reward.  I  think  that  this  agitation  has 
been  most  unbecoming,  and  that  at  this 
critical  time  particularly  it  would  have 
been  better  to  have  abstained  from  put- 
ting on  the  Paper  these  Besolutions. 
For  what  has  been  the  effect  of  them  ? 
They  have  excited  the  public  mind  to  a 
very  considerable  extent ;  and  when  we 
came  down  here  to  listen  to  them,  and 
to  oppose  or  support  them,  as  the  case 
might  be,  they  were  found,  in  the  unani- 
mous opinion  of  this  House,  to  be  so 
offensive  that  they  were  withdrawn.  I 
am  not  overstating  the  case,  they  were 
found  offensive  and  were  withdrawn — 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Chamberlain),whomadean  excellent 
speech  the  other  evening,  said  what  was 
perfectly  true,  that,  although  two  of  the 
Besolutions  had  been  withdrawn,  two- 
thirds  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  were  directly  in  support  of  those 
Besolutions.  Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  my 
expression  of  regret  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  have  taken  this  course. 
I  do  not  regret  it  on  account  of  the  Go- 
vernment. And  why  ?  Because  if  ever 
there  was  a  Government  who  was  pre- 
pared loyally  to  meet  every  question,  to 
meet  every  representation,  to  give  every 
explanation  as  to  their  policy  and  politics, 
it  was  the  present  Government.  They 
have  almost  on  every  occasion  courted 
inquiry.  They  were  not  like  some  Go- 
vernments I  have  known  during  the  last 
25  years,  shy  in  giving  their  opmions  as 
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to  the  state  of  affairs;  but  they  have,  in 
my  opinion,  loyally  parsued  a  straight- 
forward,   above-board    policy,    having 
nothing  to  conceal,  and  have  alwaji 
been  ready  to  give  this  House  and  tha 
country    all  the   information   in  their 
power.    Therefore,  it  is  not  on  aoooont 
of  the  Government  that  I  entertain  any 
regret,  neither  is  it  on  acoonnt  of  the 
Opposition.    I  certainly  did  feel  a  pang 
wnen  I  looked  at  the  Opposition  benches 
and   saw  the  hungry  wolves  roshing 
into  the  fold  and  scattering  the  sheep 
without  a  shepherd.    It  is  not,  there- 
fore, on  the  part  of  the  Government  or 
the  Opposition  that  I  regret  the  coons 
pursued,  but  on  account  of  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  himself.    With  the  splendid 
position  he  occupied  in  the  oonntrj,  the 
patriotism  which  I  really  believe^whi^ 
I  know — animates  his  breast,  I  shonlA 
have  hoped  that  at  a  very  critical  and 
dangerous  time  like  the  present,  wnVing 
all  considerations  of  Party,  he  woola 
have  ffiven  his  powerful  support  to  the 
councus  of  the  country,  irrespectiTe  of 
any  Government.  Instead  of  doing  that, 
so  far  as  I  can  learn,  all  that  he  baa 
done— if  the  papers  that  generally  sim- 
port  the  Opposition  are  to  be  beUefrea, 
and  even  The  Daily  Telegn^hr-'tXi  tlimt  he 
has  done  has  been  to  divide  his  Party 
and  to  enter  into  closer  oommnniosUioii 
with  the  Liberation  Sodety.    The  hon. 
Member  who  spoke  last  said  that  these 
meetings  have  oeen  very  sucoessfoL    No 
doubt ;  and  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman 
says — "There  have  been  100 meetings  in 
support  of  my  policy,  and  the  agitation 
is  real  and  just."    But  what  £d  tlwy 
meet  upon  ?    Why,  they  met  in  faTcmr 
of  the  four  Besolutions.  ,  Therefore  we 
must  recollect  that  these  meetings — ^tm- 
wisely  got  up — have  all  had  before  tiiem 
a  false  issue.    If  he  had  stuck  to  the  four 
Besolutions  he  might  have  alleged  tkat 
he  had  the  counlry  at  his  back;    but 
having  withdrawn  them  he  will    find 
that   his    well-meant    endeavour    has 
missed  fire.    The  result  reminds  me  of 
two  lines  of  a  poet  who  formeriy  liad 
a  seat  in  this  House,  and  who  wma   a 
Member  of  the  Government  of  the  daj 
— Mr.   Oroker — who,   speaking  of    the 
position  of  the  opposite  Party  of  the 
time,  said — 

"But  while  they  prepared  to  defeat  all  their 
foee. 
Within  their  own  osmp  dril   disoot4 
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distinctly  that  he  was  prepared  to  follow 
a  policy  of  strict  neutrality,  and  that 
until  Italian  interests  were  affected  they 
would  not  interfere.  In  the  German 
Chamber  very  much  the  same  thing  was 
said  by  one  of  the  Ministers.  Is  there 
any  ambiguity  in  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  when,  with  the 
exception  of  Hussia,  all  the  Gh'eat  Powers 
of  Europe  agree  with  the  policy  of  Eng- 
land? I  can  see  no  ambiguity  in  it. 
The  only  doubt  which  has  been  expressed 
against  the  policy  of  any  Power  had  re- 
ference to  Germany,  and  it  was  expressed 
the  other  day  by  an  ex-Cabinet  Minister, 
who,  I  think,  ought  to  have  known 
better,  and  who,  but  for  the  benevolent 
laws  of  this  country,  might  have  had  to 
air  his  politics  in  a  totally  different 
atmosphere.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Mr. 
Gt)schen)  addressed  a  meeting  the  other 
day  in  the  City  of  London,  when  he 
spoke    of  the   policy  of  Germany  as 

*  *  cynical."  Anything  more  unfair  could 
not  have  been  said,  particularly  by  an 
ex-Cabinet  Minister,  who  may,  perhaps, 
by  some  accideiit  occupy  the  same  posi- 
tion again,  though  I  hope  he  will  not 
until  he  reforms  his  manners.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  use  of  that  ex- 
pression, and  endeavoured  to  throw  a 
slur  on  the  policy  of  Germany,  which 
Power  had  in  this  matter  proved  to  be 
England's  best  ally.  Then  there  is 
another  ex-Cabinet  Minister,  who  has 
no  ambiguity  at  all  on  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  I  allude  to  the 
Lord  Warden  of  the  Cinque  Ports  (Earl 
Granville),  who  on  Monday  last  addressed 
a  religious  meeting.  I  think  opulent 
sinecurists  always  appear  to  the  best 
advantage  at  religious  meetings.  Well, 
the  Lord  Warden  of  the  Cinque  Ports, 
speaking  at  a  meeting  of  the  British  and 
Foreign  Bible  Society,  alluded  to  what 
he  calls  the  Greenwich  Besolutions. 
After  having  spoken  lightly  on  different 
subjects,  his  Lordship  brought  out  of  his 
arsenal  thtft  fine  old  English  gentleman 

*  *  Civil  and  Religious  Liberty.''  He  told 
the  meeting  that  although  they  might 
be  in  g^eat  minorities  they  must  vote  for 
the  Greenwich  Besolutions  and  **  Civil 
and  Eeliffious  Liberty."  I  should  have 
thought  he  would  have  avoided  the  use 
of  that  hackneyed  phrase,  because  what- 
ever the  Besolutions  may  mean  there 
can  be  no  difference  of  opinion  in  this 
House  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  words 

inird  Night.} 


and  what  was  said  in  1815  may  be  said 
of  the  Opposition  now — 

"That  while  they  prepared  the  defeat  of 
their  foes, 
Within  their  own   camp   civil  discord 
arose." 

I  come  now  to  the  question  what  the 
Besolution  means  in  the  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  because  there  is 
a  vast  difference  of  opinion  about  it. 
He  says  that  these  Besolutions  would 
include  an  alteration  in  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  that 
their  position  is  ambiguous.  No  doubt 
a  change  of  policy  womd  be  involved  if 
the  four  Besolutions  had  been  adopted, 
because  they  breathe  war  in  every  line, 
whilst  the  Government  intend  strict  neu- 
trality, and  the  country  supports  them 
in  that  policy.  But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman means  war  and  coercion.  I  re- 
collect the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Boebuck); 
he  spoke  of  a  war  of  humanity,  and  said 
that  the  conclusion  was  that  the  Ministry 
should  go  to  war,  an  opinion  stated  on 
the  other  side  of  die  House  as  well  as  on 
this  side.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Lon- 
don (Mr.  Lowe)  really  treated  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield  most 
unkindly,  and  was  almost  too  severe 
upon  him  although  he  was  a  lawyer. 
He  said  that  two  lawyers  had  addressed 
the  House,  and  had  treated  it  like  a 
common  jury.  Well,  I  hope  he  will 
not  have  to  appear  before  a  common 
jury  for  some  time  to  come.  How  diffi- 
(nilt  it  must  be  to  understand  what  the 
Besolutions  mean !  One  party  says  they 
mean  war;  another  party  says  they 
mean  peace ;  and  another  important  sec- 
tion of  the  House  says  they  mean 
nothing  at  all ;  and,  so  far  as  I  can  see, 
except  that  ^ey  are  an  accusation, 
against  the  Government,  they  really 
mean  nothing  at  all.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment is  ambiguous.  [**Hear,hear!"] 
**  Hear,  hear ! "  is  said  on  the  other  side ; 
but  are  we  in  total  ignorance  of  what 
foreign  countries  think  of  this  ambiguity? 
Now,  with  the  exception  of  Bussia,  who 
has  broken  away  fi!X)m  the  rest,  France, 
Germany,  Austria,  and  Italy,  have  a 
complete  understanding  with  the  British 
Government;  and,  moreover,  they  have 
expreesed  nothing  about  ambiguity  in 
their  policy,  and  are  determined  to  sup- 
port  it.    The  Italian  Minister   stated 
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oiyil  and  religiouB  liberty.  The  idea 
of  Eussia  and  civil  and  religious  li- 
berty !  Eussia,  a  dvilizing  Power ! 
Eussia,  whose  only  interest  it  is  to 
take  care  of  the  Christian  Froyinoes 
of  Turkey!  It  is  urged  that  we  must 
say  nothmg  about  Eussia's  past,  but 
must  confine  our  remarks  to  the  present. 
I  will  say  in  the  British  House  of  Com- 
mons what  I  belieye  to  be  the  truth 
about  Eussia's  past  and  Eussia's  civil 
and  religious  liberty.  I  should  like  to 
learn  from  the  Government  whether 
there  does  not  exist  in  the  archives  of 
the  Foreign  Office  any  record  sent  by  our 
Ambassador  at  St.  Petersburg  of  the 
number  of  persons — male,  female,  and 
children — who  for  no  other  offence  than 
attachment  to  the  Catholic  faith  have 
been  sent,  without  justice  and  without 
trial,  in  chains  and  misery  to  the  wilds 
of  Siberia  ?  And  that  is  the  Power  we 
ought  to  associate  with !  Only  the  other 
day  I  was  talking  to  a  noble  Pole,  one 
who  has  suffered  in  his  feunily  from 
love  of  country,  who  told  me  that  even 
now,  since  the  commencement  of  this 
war,  he  knew  through  his  family  of 
cases  where  poor  unhappy  ]^eople  were, 
solely  on  account  of  dieir  religious 
faith,  being  sent  to  chains  and  misery 
in  Siberia.  Is  that  a  Power  with  which 
after  the  Crimean  War  England  should 
unite  and  fight  against  Turkey  f  No, 
I  say ;  stand  to  your  strict  neutrality, 
and  the  country  will  support  vou.  I  am 
indignant  to  think,  after  lul  we  have 
done  in  the  Crimea,  after  all  the  losses 
we  have  sustained,  and  a  war  expendi- 
ture representing  more  than  £5,000,000 
a-year  sacrificed  in  that  struggle — per- 
haps wrongly — while  the  same  genera- 
tion is  alive,  that  any  one  should  suggest 
that  England  could  unite  with  Eussia  in 
another  war  in  the  East.  I  will  not  tole- 
rate such  a  thoueht,  for  I  should  conceive 
it  to  be  the  hei^t  of  folly  on  the  part  of 
this  country  to  attempt  in  any  decree  to 
unite  with  that  Power,  considering  its 
doctrines,  its  policy,  and  its  "past.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Lis- 
keard  (Mr.  Courtnev)  said  that  going  to 
war  involved  no  risk  of  danger,  and  he 
said  to  the  Gt>vemment — "You  are 
keeping  back  the  other  Powers.  They 
are  ready  to  go  forward."  That,  how- 
ever, is  a  statement  without  a  shadow  of 
foundation  as  far  as  appears  from  the 
documents  which  have  oeen  presented 
to  Parliament.    We  have  kept  back  no 


foreign  Power,  and  they  have  aD 
that  thev  will  act  on  the  ttriotMt 
dples  of  neutrality  as  long  as  theuTo 
interests  were  unaffeote£    Having  al- 
luded to  that  Bubjeoty  I  wish  to  ooaas 
back  to  another.    This  diseoHioii  has 
extended  over  a  wide  field,  and  I 
to  bring  back  the  attention  of  the 
to  two  speeches  which  were  dalirered 
from  the  bench  opposite.     One  is  the 
n>eech  of  the  right  hon.  Member  ior 
Fontefract  (Mr.  (^ildersV  and  the  oUaar 
is  the  speech  of  my  rignt  hon.  Fnend 
the  Memoer  for  the  University  of  Loodoti 
TMr.  Lowe).    I  have  a  great  mSmdAom. 
for    the   latter  right  hon.  (^entleoiaii. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  said — "I  hare 
always   held    opinions    identical    witk 
the  spirit  of  the  EeeolutionB.     la  my 
view  our    duty  was   not   to   interfere 
with  Turkey  in  any  way.    Why,  tbat 
is  precisely  the  poUcy  of  the  QowmgA^ 
ment,    wmch   intends  to    miiintaiii    a 
strict  neutrality.  Then  he  proceeded  te 
make  a  most  violent  Msok  upon  the 
Government.    In  fact,  his  cataiogoe  of 
epithets  exceeds  anything  to  be  foSa&d  ia 
either  of  his  two  favourite  anthore— one 
or  the  other  of  which  is  quoted  in  ereij 
M>eech  of  his— Sydney  Smith  and  Martim 
Tupper.    My  right  hon.  Friend's  indict^ 
ment  was  most  severe;  andlmaatadmit 
honestly  I  thought  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  not  quite  as  happy  as  I  have 
seen  him.    I  fisncied  I  noticed  an  air  of 
sadness  about  him ;  and  I  think  that  air 
of  sadness  come  over  him  because  it  had 
not  fallen  to  his  lot,  as  it  had  on  many 
occasions,  but  to  the  lot  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  GMenwkh 
to  divide  the  Liberal  Party.    Well«  I 
was  struck  with  the  words  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  used  against  the  Go* 
vemment.    The  House  was  not  so  fail 
at  that  time  as  now,  and  therefore  I 
will  repeat  some  of  than.     They  are— 
"Lamentable  failure,"  ''universal  fei* 
lure,"    "dupHdty,"    "want  of  ability 
and  care  in  negotiation,"  "oardestAees 
and  recklessness,"  "series  of  hhrnders 
and  mistakes,"  "faults  of  temper  and 
of  judgment,"  "  swageer  and  bmvado." 
Th$  l^ne$  spoke  the  omer  day  of  "oraaj 
appeals  to  ignoranoe  and  pes8ion»"  aad 
I  must  say  I  think  it  was  unfair  fon  mtj 
right  hon.  Friend  to  apply  to  Her  Hs^ 
jee^s  Gbvemment  the  epithets  I  have 
just  cited.     My  right  hon.  Friend  is 
clever  generally ;  but  he  is  unfkir.    He 
said  that  Lord  Beaoonifield*s  policy 
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iTstoiDAtie  friendlinMB  to  Turkej  and 
p«nut«nt  hostilitj  to  Buasia,  and  that 
that  policj  is  in  direct  oontradiotion  to 
the  polioj  of  Lord  Derby.  I  have  read 
liora  Beaoonsfield'B  speech  at  the  Oaild- 
hall,  and  I  find  it  to  be  amost  temperate 
one.     Hia  Lordship  said — 

**  We  luiT«  believed  that  that  peace  would  be 
beil  maintained  by  an  obeenrance  of  the  Treaties 
in  whieh  all  the  6rMit  Powexa  of  Europe  hare 
ioDad.  Thoae  Treatiae  are  not  antique  and 
doiir  obsolete  documenta.  In  this  Tery  capital 
the  Treaty  of  Paris  was  rorised.  It  was  revised 
sad  r»-anacted  under  circumstances  which  made 
that  ra-aoaotment  most  solemn,  and  that  Treaty 
laja  H  down  as  the  best  security  for  the  peace  en 
Evropa  that  wa  should  maintain  the  independ- 
nio&  and  territorial  integrity  of  the  Turkish 
Empire.  That,  then,  has  beoi  our  first  object 
dormg  the  past  year." 

That  is,  in  faimeae,  the  quotation  from 
the  Guildhall  speech,  and  the  essential 
woids  oontained  in  it  were  taken  out  of 
the  rerised  Treaty  of  1871,  which  was 
made  by  the  Ooremment  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  represents 
the  Unireraity  of  London  was  a  Mem- 
ber. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  told 
us  that  the  policy  thus  indicated  is  in 
direct  contradiction  to  the  policy  of  Lord 
Derby ;  bat  I  contend  that  Lord  Derby 
has  said  precisely  the  same  thing  when, 
in  siting  the  l^rotoool,  he  stated  that 
he  did  so  solely  in  the  interests  of  Euro- 
pean peace.  Butthe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
went  farther,  and,  following  the  example 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Ponte- 
frsflt,  rakMl  up  the  Bulgarian  atrocities. 
The  latter  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
ss  the  hon.   and  gallant  Admiral  the 
Member  for  Stirlingshire  (Admiral  6;r 
WilliAm  Edmonstone)  will  recollect — I 
allnde  to  him  beoaose  he  cried  **  No ''  at 
ths  time — the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
be  watched  the  expression  on  the  coon- 
teaaaoe  of  those  wno  sat  on  the  Minis- 
terial  side   of  the    House   when    the 
Seeretaiy  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment was  expressing  his  abhorrence 
of  those  atrocities,  and  that  they  ex- 
hibited no  signs  of  approval.     What 
possible  right  had  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlwaan  the  Member  few  Pontefract  in 
^  present  critical  state  of   afiairs — 
l>ov  worse  than  cruel — to  speak  in  that 
^y  t    I  hold  in  my  hand  extracts  from 
•paxiliss  made  by  Lord  DerbT  on  the 
nth  of  September,  1876,  by  the  Ohan- 
osUor  of  the  Excheauer  on  the  27th  of 
^  laae  month,  and  by  Lord  Oamarroa 
Oft  the  3rd  of  October,  and  they  one  and 


all  express  themselves  in  the  strongest 
terms  m  condemnation  of  the  atrdoities  in 
Bulgaria.  Lord  Derby,  in  his  despatch 
to  Sir  Henry  Elliot,  dated  the  21st  of 
September,  says— 

"No  political  considerations  would  justify 
the  toleration  of  such  acts ;  and  one  of  the  fore- 
most conditions  for  the  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tions now  pending  must  be  that  ample  repara- 
tion shall  be  afibrded  to  the  sufferers,  and  their 
future  security  guaranteed Tour  Excel- 
lency will,  in  tl^  name  of  the  Queen  and  Her 
Majestjr's  Government,  call  for  reparation  and 

justice Your  Excellency  will  likewise 

urge  that  striking  examples  should  be  made  on 
the  spot  of  those  who  have  connived  at  or  taken 
part  in  the  atrocities."— [IVr>fc#y  No.  1  (1877), 
p.  238.] 

For  my  own  part,  I  entirely  concur  with 
the  hon.  Oentleman  below  me  (Mr. 
ForsTth)  that  it  is  far  better  the  House 
should  not  entertain  these  Besolutions  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  which 
may  embarrass  the  action  oi  the  Oovem- 
ment  in  the  interests  of  peace,  than  that 
they  should  accept  the  opinion  of  others 
among  us  who  appear  to  be  in  favour 
of  war.  The  great  object  of  the  Beso- 
lutions  was  to  divide  the  Government 
and  the  Party,  and,  that  having  failed, 
there  has  been  an  attempt  to  induce  the 
Oovernment  to  give  some  sort  of  pledge 
as  to  their  future  policy.  They  have,  I 
am  happy  to  say,  failed  to  divide  the 
Government,  who,  I  hope,  will  not 
budge  one  inch  beyond  that  strict  neu- 
trality to  which  they  stand  pledged.  If 
they  do  not,  1  am  sure  they  will  be  sup- 
ported by  the  country.  The  interests  uf 
the  nation  are  far  too  srave  to  admit  of 
their  making  vague  declarations  of  policy 
which  the  events  of  to-morrow  may  ren- 
der nugatory.  All  that  they  have  to 
do  is  to  stand  by  their  policy  of  strict 
neutrah'ty,  and  not  to  interfere  so  long 
as  British  interests  are  not  interfered 
with;  and  where  is  there  an  English- 
man who  would  say  that  they  ought  not 
to  interfere  if  thoee  interests  were  im- 
perilled ?  I  believe  they  would  be  im- 
perilled if  a  semt-barbarous  Power  like 
Kussia  were  to  be  allowed  to  obtain  a 
post  on  the  banks  of  the  Bosphorus. 
ouch  a  thing  may  not  be  likely  to  hap- 
pen to-day,  or  to-morrow,  or  next  year ; 
but  if  once  there  they  would  become  a 
source  of  peril  to  this  country  if  the 
unaided  forces  of  Turkey  were  unable 
to  battle  with  Muscovite  ag^ssion. 
What  we  should  do,  then,  I  maintain,  is 
to  be  on  our  guard.    We  have  to  look 
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to  ourselves  and  to  British  interests ;  to 
England's  past  fame  and  her  future 
position;  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
prestige  of  our  power,  which  would  be 
greatly  afiPected  if  the  hordes  of  Kusda 
were  permitted  to  advance  on  the  high 
road  that  leads  to  Constantinople.  It 
is  very  easy  to  drift  into  war ;  but  we 
expect  better  things  from  the  present 
Government.  It  is  very  easy  to  drift 
into  war ;  but  if  war  should  come,  we 
shall,  I  am  sure,  exhibit  all  the  pristine 
valour  of  our  race,  and  our  forces  by 
land  and  sea  will  emulate  the  illustrious 
annals  of  the  past.  I  look,  however,  to 
a  better  result  from  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  under  the  direction  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield  and  Lord  Derby.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  London  has  told  us 
that  he  spoke  as  an  outsider,  and  that, 
speaking  as  an  outsider,  he  condemns 
what  he  calls  the  duplicity  of  the  GK>- 
vemment,  its  recklessness,  and  its  care- 
lessness. I  also,  speaking  as  an  out- 
sider, without  any  Farty  or  even  politi- 
cal ambition  beyond  that  which  every 
man  in  this  House  must  have  who  is 
anxious  to  serve  his  country  at  any 
sacrifice  if  perils  should  encircle  the 
country,  must  say  that  the  Government 
of  Lord  Beacone&eld  and  Lord  Derby, 
instead  of  having  rendered  themselves 
open  to  those  attacks — those  crazy  at- 
tacks, or  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Sheffield  calls  them,  those  pettifog- 
ging attacks — have,  in  my  opinion,  en- 
titled themselves  to  the  thanks  of  this 
House,  and  will  secure  to  themselves,  I 
feel  sure,  the  gratitude  of  the  country. 
"Carelessness,"  "recklessness,"  "du- 
plicity," "  swagger,"  "  bravado  " — were 
ignoble  words  to  apply  to  any  (Govern- 
ment, and  which  certainly  ought  not  to 
be  the  language  applied  to  a  Gbvemment 
which  is  the  foremost  in  the  world  in  a 
crisis  like  the  present.  It  is  not  by 
the  use  of  such  epithets,  but  by  the 
wisdom,  judgment,  discretion,  and  for- 
bearance of  the  Gbvernment  that  this 
country  has  been  placed  on  a  higher 
pedestal  in  the  eyes  of  the  world  than  it 
has  occupied  for  many  years.  Continue 
that  policy  ;  the  voice  of  Parliament 
will  be  with  you,  and  the  sentiment  of 
the  country  will  sustain  you.  For 
what  is  that  policy?  It  is  a  policy 
based  upon  principles  which  have  made 
the  nations  of  Europe  say  of  us  that 
which  was  once  said  of  the  most  illua- 

8ir  Bohert  Peel 


trious  people  of  ancient  times,  wbco, 
leaving  the  Land  of  Esypt  to  take  pos- 
session of  the  Promised  Land,  th«y  ex- 
torted even  from  their  enemies  that 
more  splendid  eulogy  than  any  tiiat 
stands  recorded  in  Sie  olassio  asinale  of 
Greece  and  Home— when  thoee  enemiet 
exclaimed  even  in  the  bitterness  of  tiieir 
souls — "Surely  this  great  nation  is  a 
wise  and  understanding  people." 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TEB :  There  is  one 
remark  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  witk 
which  I  entirely  agree.  It  is  eaanr,  ss 
he  says,  to  drift  into  war;  and  I  am 
glad  to  believe  that,  whatever  else  m^ 
be  the  result  of  this  long  debate,  it  wiu 
not  be  so  easy  for  the  OoremmeDt  to 
drift  into  war  at  the  end  of  this  week  as 
it  was  before.  I  greatly  enjoyed  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
came  as  a  most  refreshing  interlude  in 
our  debate;  but  it  placed  me  in  diis 
difficulty,  that  as  it  was  my  hard  Date  to 
reply  to  it,  I  was  lookine  out  for  aome- 
thmg  to  reply  to,  but  comd  find  nothing. 
Witn  all  the  right  hon.  Gkntleiaan's 
eloquence  and  amusing  illustrationa,  he 
did  not  make  one  remark  about  the 
actual  question  before  us.  He  said  the 
Gentlemen  on  this  side  are  hongry 
wolves  without  a  shepherd.  We  may 
be  hungry,  and  we  may  be  wolres,  but 
in  that  case  it  is  not  likely  we  should 
want  a  shepherd. 

Sm  BOBEBT  PEEL :  I  beg  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  T^at  I  said 
was  that  hungry  wolves  had  broken  into 
the  fold  and  scattered  the  sheep  without 
a  shepherd.  

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB:  llioee  who 
break  into  the  fold  are  those  without  it, 
and  those  who  are  without  our  fold  are 
the  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  aide. 
The  right  hon.  (Gentleman  leferred  to  a 
speech  delivered  by  the  Lord  Warden 
of  the  Cinque  Ports  at  some  religions 
meeting  as  he  termed  it — which,  mnr- 
ever,  I  suppose  was  a  meeting  of  the 
licensed  victuallers — and  he  says  that  he 
spoke  in  favour  of  dvil  and  religiotit 
liberty.  But  that  is  not  the  question  be- 
fore us.  That  question  is  whether  or  not 
Turkey  has  a  claim  on  England  for  moral 
and  material  support.  He  said  that  there 
are  three  classes  of  opinion  with  regsLrd 
to  the  Besolutions — that  some  think  that 
they  mean  something — [An  hon.  ICxif- 
B9b:  ''  War !  "J— others  that  they  mean 
little,  and  others  that  they  mean  no- 
thing at  all.    The  right  hon.  Oentleouui 
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must  believe  that  they  mean  nothing  at 
all,  for  he  said  nothing  about  them. 
The  hon.  Oentlemeoi  who  moved  the 
Amendment  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff) 
says  he  did  so  because  the  Eesolutions 
might  be  embarrassing  to  the  Govern- 
ment, but  he  made  no  attempt  to  prove 
how  they  could  be  so  in  any  way.  The 
objections  urged  ag^nst  the  Eesolu- 
tions are  contradictory  in  themselves. 
They  are  called  truisms,  and  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Berkshire 
(Colonel  Loyd-Lindsay),  when  he  heard 
that  the  House  would  be  asked  merely 
to  vote  for  the  first  two  Eesolutions, 
jumped  up  and  said  everybody  was 
agreed  to  them,  and  he  called  upon 
the  Gk>vemme;nt  to  support  them. 
Many  hon.  Gentlemen  object  that  the 
two  Eesolutions  are  incomplete,  inas- 
much as  they  imply  agreement  with  the 
third  and  fourth  Eescuutions,  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  does 
not  intend  to  put  to  the  House.  If 
they  are  truisms  they  cannot  be  em- 
bairassing  or  incomplete.  But  I  grant 
that  if  they  are  incomplete,  and  if  it  is 
necessary  to  their  meaning  that  they 
should  imply  concurrence  with  the  third 
and  fourth  Eesolutions,  it  wouldjbe  un- 
advisable  to  pass  them.  Not  only  so, 
but  it  would  DO  cowardly  on  the  part 
of  those  who  advocate  the  stronger  Ee- 
solutions; while  it  would  be  dishonest 
on  the  part  of  those  who  are  not  pre- 
pared to  vote  for  the  latter  to  vote  for 
the  first  two.  I  admit  that  I  should  be 
reluctant  to  vote  for  the  first  Eesolution 
if  it  were  to  be  put  by  itself.  I  should 
be  still  more  reluctant  to  vote  for  the 
second  Eesolution,  without  the  Amend- 
ment suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Border  Burffhs  (Mr.  Trevelyan).  I 
do  not  think  me  House  of  Commons 
ought  to  censure  any  foreign  Gbvem- 
ment  unless  it  were  prepared  to  take 
ulterior  steps.  There  is  not,  I  believe, 
a  man  in  tnis  House  who  does  not  be- 
lieve that  Turkey  has  behaved  badly; 
but,  notwithstanoing  that  fact,  I  think 
it  would  be  undig^nified  and  uncalled  for 
on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Oommons  to 
take  the  exceptional  course  of  censuring 
a  foreign  Power,  tinless  we  had  made 
up  our  minds  to  act  upon  our  resolution ; 
and  I  admit  that  it  would  be  with  reluct- 
ance I  should  have  voted  for  the  second 
Beaolution  as  it  was  originally  drawn. 
M^j  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  originaUy  so  worded  it  that 


he  looked  to  the  possibility  of  Turkey 
again  being  able  to  have  a  claim  upon 
England  for  moral  or  material  sup- 
port in  the  war  in  which  she  is  now 
engaged.  My  opinion  is  that  Turkey 
has  brought  the  war  upon  herself,  and 
that  it  is  too  late  for  her  to  look  to  us 
for  either  moral  or  material  support. 
But,  taking  the  first  two  Eesolutions  by 
themselves,  and  supposing  that  the  third 
and  fourth  had  never  existed,  I  ask  the 
House  is  there  any  sufficient  reason  for 
adopting  them  ?  The  second  Eesolution 
is  a  result  and  consequence  of  the  first. 
Taking,  then«  the  second  Eesolution, 
as  amended,  I  ask,  has  Turkey  had  at 
any  time  a  claim  upon  us  for  moral  or 
material  support,  and  if  she  had,  has 
she  forfeited  that  daim?  I  think  she 
had  such  a  claim.  The  Crimean  War, 
the  Treaty  of  1856,  and  the  conduct  of 
the  Britidi  Government  since  that  time 
have  given  her  the  daim  which  the  pro- 
tected has  upon  the  protector.  Let  us 
suppose  that  Turkey,  instead  of  doing 
her  worst  had  for  the  last  25  years  done 
her  best,  that  the  expectations  of  Lord 
Palmerston  had  been  fulfilled,  and  that 
the  promised  reforms  had  been  carried 
out.  Can  anyone  deny  that  in  that  case 
she  would  in  her  present  danger  have  a 
daim  upon  us  for  support  which  we 
would  be  bound  to  admit  ?  Well,  has 
the  daim  been  forfeited  ?  I  do  not  think 
I  need  dwell  upon  that.  The  conduct 
of  Turkey  during  the  last  two  years  has 
forfeited  it.  Lorn  Derby,  at  ihe  end  of 
last  year,  told  her  that  imless  there  was 
an  immediate  cessation  of  the  atrocities 
and  punishment  of  their  perpetrators  he 
could  not  answer  for  the  consequences  of 
the  indignation  of  England  and  of  Europe. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  has  quoted  those 
words,  and  I  need  not  refer  to  the  state- 
ment of  Lord  Salisbury  at  the  dose  of  the 
Conference.  Well,  then,  if  there  has  been 
tiiat  forfeiture,  how  can  it  be  embarrass- 
ing to  Her  Majesty's  Government  that 
the  House  should  affirm  their  acts,  and 
say,  as  the  Ministry  have  said  over  and 
over  again,  that  this  old  Ally  of  ours  has 
forfeited  her  daim  to  our  moral  or  ma- 
terial support  ?  I  should  have  said  that 
instead  of  embarrassing  them,  such  a 
Eesolution  would  have  strengthened 
their  hands.  Well,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  seemed  to  think  that  British 
interests  were  involved  in  these  Eesolu- 
tions, and  other  right  hon.  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  appeared  to  agpree  with  him. 
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How  oan  those  interests  be  affected  by 
the  statement  that  Turkej  has  forfeited 
all  olaim  to  our  moral  or  material  sup- 
port ?  That  has  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  any  question  relating  to  our  inte- 
rests. If  Uiere  are  general  reasons  for 
peussing  these  Besolutions — and  I  think 
there  are — ^I  confess  it  appears  to  me 
that  there  is  a  special  reason  also. 
That  special  reason  is  the  last  act  of 
the  GK)vemment»  and  the  last  step  they 
have  taken.  I  am  not  going  to  entOT 
into  a  history  of  the  past.  Although  I 
disapprove  of  much  that  Lord  Derby 
has  aone,  I  am  not  at  all  sure  that 
anyone  else  would  have  done  very  much 
better.  His  difficulties  have  been  great 
Not  only  is  this  Eastern  Question  one  of 
the  most  difficult  with  which  Europe  has 
had  to  deal — and  we  ought  to  put  the 
most  generous  construction  on  the  ac- 
tions of  any  Minister  in  such  circum- 
stances— ^but  it  is  not  onlv  with  the 
Eastern  Question  Lord  Deroy  has  had 
to  deal;  he  has  had  to  deal  also  with 
Western  questions  of  the  gravest  impor- 
tance. I  grant  that  his  difficulties  have 
been  increased  by  the  necessity,  which 
has  arisen,  of  changing  the  policy  of 
England.  I  will  not  say  that  previous 
Gbvemments  have  not  been  implicated 
in  the  transactions  which  have  caused 
a  change  in  the  policy  which  did  mean 
support  of  Turkey ;  but  the  fact  remains 
that  Lord  Derby  has  been  driven  into  this 
change  by  the  general  feeling  of  the 
coimtry.  Nor  do  I  think  Lord  Derby's 
difficulties  have  been  decreased  by  Uie 
speeches  of  the  Prime  Minister ;  but  as 
the  noble  Lord  is  no  longer  a  Member  of 
this  House— a  fact  we  aU  regret — I  will 
not  further  allude  to  the  speeches  which 
he  has  made  on  the  question.  I  wish, 
however,  to  state  the  grounds  on  which  I 
exceedingly  regret  the  reply  of  England 
to  Prince  GK)rtchakoff's  last  despatch. 
I  agree  with  my  riffht  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Ponte&act  (Mr.  Ohilders) 
that  the  Gbvemment  snould  give  us 
reasons  why  they,  of  all  the  Powers  of 
Europe,'felt  it  necessary  to  reply  to  that 
Circular.  The  riRht  hon.  Baronet  said 
— and  that  was  uie  one  remark  in  his 
speech  which  had  imy  bearing  upon  the 
real  question — ^he  was  perfectly  sure  that 
the  present  policy  of  the  (Government  has 
the  confidence  of  the  other  Powers  in 
Europe,  with  the  exception  of  Buasia. 
It  is  very  Pleasant  to  have  that  assur- 
ance, and  I  only  wish  the  right  hon. 
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Baronet  had  given  us  grounds  lor  tkat 
belief;  but  it  rather  shakes  hiB  aaBor- 
ance  wh«i  we  find  that  no  other  Powvr 
has  answered  that  (Xroular.    Bui,  **P* 
posing  the  Gbvemment  to  hav»  thov^m 
it  necessary  to  rei^  to  it,  wbv  oould 
the  answer  have  been  confinea  to  a 
disavowal  of  Prince  GK)rtohakoflrs 
ment  that  war  was  declared  in  order  to 
carry  out  the  views  of  England  and  the 
other  Powers?    Instead   of  this,     tho 
arguments  contained  in  the  reply  mrv, 
to  my  mind,  inconclusive,  fininded  apom 
false  assumptions,  and,  to  some  extant^ 
dangerous.    There  is  one  statement*  im- 
deed,  contained  in  the  answer  whxoli  is 
contradictory  of  the  Gh>venuneiit  policj, 
and  it  is  an  expression  of  belief  in  t&o 
good  faith  of  Turkey.     I  should  aap- 
pose  from  Lord  Derby's  det^tdi — maA 
1  should  like  to  be  informed  if  the  oon* 
trary  is  the  fact — that  the  Gh)vemittaBi 
believes  in  the  new  Turkish  Ooneftitii* 
tion.    But  there  is  also  a  statement  that 
the  GK)vemment  believe  an  entry  npoa 
Turkish  soil  by  Russian  troops  will  not 
improve  the  ocmdition  of  the  Chriatiaa 
population  in  Turkey.    Now,  tharo  may 
be  very  great  evils  in  the  invasion  of 
Turkey  by  Russia.  I  have  no  doubt  a;re«t 
misery  will  follow  from  that  war ;  but  I 
am  surprised  that  imy  Minister,  knoiriAg 
the  facts,  should  state  that  the  oondition 
of  the  Christian  population  will  not 
tuaUy  be  improved  by  the  Russian 
sion  if  it  should  prove  successfuL    Tmke 
Bulgaria,  for  instance.    We  may  dialike, 
for  many  reasons,  that  Bulgaria  skoold 
become  Russian.    I  do  not,  for  my  part» 
think   there  is  the  slightest  danger  of 
that.    We  may  dislike    the  idea  that 
Bulgaria  may  become  an  autonomoiu 
State  under  the  protection  of  Ruaaia; 
but  does  anyone  who  has  studied  tii* 
question   doubt  that  if  Bulgaria    was 
taken  over  from  Turkey,  and  made  an 
autonomous  State,  the  condition  of  the 
Bulgarian   population    would    not    be 
changed  infinitely  for  the  better?    Look- 
ing to  the  theatre  of  war,  I  find  that 
the  Russian  armies  are  now  in  Turldah 
Armenia,  and  from  all  I  have  been  able 
to  leam  I  should  say  that  the  inhebt* 
tants  of  Russian   Armenia   oooopy   a 
veiT  much  better  position,  social,  moral, 
and   reHffious,    than    those   in   irhoM 
country  the  Russian  troops  are  now  ope. 
ratine.    Lord  Derbv,  in  a  dnspatnk  la 
Mr.  Jooelyn  written  last  monlh^ 
an  interview  he  had  had  wilkj 
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^aaha,  and  in  that  interview  he  warned 
he  representative  of  the  Saltan  that  in 
he   eTent    of  a  war,  and  the  Eussian 
rms  beings  successful,  Turkey  would  not 
nerely  lose  one  or  two  Provinces,  but 
he    Ottoman    Empire  might  cease   to 
izist,   Wliatever  else  might  follow,  there 
an,  I  think,  be  no  doubt  that  such  re- 
alt  firom  Xtussian  success  would  produce 
OL  improvement  in  the  condition  of  the 
sreeent  Christian  subjects  of  the  Porte. 
[liere  are  two  other  objections  which  I 
lave  to  make  to  the  reply  of  the  Fo- 
"eign  Secretary.     One  is  that  it  is  a  very 
itrong  statement  to  make  that  Bussia,  by 
ihe  declaration  of  war,  has  been  guilty 
if  a  oontrayention  of  the  Treaty  of  Paris, 
rhat  is  a  yery  strong  thing,  indeed,  for 
DOT  Government  to  say  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  another  country  which  is  our 
Ally.     If  it  be  true  that  Russia,  by  de- 
claring war,  has  broken  the  Treaty  of 
Paris,  vraming  should  have  been  given 
to  her  officially  and  publicly  that  such 
would  be  the  efiEect  of  her  act  Ions  ago — 
at  least  as  early  as  the  close  of  the  Gon- 
fettenoe.     I  am  not  going  to  enter  into 
the  question  whether  it  was  or  was  not 
wise  on  our  part  to  tell  the  Turks  that 
no  coercion  would  be  used  towards  them 
either  by  ourselves  or  by  the  rest  of 
Europe;  but  the  only  screw  that  was 
put  upon  Turkey  was  to  tell  her — **  If 
Kusaia  goes  to  war  with  you  because 
you  don't  effect  the  reforms  she   de- 
mands, we  won't  support  you."    Eussia 
and  Turkey  were  both  informed  that  if 
the  latter  did  not  yield  it  was  expected 
that  the  former  would  declare  war  ag^ainst 
her,  and  Bussia  has  a  right  to  complain 
that  we  did  not  then  tell  her  that  oy  so 
doing  she  would  be  breaking  the  Treaty 
of  Paris.    It  might  be  said  that  Bussia 
ought  to  have  remembered  the  Article 
in  that  Treaty  under  which  she  was 
bound  to  require  the  mediation  of  the 
other   Powers   before    going   to    war. 
During  the  Conference  it  was  generally 
supposed*  especially  by  the  newspapers 
supporting  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  one  of  the  great  purposes  of 
the  Conference  was  this  medbtion,  and 
because  it  had  failed  by  the  action  of 
Turkey  it  was  not  to  be  supposed  that 
it  was  not  to  be  considered  to  be  the 
exercise   of  the   right    of  mediation; 
but  I  should  like  to  know  whether,  if 
Turkey  had  asked  for  mediation  under 
that  Article   that  the  British  GKrvem- 
meut,  or  any  other  Government,  would 


not  have  thought  it  right  to  grant  the 
request ;  and  if  that  were  so,  why  come 
forward  and  charge  Bussia  with  actual 
breach  of  that  Article  ?  The  next 
passage  in  the  despatch  is  a  complaint 
against  the  Emperor  of  Bussia  because 
he  has  separated  himself  from  the  Euro- 
pean concert  hitherto  maintained.  I  am 
not  here  to  defend  Bussia,  nor  should  I 
have  made  any  remark  upon  the  point 
but  for  this  despatch ;  but  I  ask  the  House 
candidly  to  consider  whether  Bussia  is 
greatly  to  be  blamed  for  not  maintain- 
ing tms  European  concert  ?  She  would, 
undoubtedly,  be  much  to  blame  if  that 
concert  was  a  reality,  but  not  if  it  was  a 
sham.  Well,  it  was  a  sham.  It  became 
a  sham  in  consequence  of  the  determi- 
nation of  the  Conference  n:ot  beine  en- 
forced, which  gave  Bussia  the  right  to 
say  that  she  had  no  faith  in  European 
concert.  Then  came  these  very  strong 
words  in  the  reply  of  the  Foreign  Secre- 
tary— ''It  is  impossible  to  foresee  the 
consequences,"  &c.  Undoubtedly  it  is 
impossible  to  foresee  what  may  be  the 
consequences  of  this  war ;  but  the  noble 
Lord  the  Postmaster  General  must  be 
aware  of  what  is  the  meaning  of  diplo- 
matic phraseology;  and  it  is  a  very 
serious  thing,  indeed,  when  a  friendly 
Power  is  informed  that,  having  broken 
a  Treaty,  it  is  impossible  to  foresee 
the  consequences.  No  wonder  that  the 
funds  fell  on  every  Stock  Exchange 
in  Europe  on  that  reply  being  made 
public.  No  wonder  that  the  news- 
papers throughout  Europe  almost  all 
supposed  that  it  meant  some  danger 
of  war  .between  Busaia  and  England. 
And  I  must  confess  that  the  fear  there 
is  in  this  country  of  war  would  have 
been  greatly  increased  if  that  despatch 
had  been  left  by  itself.  A  good  deal  has 
been  said  with  reference  to  the  recent 
agitation  in  this  country  on  this  ques- 
tion. The  feeling  which  lay  behind 
that  agitation  has  been  very  much  the 
determination  to  preserve  our  neutrality 
— not,  as  has  been  suggested,  to  drive 
us  into  war.  There  is  but  a  small  mino- 
rity who  would  go  so  far  as  that ;  but 
there  has  been  a  g^at  fear  that  we 
should  drift  into  war,  and  that  we  should 
drift  into  war  on  the  wrong  side  on  a 
mistaken  notion  that  our  interests  were 
threatened — and  that  fear  would  have 
been  greatly  increased  by  this  reply  if  it 
stood  ak>ne.  But  we  have  had  the  ad- 
vantage in  the  course  of  this  debate  of 
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hearing  the  deolarations  of  the  Home  Se- 
oretary,  which  will  do  much  to  alia j  that 
fear.  We  must  remember  what  we  have 
read  day  after  day  in  the  newspapers.  I 
am  not  going  to  hold  the  Gbvemment 
responsible  for  everything  that  appears 
in  the  newspapers  which  are  in  the 
interest  of  their  Party;  but  I  must 
remind  the  House  that  the  Goyemment 
have  never  contradicted  the  statements 
which  have  appeared  in  those  journals, 
and  I  cannot  help  attaching  some  weight 
to  the  opinions  which  are  constantly 
being  expressed  in  them  that  our  inte- 
rests are  threatened — not  in  Egypt,  not 
on  the  Bosphorus — but  on  some  moim- 
tain  in  Asia  Minor  or  other  distant  post. 
There  is  a  fear  expressed  lest  Bussia 
should  come  down  the  Euphrates  or  take 
possession  of  some  of  the  head  waters  of 
that  river,  or  endanger  our  interests  by 

fetting  some  possible  access  to  the 
'ersian  Gkdf.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Wick  (Mr.  Laing)  has  exposed  the 
fallacy  of  those  fears ;  but  we  do  want 
an  official  definition  of  British  interests, 
and  I  am  delighted  that  we  had  the 
definition  which  was  given  by  the  Home 
Secretary.  Then  we  nave  heiurd  a  good 
deal  about  the  danger  of  Eussia  getting 
possession  of  Batoum ;  but  our  interests 
in  that  quarter  have  not  been  defined 
very  clearly.  The  Home  Secretary  gave 
some  definition  of  our  interests  in  con- 
nection with  the  Suez  Canal,  and  said 
that  we  could  not  allow  Egypt  to  be 
possessed  by  any  Continental  Power. 
With  that  I  agree ;  but  we  must  recol- 
lect that  there  might  be  great  difficulties 
in  that  matter,  and  that  there  must  be 
some  forbearance  shown  towards  Bussia 
if  she  is  to  be  considered  as  having  the 
rights  of  a  belligerent  Power.  Egypt  is 
nominally  a  part  of  Turkey.  E^ppt  is 
performing  her  duty  as  a  pajrt  of  Turkey. 
There  are  Egyptian  troops  in  Turkey 
ready  to  fight  for  her  against  the  armies 
of  the  Czar.  Egypt  is  therefore  at  war 
with  Eussia,  and  though  I  entirely 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  England  must  protest,  and  get 
Europe  to  protest,  against  Eussia  making 
an  attack  upon  Egypt,  I  do  not  suppose 
for  a  moment  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment deny  that  some  forbearance  to 
Eussia  will  be  required.  The  possibility 
of  Eussia  getting  to  Constantmople  has 
affected  the  minds  of  people  in  this 
country  as  a  red  rag  exdtes  a  bulL  I 
was  delighted  to  filnd  the  words  with 
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which  the  Home  Secretary  treated  that 
fear.    He  said   Egypt   and  the  Suet 
Canal  were  European  interests  as  wdl 
as  Engh'sh ;  but  I  think  he  gave  na  the 
impression  that  they  were  pre-eminoitij 
English.    When  he  came  to  Conrtanti- 
nople  I  think  he  did  not  give  us  that 
impression,  and  in  that  I  think  he  was 
quite  right.    For  m^  part,  I  should  be 
sorry  to  see  Constantmople  in  the  hands 
of  Eussia.    I  believe  tnat  the  Ore^s 
will  regain  their  lost  inheritanoe,  and  I 
should  he  sorry  to  see  religious  liberty 
exposed  to    the  danger  which  would 
arise  if  Eussia  were  master  of  Constaa* 
tinople.    If  I  come  to  British  interesta» 
I   do  not  say  they  are  not  affected, 
but  they   are  less   affected  than    the 
interests  of  other  countries  in  Europe. 
Prince  Bismarck  said  reoenUy — "IJiia 
is  not  any  business  of  ours ;  not  a  sm^e 
Pomeranian  shall  lose  his  life   about 
this  question.''    Why  did  he  say  so  ? 
Because  he  hoped  that  England  wtmld 
do  the  work  for  him  as  we  did  in  th« 
Crimean  War  for  Prussia  and  Austria. 
It  is,  however,  a  matter  of  very  great 
interest  to  Germany— even  to  powerfid 
Germany,  leading  Europe  as   at   this 
moment  she  does — that  she  should  not 
be  between  France  and  a  muoh  nuna 
powerful    Eussia.      Depend    upon    it. 
Prince  Bismarck  knows  that  it  ia  th« 
interest  of  (Germany,  and  will  take  oape 
that  Eussia  shall  not  be  at  Constanti- 
nople.   Let  us  join  in  the  protest,  bat 
let  us  not  fear.    Eussia  has  no  mora  in- 
tention of  running  the  risk  and  danger 
of  affronting  Europe  and  Germany  by 
getting  Constantinople  than  she  baa  of 
marching  at  once  to  Calcutta.     Wbea 
an  endeavour  is  made  to  drag  us  into 
all  the  costs  and  dangers  of  war,  I  do 
not  say  by  the  Government,  but  by  aoma 
of  their  supporters — and  a  war  on   the 
wrong  side— I  am  glad  the  Home  Secre- 
tary has  done  his  Mst  to  dispel  that  il- 
lusion.    There  is   another   matter    for 
which  I  thank  the  Home  Secretary.    He 
made  a  declaration  which  has  reoelTed 
the  assent  of  almost  everr  Member  that 
has  spoken,  except,  perhaps,  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  n>r  loskeard  (ICr. 
Courtnev),  and  that  is  the  declaration 
of  absolute  neutrality  between  Boasia 
and  Turkey.     I  sympathise  with  that 
view.    It  is  because  1  have  that  feeling 
so  strongly  that  I  should  not  be  able  to 
vote  for  ike  third  and  fourth  Beaoln- 
tions   of  my   right  hon.  Friend  (! 


69?        l%eBasUm  Questi&n,        (Mat  10,  1877)  lUioIuiumB  {Mr.  Gladstone).  698 


Oladstone)  if  he  had  intended  to  move 
them.     I  know  it  is  late ;  but  I  feel  it 
would  hardlj  be  honeat  for  me  to  sit 
down    without    stating    distinctly   the 
grounds  on  which  I  could  not  have  sup- 
ported him.  I  think  the  fourth  Besolution 
would  have  been  understood  bj  Bussia, 
by  Turkey,  by  Europe,  to  have  been  a 
declaration  of  opinion  by  this  House 
that  Russia  ought  to  be  assisted  in  this 
war,  and  that  it  would  have  been  in 
effect  a  breach  of  neutrality.    Let  me 
say  one  word  as  to  Besolutions  passed 
by  this  House.     We  must  not  treat 
them  as  mere  indications  of  our  feelings. 
They   are    orders  given  by   the  most 
powerfiil  body  in  the  State  to  the  Mini- 
sters of  State  to  carry  out  a  certain 
policy  —  in  this  case  on  a  European 
question  of  immense  importance.      I 
am.  qtdte   aware   that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  tried  to  guard  against  this 
result  by  saying  that  it  would  promote 
a  concert  of  European  Powers  in  exact- 
ing   these  reforms;    but  in  his   most 
eloquent,  most  argumentative  speech  he 
did  not  teU  us  his  reasons  for  believing 
that  there  was  at  this  time  any  chance  of 
that  concerted  action.    It  seems  to  me 
that  this  Besolution  does  imply  that  we 
ask  Europe  to  assist  Bussia  in  ezactinff 
reforms  in  Turkey.    I  am  not  prepared 
now  to  make  that  appeal  to  Eiuope. 
Nor  am  I  now  prepared  while  this  war 
is  going  on  to  ask  the  House  to  affirm 
the  third  Besolution,  and  for  this  rea- 
son— because  I  am  not  prepared  to  at- 
tempt to  pledge  the  House  to  a  policy 
at  the  close  of  that  war.    In  reeard,  for 
instance,  to  the  Bosnians,  I  share  the 
desire  of  my  right  hon.  Friend.    I  wish 
that  they  shomd  have    the  glories  of 
their  ancient  rule  restored;    for  they 
have  a  history.    But  we  must  remem- 
ber the  position  of  Austria ;  and  I  do 
not  want  to  pledge  myself  to  the  propo- 
sition that  Bosnia  is  not  to  become  Aus- 
trian.   Then,  again,  I  do  not  suppose 
my  right  hon.  Friend  means  to  miply 
that  we  are  to  pledge  ourselves  that  the 
power  of  Greece  is  not  to  be  re-instated 
in  Constantinople.     I  may  be  thought 
somewhat  inconsistent;   but  I  am  not 
now  prepared  to  make  this  appeal  to 
Europe  to  assist  Bussia  or  to  pledge 
the  House  as  to  the  conditions  at  the 
end  of  the  war.    But  before  the  war 
was  declared  there  was  no  policy  that  I 
should  have  more  earnestly  advocated. 
I  wish  my  right  hon.  Friend  had  been 


able— there  were  reasons  why  he  could 
not — to  bring  forward  this  Besolution 
at  any  time  before  the  war  was  declared. 
My  noble  Friend  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position here,  and  the  Leader  of  our 
Party  in  the  other  House,  hinted 
strongly  at  European  coercion  at  the 
very  opening  of  the  Session,  and  I  wish 
the  same  manifestations  of  support  which 
are  now  given  had  been  given  to  us  then. 
I  am  not  sure  that  we  acted  wisely 
in  not  pressing  that  policy.  But  let  me 
say  in  self-defence  that  we  most  reluc- 
tantly came  to  that  conclusion.  It  was 
no  fear  of  being  beaten  in  this  House ; 
no  fear  of  any  disgrace  or  discomfiture 
to  our  Party  that  influenced  us.  Our 
sole  fear  was  that  we  should  do  harm  to 
the  cause  we  cared  about  in  pledging 
the  House,  as  we  thought  we  should  do, 
against  a  policy  which  we  had  still  some 
hope  that  the  (Government  might  them- 
selves entertain.  I  deeply  regret  that 
the  *  (Government  themselves  did  not 
carry  out  the  policy  of  calling  upon 
Europe  to  put  pressure  upon  Turkey — 
to  keep  up  its  concert  for  that  purpose ; 
with  coercion,  if  necessary,  for  that  end. 
I  differ  from  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Huddersfield  (Mr.  Leatham)  and 
some  other  Gentlemen  in  their  opinions 
upon  that  matter ;  and  I  want  to  state 
very  shortly  the  grounds  on  which  I 
should  have  been  in  favour  of  applying 
European  pressure,  and,  if  necessary, 
coercion.  There  are  two  g^eat  schools 
of  opinion  on  the  Eastern  Question. 
There  are  those  who  still  believe  in  the 
possible  regeneration  or  reform  of  Tur- 
key by  itself.  They  stiU  have  the  hope 
which  Lord  Palmerston  expressed  some 
25  years  ago^that  there  was  power  in 
the  Ottoman  Porte  to  perform  the  du- 
ties of  a  civilized  (Government.  One 
great  advocate  of  that  doctrine — the 
hon.  Member  for  Canterbury  (Mr. 
Butler-Johnstone) — is  not  now  in  his 
place.  I  believe  that  its  adherents  are 
a  minority  in  this  House,  that  they  are 
a  still  smaller  minority  in  the  Cabinet — 
to  judge  from  the  utterances  of  its  Mem- 
bers, and  that  they  are  a  very  small 
minority,  indeed,  in  the  country.  Hon. 
Members  generally,  and  almost  all  who 
pay  attention  to  the  matter  out-of-doors, 
have,  I  believe,  given  up  that  hope,  and 
have  lost  faitii  in  the  power  of  Turkey 
to  regenerate  herself.  But  great  dif- 
ferences of  opinion  yet  exist  as  to  how 
the  necessary  change  is  to    be  made. 
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We  know  that  while  Turkish  misrale 
lasts  the  East  will  not  be  paoified.    I 
was  in  fkyonr  of  using  European  pres- 
sure,  and,   if  necessary,  coercion,  be- 
cause that  seemed  to  me  the  best  mode 
of  giving  some  hope  to  the  oppressed 
Christians,  and  the  sole  means  of  prerent- 
ing  war  and  of  pacifying  the  East  without 
war.  And  why  do  I  say  this?  Some  Oen- 
tlemen  have  stated — what  has  often  been 
stated  before— thatBussia  got  uptfie  Bul- 
garian atrocities,   and  I  suppose  some 
would  add,   also  Turkish  repudiation. 
Now  I  am  not  g^ing  into  the  question 
of  whether  Bussia  has   made   use  of 
Turkish  misrule  for  her  own  purposes ; 
but  I  say  that  that  misrule  existed  and 
still  exists,  and  that  as  long  as  it  does 
exist  the  East  cannot  be  pacified.    I 
believe  it  cannot  be  terminated  except 
by  pressure.     There  are  four  kinds  of 
pressure  which  might  have  been  applied. 
England  mi^ht  have  acted  by  herself; 
Bussia   might    act   by   hersdf;    Eng- 
land might  have  joined  Bussia;    and, 
lastly,  the  European  Powers  might  have 
acted  in  ooneert.    Well,  I  have  never 
been  in  fkvour  of  England  acting  by 
herself  or  of  her  joining  Bussia.    We 
owe  duties  to  our  own  enormous  Empire 
and  to  Europe,  and  there  would  have 
been  great  danger  to  the  peace  of  Europe 
if  we  had  waged  war  against  Turkey  or 
joined  any  other  Power  in  doing  so. 
The  danger  is  great  now  from  what 
Bussia  has  done;  but  it  would  hare 
been  greater  in  the  case  I  am  supposing. 
We  must  not  imagine  that  other  nations 
look  at  these  matters  in  the  same  way  as 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  or  other  hon. 
Meml^rs.    They  look  at  them  from  the 
point  of  view  of  their  own  interest.  The 
union  between  Austria   and  Hungary 
has   hardly   yet   been  confirmed;  the 
wounds  inflicted  between  Qermany  and 
France    are  not   yet   healed;    and   it 
would  not  have  been  wise  of  our  Go- 
vernment or  of  any  (Government  to  incur 
the  responsibility  of  drawing  the  sword 
even  in  so  g^ood  a  cause  as  that  of 
aiding   the   oppressed  subjects  of  the 
Porte,  considering  the  present  position 
of  Europe.  But  had  there  been  European 
concert  the  danger  would  have    oeen 
minimized.    I  think  that  concert  has 
been  possible.    It  was  possible  at  the 
time  of  the  Andrassy  Letter,  at  the  time 
of  the  Berlin  Memorandum,  and  espe- 
cially at  the  time  of  the  Oonferenoe.    I 
deeply  regret  that  Her  Majesty's  Gh>- 
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vemment  did  not  advocate  thai  poliey, 
because  I  believe  the  Porte  woula  have 
vielded  to  the  pressure  of  united  Europe ; 
but  I  am  quite  aware  tiiere  would  kav^ 
been  danger  attending  it.    We  ooaH 
not  have  made  a  thr^  of  war  with- 
out being  prepared  to  cany  it  into  effsct; 
and  even  though  Turkey  had  yielded, 
there  would   have   been  danger  in  a 
partnership  with  the  other  Powers  in 
int^erenoe  in  her  interaal  govenunant, 
I  am  not  surprised  the  Qovemment  Mt 
that  danger ;  but  the  danger  attending 
this  war  is  still  greater,  and  it  would  hmw 
been  better  if  they  had  run  the  risk. 
Now,  however,  that  war  has  b^gun^  Uie 
circumstances  of  the  case,  as  it  seems  to 
me,  are  completely  altered.    My  right 
hon.  Friend  tne  Member  for  OreeuwiA 
aUudes  in  his  Besolutions  to  the  Protoeol 
of  1 826.    But  that  is  not  a  parallel  case. 
The  European  concert  ibr  establishing 
tfie  independence  of  (Greece  was  arriTed 
at  six  months  before  the  deolaratiofn  of 
war  by  Bussia,  and  by  the  time  irar 
broke  out  Mr.  Oanning  was  dead.     Mj 
right  hon.  Friend  proved  the  sinoeritT 
of  his  opinions  by  tne  eloquent  appeiil 
with  wnich  his  speech  oondudea— -«a 
appeal  which  will  be  read  as  long^  ns 
our  Parliamentary  histoir  endures,  and 
which  thrilled  not  onlj  this  House,  bat 
the  oountry  at  large.    But  ^e  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  prefaced   tiiat   magniflceiit 
appeal  with  some  words  with  which  I 
could  not  entirely  agree.    He  said  there 
were  two  mighty  controversies — ^the  oon* 
troversy  between  Bussia  and  Turkey. 
and  the  controversy  between  Turkey  mnd 
her  revolted  subjects,  and  that,  in  hie 
opinion,  the  latter  was  the  deeper  ttad 
more  important.    Oertainlv,  the  oontzo- 
versy  between  Turkey  and  her  revolted 
subjects  is  that  which  most  excites  oar 
sympathies,  but  to  my  mind  it  oannot 
be  oeemed  the  most  important.    Thev« 
is  no  denying  tfiat,  however  mixed  the 
motives  may  be  which  have  led  to  it, 
this  war  between  two  great   Empix^ee 
is  one  of  intense  importance.    It  ie  a 
war  between  two  races  and  between  tiro 
religions ;   and  it  is  a  war  which  is  oeT<- 
tain  to  be  waged  with  intensity  and 
vigour.    It  is  a  fearful  war.    A  settle- 
ment of  the  question  by  means  of  a  oon* 
cert  of  tfie  Great  Powers  miffht  hmTo 
been  possible  before  war  wasdBclared  ; 
but  it  seems  to  me  that  under  the  actual 
circumstances  we  are  driven  into  a  poei* 
tion  of  neutrality,  and  must  be  coateat 
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to  wait  till  some  opportunity  of  modia- 
tion  pzeBents  itself.  We  must  stand  by 
and  see  this  war  fought  out  unless  we  are 
either  prepared  to  oyerwhelm  Turkey  by 
joining  Eiossia  or  to  call  upon  Bussia  to 
stop,  in  order  that  Europe  may  interfere. 
Turning  to  the  two  Besolutions  before 
US,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  Government 
ought  to  welcome  them.  They  will,  no 
doubt,  be  rejected  by  the  House  by  a 
considerable  majority ;  but,  however 
great  may  be  the  majority  by  which 
they  may  be  so  rejected,  &ere  will  be 
no  majority,  I  am  sure,  in  the  country 
or  in  the  House  against  their  real 
spirit.  I  believe  that  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  deeply  as  we  have  been  ex- 
cited about  this  question,  and  whatever 
may  have  been  our  prepossessions, 
there  is  really  a  general  concurrence  of 
opinion.  I  believe  that  an  enormous 
majority  in  this  House  and  in  the  country 
are  in  favour  of  absolute  neutrality  as 
between  Turkey  and  Bussia.  I  believe 
we  are  all  of  us  determined  to  protect 
British  interests,  should  those  interests 
be  really  menaced  and  imperilled.  I 
believe  a  laree  majority  of  us  are  also 
determined  mat  we  will  not  sacrifice  the 
money  of  our  constituents  or  the  blood 
of  our  soldiers  in  waging  a  war  under 
the  infiuence  of  mere  fanciful  fears.  I 
tiiink  I  am  not  wrong  in  claiming  the 
concurrence  of  the  Government  and  of 
Members  who  support  them  when  I  say 
that  we  do  not  forget  that  England  has 
a  duty  as  well  as  an  interest;  and  that 
the  best  and  truest  way  to  promote  her 
interest  is  to  perform  her  duty.  It 
will  be  the  duty  of  the  Qovemment 
to  use  the  influence  of  the  British 
Grown  as  far  as  possible  in  the  direction 
of  mediation,  whenever  mediation  may 
seem  practicable.  If  the  war  comes  to 
an  end  by  a  destruction — which  is  pos- 
sible—-of  the  Ottoman  Government  in 
the  disturbed  Provinces,  it  will  be  the 
duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  do 
their  utmost  to  secure  the  future  well- 
being  of  the  Christian  population.  If, 
as  is  also  possible,  peace  shoidd  soon  be 
made,  in  consequence  of  Bussia  obtain- 
ing a  success  which  would  enable  her  to 
dictate  terms,  then  it  will  be  for  Eng- 
land to  see  that  such  terms  are  secured 
as  would  lead  to  that  improved  govern- 
ment of  the  Christian  subjects  of  the 
Pcnte  which  we  all  desire  to  see,  and 
without  which  I  believe  a  permanent 
peace  is  impossible. 


CoLOKSL  LOYD  UNDSAY  said,  he 
hoped  that  after  these  debates  the  noble 
Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  would 
resume  the  Leadership.  The  noble  Lord 
was  wrong  in  disclaiming  compliments 
firom  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House, 
for  it  would  be  to  his  personal  advantage 
and  to  that  of  the  country  also  that  he 
should  possess  in  some  degree  the  con- 
fidence of  those  who  were  opposed  to 
him.  What  the  noble  Lord  said  a  month 
ago,  that  the  sword,  and  the  sword  only, 
could  dear  away  this  Eastern  Question, 
was  equally  true  now.  At  the  end  of 
last  Session  there  were  those  who  said 
it  was  evident  Bussia  was  menacing 
Turkey,  and  events  had  justified  their 
predictions  of  aggression.  Three  gene- 
rations of  Bussian  statesmen  had  been 
steadily  pursuing  the  determination  to 
seize  &e  Black  Sea  and  the  countries 
that  surround  it,  always  under  the  plea 
of  obtaining  redress  for  the  oppressed 
Christian  subjects  of  the  Porte.  Pifty 
years  ago  the  Duke  of  Wellington  in  a 
letter  to  Lord  Aberdeen  said  it  made 
him  sick  to  hear  of  the  Czar's  desire  for 
peace,  which  he  could  secure  by  offering 
reasonable  terms  to  Turkey ;  but  he  was 
looking  to  the  conquest  and  plunder  of 
Constuitinople.  The  events  of  that 
time  were  similar  to  the  events  of  this. 
In  1854  Nicholas  determined  upon  a 
great  effort  to  overwhelm  Turkey,  which 
was  defeated  with  our  aid.  After  the 
Crimean  War  we  were  represented  at 
Constentinople  by  an  Ambassador  of 
great  firmness.  Why  was  it,  with  Tur- 
key in  our  hands,  and  with  such  a  Mini- 
ster at  Constantinople,  we  did  nothing 
to  put  the  Turkish  house  in  order  ?  u 
that  had  been  done  the  things  which 
we  had  so  much  lamented  might  have 
been  prevented.  Nothing,  however,  had 
been  done,  and  now  these  difficulties 
were  upon  us.  It  had  been  said  that 
circumstances  now  were  very  different ; 
but  to  him  they  seemed  to  be  very  simi- 
lar to  what  they  had  been  in  1828  and 
1854.  The  present  Emperor  of  Bussia 
was  a  more  peaceful  man  than  Nicholas; 
but,  unfortunately,  all  the  acquisitions 
of  territory  had  been  made  under  this 
peaceful  Emperor  rather,  than  under 
Nicholas,  and  all  those  acquisitions  had 
been  made  by  ,the  sword.  A  traveller 
describing  his  recent  visit  to  Central 
Asia  said  that  the  recent  advances  of 
Bussia  were  marked  by  the  gibbet  and 
the  sword.    All  that,  it  was  said,  was 
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of  no  oonsequence ;  but  he  beUeved  the 
present  attack  on  Turkey  would  raise  a 
▼ery  great  feeling  of  sympathy  through- 
out the  country  in  favour  of  itxe  Tunes. 
The  English  Goyemment  had  encoun- 
tered great  difficulties,  and  they  had 
endeavoured  to  do  three  things — to  pre- 
serve the  peace  of  Europe,  to  keep  the 
Bussians  out  of  Turkey,  and,  as  nr  as 
they  could,  to  improve  the  condition  of 
the  Christian  population  of  Turkey ;  but 
in  not  one  of  these  things  had  they  re- 
ceived any  support  whatever  from  the 
other  Great  Powers  of  Europe.  The  po- 
licy of  neutrality  prodaimed  by  England 
was  completely  understood  bv  the  other 
Powers ;  out  not  a  finger  had  oeen  raised 
by  any  Power  in  Europe  to  give  us  any 
assistance  in  preserving  the  peace  of 
Europe.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  a  very  difficult  task  |in  dealing  with 
Bussia.  They  had  been  perfectly  willing 
to  attribute  no  evil  to  a  people  with 
whom  we  were  in  friendly  alliance,  and 
he  entirely  disagreed  with  those  hon. 
Members  who  said  that  the  Government 
had  shown  hostility  to  Bussia.  On  the 
contrary,  the  most  generous  construction 
had  been  put  upon  what  had  been  done 
by  Bussia;  he  would  go  further  and 
say  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
not  been  always  politic  in  what  they 
had  done,  because  in  the  exercise  of 
their  discretion  they  had  sometimes  kept 
back  despatches  which,  if  given  to  the 
country,  would  have  raised  a  strong 
counter  feeling  in  England  to  that  which 
had  been  raised  agamst  Turkey.  But 
there  were  qualitieB  even  higher  than 
generosity ;  they  were  truth  and  justice, 
and  they  compelled  him  to  declare  that 
the  action  of  Bussia  towards  Turkey  had 
been  marked  by  great  duplicity.  Was 
it  not  set  forth  in  the  despatches  of  Mr. 
Baring,  and  was  it  not  perfectly  well 
known  that  during  the  whole  time  the 
Bussian  Ambassador  was  at  the  Porte 
he  was  intriguing,  or  if  not  himself 
those  who  were  dosely  associated  with 
him  were  intriguing,  to  excite  insurrec- 
tion in  Bulgaria  ?  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone)  said 
he  had  read  the  whole  of  the  de- 
spatches and  could  not  discover  any  such 
intrigues.  But  had  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman read  the  despatches  in  which  it 
was  stated  that  the  Bussian  Consul  at 
Philippopolis  was  instrumental  in  ex- 
citing reoellion,  and  would  anyone  be- 
lieve that  the  Bussian  Consul  in  that 
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town  was  not  in  dose  conneotioii  wi& 
the   Bussian  Ambassador?    T%ie  B«u- 
sian  Ambassador,  who  was  protected  fay 
the  laws  of  hospitality,  was  all  the  tnne 
he  was  at  Constantinople  engaged  ia 
raising  insurrection,  or  his  GoUeagues 
were.    As  to  the  right  hon.  Gentieman** 
(^uei^i  how  it  happened  that  the  reb^- 
bon  in  Bulgaria  had  been  put  down  by 
Bashi-Bazouks  ?  if  it  were  not  to  late  he 
would  bring  evidence  to  prove  that  it  waa 
because  the  Bussian  Ambassador  had  de- 
clared that  it  was  so  trifling  a  matter  that 
it  was  not  necessary  to  use  regular  troopa. 
When  so  much  blame  was  thrown  on  toe 
Turkish  authorities,  it  ought  to  be  re* 
membered  that   some   portion   of   the 
blame  ought  to  be  borne  by  those  who 
had  influence  at  the  Porte  preventiiig 
the  regular  troops  from  going  to    pot 
down  ttie  atrocities.    With  reterence  to 
the  despatch  in  which  Lord  Derby  dealt 
with  the  punishment  of  the  perpex-tators 
of  the  cruelties  in  Bulgaria,  ne  oonld 
only  remark  that  the  rebellion  wms  no 
doubt  a  most  serious  one,  and  that  its 
success  would  have  been  fatal  to  Torkej. 
And  it  was  also  to  be  remembered  tbai 
the  offenders  acted  under  the  inflaence 
of  terror  and  without  the  knowledM  of 
the  authorities.    Besides,  the  Duke  of 
Wellington,  in  one  of  his  despatcbea 
from  the  Peninsula,  said  that  it 
wholly  impossible  to  control  troops 
ing  in  detachments.  If  English  Gei 
were  unable  to  control  detached 
we  ought  to  put  a  charitable  oonstmctaon 
on  the  conduct  of  the  Turkish  Oom- 
manders  and  to  assume  that  they  ^ren 
not  responsible  for  the  atrocities   com- 
mitted in  Bulgaria.    It  would,  indeed, 
be  a  great  stretch  of  power  if  the  Torldali 
GK)V9mment  were  to  punish  the  men  who 
had  saved  the  Ottoman  Empire  from  a 
grave  calamity  and  almost  certain   de- 
struction.   He  concurred  in  Mr.  Can- 
ning's opinion,  that  England  ougbt  to 
maintain  an  undeviating  neutrality  wben 
nothing  occurred  injurious  to  her  inte- 
rests and  her  honour.    The  hon.   and 
gallant  Gentleman   concluded    bv     ex- 

Eressing  a  hope  that  the  policy  adopted 
y  Her  Majesty's  (Government  would 
receive  the  approbation  of  both  aidea 
of  the  House,  as  it  was  most  essential 
that  the  country  should  be  united  on  ao 
important  a  question. 

Captain  NOLAN  confessed  that  when 
the  information  of  the  atrocities  in  tlie 
Turkish  Provinces  reached  this  ooontv^ 
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his  BympathieB  were  strongly  against 
the  Turks.  But  since  that  time  new 
elements  had  been  introduced  into  the 
Eastern  Question,  and  it  was  no  longer 
a  question  of  merely  punishing  the  per- 
petrators of  those  atrocities.  An  enor- 
mous Army  had  been  thrown  across  the 
Turkish  frontier,  and  Eeports  had  been 
published  from  our  Consul  at  Warsaw 
regarding  the  behaviour  of  Eussia  to 
a  large  dass  of  Catholics  residing 
within  her  Empire.  Under  those  cir- 
cumstances, he  asked  himself  where 
should  his  sympathies  be?  He  knew 
that  two  blacks  did  not  make  one  white ; 
and,  therefore,  it  might  be  said  because 
Bussia  had  acted  wrongly  were  they  to 
oppose  her?  But  the  true  issue  was, 
were  they  to  give  Eussia  increased 
power  to  make  forcible  oonyersions? 
Now  Eussia,  if  successful,  would  hare 
the  government  of  the  Christians  in 
Turkey.  Those  Christians  were  divided 
into  four  classes  —  first,  the  orthodox 
Greek  Church,  which  had  the  Czar  for 
its  head ;  secondly,  orthodox  Gbeeks,  in 
eommtmion  with  the  Eussian  Church, 
but  with  a  different  belief  as  to  the  cen- 
tral authority;  thirdly,  the  Uniacks, 
who,  with  the  same  ceremonies  as 
the  Greek  Church,  were  in  communion 
with  the  Eoman  Catholic  Church;  and 
fourthly,  Eoman  Catholics.  He  found 
by  the  Eeturns  moved  for  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlow,  that  within  a  very 
brief  period  the  Eussians  had  forcibly — 
by  flogg^g,  torture,  imprisonment,  and 
exile— converted  1,300,000  Christians  to 
the  orthodox  Ghreek  Church,  which  had 
the  Czar  for  its  head ;  and  he  feared  if 
she  were  onc^  established  at  Constanti- 
nople, such  conduct  might  be  repeated 
on  an  extended  scale.  He  knew  not 
which  was  the  graver  trial — for  these 
Christians  to  endure  the  occasional 
outbursts  of  ferocity  from  the  Turks, 
or  this  steady,  systematic  repression  of 
religious  freedom  on  the  part  of  the 
Eussians.  For  that  reason  he  could  not 
vote  for  the  Eesolutions  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich,  which  in 
some  way  would  make  him  responsible 
for  legalizing  Eussian  aggression  on  re- 
ligious freedom.  One  word  with  regard 
to  British  interests.  It  would  be  easy 
to  defend  the  Suez  Canal  by  our  Fleet, 
bat  he  doubted  whether  any  fleet  could 
defend  Constantinople.  When  Admiral 
Duckworth  was  there  in  1807  he  was 
obliged  to  retire,  because  he  found  his 
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retreat  was  being  cut  off  by  batteries  on 
shore.  Any  force  that  controlled  the 
land  could  always  command  the  sea  ap- 
proaches to  Constantinople.  He  believed 
that  Constantinople  would  be  in  very 
great  danger  from  the  Eussians  before 
any  debate  would  be  renewed  in  that 
House.  When  Eussia  crossed  the  Bal- 
kans she  was  only  250  miles  in  a  straight 
Hne,  or  340  by  road,  from  Constanti- 
nople. Ten  miles  a-day  was  not  a  very 
difficult  advance  for  an  army,  and  so 
the  Eussians  would  be  34  days  only 
from  Constantinople,  once  their  army 
was  fairly  across  the  Danube.  Now, 
how  long  would  it  take  to  send  an 
English  land  Force  to  Constantinople  ? 
It  was  14  days'  sail  from  our  southern 
ports,  and  it  would  require  some  time 
to  get  the  men  together  and  provide 
vessels  for  their  transport.  It  might, 
therefore,  at  a  later  epoch  become  prac- 
tically useless  for  us  to  attempt  any 
defence  of  Constantinople.  It  might  be 
said  that  the  Turks  would  be  able  to 
retard  the  advance  of  the  Eussians ;  but 
the  experience  of  1829  showed  that  after 
they  were  beaten  in  oiie  regular  battle 
the  Turks  offered  no  opposition  to  the  ad- 
vance of  Eussia.  Two  enormous  changes 
had  been  since  then  made  in  the  situation. 
The  first  was  that  the  Eussians  had 
really  adopted  railways,  and  this  would 
make  a  great  difference  in  their  sup- 
plies and  commissariat.  Eailways  had 
brought  Eussia  700  or  800  miles  nearer 
to  Constantinople  than  she  was  formerly, 
while  the  improvements  in  scientific 
warfare  being  wholly  in  favour  of  the 
scientifically  trained  officers  of  Eussia, 
Turkey  would  go  down  before  her  in 
every  battle.  He  insisted  that  mere 
neutrality  was  not  enough.  It  ought  to 
be  an  armed  neutrality ;  and  if  we  did 
not  wish  to  allow  Eussia  to  get  to  Con- 
stantinople before  us,  we  would  require 
to  station  an  Army  of  Observation  on 
some  island,  or  other  advantageous  po- 
sition, not  far  removed  from  Constanti- 
nople, so  as  to  be  prepared  for  imme- 
diate action  on  an  emergency. 

Mb.  BOXJEKE  moved  that  the 
Debate  be  adjourned. 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QXJEE  hoped  the  Debate  would  be  re- 
sumed and  concluded  to-morrow  night. 
The  whole  week  would  then  have  been 
spent  upon  it,  and  that  was  not  at  all 
too  much,  considering  the  importance  of 
the  subject.    The  hon.  Member  for  the 
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Border  Burghs  (Mr.  Treyeljan)  had  a 
Motion  of  great  importance  on  the  Notice 
Paper,  relating  to  the  County  Franchise, 
and  as  the  hon.  Member  would  see  that 
it  would  be  for  the  general  convenience 
of  the  House  that  this  debate  should  be 
resumed  to-morrow,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  waive  his  right,  and 
allow  this  debate  to  be  resumed  as  the 
First  Order  of  the  Day. 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  willingly  gave 
way  under  the  circumstances,  but  trusted 
that  having  done  so,  the  Government 
would  give  nim  a  day  for  the  discussion 
of  the  important  question  of  the  Coimty 
Franchise. 

Mr.  ANDEESON  objected  to  the  way 
in  which  the  conduct  of  debates  was 
arranged.  In  great  debates  like  that 
one,  unless  hon.  Members  would  stoop 
to  beg  the  Whips  of  their  Party  to 
procure  for  them  an  opportunity,  they 
had  no  chance  of  speaking;  and  the 
effect  of  that  indecent  system  had  been 
that  in  the  present  debate,  in  three 
nights  speaking,  only  two  of  the  Mem- 
bers who  intended  to  support  all  the 
Eesolutions  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Greenwich  had  been  able  to  address 
the  House,  and  therefore  the  reports  of 
the  debates  conveyed  to  the  country  a 
totally  erroneous  idea  of  the  extent  of 
support  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  received  had  he  moved  the  whole 
of  his  Besolutions.  He  deprecated  any 
idea  of  the  slightest  supposition  of  any- 
thing unfair  on  the  part  of  the  Speaker 
in  making  his  selections,  but  so  long  as 
lists  and  suggestions  were  permitted  so 
long  such  results  as  he  pointed  out  would 
be  possible. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  hoped 
the  Government  would  accede  in  some 
way  to  the  appeal  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Border  Burghs. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Border  Burghs  would,  perhaps,  avail 
himself  of  the  opportunity  of  seeking 
what  advantages  he  could  as  a  private 
Member.  The  Speakers  that  ni^t  had 
been  selected  with  the  greatest  impar- 
tiality. He  trusted  it  might  be  possible 
to  finish  the  debate  by  to-morrow  ni^ht, 
though  he  was  afraid  no  under8tan£ng 
coula  be  come  to. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER suggested  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Border  Burghs  should  endeavour 
to  obtain  a  day  for  his  Motion  in  the 
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ordinary  way;  failing  which,  althootgk 
in  the  present  state  of  Public  Bmdnet 
he  could  not  g^ve  any  direct  pledge,  ih» 
Government  would  recognixe  the  bbim 
which  he  would  have,  boUi  on  Ac- 
count of  his  giving  way  for  the  ooirf^ 
nience  of  the  House  and  of  the  impov^ 
tance  of  the  subject  of  his  MotioiL  80 
far  as  the  GK)vemment  was  cooeenied, 
they  would  do  all  in  their  power  to  btiikg 
the  debate  to  a  close  to-morrow  night. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To^wiorrow. 


PARLIAMEin[>ARY     AFD     innaCIPAI. 
TI0N8   (HOUBS  op  POLLING). 

Motion  made,  and  Questioii  put,  ^  That  Hr. 
Hunt  be  a  Member  of  the  Select  Committer  oa 
Parliamentary  and  Municipal  Elections  (H< 
of  Polling)." 

The  HouBO  divided  .'—Ayes  37 ;  Nom  6  : 
jority  31.— (Div.  List,  No.  119.) 

Mr.  William  Eowa&o  Fokstbx,  Sir  CmAKua 
Mills,  Sir  Chaulea  Dilkb,  lAi.  Chaju.kt, 
Dr.  ;Camebon,  Mr.  Phipps,  Mr.  Bntr,  Mr. 
Charles  Lewis.  Mr.  Mundklla,  Mr.  TKXirAjrr, 
Mr.  MuRPHT,  Uolonel  Rbbbsforo,  Mr.  QBsrmi 
Samvelson,  and  Mr.  Gobdok  nominated  o€b«r 
Members  of  the  Committee : — Power  to  send  lor 
persons,  papers,  and  records;  Fire  to  be  ths 
quorum. 


CANAL  BOATS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  ScLATEa-BooTH,  BQl  to 
provide  for  the  Registration  and  KegidatiQo  of 
Canal  Boats  used  as  Dwellings,  ordtr^d  to  bs 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Solateb^Booth,  Mr.  Secre- 
tary Cross,  and  Mr.  Salt. 

Bill /7rM0ff^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  162.] 


PABLIAHENTABY  ELECTIOKS  A2n>  OOm&UrT 
FBAGTICES   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  ATToairBT  Gbvbkal,  Bill 

to  amend  and  continue  the  Acts  relaHo^  to 
Election  Petitions,  and  to  the  prevention  of 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Parliamentary  Eleetiaiui« 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  ArroKirrr 
General,  Mr.  Secretary  Ckoss,  and  Mr.  Sou* 
crroR  Gbxekal. 

Billit)rM#M^«<^  and  read  the  first  tim«.  [Bill  169.] 


House  a<]yoiinied  at  a  (nurter 
aftar  Tvo  o^dook. 
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HOUSE    OP    L0ED8, 

FHiay,  llth  May,  1877. 

MLN  UTKSJ— PcBuc  Bat»— /i>t<  JRHutinp^ 
Oenerttl  roHoo  and  Improvement  (Scotland) 
Prorinoaal  Order  Oonflnnation  (I>ambarton)  ^ 
(68);  BarEdiMatia&andDiMipliiM«(69). 

Sftomd  J?M<^— ProTMional  Oiden  (IroUuid) 
ConflrmatioQ  (Holjrwood,  &o.) «  (62). 

CkmnmiiU^-^UomovBl  of  Wrecka  *  (69). 

^wi  itim^JUp&rt — Bankruptcy  taw  Amend- 
ment* (41);  Local  Ooremment  Pnnriiional 
Ordan  (Horbory,  *o.) «  {6f^, 

JBMMft— PttbUo  Beoord  Office  ^  (68-70). 

Third  Mmdinf — Elementary  Education  Provi- 
donal  Order  Confirmation  (London)  *  (48) ; 
fClementafy  Edocation  Proviaional  Orders 
Goafrmation  (Gardiii;  kt.)  •  (60),  and  pa9$0d, 

WUhdrmwn  —  Battway  ,  Oompaiuea  fierrania 
(4«). 


PA  RTiT  A  WEKT— THE  WHITSUNTIDE 
BECE88.— QUESTION. 

Thz  MABausss  or  BIPON  asked  the 
liord  President,  What  arranffements  the 
Ooreniment^roposed  to  miuce  with  re- 
to  the  Whitsuntide  Becess  ? 

Thx  Dina  op  EIOHMOND  xsd 
OOBDON  said,  that  the  Committee  on 
the  Burials  Bill  was  fixed  for  Thursday, 
thm  17th  instant,  and  if  the  discussion  on 
that  staffe  was  concluded  at  that  sitting, 
he  would  jpropose  that  their  Lordships 
•hould  adjourn  for  the  Becess  on  that 
Bight.  If  the  Oommittee  were  continued 
on  the  following  day,  he  would  move 
that  their  Lordships  adjourn  from  the 
18th  instant  till  Monday,  June  4. 

RAILWAY  COMPANIES   SERVANTS 

BILL.— (No.  48.) 

(Tht  Dmkt  of  St.  Albm$.) 

SSOOKD  BBABnro. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Seoond 
B— ding,  read. 

Thb  Dun  or  8T.  ALBANS,  in  morinff 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  said,  that  this  measure  was  no 
atl«inpt  at  paternal  legislation.  It  only 
sooght  to  interrene  between  employer 
and  employed,  because,  to  use  the  words 
of  the  Preamble— 

**the  laoKth  of  time  during  whioh  aenranU  of 
Railway  Companiaa  are  aometimea  employed  ii 
mtk  as  to  ba  pt^fndidal  to  tb«r  health,  detri- 
■iftal  to  Iha  proper  workiac  of  Milwayt,  and 
a  Moaa  ol  frial  dasfar  to  the  pablio  tranlling 


»• 


He  did  not  seek  to  introduce  the  prin- 
ciple of  Parliamentary  interference  with 
free  contract  in  adult  labour;    and  in 
order  to  carry  out  this  intention  he  pro- 
posed in  Oommittee  to  exempt  plate- 
layers from  the  operation  of  the  Bill, 
and  to  include  only  persons  engaged  in 
working  the  traffic ;  the  Bill  would  thus 
deal  omy  with  that  class  of  railway  sor- 
▼ants  on  whose  capacity  the  lives  of  tra- 
vellers depended.    The  Prime  Minister 
found  fault  with  him  the  other  night 
because  he  wished  to  apply  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Factory  Acts  to  adult  male 
labour.     The  noble  Earl  ignored  the 
fact  that  his  own  Government  in  1875 
drew  a  distinction    between  workmen 
engaged  in  ordinary  pursuits  and  those 
on  whose  labour  the  safety  of  the  public 
depended.      The    present   Gt)vemment 
had    lost    no  opportunity  in   claiming 
credit   for   having    done  so;    and  he 
thought  he  was  entitled  to  ask  the  noble 
Earl,  or  some  Member  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gbvemment,  to  point  out  in  what  respect 
the  principle  of  this  Bill  differed  from 
that  upon  which  Mr.  Oross  based  a  claim 
for  special  provisions  in  his  Conspiracy 
Act  of  1875  with  respect  to  persona  em- 
ployed in  works  affecting  the  safety  of 
the  public.     In  the    present  case  he 
would  not  ground  the  necessity  for  this 
Bill  on  humanity  to  the  men — though 
there  was  much  to  be  said  on  that  head. 
Labour,  he  was  glad  to  say,  was  strong 
enough  to  protect  its  interest;  though 
when  they  saw  in  **  Jones  r  The  Great 
Western  Kailway  Company  "  the  widow's 
cruse  pitted   against   a    rich  Bailway 
Company  in   four    expensive    lawsuits 
for  damages  for  her  husband's  death, 
a   combination   for   the   prevention  of 
cruelty  to  railway  travellers  and  rail- 
way   servants    might    become    neces- 
sary.   What  this  Bill  sought  was  to  re- 
move the  flpreat  danger  which  Captain 
Tyler  stated  in  his  evidence  and  reported 
to  exist  to  the  travelling  public  fh)m 
overworked    railway    servants,    arising 
from  an  insufficient  staff;    and  to  this 
cause  Captain  Tyler  attributed  no  fower 
than  five  accidents  in  1875.     IIo  would, 
with  their  permission,  read  some  ex- 
tracts from  the  evidence  taken  before 
the  Bailway  Accidents  (/ommiRsion,  and 
he  thought  thev  would  agree  with  him 
that  a  real  evil  had  to  be  desalt  with. 
In  the  minutes  of  Mr.  JaokBon's  evi- 
dence there  were  these  passages-— 
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*' 17,678  (Sir  Sejmoiir  Fitsgerald).— Take 
Monday,  the  Ist  of  February.  I  find  that  28 
guards  were  on  duty  that  day,  and  half  of  them 
were  on  duty  for  considerably  more  than  16 
hours  P — That  is  possible :  that  book  shows  the 
true  working  according  to  the  men*s  own  time 
and  figures. 

**  17,679. — I  find  two  men  that  were  on  duty 
for  15  hours  and  four  minutes,  another  one  for 
17  hours  20  minutes,  another  21  hours  30  mi- 
nutes, another  man  20  hours,  another  man  17 
hours  10  minutes,  two  that  were  on  duty  for  21 
hours  30  minutes,  one  that  was  on  duty  for  16 
hours  15  minutes,  two  that  were  on  duty  for  16 
hours  40  minutes,  one  that  was  on  duty  for  18 
hours  20  minutes,  two  that  were  on  duty  for  20 
hours,  one  that  was  on  duty  21  hours  1 1  minutes, 
another  for  21  hours,  and  two  that  were  on  duty 
for  22  hours  10  minutes,  and  I  find  that  one  man 
who  was  on  duty  for  15  hours  and  40  minutes 
on  Monday,  February  the  Ist,  is  out  again  on 
February  the  2nd,  and  goes  on  duty  for  18  hours 
30  minutes  F— Tea,  that  is  possible ;  may  I  ask 
where  he  runs  ? 

**  17,680. — It  is  a  Lockwood  train,  and  he  got 
something  like  14  hours'  rest  in  two  days  out  of 
48  hours  r— Tes,  that  book  is  correct. 

"17,691  (Sir  Sevmour  Fitzgerald).— On  Fe- 
bruary the  2nd  I  find  that  80  of  your  guards 
were  on  work  for  more  than  15  hours  a-day  F — 
If  it  is  in  the  book,  that  is  so. 

**  17,692. — And  I  find  that  one  man  was  on 
duty  on  that  day  for  13  hours  who  had  been  on 
duty  for  21  i  hours  the  day  preceding  F — May  I 
ask  what  train  that  is  F 

He  had  received  this  statement  from 
Mr.  John  Graham,  the  London  District 
Secretary  of  the  Amal^mated  Society 
of  Bailway  Servants.  He  had  not  been 
able  to  verify  the  fact,  though  he  had 
ascertained  diat  their  source  was  re- 
liable : — 

**  The  porters  and  guards  on  the  Metropolitan 
and  District  Railways  commence  work  on  Sun- 
days at  7  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  finish  at 
about  12  o'clock  at  night ;  time  ot  duty,  16  and 
17  hours.  On  the  London,  Brighton,  and  South 
Coast  Railway,  on  the  London,  Chatham,  and 
Dover,  on  the  North  London,  and  on  the  Lon- 
don and  South-Westem  Railway,  the  same  thing 
exists ;  while  on  the  South-Eastem  Railway  the 
hours  of  duty  are  with  some  of  the  guards  as 
many  as  19.  I'he  engine-drivers  and  firemen 
on  the  South-Eastem  Railway  have  turns  of 
duty  var^nng  from  12  to  20  hours,  and  those 
men  can  be  easily  seen  either  at  the  Charing 
Cross  or  Cannon  Street  Stations.  The  Chatham 
and  Dover  engine-drivers  do  the  same  thing,  but 
not  so  often.  The  drivers  and  guards  of  the 
6.30  a.m.  goods  train,  Redhill  to  Bricklayers* 
Arms  (SouUi-Eastem  Railway),  have  for  a  week 
to  work  each  day  14  and  15  hours;  of  the  7 
o'clock  a.m.  goods  train,  Redhill  to  Reading, 
13 J  to  14}  hours;  of  the  12.30  a.m.  g^oods  train, 
Redhill  to  Reading  and  back,  13  to  14^  hours 
regularly.  A  porter  at  Basingstoke  (London 
and  South-Westem  Railway)  came  on  duty  at 
6  a.m.  on  Thursday  last,  and  remained  on  duty 
36  hours.    These  cases  can  be  multiplied  to  any 
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extent,  but  as  I  do  not  know 

information  as  this  is  required  by  joor  Onoa,  I 

will  give  no  more  now." 

Experience  at  sea  had  taught  aaOon 
that  the  look-out  should  be  divided  into 
four-hours'  watches,  and  in  the  engine- 
room   six-hours'   shifts  were    adopted. 
The  Government  would  not  entrust  tb« 
mails,  or  individuals  their  lives,  to  a  ship 
whose  hands  were  on  duty  20   hours; 
and  shipowners  knew  they  must  oonfonn 
to  those  rules  in  which  safetv  was  in- 
sured, or  other  vessels  would  be  started 
and  take  their  trade ;  but  the  Bailwaj 
Companies  had  a  monopoly,  and  were  in 
a  position  that  whatever  thej  did  the 
public  must  travel  bv  them  and    take 
their  chance.    He  believed  that  in  un- 
fortunate   times    1    per  cent  on     the 
working    expenses  would   cover    oom- 
pensation ;  and  a  sufficient  staff  to  deal 
with  the  extra  work  which  at  certain 
seasons  of  the  year   fell   on  railwaja 
would  cost  considerably  more.    There- 
fore  it  was  best  economy  for  a  Railway 
Company  to  run  the  nsk  and  pay  the 
damages    than    to    prevent    accidents. 
The  2nd  clause  of  the  Bill  limited  the 
hours  during  which    railway   serranta 
mifi^ht  be  employed  in  any  24  hours  to 
12  hours,  except  when  unforseen  circnxm- 
stances  rendered  a  longer  employment 
necessary  for  the  security  of  life,      ^w 
number  was  only  tentative,  and  aug^Msted 
itself  to  him  as  adopted  on  board  ship  as 
one  which  should  not  be  exceeded  ;  but 
he  trusted  it  would  seldom  be  reached. 
Clause  2  made  the  employment  of  rail- 
way servants  contrary  to  its  provisioni 
an  offence  punishable  in  each  case  by  a 
penalty  of  not  less  than  £5,  and  not 
more  than    £50;    unless  it    ooold    be 
proved  that  such  employment  was  neces- 
sary for  the  security  of  life ;  but   if  it 
were  proved  that  the  employment  was 
wholly  or  partially  during  the  night,  th» 
minimum  penalty  was  fixed  at  £IQ  and 
the  maximum  at  £100.    Clause  3  was 
framed  with  a  view  of  recouping  a  BaO- 
way  Company  penalty  and  costs  to  whioh 
they  might  be  liable  by  the  oontraves- 
tion  of  the  Act  (contrary  to  their  wiahaa) 
by  some  of  their  officials ;  and  it  pro- 
vided that  though  the  Company  should 
in  the  first  instance  be  liable,  the  oflioiai 
who  employed  the  railway  servant  con- 
trary to  the  Act,  and  without  the  con- 
sent, knowledge,  or  connivance  of  ths 
Bailway  Company,  might  be  ordered  by 
the  Court  to  repay  to  the  Company  the 
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fine  incurred  bj  tbem  and  the  ooste  of 
th^rooeedingfl.  Olause  4  enabled  pen- 
alties to  be  recovered  in  the  manner 
prorided  bjthe  Summary  Jurisdiction 
Act.      Clause  5  allowed  an  appeal  to 

auarter  sessionB.  He  had  endeavoured 
luB  to  secure  that  the  matter  should  be 
settled  in  a  summary  and  inexpensive 
way.  Clause  6  defined  what  should  be 
meant  by  a  '' Bail  way  Company ''  and 
"  Rulway  servants  "  under  this  Bill ; 
and  as  to  this  much  might  be  said  about 
including  stationmasters ;  but,  on  the 
whole,  he  had  thought  it  more  con- 
venient not  to  do  so.  Railway  servant 
under  the  Bill  would  mean  engine- 
driver,  fireman,  stoker,  guard,  signal- 
man, pointsman,  platelayers  (he  pro- 
posed to  omit  platelayers),  breaksman, 
■hunter,  wheel-tapper,  wheel-examiner, 
and  porter  engaged  in  working  the  traffic. 
When  platelayers  were  eliminated,  those 
only  on  whom  the  public  safety  actually 
devolved  would  come  under  its  enact- 
ments. The  remaining  clauses  provided 
for  the  technical  working  of  the  Act, 
except  Clause  7,  which  allowed  the  Court 
to  give  to  the  complainant  or  informer 
half  the  fine  when  it  seemed  desirable. 
8ac|i  was  the  measure  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  present  to  their  Lordships. 
Better  means  might  suggest  themselves 
to  others  of  arriving  at  the  end  which 
he  had  in  view.  Though  the  noble 
Lord  who  proposed  to  put  the  extin- 
guisher on  this  Bill  ^Viscount  Bury) 
paid  its  principle  a  qualified  praise  the 
other  night,  even  if  the  Bill  survived 
that  night  he  could  not  be  sanguine  of 
its  becoming  law  this  year;  but  this 
thing  he  did  regret — that  the  fact  would 
p  forth  that  a  Railway  Director  moved 
Its  rejection.  He  knew  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  actuated  bv  conscientious 
motives ;  but  he  was  afraid  the  public 
would  regard  him  as  a  Director  of  the 
London  and  South- Western  Railway. 

JTmW,  <'  That  the  BiU  be  now  read 
3*."— (I%#  Duk$  of  8i.  Albam.) 

Vncomrr  BURT,  in  moving  that  the 
Bin  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months,  said,  he  had  been  for  many  years 
a  Railway  Director,  and  he  had  devoted 
considerable  attention  to  the  working  of 
railways :  he  hoped,  therefore,  he  would 
be  pardoned  for  interposing  between  the 
Motion  for  the  second  reading  and  the 
Tote  which  their  Lordships  would  be 


called  upon  to  give  on  that  Motion.  He 
admitted  that  if  the  Preamble  of  the 
noble  Duke's  Bill  was  true,  a  case  had 
been  made  out  for  some  such  measure  as 
this;  but  he  asked  whether  that  Preamble 
was  true  ?  He  denied  that  it  was.  It 
was  inaccurate  to  say  that  railway  ser- 
vants were  habitually  overworked ;  and 
he  ventured  to  assert  that  if  this  Bill 
passed,  railways  would  become  unwork- 
able, the  traffic  would  be  at  a  standstill, 
and  the  railway  system  of  the  country 
would  be  paralyzed.  On  a  former  occa- 
sion he  said  that  while  not  being  able 
to  concur  in  the  resolutions  contained  in 
the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission,  he 
did  bear  willing  testimony  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  Commission  had  col- 
lected and  summed  up  the  evidence — 
what  it  had  done  in  that  respect  was 
beyond  all  praise.  He  had  referred  to 
the  Royal  Commissioners  as  experts, 
and  he  asked  what  they  said  as  to  rail- 
way servants  being  overworked.  One  of 
the  Commissioners,  Mr.  Gait,  whose  bias 
seemed  to  be  in  favour  of  the  purchase 
of  the  railways  by  the  State,  made  a 
Report  of  his  own,  and  having  analyzed 
all  the  evidence  bearing  on  that  point, 
Mr.  Oalt  said  he  felt  bound  to  admit 
that  the  railway  servants  generally  were 
satisfied,  and  their  hours  of  work  were 
not  excessive.  There  were  1 1 9  railways 
in  England,  and  in  respect  of  only  two 
of  those  had  it  been  shown  that  the  men 
were  overworked.  One  of  those  was  a 
mineral  line  in  South  Wales,  and  the 
other  was  the  Great  Eastern.  In  the 
case  of  the  latter  line  the  overwork  was 
in  a  goods  shed  at  Cambridge ;  but  it 
was  explained  by  the  manager  that  tho 
overwork  in  that  shed  was  due  to  excep- 
tional circumstances,  and  would  not 
recur,  and  that  the  work,  if  excessive, 
was  certainly  not  dangerous.  The  Gene- 
ral Report  of  the  Commission  stated  that, 
if  to  meet  the  exceptional  cases  in  which 
the  men  were  required  to  work  for  an 
excessive  length  of  time,  legislation 
should  become  necessary,  such  legisla- 
tion would  require  to  be  accompanied  by 
many  safeguards.  The  fact  was  that  in 
scarcely  any  other  employment  was  there 
such  diversity  as  to  tho  nature  of  the 
duties  as  in  that  of  railway  servants. 
The  General  Report  stated  that  the  men 
employed  by  the  railway  companies  were 
the  best  available  in  the  existing  state 
of  the  labour  market.  That  was  true, 
and  it  was  also  true  that  there  wore  no 
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better-behaved  class  of  workmen.    And 
if  the  men  behaved  well  it  was  because 
they  were  paid  well  and  treated  well. 
There  was  no  class  in  this  country  better 
able  to  take  care  of  themselves  than  the 
unskilled  workmen.     As  was  stated  by 
one  of  the  witnesses  before  the  Commis- 
sion»  if  those  men  were  not  treated  well 
on  the  railways  they  would  take  up  their 
jackets  and   walk  away.      The  trades 
unions  with  which  they  were  connected 
would  not  allow  them  to  be  **  put  upon." 
It  was  an  injudicious  thing  to  assert  that 
the  service  of  railways  was  conducted  in 
such  a  way  as  to  expose  the  pubHc  to 
danger.   The  general  managers  of  a  line 
with  which  he  was  not  connected  had 
sent  him  some  statistics  as  to  the  number 
of  persons  employed  on  that  line,  and  as 
to  the  number  of  hours  during  which 
they  were  on  duty.    The  total  number 
employed  was  8,944.  Of  those  23  worked 
7  hours  a-day,  91  worked  7^  hours,  266 
worked  8  hours,  123  worked  8}  hours, 
265  worked  9  hours,  244  worked  9^  hours, 
1,189  worked  10  hours,  858  worked  10^ 
hours,  929  worked  1 1  hours,  353  worked 
H-hours,   1,022  worked  12  hours,  89 
worked  12^  hours,  62  worked  13  hours, 
32  worked  13^  hours,  26  worked  14  hours, 
11  worked   14^  hours,    16  worked   16 
hours,   and  2   worked  16  hours.     The 
greater  number  of  those  who  worked  for 
long  hours  were  employed  at  intermit- 
tent employments,   and  had  not  their 
attention  on  a  constant  strain.    When 
men  worked  over  hours  they  were  paid 
for  it  at  the  rate  of  from  one  and  a-nalf 
to  two  hours'  pay  for  each  hour.     On 
week  days,  when  worked  overtime,  they 
had  an  hour  and  a-half  s  pay  for  an 
hour's  work,  and  on  Sundavs  they  had 
two  hours'  pay  for  one  hour  s  work.    A 
few    years    ago    the  railway    servants 
agitated  against  overtime ;  but  when  the 
matter  came  to  be  examined  into,  it  was 
found  that  they  did  not  care  so  much 
about  working  overtime,  as  about  se- 
curing that  they  should  be  paid  for  it. 
At  that  time  they  were  paid  by  the  day; 
but  now  they  were  paid  by  the  hour  for 
their  overwork,    and   the  noble  Duke 
might  take  it  from  him  that  the  railway 
servants  would  not  regard  him  as  their 
benefactor  if  he  succeeded  in  passing 
this  Bill.    As  to  the  engine-drivers,  it 
was  quite  true  that  many  of  them  worked 
over  1 2  hours  a-day ;  but  that  was  gene- 
rally  in  the  case  of  goods  trains,  which 
had  to  go  a  certain  distance,  wait  a  cer- 

Viseount  Bury 


tain  time,  and  then  retorn,  and  whick 
had  also  to  get  out  of  the  wayof  thefut 
trains.    He  was  not  connectM  with^ 
Great  Western  Bailway,  and  he  mi^ 
therefore,  refer  to  it  in  illajstratiiig  tht 
case.     If,  on  the   Gh'eat   Westfioi,  a 
goods  train   started   frcmi    Bnstol  for 
Iiondon    it  might  find   itself  between 
Slough  and  London  at  the  end  of  12 
hours.    The  engine-driv^  oonld  not  be 
relieved  at  the  end  of  the   12  haox^ 
because  the  manager  of  the  Oompany 
could  not  know  on  what  part  of  the 
line  he  would  be  found  then,  and  ooa- 
sequently  it  would  be  an  impoanbili^ 
to  have  a  relief  readv  on  the  Dank,    u 
the  time  was  absolutely  fixed  at  12  1u>iixb» 
were  the  men  to  leave  their  enKines  at 
whatever  spot  they  might  be  r     The 
provision  in  the  Bill  enabling  Bailwaj 
Oompanies  to  proceed  affainat  negligent 
servants  for  damages  a&eady  paid  by  a 
Oompany  could  have  only  a  misohievoof 
effect.    As  to  signalmen,  the  number  of 
hours  per  day  £iring  which  they  wen 
workea  was   in    populous   distnots  6 
hours,  and  in  less  populous  districts  13 
hours.    It  was  necessary  occasionally  to 
exceed  that  a  little  in  order  to  make  the 
day  shifts  and  the  night  shifts  fit  ia 
when  there  was  a  chanee  at  the  end  of 
the  week.    He  had  anticipated  that  his 
noble  Friend  would  bring  up  the  37 
hours'  case,  because  it  was  the  stock 
instance  always   referred  to  on  those 
occasions;  but  if  noble  Lords  referred 
to  the  evidence  in  the  Blue  Book  they 
would  find  that  the  37  hours'  case  arose 
from  an  agreement  made  between  three 
signalmen  themselves,  unknown  to  the 
Company,  in  order  to  obtain  a  holidigr. 
Some  little  time  ago  Bdlway  Directon 
tried  an  eight  hours'  shift  for  signalmea 
instead  of  a  12  hours'  one  in  agricol* 
tural  districts.    The  result  of  it  was  that 
the  signalmen  hired  themselves  to  ths 
farmers,  and  came  back  to  their  shifts 
so  tired  from  work  in  the  fields,  that  the 
shortening  of  the  hours  waa  a  souroo  of 
danger  to  the  public.    The  feeling  ex- 
pressed by  the  men  generally  was  that 
railway  work  was  hard,  but  that  the 
hours,   while  well  paid  for,  were  not 
excessive.    The  Bill  diowed  on  the  fac« 
of  it  great  want  of  considaration  and 
ignorance  of  details,  and  he  oonldnot 
conceive  that  their  Lordships  could  poa* 
siblv  give  it  a  second  reamnff.    If  the 
noble  Duke  had  consulted  ^ose  who 
were  acquainted  with  railway  manage- 
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ment,  they  would  have  told  him  that  the 
Bill  was  altogether  unworkable.  The 
best  way  of  remedying  any  grievance 
that  might  exist  was  to  leave  the  matter 
to  those  who  were  responsible  for  the 
management  of  the  Company's  affairs. 

An  Amendment  moved  to  leave  out 
("now,")  and  insert  (**  this  day  six 
months.") — ( J%d  VUeount  Bury,) 

The  Duke  of  SOMERSET  said,  the 
noble  Lord  (Yiscount  Bury)  had  treated 
the  question  from  the  view  of  the  rail- 
way servants ;  he  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  in  the  interest  of  the  public,  who 
were  constantly  horrified  by  reports  of 
accidents,  which,  on  investigation,  were 
frequently  found  to  be  attributable  to 
overwork  of  the  railway  servants.  It 
was  an  undoubted  fact  that  in  1875  no 
fewer  that  780  railway  servants  were 
killed,  and  over  3,000  woimded,  of  whom 
a  larg^  proportion  perished  by  accidents 
occasioned  by  over  work  and  exhaustion. 
That  was  the  case  as  to  the  railway  ser- 
vants— now,  as  to  the  travelling  public. 
In  a  case  of  accident  it  was  shown 
that  a  boy  between  16  and  17  years  old 
had  been  kept  for  14  consecutive  hours 
managing  a  telegraph,  and  very  pro- 
bably it  was  in  consequence  of  the  boy's 
inability  to  perform  the  duty  for  such  a 
length  of  time  that  he  committed  the 
error  that  was  the  cause  of  the  catas- 
trophe. What  was  the  use  in  telling 
them  that  on  some  line  or  other  the  men 
were  not  overworked,  if  on  another  .one's 
spine  was  injured  or  one's  leg  broken 
in  consequence  of  overwork,  such  as 
that  boy  had  to  perform  ?  The  Govern- 
ment appointed  a  Eoyal  Oommission 
in  1874  —  he  presumed  that  inquiry 
was  thought  necessary  at  that  time, 
or  a  Boyal  Commission  would  not 
have  been  appointed.  He  took  an  in- 
terest in  the  work  of  the  Eoyal  Commis- 
sion, and  after  about  a  year  and  a-half 
had  elapsed  he  began  to  inquire  what  it 
had  done.  He  was  told  that  unfortu- 
nately the  noble  Duke  who  had  been 
appointed  Chairman  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission (the  Duke  of  Buckingham)  had 
gone  to  India.  Well,  where  was  the 
JSeport?  The  noble  Duke  had  taken 
the  Beportwith  him.  Where  was  the 
Secretary  ?  He  had  gone  with  the  noble 
Duke.  It  was  no  wonder  that  the  Bail- 
way  Oommission  had  been  a  little  dis- 
traeted  in  its  proceedings,  and  that  its 


Beport  required  a  very  long  tibie  for  its 
consideration.    As  to  the  responsibility 
of  Bailway  Companies,  there  was  much 
misapprehension.     What    did  that  re- 
sponsibility amount  to  ?    It  sometimes 
happened  that  when  a  Government  In- 
spector went  over  a  line  he  found  the 
permanent   way   very    defective.     The 
next  time  the  Company  met  it  was  an- 
nounced to  the  shareholders  and   the 
pubHc  that  gangers  had  been  sent  down 
the  line  to  put  everything  in  order.    But 
what  did  the  public  "know  about  the 
responsibility  in  this  case?    The  only 
persons  who  could  be  held  liable  for 
the  condition  must  be  some  of  those 
who  were  connected  with  its  manage- 
ment.    To    whom    were    they    respon- 
sible?   To  the  shareholders?    But  the 
shareholders  were  only  anxious  for  a  good 
dividend.     So  far  as  the  Government 
were  concerned,  they  might  incur  a  re- 
sponsibility by  not  iuteifering  to  pro- 
tect   the    lives   and    property  of   Her 
Majesty's  subjects.    No  doubt,  the  Go- 
^vemment  had  great  difficulty  in  inter- 
fering; but   still  there  were  cases  in 
which  Companies    neglected    to  adopt 
improvements    that  were  urged    upon 
them ;  these  were  Companies  that  were 
worked  on  what  were  called  most  econo- 
mical principles.    When  accidents  hap- 
pened on  their  lines,  and  it  appeared 
that  the  lines  were  not  in  a  proper  con- 
dition, or  the  number  of  servants  was 
insufficient,  or  their  hours  were  too  long, 
he  hoped  that  juries  would  give  heavy 
damages,  porportionate  to  the  degree  of 
neglect  that  was  established.     He  was 
afraid,  from  a  speech  which  was  de- 
livered the  other  night,  that  there  was 
little  chance  of  the  Government  inter- 
fering on  behalf  of  the  public  at  present ; 
but  before  long  they  would  be  obliged 
to  interfere  in  some  way,  unless  the 
Companies  were  wise  enough  to  take 
the  advice  that  had  been  given  to  them 
by  increasing  their  break  powers,  taking 
care  of  their  permanent  way,  and  in- 
troducing   the    block    and    telegraph 
systems  wherever  they  were  required. 
Until  the  Government  had  done  that 
which  they  seemed  disinclined  to  do,  the 
only  way  to  bring  home  responsibility  to 
the  Companies  was  to  make  them  pay 
heavy  compensations  to  those  who  might 
be  injured  through  their  negligence  or 
parsimony. 

The  Earl  of  BELMOBE  said,  that 
though  he  admitted  that  there  existed 
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ground  of  complaint  against  the  Rail- 
way Companies,  still  if  the  noble  Duke 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  went  to  a  diyisioUi 
he  should  be  obliged  to  vote  for  the 
Amendment.  He  understood  the  rail- 
way servants  were  disappointed  at  the 
little  notice  that  had  been  taken  of  their 
case  in  a  recent  discussion ;  but  it  was 
very  fully  considered  by  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Railway  Accidents,  before 
which  their  case  was  fully  represented 
by  their  energetic  secretary.  The  rail- 
way servants  set  forth  six  grievances — 
namely,  excessive  hours  of  labour,  non- 
enforcement  of  rules,  non;adoption  of 
improvements,  want  of  accommodation 
for  the  traffic,  the  employment  of  ineffi- 
cient persons,  and  the  insufficient  num- 
ber of  railway  servants.  They  did  not 
succeed  in  making  out  all  tneir  case. 
There  were  exceptional  cases  of  exces- 
sive hours,  and  there  were  rules,  such 
as  that  against  **  fly  shunting ''  which 
involved  getting  off  and  on  carriages 
in  motion,  that  were  not  enforced,  and 
there  was  the  non-employment  of  supe- 
rior officers  to  enforce  them.  The  non- 
adoption  of  improved  appliances  affected 
the  public  as  well  as  the  servants,  and 
on  this  head  the  Commissioners  recom- 
mended an  extension  of  the  powers  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  If  the  Government 
saw  their  way  next  year  to  legislate  on 
this  recommendation,  that  would  meet 
the  case  of  the  railway  servants  and  of 
the  public  too.  The  noble  Earl  quoted 
the  conclusions  of  the  Commissioners  on 
these  points,  also  the  following  passage 
from  their  Report  bearing  on  the  subject 
of  the  Bill  ;— 

*'  In  our  opinion  railway  serrants  have  some 
grounds  for  seeking  exceptional  measures  for 
their  protection,  from  the  fact  that  owing  to 
certain  incidents  of  the  law  of  Master  and  Ser- 
vant, the  law  of  liability,  upon  which  (as  the 
Royal  Commissioners  of  1S65  say)  *  Parliament 
has  relied  for  the  safe  working  of  railways,'  is 
practically  a  dead  letter  as  far  as  they  are  con- 
cerned. But  all  such  special  measures  are  un- 
equal in  their  operation  m  contrast  with  general 
laws,  the  influence  of  which  is  constant  and 
even ;  and,  therefore,  we  would  recommend  such 
a  change  in  the  law  as  will  place  railwav  ser- 
yants  in  as  nearly  the  same  position  with  the 

Eublio  in  these  respects  as  is  consistant  with  the 
Lw  of  Master  and  oerrant.  Whether  these  prin- 
ciples are  wise  and  lust  we  do  not  stop  to  in- 
quire. We  assume  that  they  are  so.  But  there 
arc  certain  incidents  in  their  application  to  rail- 
way labour,  on  account  of  which  they  press 
harshly,  if  not  with  positive  injustice,  upon  the 
■ervants.  There  are  other  spheres  of  employ- 
ment, no  doubt,  in  respect  of  which  this  is 

The  Earl  of  Belmor$ 


equally  troe,  but  we  confine  oaradvw  to  thi 
precise  question  which  oonoenw  as.    The  dis- 
tinction which  the  law  of  liability  maintatnt 
between  a  master's  liabilitv  to  strangers  and  to 
his  own  servants  is  inteUigible;    but,  al  all 
events,  to  deal  with  the  ^eral  law  is  bemd 
our  province.    But  the  grievance  of  ths  ™1^''vt 
servants  is  not  that  they  have,  in  commnn  with 
all  other  servants,  to  prove  what  ih»  law  dMoit 
personal  negligence  on  the  part  of  their  mart« 
m  order  to  ^oroe  a  claim  to  oompensatioo,  b«t 
that  in  their  case  the  biw,  instead  of  attarhiTif 
this  liability  to  a  master  who  is,  in  fact,  sad  net 
merelv  by  a  legal  fiction,  a  person,  and  can, 
therefore,  be  roMshed  and  made  am^^ahU,  coo* 
flnes  it  exclusively  to  a  corporation  so  reoiote 
from  Uiem  that  proof  of  complicttj  with  th* 
wrong  from  whicn  they  sufier  u  alinosi  iaviri* 
ably  an  impossibility.'* 

That  was  the  substance  of  their  reoom- 
mendations.  It  was  not  to  be  expected 
that  the  (Jovemment  would  pronounos 
an  opinion  on  this  matter  at  once.  Fof 
himself,  he  would  be  satisfied  if  in  ths 
present  year  they  dealt  with  the  enbjsct 
of  break  power.  He  hoped  the  refaU 
would  be  that  either  by  legislation,  or 
some  other  means  the  public  would  soon 
be  placed  on  some  better  footing  than  at 
present  with  regard  to  the  nomeroos 
railway  accidents  that  occurred. 

Ea&l  D£  la  WARR  said,  he  ooold 
not  affree  with  his  noble  Friend  who 
movea  the  Amendment  (Yisooont  Bitiy) 
as  to  the  very  small  number  of  overworked 
railway  servants  whosecasea  had  oome  be- 
fore the  Commission.  If  his  noble  Friswl 
referred  to  the  Evidence,  he  would  fiod 
there  had  been  many  such  casee — among 
others  oasesof  engine-driverswho  worked 
18,  20,  and  even  24  hours  at  a  stretch.  A 
case  was  mentioned  by  one  of  the  In- 
spectors of  the  Board  of  Trade,  where  an 
accident  on  the  Limerick  and  Waterford 
Railway  was  attributed  to  the  fact  that 
the  engine-driver  could  not  observe  s 
distant  signal  in  consequence  of  ezhaos* 
tion,  having  been  continually  emplqjsd 
for  21  hours.  He  had  entire  sympathy 
with  the  noble  Duke,  so  far  as  regarded 
the  object  he  had  in  view — ^the  regulation 
of  the  hours  of  work  of  railway  servants ; 
he  feared,  however,  that  the  mode  in 
which  he  proposed  to  attain  that  object 
was  impracticable.  He  could  not  hslp 
thinking  there  was  a  certain  laxity  on 
the  part  of  Railway  Companies  in  en- 
forcing their  own  regulations  with  regard 
to  the  length  of  time  their  servants 
should  be  employed.  The  men  were, 
perhaps,  too  read^  to  work  over-hours  for 
extra  i>ay ;  and  if  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  impress  upon  Railway  Oompaoiei 
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tbe  necessity  of  carrying  out  their  own 
rules  and  restrictions  and  enforcing  bet- 
ter discipline,  the  evils  they  all  desired 
to  remedy  would  be  very  greatly  di- 
minished. He  hoped  the  noble  Duke 
would  not  think  it  necessary  to  press  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

The    Duke    of    EICHMOND    and 
GK)EDON  said,   he  should  oppose  the 
second  reading.    The  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Somerset)  had  rather  objected 
to  the  line  of  observation  adopted  by  his 
noble  Friend  ^the  Duke  of  Ht.  Albans) 
in  confining  his  remarks  entirely  to  the 
case  of  railway  servants.    But  there  was 
the  very  best  reason  for  this — namely, 
that  the  Bill  under  discussion  only  detdt 
with  railway  servants,  and  therefore  the 
noble  Duke  himself  was  himself  rather 
irregular  in  travelling  out  of  the  record 
with  regard  to  railway  passengers.    He 
ventured  to  think  if  Uiis  Bill  passed  the 
comfort  of  railway  passengers '  would  be 
very  much  interfered  with.    It  would  be 
very  dangerous  to  establish  such  a  pre- 
cedent as  would  interfere  between  the 
employer  of  adult  labour  and  the  em- 
ployed as  to  the  number  of  hours  they 
should  labour.    This  Bill,  if  passed  in 
anything  like  its  present  shape,  would 
so  hamper  Bailway  Oompames   as  to 
render  it  perfectly  impossible  to  carry  on 
the  traffic.  As  matters  at  present  stood, 
every  facility  and  comfort  were  given  to 
the  public;  the  utmost  efficiency  was 
preserved  and  the  utmost  speed  main- 
tained.   Those  who  were  in  the  habit 
of  travelling  to  the  North  must  be  aware 
that  the  Limited  Mail  left  Euston  Square 
at  8.30  P.M.,    and  arrived  at  Perth  at 
9  A.M.,  being  under  the  charge  of  an 
experienced  guard  who  saw  to  the  com- 
fort of  the  passengers  and  the  regularity 
of  the  trains.    But  if  this  Bill  passed, 
no  such  arrangements  could  in  future  be 
made.    One  important  point  was  this — 
where  any  accident  occurred  in  conse- 
quence of  the  employment  of  railway 
servants  for  an  undue  length  of  time, 
the  fact  was  always  reported  on  by  the 
Inspector,  and  the  publicity  thus  given 
to  it  operated  as  a  very  considerable 
check  in  the  way  of  preventing  Bailway 
Companies  unduly  employing  their  ser- 
vants.   He  was  astonished  to  hear  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  St.  Albans) 
state  that  Eailway  Companies  were  ac- 
tuated in  this  matter  by  the  feeling  that 
it  was  cheaper  to  pay  damages  than  to 
take  steps  to  prevent  accidents  by  em- 


plo3dng  men  at  high  wages  and  for 
shorter  periods  of  time.  That  statement, 
in  his  opinion,  was  not  borne  out  by  the 
facts  of  the  case.  The  noble  Duke  on 
the  Front  bench  (the  Duke  of  Somerset) 
did  not  think  it  possible  for  the  Govern- 
ment, having  so  much  business  in  hand, 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  this  Session  to  deal 
with  the  matter.  He  entirely  agreed 
with  the  noble  Duke  on  that  point.  As 
was  stated  the  other  night  by  his  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
the  subject  was  one  which  was  entitled 
to,  and  was  receiving,  every  considera- 
tion ;  but  they  were  not  able  this  year 
to  legislate  upon  it.  As  to  the  remarks 
of  the  noble  Duke  about  break  power, 
the  Companies,  he  believed,  were  now 
endeavouring  to  ascertain  which  was  the 
most  efficacious  and  best  continuous 
break  with  a  view  to  prevent  accidents. 
The  noble  Duke  also  alluded  to  the 
block  system.  That  system  was  now  in 
operation,  if  he  was  not  mistaken,  on 
all  the  great  lines.  But  even  with  that 
system  accidents  did  occur.  As  the 
noble  Duke  was  aware,  one  of  the  worst 
accidents  had  occurred  on  a  line  which 
had  the  block  system  in  operation  and 
was  one  of  the  first  lines  to  adopt  it — the 
Great  Northern.  He  opposed  the  Bill 
before  the  House  because  he  believed  it 
would  be  perfectly  impracticable  in  its 
working,  tne  Preamble  to  be  incorrect 
and  incapable  of  proof,  and  because,  if 
the  Bill  were  to  pass  into  law,  it  would 
add  to  the  present  difficulties  and  not 
take  away  any  of  the  dangers  of  railway 
travelling. 

LoBD  ABEEDAEE  thought  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Duke  of  St.  Albans) 
was  perfectly  justified  in  bringing  for- 
ward the  Bill,  though  it  woum  be 
wise  not  to  press  it.  He  confessed 
it  was  no  satisfaction  to  him  if  an  ac- 
cident happened  to  know,  as  had  been 
stated  by  the  noble  Lord  who  moved 
the  Amendment,  that  the  men  who  were 
worked  15  or  16  hours  at  a  time  were 
handsomely  paid.  This  discussion  would, 
no  doubt,  be  of  service,  as  the  attention 
of  the  Government  would  be  directed  to 
the  question  of  the  number  of  hours 
railway  servants  might  be  employed; 
but  he  thought  his  noble  Friend  would 
take  the  best  course  in  not  pressing  the 
Bill.  The  subject  was  one  which,  before 
any  steps  could  be  taken  in  the  way  of 
legislation,  required  inquiry  by  a  Select 
Committee. 
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The  Dukb  of  EICHMOND  ato 
GKDEDON  wished  it  to  be  understood 
that  he  did  not  pledge  the  Gbvemment 
on  the  matter.  He  had  only  said  it 
was  one  of  great  importance,  and  should 
receive  consideration. 

Then  the  said  Amendment,  Original 
Motion,  and  Bill  (by  leave  of  the  House), 
withdrawn. 


THE  EASTERN  QUESTION- 
DECLARATION  OF  MR.  LAYARD. 


QUESTION. 


OBSERVATIONS. 


Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
asked  the  Secretcuy  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  K  it  were  true,  as  stated  in 
"  The  Morning  Post "  of  April  25,  that 

**  Mr.  Layard  had  informed  the  Porte  that 
England  had  guaranteed  the  integrity  and  in- 
dependence of  the  Ottoman  Empire  only  under 
conditions  laid  down  by  treaties  stipulating  for 
the  exercise  of  control  by  the  Powers  ?  " 

Though  too  much  importance  ought  not 
to  be  attached  to  statements  by  news- 
paper correspondents,  yet  they  could  not 
be  altogether  disregarded,  since  Mr. 
Gladstone  or  Mr.  Bright  laid  down  last 
Autiimn  that  those  who  read  the  penny 
papers  were  as  capable  of  judging  of 
foreign  affairs  as  Cabinet  Ministers ;  and 
as  there  were  still  to  be  found  persons 
who  upheld  the  exaggerations  of  The 
Daily  ^(n^^f  Correspondent,  and  considered 
them  to  have  been  entirely  corroborated, 
notwithstanding  the  large  reduction  of 
the  figures  of  that  Correspondent  by 
Mr.  Baring's  Beport ;  whose  figures  had 
again  been  reduced  to  one-third  by  the 
report  of  Mr.  Storey,  who  was  charged 
with  administering  relief  to  the  Bul- 
g^ans.  That  might  be  said  to  be  fresh 
reason  for  not  allowing  erroneous  news- 

Saper  statements  to  remain  uncontra- 
icted,  especially  after  the  recent  re- 
markable exhibition  of  credulity  and 
simple  faith  in  newspaper  statements  on 
the  last  occasion  their  Lordships  sat. 
He  desired,  therefore,  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State,  if  the  statement  in  Th^  Morn- 
ing Pott  of  April  25  was  true  or  not? 
He  coidd  not  believe  it  to  be  true  for 
three  reasons — first,  because  there  were 
no  such  treaties;  secondly,  because,  so 
recently  as  the  8th  of  February  last,  the 
Secretaiy  of  State  stated  to  this  House 

**  that  he  did  not  conoare  we  had  a  Treaty 
right  to  do  10— that  was,  ezerdM  intorreotion 


in  favour  of  ChrirtiaiiH  -under  tb»  Tnaty  d 
1866 ;  •• 

and,  thirdly,  because  the  language  at* 
tributed  to  Mr.  Layazd  would  be  eoa- 
trary  to  that  which  he  was  said  to  have 
held  only  about  a  fortnight  befoie.  As 
he  entirely  concurred  with  the  opium 
of  his  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  as  to  the  extreme  undesirableneai 
of  his  being  called  upon  night  after 
night  to  express  opinions  upon  import- 
ant subjects,  he  should  not  pat  the  odber 
two  Questions  of  which  he  had  giTca 
Notice. 

Thb  Earl  of  DEBET:  I  hare  no 
difficulty  in  answering  the  Question  ci 
the  noble  Lord.  Mr.  Layard  baa  not 
reported  himself  to  have  used  any  sach 
language  as  that  to  which  the  nM» 
Lora  has  referred,  and  I  feel  COTtainthit 
no  such  language  as  that  ascribed  to  him 
could  have  Deen  used,  because  no  mia 
is  better  acquainted  than  Mr.  Layard 
with  the  state  of  the  case  as  ngnda 
our  Treaty  obliffations,  and  the  state* 
ment  contained  in  the  extract  from  71# 
Morning  PoH  is  not  in  aooordaooe  with 
the  facts.  Seeing  the  Notice  given  bjr 
jnj  noble  Friend,  I  referred  to  tae  article 
in  question,  and  found  that  the  language 
quoted  was  not  ascribed  to  Mr.  Layan 
on  the  authority  of  any  person  profeeang 
to  have  accurate  knowledge  of  what  he 
said  or  did  not  say;  but  the  writer 
merely  gave  the  language  as  ascribed  to 
him  in  me  reports  current  in  Constanti- 
nople at  the  time.  I  apprehend  that 
Oonstantinople  is  a  place  where  a  good 
many  reports  are  current  which  are  ik* 
true. 

GENERAL  FOLIOS  AlO)  IMFBOVEXXNT  (SOOT. 

land)  PBOVISIOKAL  OBDER  OONFIRMA- 

TION  (dTJKBARTON)   BILL. 

A  Bill  to  confirm  a  Prorieioiial  Order  vd^ 
The  Qeneral  Polioe  and  ImproTemeni  (SooUaod) 
Act,  1862,  relating  to  the  Boiffh  of  I>ambtft>o 
— Wa«pr««i<«/by  The  Lord  Steward  ;  read  I*, 
and  rtferrtd  to  the  Examiners.    (No.  SS.) , 

BAR  XDUCATIOK  AlCD  DISGIFLDCB 

BILL  [h.L.] 

A  BiU  for  coostitnting  and  empowwinff  * 
Council  of  Edacatioa  and  JDiaoipline  f or  th*  Bv 
—Wat  pretmUd  by  The  Lord  CiCAirciuoa' 
read  1*.    (No.  69.) 

House  a^jonmed  at  Seren  o'dock, 
to  HondaT  neit,  JSk^^ 
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pose  alluded  to.    The  Friendly  Societies 
HOUSE    OF    COMMONS,       Act  of  1875  provides  that  a  certificate  of 

death  shall  be  given  on  the  payment  of 
a  fee  of  U.,  but  application  must  be 
made  in  such  form  as  is  provided  by  the 
Begistrar  Oeneral,  and  some  omission  in 
that  respect  may  have  given  rise  to  this 
Question.  It  is  no  part  of  the  duty  of 
the  Begistrar  to  fill  up  the  form ;  but  he 
is  permitted  by  the  Registrar  General  to 
do  so  on  a  charge  of  da.  extra. 


IHday,  lUh  May  IS77. 

MlNUTE&l  —  Public  Bills— Or«fer«t—JVr»< 
Betdin^—wiDeml  Police  and  Improvement 
j^Sootland)  Act  (1862)  Amendment*  [1^] ; 
Tramways  (Mechanical  Power)  •  [165]. 

Second  Beading — Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (Altrincham,  &o.)  *  [167]. 

QUESTIONS. 


RAILWAYS  (IBELAND).— QUESTION. 

Captain  NOLAN  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  K  he  oan  state  how 
man  J  posts  run  north  and  south  across  a 
line  drawn  on  the  map  between  the  two 
towns  of  Gong  and  Athlone,  and  what  is 
the  distanoe  between  these  two  towns ; 
and,  to  name  the  towns  between  which 
such  cross  posts  run,  and  to  state  how 
ma^  hours  after  the  arrival  of  the  post 
in  iWn,  county  of  Galwaj,  it  is  for- 
iMHEoded  to  CHaremorris  in  county  of 
Mayo? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEBS :  There  are 
no  mail  lines  which  run  north  and  south 
across  a  line  between  Con^  and  Athlone. 
Speaking  generally,  the  district  south  of 
such  a  Hue  is  connected  with  the  mail 
lines  from  G(alway,  and  the  district  north 
with  the  mail  lines  to  and  from  West- 
port.  The  distance  between  Cong  and 
Athlone  is  about  67  miles.  The  post  is 
not  forwarded  vid  Tuam,  but  by  mail 
firom  Westport 

BEGISTRAB  OF  BOtTHS  AND  DEATHS. 

QUBSnON. 

Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether,  and,  if  so,  imder  what  cir- 
cumstances, a  Begistrar  of  Births  and 
Deaths  is  justified  in  refusing  to  give  a 
certified  copy  of  an  entry  in  the  Begister 
under  his  care,  at  a  cost  not  exoeedinff 
one  shilling  to  the  applicant,  when  su(£ 
certificate  is  required  for  the  purpose 
of  enabling  a  member  of  a  registered 
Friendly  Society,  or  his  representatiyes, 
to  obtain  payment  of  any  sum  due  to 
him  or  them  from  such  society  ? 

Mb.  SCLATEB-BOOTH  :  I  am  not 
aware.  Sir,  of  any  circumstances  which 
would  justify  a  Registrar  in  refusing  to 
give  a  certificate  of  death  for  the  pur- 


INDIA— THE  OASE  OF  MB.  WELD. 

Me.  PEBCY  WTNDHAM  asked  the 
Under  Secretaiy  of  State  for  Lidia, 
Whether  he  would  lay  upon  the  Table 
the  Correspondence  and  Papers  relating 
to  the  suspension  in  April  1876,  of  Mr. 
Weld  of  the  Madras  Civil  Service,  for, 
as  magistrate  of  the  Nagapatam  Tanjore 
district,  causing  the  exhumation  of  a 
body  of  a  Saniyasi  buried  on  the  banks 
of  a  drinking  water  reservoir  at  that 
place? 

Lord  GEOBGE  HAMILTON,  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  had  no  objection  to  lay  the 
Papers  referred  to  by  nis  hon.  Friend 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  when  they 
were  complete. 

RUSSIA.  AND  TURKEY— THE  SUEZ 
CANAL.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  EBBINOTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Af^Eurs, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  any  information  as  to  how  far  the 
statement  which  had  appeared  in  the 
newspapers  is  accurate,  viz. — 

<*That  the  Sues  Canal  is  closed  to  RaBsian 
ships  of  war  by  agreement  between  the  Porte 
and  the  Ehediye.  The  entrances  to  the  Canal 
will  be  guarded  forthwith  ?  " 

Mb.  BOUBKE  :  Sir,  Her  Majesty's 
(Government  have  heard  that  it  is  in- 
tended to  close  the  passage  of  the  Suez 
Canal  to  Bussian  war  vessels;  but,  as 
far  as  we  are  aware,  no  definite  regula- 
tion has  been  issued  on  the  subject.  It 
is  not  intended,  we  are  told,  to  close  the 
Sues  Canal  to  other  vessels. 

THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— 
THE  DEBATE— SIR  JAMES  BROOKE. 

BXFIAKATION.     QTJESTION. 

Mb.  BAILUE  COCHBANE:  I  wish, 
Sir,  to  put  a  Question  to  the  right  hon. 
Qantleman  the  Member  for  Qiienwich, 
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of  which  I  have  given  him  private  No- 
tice. There  was  a  passage  in  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech  which  he  de- 
livered on  Monday  night,  which  did  not 
attract  my  attention  at  the  time,  but  to 
which  my  attention  has  been  drawn  by 
a  friend  of  Sir  James  Brooke — 

**  I  cannot  recollect  a  more  shameful  proceed- 
ing than  the  slaughter  of  the  Dyaks  by  soldiers 
of  Her  Majesty  and  Sir  James  Brooke." 

I  have  two  reasons  for  putting  the  Ques- 
tion. One  is  that  Admiral  Sir  Thomas 
Cochrane  was  the  Commander-in-Chief 
in  China,  and  that  he  gave  the  order  for 
the  attack  on  the  forts ;  and  the  other  is 
that  there  is  a  feeling  among  the  friends 
of  Sir  James  Brooke  of  pain  and  sur- 
prise at  this  observation,  inasmuch  as 
there  was  a  Eoyal  Commission,  which 
inquired  into  the  transaction,  and  the 
conduct  of  Sir  James  Brooke  was  highly 
approved.  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  non. 
Oentleman,  Whether,  by  the  phrase  **  a 
more    shameful    proceeding,''    or   the 

Ehrase  **the  slaugnter  of  the  Dyaks," 
e  intended  to  convey  any  censure  upon 
the  officers  in  Her  Majesty's  Service 
who  acted  upon  the  Instructions  which 
they  received  from  the  Admiral,  and 
on  that  disting^uished  man.  Sir  James 
Brooke  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  think,  Sir,  the 
words  quoted  by  my  hon.  Friend  are  not 
precisely  correct ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
they  do  not  very  g^atly  vary  the  effect 
of  the  impression  I  wish  to  convey.  I 
say  they  are  not  precisely  correct,  be- 
cause I  am  made  to  state  that  it  was  the 
soldiers  whose  conduct  I  blamed.  Ac- 
cording to  my  recollection,  at  this  dis- 
tance of  time,  the  operation  was  entirely 
a  naval  one ;  and  my  recollection,  as  far 
as  it  goes,  is  that  it  was  performed  with 
the  guns  of  the  ships,  and  not  by  a 
minor  warfare  in  detail.  I  do  not,  there- 
fore, accept  the  words  as  they  stand, 
but  undoubtedly  my  opinion  of  the  act 
is  that  it  was  an  act  of  great  and  g^w 
cruelty.  With  reference  to  these  officers 
referred  to,  the  responsibility  has  been 
entirely  removed  from  their  shoulders. 
I  had  forgotten  at  the  time  I  spoke  the 
circumstances  of  the  Commission;  but 
I  do  recollect  and  I  do  now  state  in  the 
most  explicit  manner — and  I  am  glad  to 
have  the  opportunity  of  stating  it  again 
— ^that  neither  the  Commander-in-Chief, 
the  admiral  at  the  station,  could  be  held 
responsible  except  to  the  extent  of  the 

Mr,  Baillie  Cochrane 


general  orders,  nor  Sir  James  Brooke* 
who  was  a  man  of  great  energy,  gr«€t 
abilities,  and  high  character,  and  who 
was  very  much  esteemed  by  many  per- 
sons who  themselves  are  meet  worthy  of 
esteem ;  and  still  less  could  the  offic«n 
and  sailors  of  Her  Majesty's  Fleet  be 
held  in  any  degree  responsible.  Ther 
acted,  I  bdieve,  strictly  under  orders; 
and  not  only  was  there  the  Commi88i0ii 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  has  alluded, 
but  the  matter  was  brought  directly 
under  the  cog^nizance  of  the  GoremmeDt 
and  the  House ;  and  in  the  division 
which  took  place  a  larg^  majority  of  th« 
House  and  the  Government  oompletelj 
upheld  the  conduct  of  Sir  James  Broc^ 
and  those  who  were  conoemed  in  those 
operations.  Therefore,  the  opinion  which 
I  give  I  five  as  my  own  opmion,  as  on^ 
of  the  nunority  in  the  matter.  I  still 
hold  that  opinion ;  but  I  entirely  ooncor 
with  the  hon.  Oentleman  that  no  blsme 
or  censure  can  possibly  attach  personADj 
to  any  of  those  concerned  in  the  matter 
after  the  responsibility  has  been  assumed 
by  the  authorities  at  home,  and  after 
the  House  has  affirmed  in  the  most  de- 
cided manner  its  approval. 

THE   EASTERN   QUESTION  —  RBSOLC. 
TI0N8  (MR.  GLADSTONE). 

The  chancellor  ofthb  EXCHE- 

QXTER  moved— 

"That  tho  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  C«e- 
mittee  of  Supply  be  postponed  until  aftar  tfa^ 
Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the  A^jourw^ 
Debate  on  the  Eastern  Queation." 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  rose  to  appeal  to 
the  Government  for  an  understanding 
that  the  debate  should  not  be  oondaded 
that  evenine.  He  had,  from  a  certain 
quarter  of  uiat  House,  that  morning  r^ 
ceived  a  "Whip"  informing  him  that 
there  would  to-nightbe  a  certain  divinon ; 
which  showed  that  there  were  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  Rifted  with  a  prescience  which 
was  extraorainary  and  supernatural.  H" 
knew  that  there  were  still  a  large  num- 
ber of  hon.  Members  on  that  (the  Oppo- 
sition) side  of  the  House,  many  of  wood 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Greenwich,  and  who 
desired  to  have  an  opportunity  of  ex- 

Eressing  their  opinions.  For  himselt  ho 
ad  been  during  the  whole  of  last  eveniog 
oDgftgod  in  a  series  of  calisthenio  exer- 
cises with  the  vain  object  of  catching  tb^ 
Speaker's  eye.  He  was  only  a  hiimbl« 
Member  of  that  House,  but  he  had  a 
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oonatitaeiicy,  and  thej  expected  that  be 
should  endeavonr  to  discharge  his  duty 
to  them  ;  there  were  others  in  the  same 
position,  and  as  they  had  had  no  oppor- 
tunity of  offering  an  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject, he  felt  be  -was  entitled  to  ask  the 
Government  and  hon.  Members  not  to 
interpose  any  obstacle  to  the  free  ex- 
pression of  opinion.  His  appeal  to  the 
GoYomment  gathered  stren^n  from  the 
fact  that  a  certain  colour  had  been  given 
to  the  debate  by  the  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  did  not  agree  with  the  Beso- 
lutions,  and  a  number  of  hon.  Members 
who  opinions  were  entitled  to  respect 
were  desirous  of  expressing  their  opi- 
nions in  a  contrary  sense  to  the  colour 
which  had  been  imparted  to  the  debate. 
More  than  all,  when  last  night  they 
were  obliged  to  sit  there  while  insults 
were  offered  to  the  Sovereign  of  a  great 
8tate  with  which  at  present  we  were  in 
amity,  and  his  name  and  assurances  were 
treated  with  derisive  cheers  from  the  op- 
posite side  of  the  House,  there  was  good 
reason  why  a  number  of  hon.  Members 
on  that  side  should  have  an  opportunity 
of  vindicating  the  public  opinion  of  this 
country.  He  appealed  to  the  Govern- 
ment that  the  mscussion  should  not  be 
concluded  that  night,  and  that  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  should  have 
an  opportunity  to  sum  up  that  great 
debate  on  Monday  or  Tuesday  at  an 
earlier  hour  than  he  could  otherwise  get. 
The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Whatever  else  may  be  done,  I 
hope  one  thing,  at  all  events,  and  that  is 
that  we  shall  not  spend  any  great  por- 
tion of  the  time  we  have  at  our  disposal 
for  discussion  this  evening,  by  getting 
into  a  debate  as  to  when  the  division  is 
to  take  place.  I  can  assure  hon.  Gentle- 
men, so  far  as  the  Government  are  con- 
cerned, we  have  been  most  anxious  to 
give  as  much  facility  as  possible  for  hon. 
Members  to  speak  in  this  debate.  On 
the  previous  evening,  no  Member  of  the 
Government  had  risen  to  address  the 
House ;  and  on  the  present  occasion,  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bourke)  who  repre- 
sents the  Foreign  Department  in  this 
House  will  feel  it  his  duty  to  address 
some  observations,  yet  no  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government,  except  myself 
propose  to  trespass  on  the  time  of  the 
House.  I  most  earnestly  press  upon 
the  House  the  importance  of  endeavour- 
ing to  bring  this  debate  to  a  close  to- 
night.   We  are  perfectly  ready  to  sit  to 


a  later  hour  than  usual,  in  order  to  hear 
speeches  which  hon.  Gentlemen  are 
anxious  to  deliver,  and  we  are  under  an 
obligation  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Border  Burghs  (Mr.  Trevelyan),  who 
has  ^ven  us  the  night  in  order  that  it 
may  De  made  use  of  to  the  best  possible 
advantage.  I  hope,  therefore,  we  shall 
be  supported  by  the  House  in  endea- 
vouring to  bring  the  question  to  an  issue 
to-night. 

Mb.  WALTER  wished  to  make  a 
practical  suggestion  to  the  House  at 
large,  as  well  as  to  its  Leaders  on  either 
side.  He  had  always  been  of  opinion 
that  speeches  in  the  House  were  a  great 
deal  too  long.  He  was  himself,  on  the 
present  occasion,  somewhat  in  the  posi- 
tion of  hon.  Gentlemen  behind  him,  for 
he,  too,  had  wished  to  make  some  re- 
marks upon  the  matter  before  the  House, 
and  had  been  unable  to  get  an  oppor- 
tunity for  so  doing.  He  would,  there- 
fore, appeal  to  the  good  feeling  of  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  in  the  course  of  the 
evening  might,  so  to  speak,  get  upon 
their  horses,  that  they  should  not  in- 
dulge in  an  unlimited  gallop  over  the 
whole  pasture  which  lay  before  them ; 
and,  to  use  another  illustration,  he  would 
suggest  that  hon.  Members,  being  in  the 
position  of  a  ship's  crew  who  were  run- 
ning short  of  provisions,  would  do  well 
to  put  themselves  on  half  commons. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  what  he  and 
other  hon.  Members  complained  of  was 
that  the  debate  had  not  taken  a  fair 
direction,  and  that,  whether  by  intention 
or  by  accident,  the  debate  had  taken 
such  a  turn  and  gone  in  such  a  direction 
that  it  would  go  to  the  country  so  as  to 
show  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich  had  only  for  his  four  Reso- 
lutions an  extremely  small  following  in 
that  House,  which  was  a  false  impres- 
sion. As  he  (Mr.  Anderson)  had  pointed 
out  last  evening,  only  two  hon.  Members 
who  supported  the  Resolutions  and  were 
known  to  be  warm  supporters  of  them 
had  been  called  upon  in  the  whole  of  the 
three  evenings,  and  he  complained  of 
that  as  unfair,  whether  it  had  been  in- 
tended or  not.  It  was  perfectly  well 
known  that  the  following  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have,  even 
if  there  had  not  been  any  attempt  at 
'< patching  up,"  would  have  been  a  very 
large  one,  and  it  was  unfair  that  the 
country  should  have  been  led  to  believe 
that  it  would  only  be  a  very  weak  one. 

llburthJiigM.} 
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Me.  GLADSTONE  thought  no  one 
could  complain  of  what  was  said  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who  was 
naturally  anxious  to  bring  the  debate  to 
a  dose.  They  were  all  aware  that  every- 
thingjthat  could  be  done  to  accommodate 
the  House  and  all  its  Members  by  an 
impartial  choice  was  done  by  the  Speaker, 
altnough  no  doubt  it  was  impossible  for 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman,  remarkable 
as  his  gifts  might  be,  to  judge  from  the 
personal  appearance  of  the  Member  alone 
what  line  he  intended  to  take.  He  f  Mr. 
Gladstone)  hoped  there  was  no  aoso- 
lutely  foregone  conclusion  as  to  the 
closing  of  the  debate,  but  by  all  means 
let  them  proceed,  and  make  the  best  of 
the  time  they  had  at  their  disposal.  It 
did  not  become  him  to  recommend  short 
speeches  after  the  extent  to  which  he 
had  trespassed  upon  the  House  on  Mon- 
day evening  last;  but  he  ventured  to 
say  that  this  was  probably  the  very 
largest  question  of  foreign  policy,  and 
one  havmg  the  greatest  amount  and 
range  of  topics,  that  had  ever  been  be- 
fore the  House.  He  was  sure  there 
would  be  no  disposition  of  hon.  Members, 
for  mere  egotism's  sake,  to  intrude  them- 
selves upon  the  House.  At  the  same 
time,  he  was  bound  to  say  there  were 
several  Gentlemen,  well  qualified  and 
entitled  by  their  position  to  address  the 
House,  who  had  not  yet  been  called 
upon,  and  who  ought  to  find  an  oppor- 
tunity to  do  so,  and  therefore  he  hoped 
a  fair  discretion  would  be  exercised  by 
Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment. 

The  Maequbss  of  HARTINGTON 
hoped  the  House  would  at  once  enter 
upon  the  debate,  with  a  desire  of,  if 
possible,  concluding  it  in  the  course  of 
the  present  sittine.  At  the  same  time, 
he  hoped  it  would  not  be  a  foregone 
conclusion  that  it  must  necessarily  so 
conclude  in  any  circumstances.  There 
were  several  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that 
bench  who  had  been  anxious  to  address 
the  House,  and  it  was  due  to  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Ox- 
ford (Sir  William  Harcourt)  and  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  (Mr.  Gt)schen) — as  there 
was  an  inclination  to  take  credit  for  the 
making  of  sacrifices — ^to  say  that  though 
they  desired  to  speak  on  the  question, 
they  would  be  willing  to  fore^  their 
respective  opportunities  of  so  doing. 


ORDERS    OF    THE   DAT. 


THE  EASTERN  QUBSnOK— 
BB80LUTI0NS    (MR.    GLADSTONE). 

ADJOUHAJU)  DEBATE.     TOITETB  KIOBT. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjoomed 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [7th  May], 


'*  That  this  Home  flnda  just  cMxm  of 
faetion  and  oompUint  in  tke  ooodaet  oi  tlw 
Ottoman  Porte  with  regard  to  the  Denalck 
written  by  the  Earl  of  Derby  on  the  21st  aby  ai 
SeptembOT  1S76,  and  relating  to  the  mafirree 
in  Bulgaria."— (Jfr.  Oladttmu.) 

And  which  Amoidment  was, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  **  Hooae  **  to  tke 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  vorAi 
''dedines  to  entertain  any  ReaolntioBS  vhioh 
may  embarran  Her  Migesty's  OoTenunacil  ia 
the  maintenance  of  peace  and  in  the  protoctka 
of  British  interests,  without  indicating  any 
altematiTe  line  of  poHoy/'— ($i>  Hmry  W^ifl) 

— ^instead  thereof. 


Question  again  pro 
words  propoB^  to  be 

of  the  Question." 

* 

Debate  returned. 


"That  tha 
out  stand  port 


Motion  agreed  to, 
Mr.  Andereon 


Mr.  BOUBEE  said,  that  holding  tli0 
position  he  did,  it  had  been  his  fiite  to 
have  to  wade  through  erezy  document  in 
the  Foreign  Offioe  relating  to  this  sub- 
ject which  had  been  written  during  tiw 
last  three  years,  and  he  was  sure  that 
the  House  would  sympathize  with  him 
when  he  said  that  it  was  no  light  under- 
taking to  attempt  to  consider  any  portion 
of  this  great  subject.    He  trusted,  how- 
ever, that  the  House  would  not  be  alarmed 
by  that  statement,  because  he  could  as- 
sure them    that  he  did  not  intend  to 
address  them  at  any  great  length,  espe- 
cially after  the  observations  that  had 
faUen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Berk- 
shire (Mr.  Walter).    The  subject,   in- 
deed, appeared  to  him  to  have  been  rerj 
nearly  exhausted,  and  the  case  of  the 
CK>vemment  had  been  put  in  a  most  sa- 
tisfactory manner  by  his  Superiors  in 
office  who  had  preceded  him   in  the 
debate,  and  therefore  it  was  his  intention 
not  to  traverse  the  ground  which  they 
had  already  gone  over,  but  to  confine 
his  observations  to  certain  topics  which 
had  not  vet  been  alluded  to,  or  which  if 
they  had  been  alluded  to,  had  only  been 
touched  upon  lightly.    Notwithstanding 
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the  great  difiference  between  the  Beso- 
lutions  of  Ihe  right  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich  as  originally  proposed  and  as 
they  now  appeared  npon  the  Paper,  to 
which  attention  had  been  directed  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  Forster),  he  did  not  think  that  any 
candid  man  conld  maintain  that  the  Gk>- 
T'emment,  after  all  that  had  passed  dur- 
ing this  debate,  could  avoid  looking 
upon  these  Kesolutions  as  a  whole. 
There  was  much  in  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  last 
night  to  which  he  (Mr.  Bourke)  had 
listened  with  most  sincere  pleasure. 
The  right  hon.  Gbntleman  had  spoken 
of  the  speech  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Home  Secretaiy  as  one  calculated  to 
dispel  many  dangerous  delusions.  Why 
those  delusions  came  to  be  entertained 
it  was  not  for  Her  Majesty's  Cbvem- 
ment  or  himself  to  divine,  and  certainly 
no  man  of  judgment  who  had  read  what 
the  Government  had  written,  or  had 
beard  what  they  had  said  from  the  be- 
ginning to  the  end  of  this  discussion, 
would  feel  himself  justified  in  charging 
them  with  having  given  the  slightest 
ground  for  those  delusions.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  also  went  on  to  say  that 
he  was  satisfied  with  the  interpretation 
which  the  Home  Secretary  had  placed 
upon  the  word  *'  neutrality."  The  posi- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment  had 
from  the  first  been  based  upon  that  in- 
terpretation of  the  word.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proceeded  to  say  that  he  was 
strongly  in.  favour  of  the  maintenance 
and  of  the  protection  of  British  interests 
in  case  they  were  attacked.  That  also  was 
one  of  the  cardinal  points  in  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  also  spoke  of  the 
mediatorial  duties  which  it  might  be- 
come incumbent  upon  this  country  to 
discharge  firom  time  to  time  while  the 
w^  was  going  on.  For  his  own  part,  he 
(Mr.  Bourke)  hoped  that  it  would  not  be 
long  before  Her  Majesly's  Government 
were  called  upon  to  discharge  those 
duties,  and  he  could  only  say  that  they 
were  fully  impressed  witii  the  fact  that 
those  were  among  the  most  important  of 
their  duties,  and  he  hoped  that  the 
earnest  they  had  given  with  regard  to 
Servia  was  sufficient  to  satisfy  the  House 
and  the  country  that  they  would  never 
allow  the  slightest  opportunity  to  pass 
of  using  their  mediatorial  offices  when 
they  could  be  usefully  employed  in  order 


to  restore  peace  to  Europe.  The  right 
hon.  Gentieman  had  also  spoken  of  the 
duties  which  would  be  incumbent  upon 
this  country  in  reference  to  the  arrange- 
ments which  would  follow  when  the  war 
was  brought  to  a  conclusion.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's (Jovemmentwere  peculiarly  alive 
to  tiiose  duties,  and  it  was  in  view  of 
them  that  they  did  not  wish  to  have 
their  future  action  hampered  in  any  way, 
because  they  felt  that  the  events  that 
might  ensue  might  have  a  very  vital 
and  powerfid  effect  upon  the  future  des- 
tinies of  this  country  as  well  as  those  of 
the  South-eastern  part  of  Europe.  The 
right  hon.  Gentieman  went  on  to  say 
that  he  had  never  been  in  favour  of 
England  acting  by  herself  or  of  her 
joining  Bussia,  and  that  there  would 
have  been  great  danger  to  the  peace  of 
Europe  if  she  had  gone  to  war  against 
Turkey,  or  had  joined  the  other  Powers 
in  going  to  war  with  her.  That  was  the 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  that  was  the  principle  upon  which 
they  were  acting ;  and  there  could  not  be 
a  clearer  exposition  of  the  policy  which 
had  guided  them  from  first  to  last.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentieman  then  proceeded 
to  make  some  statements  in  which  he 
could  not  concur.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tieman went  on  to  say  that  he  deeply  re- 
gretted that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
did  not  adopt  the  poUcy  of  calling  upon 
Europe  to  put  pressure  upon  Turkey, 
and,  if  necessary,  to  use  coercion.  He 
(Mr.  Bourke)  was  totally  unable  to  re- 
concile that  principle,  so  laid  down  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  with  the  other 
one  he  had  stated  that  he  was  in  favour 
of;  in  fact,  he  thought  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  too  anxious  to 
hunt  with  the  hounds  and  to  run  with 
the  hare  upon  this  occasion,  and  that 
this  desire  had  laid  him  open  to  the 
charge  of  inconsistency.  If  the  last 
principle  laid  down  by  the  right  hon; 
Gentleman  were  correct,  he  ought  to  lay 
himself  at  the  feet  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney),  who  had 
certainly  never  said  anything  stronger 
in  favour  of  coercion  than  was  contained 
in  that  principle.  No  one  could  well 
mistake  the  meaning  of  the  very  able 
and  logical  speech  of  tiie  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeard — ^it  meant  the  dismemberment 
of  Turkey  pure  and  simple.  He  (Mr. 
Bourke)  based  his  objection  to  the  dis- 
memberment of  Turkey  upon  the  same 
grounds  as  were  put  forward  by  theSecre- 
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taij  for  War.  What  oommiBsioii,  human 
or  diyine,  had  wo  to  say  to  a  country — 
"You  shall  be  out  to  pieces?"  Whatoom- 
xnissioUy  human  or  divine,  had  we  to  enter 
on  a  crusade  against  Turkey,  or  to  attack 
a  young  Monarch,  who  certainly  was  not 
responsible  for  any  of  these  acts  of  mis- 
government  and  of  cruelty  which  had  of 
late  disgraced  the  Government  of  Turkey, 
and  to  tell  him  that  we  were  going  to 
dismember  his  countnr  for  no  reason  in 
the  world  except  for  the  misgovemment 
and  the  cruelties  in  which  he  had  no 
part?  The  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
had  complained  that  we  were  in  conflict 
with  all  the  other  European  Powers  in 
regard  to  these  negotiations,  as  to  putting 
pressure  upon  Turkey,  and  that  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
been  to  keep  them  back  from  acting  in 
the  matter.  There  was,  however,  nothing 
in  the  whole  history  of  this  business  that 
justified  that  statement.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  concord  of  the  European 
Powers,  with  the  exception  of  Eussia, 
with  reference  to  the  non-coercion  of 
Turkey,  was  unanimous  from  first  to 
last.  The  hon.  Member  further  said  that 
the  question  rested  primarily  with  Eng- 
land and  Germany,  and  that  it  might 
have  been  settled  by  the  joint  action  of 
those  two  Powers,  if  we  had  addressed 
any  communication  to  Prince  Bismarck 
on  the  subject.  He  f  Mr.  Bourke)  should 
like  to  know  his  authority  for  that  state- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  might  know 
more  of  Prince  Bismarck's  mind  than 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  Prince  Bis- 
marck spoke  his  mind  in  the  most  candid 
manner  to  many  persons,  and  it  was 
quite  possible  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
had  these  confidences  made  to  him  by 
Prince  Bismarck.  K  he  had,  he  had 
been  more  fortunate  than  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  he  (Mr.  Bourke)  could 
not  find  anything  in  the  Blue  Books,  or 
in  any  private  letter  which  had  been 
written,  which  would  justify  the  state- 
ment that  Prince  Bismarck  was  ready  to 
join  them  in  the  policy  suggested.  The 
hon.  Member  had  then  proceeded  to  draw 
a  picture  of  the  relations  between  Franqe 
and  Germany,  which,  in  his  opinion, 
was  over-coloured.  He  fMr.  Bourke) 
hoped  and  believed  that  the  feelings  of 
anfmosity  between  thoee  countries  were 
not  so  strong  as  had  been  represented. 
France,  ffreat  as  she  had  been  in  the 
past,  had  a  great  future  before  her,  and 
by  pursuing  the  paths  of  peace  she  would 
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attain  greater  glo^  and  greater  pov«r 
than  £e  had  gained  by  pursuing  ihm 
old  ways  of   war.      In  regard  to  ihm 
Germans,  he  could  not  beueve  thmX  a 
great  and  philosophic  people,  edocftled 
as  they  were— and  they  were  the  best 
educated  people  in  the  world — would  long 
allow  feelings  of  resentment    towmrds 
France  to  rimkle  in  their  bosoms ;  and 
he    sincerely    hoped,    notwithstanding 
what  had  been  said  to  the  contrary,  that 
France  and  Germany  would  be  unitad 
hereafter — and  that  in  the  course  of  a 
veiT  short  period — in  the  path  of  poses 
and  progress.      At  the  same  time,  he 
woula  point  out  that,  if  the  unhappy 
state  of  feeling  to  which  the  hon.  Mecm- 
ber  for  liskeara  referred  really  eTistad 
between  those  two  countries,   it  would 
manifestly  have  been  futile  to  have  gone 
to  Germany  and  asked  her  to  join  in  an 
European  concert,  when  the  first  thing 
that  would  have  happened  would  bars 
been  that  the  spirit  described  hj  tbs 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  been  eroksd 
in  France,  and  thus  have  utterly  de- 
stroyed any  hope  of  concert.    The  hoa. 
Member  for  Liskeard  went  on  to  say  last 
evening  that  the  policy  which   he    re- 
commended— namely,  that  of  coercion — 
would  be  a  safe  and  an  easy  policy ;  but 
he  could  not  agree  with  the  hon.  uentle- 
man,   and  he  did  not  think  that   the 
remarks  which  he  made  on  that  point 
were  worthy  of  a  Member  of  his  inde- 
pendent character  and    courage.       Hs 
(Mr.  Bourke)  thought  the  course  recom- 
mended by  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  be 
one  of  a  very  mean  character.    What 
was    his    suggestion?     It    was  this — 
''What  is  the  Turkish  Fleet  without 
the  head  of  an  Englishman  ?  "  and  he 
conveyed  the  impression  that  the  Turkish 
Fleet  was  commanded  by  Englishmen ; 
that  there  was  not  a  single  iron-clad  in 
it  which  did  not  depend  for  navigation 
on  an  English  engineer;  and  that  if 
war   broke  out  between  England    and 
Turkey,  the  consequences  would  be  that 
the  Ottoman  Fleet  would  at  onoe   be 
given  up  to  them.     For  his  part,  how- 
ever,  he  could  conceive  no  more  das- 
tardly conduct  than  that  of  a  man  wbo, 
having  undertaken  the  responsibility  of 
commanding  a  Fleet,  should  give  over  his 
ships  to  an  antagonist,  whi(£  would  be 
the  part  of  a  traitor.    The  hon.  Gentle- 
man said,  in  effect,  that  the  Fleet  would 
be  given  up,  and  there  would  be  an  end 
of  the  question.      Had  recent  events 
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justified  that  opinion?  Did  the  events 
of  1828  justify  it  ?  He  did  not  believe 
it.  Of  course^  if  war  were  to  take  place 
between  Turkey  and  England  the  Eng- 
lish officers  now  serving  in  Turkey  would 
leave  that  service ;  but  if  the  Turkish 
Fleet  were  destroyed  to-morrow,  I  do  not 
think  that  it  would  in  the  least  degree 
alter  the  opinion  of  the  Mussulman 
population  with  respect  to  their  duty  to 
their  country ;  and  if  the  whole  of  the 
Fleet  was  sent  to  the  bottom  of  the  Black 
Sea  to-morrow,  it  would  not  alter  their 
character  or  determination  one  iota.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  the  other  day  described  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
during  the  last  18  months  as  deplorable; 
but  he  (Mr.  Bourke)  would  like  to  know 
exactly  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
came  to  entertain  that  opinion,  and  how 
long  it  had  been  shared  in  by  those  who 
sat  beside  him  on  the  front  Opposition 
Bench.  He  was  glad  to  see  tnat  the 
rip^ht  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright)  was  in 
his  place,  for  he  wished  to  make  his 
acknowledgment,  the  first  time  he  had 
an  opportunity,  of  the  patriotic  course 
which  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  took 
last  year,  when  he  went  in  July  with 
a  deputation  to  the  Foreign  Office  to  see 
Lord  Derby,  and  when,  as  the  House 
was  well  aware,  Lord  Derby  made  an 
important  declaration  with  reg^ard  to  the 
state  of  foreign  affairs  which  then  ez- 
istedy  and,  amongst  other  subjects,  went 
minutely  into  the  question  of  the  Berlin 
Memorandum.  That  declaration  having 
been  made,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Birmingham  very  kindly 
said  to  Lord  Derby — 


«I  think  I  shall  only  express  the  common 
and  nnanimons  feeling  of  the  gentlemen  present 
by  saying  to  Lord  Derby  that  we  are  greatly 
obliged  to  him  for  the  manner  in  wMch  he 
has  recdved  the  deputation,  and  that  we  have 
been  greatly  interested  in  the  speech  he  has 
been  kind  enough  to  deliver  to  us.  My  own  im- 
preesion  is  that  it  will  have  a  very  salutary  effect 
m  all  parts  of  the  country.  At  this  moment 
there  is,  other  circumstances  adding,  from  the 
politidd  position,  a  great  gloom  over  almost 
all  the  industrial  and  commercial  interests  of  the 
country.  It  is  impossible  to  say  how  much  is 
due  to  one  cause  and  how  much  to  another ;  but 
no  doubt  the  whole  is  greatly  aggravated  by  the 
threatened  war.  I  tmnk  the  speech  we  have 
heard  will  have  some  influence  in  removing 
some  of  that  ^loom  and  in  dispersing  some  of 
the  clouds  which  are  now  Mnging  over  us,  and 
I  think  I  may  say  that  the  speech  Lord  Derby 
has  delivered  to  us  is  one  calculated  to  give 
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satisfaction  to  the  country  as  it  gives  satisfac- 
tion to  us,  and  we  feel  greatly  indebted  to  him 
for  it." 

He  quoted  this  not  for  the  purpose  of 
alleging  any  inconsistency  on  the  part 
of  Sie  right  hon.  Oentleman,  but  in 
order  to  show  how  fully  he  had  trusted 
the  Government,  and  how  thoroughly 
his  views  coincided  with  those  of  his 
departed  Friend  (Mr.  Cobden),  who  told 
the  House  that  he  never  gave  a  vote 
with  more  sorrow  than  he  gave  the  vote 
which  called  Lord  Aberdeen  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
into  office,  because  he  considered  that 
event  the  cause  of  the  Crimean  War. 
It  had  been  described  by  a  graphic  pen. 
[Mr.  Gladstone:  When  did  Mr.  Cob- 
den say  that?]  He  was  quite  certain 
he  had  read  it  in  Mansard.  He  was 
sorry  he  had  not  the  extract,  but  pledged 
himself  to  produce  it  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  a  very  short  time.  So 
much  for  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birming- 
ham. Mr.  Carlyle,  whom  he  was  going 
to  quote,  described  the  circumstances 
that  led  to  the  Crimean  War  as  **  the 
greatest  mass  of  stupidity,  mismanage- 
ment, and  folly  which  this  coimtry  ever 
knew.''  He  was  sorry  to  see  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  London  (Mr.  Lowe)  was 
not  in  his  place,  because  in  the  course  of 
his  speech  the  other  evening  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  alluded  to  the  Berlin 
Memorandum,  and  said  that  it  seemed 
to  him  to  be  the  turning  point  in  the 
question  ;  that  it  contained  all  the  prin- 
ciples upon  which  a  settlement  could 
possibly  be  effected;  and  that  we  had 
refused  to  assent  to  it  on  the  ground  of 
a  merely  technical  objection.  The  House 
would  recollect  that  me  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman humorously  spoke  of  some  hon. 
Members  of  the  House  as  having  drank 
the  wrong  beer ;  but  he  (Mr.  Bourke) 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must 
have  drunk  of  the  Water  of  Lethe  since 
he  delivered  his  speech  at  Croydon,  for 
what  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say 
at  Croydon  on  the  14th  of  September? 
He  said — 

**  Ab  for  power,  look  at  the  power  we  ex- 
hibited lately.  Why,  three  Emperors  en- 
tered into  a  league  to  make  a  certain  regulation 
with  regard  to  Turkey.  They  sent  it  to  our 
Gk)yenmient,  and  our  Gtovemment  most  pro- 
perly refused  to  join  that  league.  What  was 
the  result  ?  Did  they  carry  it  on  without  us  ? 
They  did  not  think  fit  to  consult  us  before  they 
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came  to  that  resolution,  and  only  asked  us  to 
assent  to  it  as  a  matter  of  courtesy,  but  when 
we  disapproved  it  the  whole  of  their  pro- 
ceeding was  rendered  abortive,  and  England,  I 
may  say,  was  astonished  at  the  amount  of  power 
she  so  exercised.'* 

What  was  the  opinion  of  the  Colleagues 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  of 
certain  other  Members  of  Parliament 
as  to  the  Memorandum?  As  to  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington),  there  had  never  been  any 
doubt  of  his  opinion.  The  noble  Lord 
had  never  concealed  his  view,  which  was 
that  we  ought  to  have  rejected  the  Me* 
morandum  without  argument,  on  the 
ground  that  it  had  been  agreed  to  with- 
out consultation  with  England.  And 
what  had  Lord  Granville  said?  His 
Lordship  said,  as  to  the  Berlin  pro- 
posals— 

*^  I  stated  in  the  House  a  month  ago  [on  the 
30th  of  July]  that  I  could  give  no  opimon  till 
I  had  seen  the  document.  After  reeuling  that 
Paper  I  agree  that  it  would  not  have  been  wise 
to  assent  to  that  document.'* 

So  much  for  the  opinions  entertained  by 
the  Colleagues  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  on  that  matter.  He 
did  not  think  it  could  be  maintained, 
after  what  he  had  stated,  that  the  opi- 
nions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  with  reference  to  that  docu- 
ment were  shared  in  by  those  Friends 
with  whom  he  was  accustomed  to  act, 
at  least  up  to  the  month  of  September 
last.  But  the  fact  of  the  matter  was, 
that  there  were  defects  in  the  Berlin 
Memorandum  which  rendered  it  per- 
fectly impossible  for  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  acquiesce  in  that  Paper.  It 
would  have  been  equally  impossible, 
and  it  was  admitted  by  Prince  Gortcha- 
koff  himself,  for  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment to  execute  all  the  engagements — 
such,  for  instance,  as  those  with  regard  to 
building  houses — which  the  Berlin  Memo- 
randum would  have  imposed  upon  them. 
What  they  wanted  was  that  there  should 
be  an  end  to  corruption  and  bad  govern- 
ment in  Turkey;  out  they  were  afraid 
that  the  effect  of  the  Berlin  Memoran- 
dum would  have  been  to  remove  the 
responsibility  of  reform  from  Turkey, 
and  place  it  on  Europe  generally.  Even 
if  other  parts  of  the  Berlin  Memoran- 
dum had  been  deemed  admissible,  the 
last  paragraph  would  have  made  it  im- 
possible for  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  sign  it,  because  it  would  have  bound 
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this  country  to   take   more  efficadou 
measures  in  case  those  proposals  did  not 
succeed.     The  insurgents  would  oerv 
have  laid  down  their  arms ;  the  refomt 
would    never  have    returiied,  if  Uiey 
knew  that  Europe  held  out  to  them  thie 
hope  that  if  they  only  went  on  with  th« 
insurrection  she  would  come  to  their  aid. 
The  Government  knew  very  wdl  what 
efficacious  measures  meant.    From  the 
despatch  at  page  143  of  the  Blue  Book  of 
last  year— [TWitdy,  No.  3,  1876}—^ 
would  see  that  before  they  received  the 
Memorandum    Lord    Augoatua    Loftoi 
told  Her  Majesty's  (Government  what 
Prince  Gtortchakoff  took  to  be  the  effMt 
of  the  Memorandum,  and  also  that  he 
believed  the  proposal  was  made  with  • 
view  to  militaiy  measures  being  adopted 
in  case  other  means  did  not  answer. 
Therefore,  Her  Majesty's   Govemmeot 
proceeded  upon  the  assumption  that  the 
Berlin  Memorandum  really  meant  the 
partition  of  Turkey.     With  regard  to 
Servia,  he  thought  no  one  would  aocose 
Her  Majesty's  Government  of  being  re- 
miss in  their  endeavours  to  put  a  stop 
to  the  war,  or  of  being  careleee  in  bring- 
ing about  a  mediation.      He  did  not 
think,  moreover,  that  anyone  would  feel 
that,    in    the    energetic    arrangemeati 
which  went  on  with  regard   to   peace, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  did  not  go 
to  the  very  utmost  in  meeting  the  objec- 
tions whidi  were  made  by  the  Powers  to 
their  proposals.     He    could    not   he^ 
thinking   that    anyone  who   read    the 
Papers  would  see  that  had  it  not  been 
for  the  persistent  perseveranoe  of  his 
noble  Fnend  the  Secretary  of  State  fat 
Foreign    Affairs  those   bases  of  peace 
would  never  have  been  considered  atalL 
Then,  as  to  the  Conference,  he  need  not 
say  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  bad 
great  difficidty  in  obtaining  tha  consent 
of  the  Powers  to  the  basis  on  which  it 
was  held.     Everybody  knew  that  Austria 
objected    strongly,   as  also   did    other 
Powers.     However,  the  Conference  xnet^ 
and,  as  the  House  was  aware.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  of  opinion  that 
Turkey  had  done  most  foolismy  in  not 
accepting  the  proposals  made   at  the 
Conference.    He  aid  not  believe  that 
the  acceptance  of  those  proposals  would 
have  been  a  blow  either  at  Uie  integrity 
or  the  independence  of  the  Porte.    He 
did  not  think  Lord  Salisbury  ever  used 
wiser  words,  or  words  which  oould  be 
more  substantiated  by  great  writers  on 
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JuriBpradence  and  International  Law 
than  in  saying  that  when  they  oame  to 
talk  of  the  independence  of  Hie  Porte, 
it  was  a  comparative  term.  ["Hear, 
hear!"  from  the  Opposmon,"]  He  did 
not  know  whether  those  oheers  were 
ironical  or  not ;  bat  nobody  could  sup- 
pose after  what  Turkey  had  shown  of 
late  of  two  great  attributes  of  inde- 
pendence—the power  of  making  war 
and  the  power  of  making  Treaties — that 
she  was  not  an  independent  Power.  But 
if  she  bad  accepted  the  proposals  of  the 
Conference  —  even  the  most  stringent 
ones  made  by  Lord  Salisbury — ^5iey 
would  not  have  been  a  blow  at  her  in- 
dependence ;  for  they  only  asked  her  to 
give  in  trust  for  a  time  certain  attributes 
of  her  independence ;  and  if  she  had 
done  that,  he  had  no  doubt  she  would 
have  laid  the  foundation  for  internal 
peace,  would  have  regained  the  sjrmpa- 
thies  of  Europe,  and  would  have  lost 
nothing  in  comparison  with  what  she 
bad  lost  by  misgovemment  and  through 
the  transactions  which  had  gone  on  in 
her  States  for  the  past  three  or  four 
years.  And  if  in  afber  years  a  Power 
had  attacked  her  independence  and 
integrity,  it  would  have  been  opposed 
by  all  the  Powers  at  the  Conierence 
which  had  asked  Turkey  to  make  that 
sacrifice.  The  Conference,  however, 
had  failed,  and  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  gave  as  a  reason 
for  its  failure  that  £)rd  Salisbury  had 
been  powerfully  counterworked  by  Sir 
Henry  Elliot,  and  he  also  suggested 
that  a  party  of  the  noble  Lord°s  Col- 
leagues at  home  were  working  in  the 
same  direction.  There  was  not  one 
syllable  in  the  Protocols  of  the  Con- 
ference which  pointed  to  such  a  conclu- 
sion ;  and  if  any  person  would  take  the 
tronble  to  look  through  the  Blue  Book, 
he  would  see  that  Lord  Salisbury  was 
throughout  the  Conference  supported  in 
his  policy  by  his  Colleagues  at  home. 
The  right  hon.  GFentleman  and  some  of 
his  Friends  opposite  had  thought  proper 
to  bestow  a  lavish  praise  on  Lord  Salis- 
bucry,  a  praise  in  which  he  (Mr.  Bourke) 
heartily  concurred ;  but  when  they  said 
that  someone  at  home  was  counter- 
working against  him,  and  that  that  was 
the  reason  why  the  Conference  failed, 
he  oould  not  but  think  that  they  threw 
the  greatest  aspersion  on  Lord  Salis- 
bury's character.  That  alleged  counter- 
working could  not  have  occurred  without 


Lord  Salisbury  knowing  it.    Therefore, 
the  assertion  came  to  this — that  Lord 
Salisbury  allowed  himself  to  go  to  Con- 
stantinople to  be  the  mere  staOdng  horse 
of  a  policy  before  Europe  when  he  knew 
that  that  policy  was  to  receive  its  death 
blow  from  his  Colleagues  the  moment  he 
suggested  it.     How  those  who  recog- 
nized  Lord  Salisbury's  high  character 
as  much  as  he  (Mr.  Bourke)  did  could 
believe  that  he  would  have  consented  to 
play  the  part  of  a  puppet  in  such  an 
extraordinary  way,  he  could  not  under- 
stand.   Then,    again,    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  had  referred  to  the  commu- 
nication made  to  the  Porte  which  drew 
forth  from  it  expressions  of  lively  grati- 
tude, and  seemed  to  think  that  that  was 
a  dreadful  crime  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.     That  was,  in 
truth,  a  very  small  circumstance,  though 
a  g^eat  deal  had  been  made  out  of  it, 
and  he  was  very  sorry  to  have  to  allude 
to  it,  considering  that  it  had  already 
been  disposed  of  in  '' another   place. 
It  was  really  only  an    expression    of 
courtesy  made  by  our  Minister  at  Con^ 
stantinople  when  Midhat  Pasha  became 
Grand  Vizier.     It  was  a  most  common- 
place expression,  and  had  no  political 
significance  whatever.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  further  alluded  to,  and 
seemed  to  think  it  a  great  crime  to  have 
sent  Mr.  Layard  to  Constantinople.    All 
he  could  say   was,  that  ever  since  he 
had  known  anything  of  foreign  politics 
he  had  always  heard  of  Mr.   Layard 
as  a  person  eminently  qualified  to  fill  the 
position  to  which  he  was  now  sent.    He 
would  further  add  that  when  the  House 
came  to  see  the  Papers  relating  to  what 
was  now  going  on,  they  would  find  that 
since  Mr.  Layard  had  gone  to  Constan- 
tinople he  had  done  very  good  service  to 
this  country.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  spoken  of  the  sending  of  the  British 
Fleet  to  Besika  Bay,  stating  that  it  had 
prevented  Turkey's  enemies  from  ap- 
pearing in  the  field.     He  (Mr.  Bourke) 
denied  that  it  had  had  that  effect.     In 
the  first  place,  it  was  perfectly  consistent 
with  the  position  of   neutrality  which 
Her   Majesty's  Government  had  taken 
up.     Besides,  how  could  the  sending  of 
the  Fleet  to  Besika  Bay  have  had  the 
slightest  effect  upon  the  provinces   of 
Herzegovina  and  Bosnia,  which  at  that 
time  were  the  theatre  of  war?     Then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  we 
allowed  the  lead  to  slip  into  other  hands. 
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If  that  had  been  the  case,  it  certainly 
was  not  the  fault  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gh)vemment.  How  could  that  be  made 
a  taunt  against  the  Oovemment  ?  They 
had  done  one  thing  consistently — not- 
withstanding that  ^key  had  gone  to 
war  with  Russia— they  had  kept  Eng- 
land at  peace,  and  had  abstained  from 
taking  that  course  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  liskeard  had  suggested  last 
evening,  and  which  must  have  landed 
this  country  in  war.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  on  to  say  that  he  had 
reason  to  believe  that  the  French  Go- 
vernment at  the  time  of  the  Conference 
did  not  agree  with  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, and  that  they  thought  it  was 
an  imprudent  thing  to  have  made  the 
declaration  that  they  would  not  have 
recourse  to  war.  There  was  nothing  in 
the  Blue  Books  to  warrant  that  state- 
ment; but,  on  the  contrary,  there  was 
much  to  show  that  the  French  Govern- 
ment was  entirely  in  accord  with  them 
on  that  subject.  On  that  point,  hewoidd 
only  quote  the  following  passage  from  a 
letter  in  The  Livre  Jaune  dated  Versailles, 
November  19,  1876,  written  by  the 
French  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs  to 
Messieurs  de  Bourgoing  and  de  Chau- 
dordy  at  Constantinople : — 

"  We  should  only  separate  ourselves  from  the 
other  Powers  should  they  wish  to  support  the 
conclusion  at  which  the^  have  arrived  by  mea- 
sures of  material  coercion,  and  if  they  should 
deem  fit  to  proceed  to  a  military  occupation  of 
either  of  the  Provinces  whose  lot  is  concerned, 
or  of  other  point«  of  the  Turkish  Empire,  we 
coiUd  not  associate  ourselves,  even  morally,  with 
measures  of  that  nature  without  departing  from 
the  strict  neutrality  which  we  have  laid  down 
for  ourselves,  and  without  the  risk  of  being 
dragged  into  complications  from  which  we  are 
determined  to  remain  aloof." 

Her  Majesty's  Government  had  never 
said  anything  more  decisive  than  that  in 
regard  to  abstaining  from  coercive  mea- 
sures, and  therefore  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  entirely  in  error  in  sajdngit 
was  ever  entertained  by  the  French  Go- 
vernment that  it  should  resort  to  coer- 
cion. That  despatch,  in  his  opinion, 
furnished  a  complete  answer  to  the 
charge  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
that  England  had  thwarted  the  other 
Powers  at  every  step.  [Mr.  Evelyn 
Ashley  inquired  what  was  the  date  of 
the  despatch.]  It  was  dated  Versailles, 
November  19,  1876.  Nor  was  that  the 
case  with  regard  to  France  alone,  and 
if  England  had  been  so  rash  as  to  pro- 

Jfr.  Baurke 


pose  any  such  step,  he  beliered  there 
was  not  a  Power  in  Europe  who  would 
not  have  opposed  it.  Then,  again,  as  to 
Italy,  he  found  in  the  Gbreen  Book  this 
paragraph — 

*'  At  same  time.  Minister  nid  that  the  ItaBui 
Ck>v6mmont  were  strongly  oppoted  to  aar  mili- 
tary occupation  of  any  portion  of  the  Xozkiak 
Empire." 

So  that  all  the  Powers  of  Eoiope,  ia 
fact,  were  in  favour  of  the  policy  of  Hot 
Majesty's  Oovemment  on  that  point. 
With  rej^ard  to  the  Protocol^  a  short 
explanation  was  necessary.  Prince 
Gortchakoff,  shortly  after  the  Confor- 
ence,  asked  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  upon  the  state  of  afiairs, 
but  Lord  Derby  at  that  moment  did  not 
think  it  wise  to  write  an  answer.  The 
wisdom  of  that  course  very  soon  became 
apparent,  for  before  many  days  had 
passed  Prince  Gortchakoff  requested  that 
no  answer  should  be  g^ven,  as  there 
would  be  another  communication.  That 
other  communication  was  the  Protocol, 
a  very  onerous  and  important  document 
Then  came  the  negotiations  which  re- 
sulted in  the  signing  of  the  Protocol 
and  the  appending  thereto  of  the  Decla- 
ration bv  Lord  Derby  as  to  the  views  of 
England  in  the  matter.  He  wished  to 
say  a  few  words  about  that  Declaration. 
The  Protocol  was,  no  doubt,  put  forwaxd 
in  favour  of  peace ;  but  if  England  had 
signed  it  without  making  that  Declara- 
tion, she  would  have  signed  a  document 
put  before  her  which  might  have  been 
used  afterwards  in  the  case  of  war.  For 
that  reason  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
for  England  to  take  the  precaution  shs 
did.  They  were  anxious  to  make  nm 
that  a  document  put  forward  for  one 

furpose  should  not  be  used  for  another, 
t  was  quite  dear  that  the  mobiliistioii 
of  the  Kussian  Army  greatly  impeded 
the  prospect  of  the  reforms  which  were 
required  of  Turkey  being  carried  out, 
and  it  was  necessary  for  England  to  de- 
clare that,  if  demobilization  were  not 
carried  out,  the  Protocol  would  be  null 
and  void.  To  that  course  Eussia  did  not 
take  the  slightest  objection.  He  was  not 
sure,  indeed,  that  it  was  not  sug^^ested 
by  Russia  herself.  Eussia,  he  behoved, 
said  something  like  thisr— ''We  are 
going  to  demobilize,  but  we  do  not  want 
to  say  so  in  the  ProtocoL  Yon  are 
perfectly  welcome  to  say  that  if  war 
takes  place  the  Protocol  shall  have  no 
effect,  and  be  null  and  void."    A  great 
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deal  has  been  said  about  the  last  de- 
spatch written  by  Lord  Derby.    On  that 
point  he  wished  to  say  that  if  Her  Ma- 
jesty's   Goveminent    sincerely    differed 
from  the  Government  of  Bussia,  which 
was  a  friendly  Power,  upon   grounds 
which  she  had  stated  in  the  Protocol, 
was  this  country  to  come  to  the  abject, 
state  of  being  afraid  to  mention  such  a  ^ 
subject  of  difference?    He  considered 
that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  not  to 
preserve  silence  on  that  subject.    It  was 
not  only  necessary  with  regard  to  the 
other  Powers  of  Europe,   but  it  was 
only  fair  to  Bussia  herself.    It  would 
have    been  grossly   unfair  to   Bussia, 
if  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  al- 
lowed her  to  go  on,  and  then,  perhaps, 
subsequently  to  object   to    the  course 
she  had  taken.    What  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  had  done  had  been  done  in 
the  most  friendly  spirit  to  Bussia,  and 
they  would   have  been  guilty  of  the 
greatest  insincerity  and  tackes,  not  only 
towards  England,  but  towards  Bussia 
and  the  rest  of  Europe,  if  they  had  re- 
frained from  expressing  their  opinion  at 
that  juncture.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Forster)  had  blamed 
Her  Majesty's  Government  on  the  point ; 
but  he  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man what  was  meant  by  the  Declaration 
of  1871,  where  it  was  declared  that  no 
Power  could  be  relieved  from  the  obli- 
gations of  a  Treaty  without  the  consent 
of  the  other  parties  to  that  Treaty? 
That  was  the  Magna  Charta  of  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  which  they  always 
put    forward    as    a    great    dijdomatic 
triumph.   It  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Bourke) 
that,  in  sending  the  despatch  referred 
to.  Her  Majesty's  Government  were  only 
acting  up  to  that  Declaration,  if  that 
Declaration  had  any  meaning    at  all. 
The  great  reason  why  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
had  taken  the  course  he  had  done  was  the 
way  in  which  Lord  Derby's  despatch  of  the 
2 let  of  September  last  had  been  treated 
by  the  Porte.    The  right  hon .  Gentleman 
had  said  most  truly  that  Shef  ket  Pasha 
and  others  concerned  in  the  atrocities 
had  not  only  not  been  punished,  but  had 
been  promoted.    It  was  unnecessary  for' 
him  to  say  anything  on  that  question  of 
the   atrocities,  as   he   had   spoken   as 
strongly  as  he  could  several  times  on  the 
matter;  but  when  they  were  asked  to 
make  that  the  main  cause  of  a  great 
future  change  of  policy,  he  thought  the 


House  ought  to  recollect  that  there  were 
other   circumstances   to    be  considered 
which  ought  not  to  be  forgotten.     He 
firmly  believed  that  the  demands  made 
in  that  despatch  of  the  21st  of  September 
would  have  been  acceded  to  had  not  the 
whole  Ottoman  race  been  firmly  con- 
vinced that  the  Bussian  Army,  which 
had  then  been'  for  many  months  massed 
upon  their  frontier,  was  about  to  doom 
them  to  destruction.    It  was  quite  true 
that  the  despatch  was  written  in  Sep- 
tember, and  that  the  Bussian  Army  was 
not  massed  on  the  Turkish  ^ntier  till 
November;    but  an  inquiry  was  pro- 
mised in  September,  and  would  have 
been  carried  out  had  it  not  been  for  the 
warlike  preparations  of  Bussia.     Cer- 
tainly there  could  be  no  doubt  as  to 
the  evil  effect  of  the  conviction  which 
possessed  the  minds  of  the  Mussulman 
population  that  the  Bulgarian  insurrec- 
tion was  instigated  and    intended  for 
their  destruction,  and  as  a  justification  of 
pre-determined  Bussian  aggression.    In 
that  condition  of  things  it  was  impos- 
sible for  the  Ottoman  Government  to 
deal  with  the  question  in  the  way  which 
he  believed  they  would  have  wished. 
However,  he  did  not  wish  for  one  mo- 
ment to  excuse  the  Ottoman  Government 
for  what  they  had  done.     He  believed 
they  had  acted  foolishly  and  rashly ;  but 
he  could  not  forget  that,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances in  which  they  found  them- 
selves for  the  last  six  or  eight  months,  it 
would  have  been  impossible  for  them, 
without  danger  to  the   Throne  of  the 
Sultan,  to  accede  to  the  demands  made 
upon  them.    Something  had  been  said 
about    Mr.    Canning's    policy    in    re- 
gard to  Gbreece  50  years  ago.    Now,  on 
that  subject,  he  would  point  out  that 
nothing  was  more  likely  to  lead  to  error 
and  bad  consequences  than  to  draw  an 
analogy  between  incorrect  paraUels,  such 
as  between  that  case  and  the  present. 
The  condition  of  things  in  Greece  in 
1826   and  the  condition  of   things  in 
Turkey  at  the  present  time  were  in  some 
respects  the  same,  but  in  some  respects 
they  were  also  wholly  different.     They 
were  similar  in  this  respect — that  the 
pacification  of  Greece  was  an  object  of 
the  Government  of  this  country  in  1826, 
and  that  there  was  a  danger  then  that 
Bussia  woxdd  ^o  to  war  without  the 
concert  of  the  omer  Powers ;  but  if  they 
looked  at  the  whole  course  of  Mr.  Can- 
ning's policy,  from  the  Treaty  of  Verona 
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down  to  his  death,   the  one  principle 
running  through  it  was  his  firm  deter- 
mination that  nothing  should  induce  him 
to  use  force  in  any  shape  or  way  if  he 
could  avoid  it  between  the  belligerents. 
When  Mr.  Stratford  Canning,  the  pre- 
sent Lord  Stratford  de  RedcHlffe,  went 
to  St.   Petersburg  in  1824,  one  of  the 
bases  on  which  he  was  td  proceed  in  the 
negotiations  was  the  strictly  mediatorial 
character  of  the  proposed  intervention. 
There  was  to  be  a  complete  disavowal  of 
force.     The  negotiations  broke  off  be- 
cause BuBsia  would  not  agree  to  that 
principle.    Again,  when  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  went  to  St.  Petersburg  in 
February,  1826,  the  instructions  drawn 
up  by  Mr.  Canning  pointed  to  an  abju- 
ration, by  all  the  parties  concerned,  of 
any  employment  of  force  against  either 
the  Turks  or  the  Greeks,  and  also  to  an 
abjuration  of  any  means  of  aggrandize- 
ment.   In  connection  with  the  Protocol 
of  April  and  the  Treaty  of  July.  1827, 
the  same  principle  was  observed  by  Mr. 
Canning.    From  the  first  to  the  last — 
from  the  first  intervention  of  Mr.  Can- 
ning in  the  affairs  of  Greece,  till  the 
Treaty  was  concluded — there  was  nothing 
to  show  that  he  ever  for  a  moment  en- 
tertained the  idea  of  this  country  using 
force  in  favour  Jof  either  belligerent. 
On    the    contrary,    he    never    seemed 
to  lose  opportunities  of  abjuring  the 
employment  of  force.    He  held  in  his 
hand  a  very  important  document,  and  he 
would  like  the  House  to  permit  him  to 
read  a  portion  of  it.    It  was  a  subject 
which  the  right  hon.   Gentleman    the 
Member  for  Greenwich  put  great  stress 
upon,  and  he  (Mr.  Bourke)  wished  to 
state  what  he  believed  to  be  facts  in 
regard  to  it.   It  related  to  the  Conference 
which  was  held  in  September,  1825,  be- 
tween Mr.  Canning  and  the  Greek  Depu- 
ties, on  which  occasion  Mr.  Canning 
told  them — 

*  *■  That  their  sang^uine  and  enthusiastic  friends, 
\7ho  suggested  to  them  the  supposed  facility 
with  which  England,  hy  her  interference,  might 
bring  the  struggle  in  which  the  Greeks  are  en- 
gaged to  a  favourable  termination,  deceived 
either  the  Greeks  or  themselves.  They  reasoned 
as  if  upon  the  assumption  that  the  contest  be-  » 
tween  Turkey  and  Greece  was  not  onljr  the  only 
contest  now  existing,  but  would  centinue  to  be 
the  only  contest  in  the  world  after  England  had 
joined  in  it ;  and  that  it  would  have  to  be  fought 
out  by  the  Ottonum  Porte,  on  the  one  side,  and 
Greece,  with  England  as  her  protectress  and 
ally«  on  the  other.  They  iontoi  that  there 
existed  between  England  and  Turkey  Treatiee 

Mr.  Bawrk$ 


of  very  ancient  date,  and  of  unintermpted  «h&- 
gation,  which  the  Turks  faithfullv  obearved,  aad 
to  the  protection  of  which  British  intersaU  of  a 
vast  amount  were  and  are  confided  witliiB  tha 
dominions  of  Turkey;  and  that  all  tbws  in- 
tereets  must  at  once  be  imt  in  jeopardy,  aad  ths 
obligation  of  the  Treatiea  which  pcotoet  thai 
be  at  once  advisedly  broken  by  the  fini  blow 
which  Great  Britain  should  smke,  as  the  ally 
of  Greece,  in  hostility  to  Turkey." 

Surely  nothing  could  be  much  stronger 
than  that.  A&.  Canning  went  on  to  say 
that  if  the  course  recommended  by  the 
Greek  Deputies  was  followed,  the  result 
would  be  that — 


"  Every  Power  from  henoeforth  would  _ 
its  separate  interesta,  without  regard  to  praviooi 
connection  or  obligation.  The  war  would  spread 
to  the  West  as  well  as  to  the  East;  it  weoM 
soon  become  general  throughout  Emtipe;  §ai. 
lon^  before  its  oonolusion,  whenever  tliat  aight 
arrive,  the  separate  interest  of  Greece,  thoi^ 
the  main  cause  of  the  contest,  would  be  for* 
gotten  in  the  general  confusion. 

He  might  go  on  reading  other  portioBs 
of  that  important  document,  but  would 
not  trespass  farther  on  the  time  of  the 
House.    He  was  quite  prepared  to  for- 
niah  a  copy  of  it  to  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich,  if  he  ^nahed  it  [Mr. 
Gladstoioe  :  What  is  it  ?]    The  MeoM)- 
randum  of  the  Conference  he  had  re- 
ferred to.    He  felt  certain  Uiat  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  traced  the  whole 
of  the  prooeedinffs  of  Mr.  Canning  witk 
reference  to  Tuncey,  horn  the  Deekn* 
tionof  1822  down  to  his  de^  he  would 
not  find  a  single  word  which  justified 
the  opinion  that  Mr.  Canning  erer  for  a 
moment  contemplated  the  use  of  foroe. 
Then  with  regard  to  the  InstractioiiA 
which  led  to  the  battle  of  Navaxino,  he 
might  remark  that  in  the  Treaty  of  Jnly, 
1827,  there  was  not  one  word  said  abo^ 
force.    All  that  the  Powers  said  was 
that  they  would  concert  measorea,  and 
Instructions  were  ffiven  to  the  Admirals, 
after  Mr.  Canning's  death,  to  the  effiBct 
that  they  were  not  to  interfere  between 
the  contending  forces.    Hie  right  hos. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  imply  that  die 
Duke  of  Wellin^n  did  not  foUow  out 
the  policy  of  }£t.  Canning;  but  there 
was  reason  to  think  that  if  Mr.  Canning 
had  lived,  he  would  have  agreed  wita 
the  Duke  of  Wellin^n  in  charaoteriiiiiK 
the  Battle  of  Nayarmo  as  an  "  untowaitl 
event.''    With  regard  to  the  Beaolntioas 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  wo«U 
only  submit  farther  that  it  was  aheo- 
lutely  necessary  for  the  safety  of  the 
countiy  that  the  (JoTemment  should  not 
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be  bound ;  but  that  thej  should  be  free 
to  take  the  course  which,  as  events  pro- 
ceeded, was  beet  adapted  for  securing 
the  honour  and  welfare  of  the  people. 
If  he  had  possessed  anything  like  the 
eloquence  ox  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
— moet  unaffectedly  he  said  it — and  if 
be  ooold  appeal  to  him  with  any  hope 
of  auocess,  ne  would  have  sought  even 
at  that  moment  to  impress  upon  him 
thai,  above  and  before  all  things,  it  was 
important  in  the  present  emergency,  for 
the  sake  not  only  of  this  country,  but  of 
the  world,  to  show  Europe    and   the 
world  that  we  were  a  tmitea  people.    In 
particular  was  it  needful  that  Parliament 
shoold  show  that  it  was  not  divided. 
He  was  afraid  that  that  was  too  much 
to  hope  for,  and  that  the  attempt  to  per- 
suade the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of  that 
necoeaity  would  have  been  a  hopeless 
task ;   but,  at  all  events,  he  was  certain 
1h»X  if  anything  happened  which  made 
it  neoeesary  fbr  Her  Majestj^'s  GK>vem- 
ment  to  appeal  to  the  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons  in  connection  with 
this  subject,  that  appeal,  notwithstand- 
ing the  strictures  of^  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, would  not  be  addressed  in  vain. 
Sim    EOBEET   AN8TRUTHER:    I 
shall  advert  in  a  fbw  moments  to  some 
of  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreifn  AfEsirs ;  but  before  I  do  so  I 
would  advert  more  particularly  to  the 
poeition  in  which  we  on  this  side  find 
oureelves  in  rep^ard  to  the  Resolutions 
moved  by  my  right  hon.  Friend.    I  am 
one  of  those  Members  of  the  House  who 
had  no  difficulty,  as  soon  as  I  heard 
these  Resolutions  were  put  on  the  Table, 
in  making  up  my  mind  that  I  would 
vote  not  only  for  one  or  two  of  the  Reso- 
Jutaons,  but  for  all  the  Resolutions,  and 
not  only  for  all  the  Resolutions,  but  for 
all  exactly  as  moved  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend.    I  am  not  going  to  say  that  I 
do  not  think  the  proposed  Amendment 
to  the  second  Resolution  is  an  improve- 
ment.   But  that  by  the  way.    It  is  im- 
possible to  conceal  from  ourselves  that 
we  have  received  a  severe  handling  from 
the  other  side  because  of  what  happened 
on  Monday  last,  when  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  altered  the  second  Resolu- 
tioa,  and  said  he  was  not  going  to  put 
two  of  the  others  at  all.    I  think  the 
noUe  Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Ooonol   (Yiscount   Sandon)  was   rash 
snoogh  to  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 


tleman's courage  had  failed  him  at  the 
last   moment.     My  experience  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  courage  is  not 
such  as  would  seem  to  corroborate  the 
remark  of  the  noble  Lord.    The  hon. 
Member   for    Mid  -  Lincolnshire    (Mr. 
Ohaplin)  described  his  policy  as  that  of 
**  childish  vacillation."    I  do  not  think 
that  my  experience  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend    will    bear   out    that    remark. 
Various  other  things  were  said,  and  I 
regret  that  something  was  said  by  the 
hon.  MemberforLiskeard(  Mr.  Courtney) 
in  his  able  speech  yesterday  afternoon, 
when  he  usea  th^  remarkable  expression 
that  the  action  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  such  as  to  make  scoffers  re- 
joice.   I  do  not  think  I  am  a  scoffer,  but 
1  certainly  rejoiced,  because  it  appeared 
to  me  that  the  transactions  of  Monday 
last  were  of  an  extremely  simple  nature, 
and  I  do  not  know  why  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  object  to  the  course  taken 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone).   My  right  hon.  Friend  moved 
his  Resolutions  as  an  independent  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament.     He  had  not  con- 
sulted his  Oolleagues,  but  when  theso 
Resolutions  were  tabled  my  right  hon. 
Friend  found   that    certain  alterations 
would  enable  a  large  number  of  his 
Colleagues    and   other    hon.    Members 
below  the  Gangway  on  the  same  side  of 
the  House  to  vote  for  his  Resolutions. 
Was  ho  to  be  blamed,  because  he  so 
amended  his  Resolutions  as  to  enable 
them  to  vote  with  him  ?    It  is  what  you 
all  do  every  day — hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side,  perhaps,  not  on  so  largo 
a  scale,  but  we  all  do  it  on  a  small  scale. 
If  Amendments  to  Resolutions  before 
the  House  enable  us  to  gain  a  largo 
amount  of  support,  we  amend  our  Reso- 
lutions, and  we  do  not  think  we  have 
done  anything  to  disturb  the  confidence 
of  those  who  vote  for  us.     Therefore, 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  should  be 
blamed  for  amending  his  Resolutions  to 
enable  his  Colleagues  to  support  him,  I 
cannot  for  a  moment  understand.     Now, 
we  come  to  what  they  are.     The  first 
and  second  are  the  only  ones  actually 
before   the    House.     My    hon.   Friend 
who   has  just    resumed   his  seat  (Mr. 
Bourko)  has  spoken  of  the  Resolutions 
as  a  whole,  and  has  said  they  must  be 
taken  as  a  whole.    I  am  quite  willing  to 
take  the  position  laid  down  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  to  take  the  Resolutions 
as  a  whole,  and  I  will  admit,  for  the 
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satisfactioii  of  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
that  although  the  terms  of  the  Resolu- 
tions have  been  removed,  the  mind  and 
soul  of  the  Eesolutions  yet  remain. 
Had  the  mind  and  soul  not  remained, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  never  could  have 
spoken  his  magnificent  speech.  Had 
they  not  remained,  we  should  never  have 
been  able  to  give  him  the  support  we  do. 
The  whole  country  would  not  have  been 
able  to  afford  him  that  cordial  support 
which  we  believe  he  has  received.  We 
are  asked  to  say  that  this  House  finds 
just  cause  of  dissatisfaction  with  the  con- 
duct of  the  Ottoman  Porte  in  relation  to 
Lord  Derby's  despatch.  I  think  we 
may  at  least  claim  the  vote  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of  State, 
who  very  justly  stated  in  his  speech  that 
he  could  not  defend  the  action  of  the 
Ottoman  Porte  for  the  way  in  which  it 
had  received  Lord  Derby's  aespatch.  It 
is  quite  true  the  hon.  Gentleman  took 
a  strong  line  of  defence  of  the  Porte. 
He  maintained  that  the  whole  of  the 
Moslem  inhabitants  of  these  Provinces 
looked  upon  the  rising  as  intended  for 
their  entire  destruction,  and  on  that  ac- 
count it  was  impossible  for  the  Sultan 
to  bring  the  offenders  to  justice.  And 
the  hon.  Gentleman  excused  the  Sultan 
for  not  having  done  that.  Now,  it 
is  remarkable  that  Lord  Derby,  in  that 
very  despatch,  made  a  remark  upon  that 
very  point,  and  it  does  much  to  dispose 
of  the  entire  point  raised  by  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State.  Li  paragraph  4  of 
the  despatch.  Lord  Derby  says — 

"  Moreover,  it  is  concluaively  shown  that  not 
only  was  the  most  culpable  apathy  displayed  by 
the  great  majority  of  the  Provincial  authorities 
in  allowing  or  conniving  at  such  excesses,  but 
that  little  or  nothing  effectual  has  been  done  in 
the  way  of  reparation.  While  1,956  Bulgarians 
were  arrested  for  complicity  in  an  insurrec- 
tionary movement  which  was  at  no  time  of  a 
dangerous  character,  only  a  score  or  so  of  the 
murderers  of  unarmed  men,  women,  and  children 
have  been  punished." — [Turkey^  No.  I,  1877, 
p.  237.] 

Then  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bourke)  ex- 
cuses the  conduct  of  the  Porte  because 
the  Moslems  believed  they  were  to  be 
driven  out.  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  has  no  other  excuse  for  the  Porte, 
and  he  must  concede  that  he  is  bound, 
from  the  tenor  of  his  speech,  to  vote  for 
the  first  Resolution  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  I  may  refer  to  one  or  two  other 
remarks  on  the  subject  of  coercion.  As 
far  as  I  understand,  the  remarks  on  that 


subject  amount  to  this — My  right  boa. 
Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  did  not  xvoom- 
mend  coercion  by  England  alone.  He 
did  not  even  mean  coercion  by  Kng^iad 
and  Eussia  together.  What  he  deand 
to  advocate  was  that  what  is  required 
should  be  obtained  by  the  whcde  oi  the 
European  Powers.  This  is  a  vary  dif- 
ferent thing.  If  the  whole  of  the  Poven 
imite  in  demanding  or  exacting  from  the 
Porte  a  certain  course  of  prooeedingi, 
then,  in  the  very  nature  of  the  oaae,  w 
Porte  must  yiela.  What  I  desire  for  t 
moment  or  two  to  do  is  to  comment  on 
some  of  the  speeches  that  have  beea 
made,  and  especially  on  thatremarhaMe 
speech  the  hon.  Member  forMid-Iinoob- 
shire  (Mr.  Ohaplin)  delivered  to  us  on 
Thursday  afternoon.  The  remarks  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Beric* 
shire  also  (Colonel  Loyd-Lindsay)  a&d 
all  the  hon.  Members  on  that  side  have 
been  based  on  undisguised  hoetililjto 
Bussia.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  ibr 
Mid-Iinoolnshire  said  Bussia  meant  wtr 
all  along.  [*' Hear,  hear!"  frmk  Oi 
Ministerial  Benehsi.']  I  am  muoh  obliged 
to  hon.  Members  on  that  side,  who  ex- 
actly confirm  what  I  said  as  respects  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangppray  at  least 

Mb.  ohaplin  :  Perhaps  you  wiH 
allow  me  to  say  that  what  I  said  was 
it  was  generallv  said  from  what  we 
know  now  that  Kussia  had  apparentlT 
meant  to  go  to  war.  

Sm  BOBEBT  AN8TBUTHEB :  I 
am  glad  to  accept  the  correction  of  mj 
hon.  Friend,  but  I  think  his  opinion  otn 
be  jffathered  from  another  source.  About 
a  fortnight  ago  he  made  a  briUiast 
speech  at  the  Middleeex  (Donsemtive 
Working  Men's  Association,  and  in  the 
course  of  that  speech  he  said — 

"  If  war  arose,  it  would  be  due  to  the  settlei 
deliberate,  and  detennined  policy  of  Rnsna,  a&4 
to  the  criminal  reckletsneflB  of  thoee  who  Is^ 
autumn  so  utterly  misled  her  as  to  the  tne 
feeling  of  this  country." 

Was  that  a  true  statement  of  the 
case?  I  will  concede  at  once  that  I 
have  no  more  desire  to  see  Bussia  mis- 
tress of  Constantinople,  in  posseasion  of 
the  Suez  Oanal,  and  erecting  a  second 
Sebastopol  on  the  Persian  Oulf^  thin 
hon.  Members  opposite  have.  Iturpesn 
to  me  that,  either  from  prdumoe  or 
other  causes,  some  hon.  Members  ha?<* 
not  been  able  to  take  an  unprejadio«l 
view  in  that  respect  I  see  the  noble 
Lord   the  Member   for   South  Nortii- 
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iimberland  (Lord  Eslington)  in  his 
place,  from  whom  we  are  aocostomed  to 
hear  safe  and  wise  counsels.  In  his 
speech  last  Tuesday  he  said  that  he 
would  not  believe  one  word  of  one  pro- 
mise made  either  by  the  Emperor  or 
the  Bussian  Government  in  the  matter. 
I  do  not  think  that  was  a  statesmanlike 
expression.  I  do  not  think  you  can 
suppose  that  people  outside,  and  cer- 
tainly not  people  abroad,  will  imagine 
that  you  are  arguing  this  question  in  a 
calm  and  dispassionate  manner  when 
you  say  that  you  will  not  believe  one 
single  word  of  the  promises  made  by 
Bossia  in  this  matter.  I  have  looked 
through  all  the  documents  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  in  relation  to  this 
question.  I  will  not  trespass  on  the 
House,  but  I  will  say  there  is  no  evidence 
in  the  Blue  Book  of  any  desire  of  Bussia 
from  the  first  to  go  to  war.  On  the  con- 
trary, if  we  take  the  evidence  in  the 
Book,  there  is  much  evidence  to  the 
contrary.  From  the  very  first,  Bussia 
has  desired  to  act  in  concert  with  the 
Powers.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any 
difficulty  at  all  in  showing  that.  As 
long  ago  as  the  13th  of  November  she 
dec^urea,  through  Lord  Aug^tus  Loffcus, 
to  the  Earl  of  Derby,  that  above  all 
things  the  desire  of  Bussia  was  to  act 
in  co-operation  and  concert  with  Eng- 
land. \Laiiighter.']  Of  course,  it  cannot 
convince  hon.  Gentleqien  on  that  side  of 
the  House  who  do  not  believe  one  word 
of  what  Bussia  has  said.  I  do  not  think 
that  Bussia  showed  in  the  Andrassy 
Note,  in  the  Berlin  Memorandum,  and 
at  the  Conference,  that  she  was  not 
acting  in  concert  with  other  Powers.  In 
the  Conference,  she  went  with  Lord 
Salisbury  to  such  an  extent  that  at  last 
a  report  was  spread  abroad  that  she  was 
not  capable  of  going  to  war,  that  her 
armies  were  incapable  of  mardiing,  that 
she  had  no  men  and  no  horses.  K)l  this 
showed  her  sincere  desire  to  act  only  in 
concert  with  the  Powers.  All  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Powers  were  rejected,  all 
the  proposals  of  the  Conference  failed, 
and  Kussia  acts  by  herself.  Is  she  to 
be  blamed  for  acting  by  herseK?  I  ask 
the  House  to  consider  her  position  in 
regard  to  the  Slav  population.  There 
are  in  aU  100,000,000  Slavs.  [<'  No, 
no!"]  At  page  646  of  No.  1  of 
the  Slue  Books  there  is  a  letter  from 
Lord  Augustus  Loftus  to  Lord  Derby, 
dated  the   4th   November,    where   he 


speaks  of  a  conversation  with  a  Bussian 
nobleman  of  high  rank  and  position, 
well-known  for  his  admiration  of  Eng- 
land and  all  things  English,  and  most 
anxious  to  maintain  a  good  understand- 
ing between  England  and  Bussia.  His 
opinion  is  that  the  Eastern  Question  was 
viewed  throughout  the  nation,  from  the 
highest  to  the  lowest,  as  one  of  religion 
and  humanity,  and  that  the  feeling  of 
the  Christian  Slavs  was  so  powerful  that 
the  Emperor  could  not  risk  any  opposi- 
tion. No  financial  or  any  o&er  con- 
sideration could  turn  them  from  the 
policy  they  believed  to  be  their  duty, 
and  that  of  the  100,000,000  of  the 
Slavonic  race  who  were  determined 
to  liberate  their  Christian  brethren, 
from  the  yoke  of  the  Mussulman.  Well, 
I  do  not  think  it  at  all  wonderful  that 
the  Slavs  in  Bussia  should  desire  to  free 
the  Slavs  of  the  Provinces  from  the  yoke 
under  which  they  groaned.  I  consider 
every  man  in  this  House  desires  to  see 
them  released  from  the  tyranny  of  those 
who  rule  over  them.  That  being  so,  I 
cannot  conceive  that  Bussia  is  to  blame 
in  acting  on  the  instincts  of  her  people, 
who  desire  to  relieve  the  Slavs  from  the 
Turkish  yoke.  Now,  I  am  perfectly 
well  aware  that  my  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord 
Elcho),  sitting  opposite,  is  prepared  not 
on^  not  to  svmpathize  with  her  in  the  re- 
lief of  the  Christian  Provinces  from  the 
yoke  of  the  Mussulman,  but  he  has  fur- 
ther put  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  in 
which  he  desires  to  take  the  opinion  of 
the  House  upon  this  matter,  and  he  pro- 
poses to  move — 

"  That  this  House,  while  anxious  to  promote 
the  well-being  of  the  Christian  subjects  of  the 
Sultan,  and  of  all  races  under  his  rule,  condemns 
the  interference  of  a  Forei^  Power  by  force  of 
arms  in  the  internal  administration  of  the  Otto- 
man Empire." 

Well,  Sir,  if  you  are  not  to  interfere  by 
force  of  arms,  l^ow  are  you  to  interfere 
at  all  ?  And  now  we  come  to  the  ques- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me  (Mr. 
Courtney) — the  question  of  coercion.  I 
admit  ti^at  I  could  not  follow  my  hon. 
Friend  in  his  argument  where  he  spoke 
of  the  dismemberment  of  the  Turkish 
Empire.  I  think  he  carried  his  argu- 
ment too  far,  and  I  think  he  would  not 
in  that  proposal  find  a  large  amount  of 
support  in  this  House.  But  it  does  ap- 
pear to  me  that  if  you  are  to  do  anything 

at  all,  and  not  to  rest  satisfied  with  the 
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position  in  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yemment  are,  you  must  be  prepared  to 
take  a  more  active  and  decided  line 
than  you  have  up  to  the  present  time 
adopted.    There  is  no  use  in  trying  to 
bliuK    the    matter.     My    hon.    Friend 
the   Member   for   Liskeard    has   been 
taunted  because  he  complained  that  the 
Government  have  pursued  a  policy  of 
inaction  instead  of  action.    What  has 
been  the  result  of  their  policy  ?    It  has 
been  said  that  the  true  policy  of  the 
Gk>vemment  is  to  maintain  the  integrity 
and  independence  of  Turkey.    But  have 
they  done  so  ?    They  have  not.    It  has 
been  said,  too,  that  their  policy  is  to 
maintain  the  peace  of  the  world.    They 
have  failed  in  doing  so;  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
has  said  that  if  they  have  so  failed,  they 
have  at  least  maintained  the  peace  of 
the  British  Empire.    The  hon.  Gentle* 
man  has  taken  credit  to  the  Government 
for  that;  but  that  was  not  the  pro- 
gramme with  which    the  GK>vemment 
originally  set  out.    The  object  they  had 
in  view  was  to  secure  the  good  govern- 
ment of  Bulgaria  and  the  other  Pro- 
vinces, and  in  that  they  have  failed  too. 
Now,  ought  they  to  have  adopted  any 
other  course  ?    This  I  believe — ^that  if 
we  are  to  come  to  any  satisfactory  con- 
clusion, it  will  be  necessary  to  arrive 
at  a  distinct  and  settled  policy;  and  it 
appears  to  me  that  it  ought  to  have  been 
adopted  at  the  time  when  Bussia  pro- 
posed an  occupation  of  the  Provinces. 
Prince  Gbrtchakoff  said  that  he  believed 
those   measures  would  avert  war,  and 
would  ensure  the  better  treatment  of  the 
Christians  in  Turkey.  I  think,  Sir,  we  may 
rely  upon  this — that  the  Eastern  Ques- 
tion cannot  be  settled  without  England ; 
and  the  result  of  the  policy  which  has  been 
pursued  by  Her  Majesty's  GK>vemment  is 
this — that  the  Power  which  is  denounced 
from  the  other  side  as  being  all  that  is 
bad  has  been  put  by  England  into  a  com- 
manding position  from  which  you  will 
hardly  be  able  to  move  her.    If  Bus- 
sia be  all  that  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  says  she  is,  why  have  you 
allowed  her  to  stand  before  the  world  as 
the  only  country  that  would  make  the 
smallest  sacrifices  in  the  interest  of  the 
Ohristians?    Why  is  she  in  this  nosi- 
tion  of  protection,  which  you  might  have 
assumed  if  you  had  been  so  minded? 
You  have  by  your  own  act  put  her  into 
a  position  in  which  she  has  an  immense 
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advantage  over  you,  if  she  deans  to  aae 
it ;  and  you  will  find  that  if  ah»  osc» 
makes  her  footing  good  in  the 
and  you  so  to  war  with  her,  as 
people  wisn  you  to  do,  jou  will  find  it 
exceedingly  difficult  to  eet  her  o«t  of 
the  Provinces ;  whereas,  had  you  aeted 
in  friendly  concert  with  her  from  tk» 
first,  you  would  been  able  to  ahttre  with 
her  all  the  benefits  she  would  dtmv 
from  the  sympathy  of  the  SUt  races,  of 
which  she  is  the  only  friend,  and  yoa 
would  have  been  able  at  onoa,  if  ym 
found  she  was  going  beyond  the  bo«uidj 
she  oueht  to  go,  to  say — "  I  have  beni 
acting  m  concert  with  you ;  I  have  goM 
with  you ;  and  I  am  prepared  to  go  w^ 
you  so  long  as  you  fight  for  the  protM- 
tion  of  the  Christian  subjects  of  the  Povte 
only;  but  the  moment  yon  go  beyond 
that,  I  am  no  longer  with  yoa,  and  1  aa 
repared,  if  need  be,  to  resist  yofL*" 
Hear,  hear!"]  Yes,  it  appean  to 
me  that,  sooner  or  later,  we  ahall  haT< 
to  intervene  in  some  diape  or  other. 
["  No,  no ! "]  If  any  hon.  Member  has 
any  doubt  on  that  sumect  he  has  only  to 
read  the  despatch  of  Mr.  Jooelyn«  ChinfE^ 
d'A£Eaires  at  Oonstantinople,  which  wa* 
published  on  Saturday  last.  If  what  is 
stated  in  thatdespatch  iscorrect,  it  will  be 
impossible  for  thiscountry  to  remain  inic- 
tive,  even  if  it  was  desirable.    He  sajs— 

'*  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  prownt  Btiu- 
tion  is  an  extremely  criticiil  one,  ana  the  eooBtrr, 
torn  asunder  \>j  Uie  efforts  made  in  so  bsst 
different  directions  under  the  factiona  I  hsi« 
named,  is  drifting  to  a  crisis  which  cannot  1ob< 
be  delayed.  A  few  weeks  may  suifioo  to  ti*^ 
termine  its  character,  and  it  is  the  opinion  of  ill 
serious  politicians  here  that  the  part  intmM 
to  be  played  by  Europe  in  dealing  with  tbii 
country  should,  m  order  to  be  effectiTe,  be  at  onec 
declared."— [TWrAry,  No.  16  (1877).  p.  2*0.] 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  present 
situation  is  one  of  extreme  dimeolty; 
that  the  country  is  divided  by  faotioiu: 
and  that  a  crisis  is  fast  coming  and  cannot 
be  delayed.  If  the  view  I  take  of  ths 
position  is  correct,  Ghreat  Britain  csDnot 
merely  stand  aside.  I  have  heard  it  ii 
desired  even  now  that  this  country  miglit 
join  with  other  countries  in  brinf^ 
this  war  to  a  close,  and  I  saw  in  T%t 
Tim$$  of  yesterday  an  answer  which  wm 
proposed  to  be  sent  to  Lord  Dtfby^i 
reply  to  the  Bussian  Oiroular,  and  firom 
which  I  gather  that  even  now  the  Bo»- 
sian  GKivemment  is  willing  to  oo-Kypertte 
with  our  Oovemment  and  other  Oovera* 
ments  in  bringing  this  war  to  an  e&d» 
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and  securing  the  objects  she  has  at  heart. 
["  No,  no ! "]  It  may  very  well  be  that 
my  views  are  wrong  views.  But  they 
are  my  own,  and  I  have  to  thank  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  for  the 
ooortesy  with  which  they  have,  received 
them.  I  also  thank  most  heartily  my 
rieht  hon.  Friend  for  bringing  these  £e- 
Bolutions  before  the  House,  and  obtain- 
ing an  expression  of  feeling  from  the 
House  which  will  do  more,  I  believe,  to 
bring  about  a  satisfactory  solution  of  the 
matter  than  anything  else. 

LoBD  ELCHO :  My  hon.  Friend  who 
has  just  sat  down  (Sir  Eobert  Anstru- 
ther)  has  expressed  his  astonishment 
that  objections  should  have  been  raised 
on  this  side  of  the  House  to  the  action 
which  was  taken  on  Monday  last  in  re- 
ference to  the  original  Besolutions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich.  He  said  that  course  was  a 
very  simple  one,  and  it  was  an  arrange- 
ment approved  of  and  come  to  by  Uie 
different  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House  as  to  what  they  thought  best. 
For  my  part  I  confess  that,  loolong  solely 
to  the  interests  of  the  oountiy,  and 
having  regard  to  the  course  taken  by 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
I  sympathize  with  the  opinion  so  elo- 
quently expressed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan),  when  he 
said  that  at  the  present  time,  in  the 
midst  of  events  which  might  lead  to  such 
serious  complications — as  to  which  no 
man  could  foretel  what  the  results  would 
be— it  was  most  desirable  that  the  opi- 
nion and  determination  of  England, 
which  Europe  is  anxiously  looking  for, 
should  be  plainly  and  immistakeably  ex- 
pressed as  to  what  action  she  thought 
ought  to  be  taken  in  this  Eastern 
crisis.  I  think,  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Louth,  it  is  greatly  to  be  re^tted 
that  these  Besolutions  have,  in  the 
interest  of  a  Party,  not  in  the  interest 
of  the  country,  been  altered,  and  partly 
withdrawn,  their  spirit,  however,  still 
remaining.  If  this  had  been  done 
to  prevent  the  position  of  England  being 
misapprehended,  I  could  have  under- 
stood it ;  but  what  are  we  to  say  when 
we  find  that  the  object  sought  is  simply 
to  prevent  further  disorganization  of  the 
Liberal  Party  ?  Let  us,  then,  hope  that, 
whatever  the  result  may  be  to  the  nsr 
tion,  the  Liberal  Party  will  not  be  fur- 
ther split  up  on  this  occasion ;  and  that, 
at  the  end  of  this  transformation  scene, 


we  may  see  the  pleasing  tableau  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich  lying  down  in  peace  with 
the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, and  the  junior  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Ohamberlain),  while  the 
senior  Member  (Mr.  Bright)  gives  them 
his  blessing.  Such  may  possibly  be 
the  result  upon  the  Party ;  but,  as  re- 
grards  the  question  of  coercion,  have  you 
succeeded  in  shirking  it  ?  Though  the 
Opposition  has  tried  to  evadethequestion, 
they  have  practically  failed  to  do  so.  I 
venture  to  think  the  course  that  has  been 
pursued  showsvery  clearly  thatthe  House 
of  Commons  as  a  whole  would  not  enter- 
tain the  project  of  coercion  by  force  of 
arms.  This  is  the  feeling  of  the  country 
as  a  whole ;  of  this  side  of  the  House 
with  one  or  two  exceptions,  and  of  the 
majority  of  those  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  [''No,  no!"]  I  repeat  that, 
taken  as  a  whole,  the  feeling  of  the  Op- 
position is  against  coercion,  and  thus 
upon  this  point  a  large  majority  of  this 
House  will  support  the  Government  in  the 
policy  which  it  has  adopted.  The  chief 
doubt  that  up  to  last  Monday  night 
existed  in  the  minds  of  European  states- 
men was  as  to  the  attitude  ukely  to  be 
adopted  by  the  English  Liberals  in  re- 
gard to  that  particular  branch  of  the 
question.  That  doubt  was  at  once  dis- 
sipated by  the  fact  that  the  particular 
Besolution  of  the  right  hon.  (tentleman 
the  Member  for  Gh*eenwich  which  em- 
bodied the  principle  of  coercion,  and  also 
another  proposal  to  the  same  effect,  were 
withdrawn  at  the  instance  of  a  majority 
of  the  Members  sitting  on  the  Opposi- 
tion Benches.  ["No,  no!"]  Hon. 
Members  may  dissent  from  what  I  am 
saying,  but  I  simply  express  an  opinion 
founded  upon  fact;  and  I  venture  to 
say  further  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  forced  to  c^andon  the  co- 
ercive part  of  his  own  proposals  and  to 
minimize  the  remainder  into  something 
which  it  is  not  easy  to  understand. 
Indeed,  I  do  not  yet  know  whether 
we  have  reached  the  ''  irreducible 
minimum."  As  a  whole,  then,  the 
House  of  Commons  opposes  the  idea 
of  coercion,  and  in  so  far  they  disap- 
prove of  the  action  of  Bussia.  The  Beso- 
lutions  now  before  the  House  are  but  a 
small  portion  of  the  great  question  which 
was  raised  by  the  proposals  as  originally 
drawn.  As  a  whole,  they  state  a  fact, 
and  indicate  a  policy,  the  fact  being  that 
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certain  atrocities  have  been  committed 
and  that  they  remain  unpunished,  while 
the  policy  indicated  is  a  policy  of  gua- 
rantees. I  will  not  attempt  to  palliate 
the  conduct  of  the  Turkish  Government 
in  allowing  the  persons  who  instigated 
or  committed  the  atrocities  to  go  free; 
but  I  would  ask  the  House  to  place 
itself,  when  considering  a  question  of 
the  kind,  in  the  position  of  the  Oo- 
vemment  affected.  In  the  first  place, 
you  know  how  these  outrages  were 
exaggerated  —  ["  No,  no!  "]  —  not  in 
quaSty,  but  in  number  they  were 
exaggerated.  At  the  outset,  it  was 
said  that  60,000  persons  had  been 
killed  or  deported;  Mr.  Baring  sub- 
sequently put  down  the  number  at 
12,000  ;  but  within  the  last  few  days  the 
chief  agent  of  the  Bulgarian  Belief  Fund 
(Mr.  Storey),  who  has  lived  much  in  the 
country,  has  stated  that  the  number  of 
persons,  including  Turks,  killed  in  the 
course  of  the  insurrection  does  not  ex- 
ceed 4, 000.  This  is  further  confirmed  by  a 
letter  which  has  been  published  from  Mr. 
Hamlin,  an  American  gentleman,  who 
has  resided  in  Constantinople  for  many 
years.  Then,  further,  let  it  be  remem- 
bered that  if  savage  agents  were  em- 
ployed in  suppressing  the  insurrection,  in 
deference  to  whose  advice  was  that? 
In  pursuance  of  the  advice  of  General 
Ignatieff,  who  said  that  the  outbreak 
was  trifling  and  local — not  worth  the 
serious  importance  that  would  be  g^ven 
to  it  were  Regular  troops  sent  to  deal 
with  it,  and  that  the  Bashi  Basouks 
would  be  sufficient  to  cope  with  it.  The 
means  adopted  may  have  been  cruel; 
but  do  you  think  the  Government  of 
Turkey  could  afford  to  be  very  nice 
about  the  means  of  suppressing  a  rebel- 
lion which  they  thought  might  spread, 
especially  when  an  alarming  attack  was 
made  by  a  Circassian  upon  the  Cabinet. 
Depend  upon  it,  you  will  find  ever^ 
nation  cruel  in  the  use  of  means  when  it 
is  frightened  by  having  what  it  deems  a 
great  danger  to  confront,  and  that  in  its 
straits  it  will  use  whatever  means  are 
ready  to  its  hands.  The  course  taken 
by  the  English  Government  in  regard  to 
the  insurrection  in  Jamaica  and  in  India 
not  very  long  ago  are  cases  in  point.  In 
judging  of  Sie  conduct  of  the  Turkish 
Government  as  regards  the  non-nunish- 
ment  of  those  who  have  been  condemned 
capitally,  we  must  remember  the  state  of 
public  feeling  in  that  country.      The 
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I  men  who  suppressed   the  insnnwiioB 
were    regardea   by    the     MahomedaB 
population    as    having    deserved  wdU 
of  their  country,  and  the  OovenmMot 
could  not  altogether  overlook  that  fettl- 
ing.    Further,   supposing    it   to    have 
been  easy  to  have  confronted  Maham»- 
dan  public  opinion  at  the  time  by  pun- 
ishing the  men  who  put  down  the  riamg, 
and  to  have  executed  Shefket  Faaha, 
yet  when  the  Conference  was  sittiag* 
and  our  demand  was  made,  aomehov 
the  Turks  regarded  its  assembling  as  a 
proof  that  England  was  turning  agminit 
them,  and  they  felt  that  no  good  would 
come  of  attempts  to  oondliate  FrfiriiA 
feeling  at  the  risk  of  exciting  Maho- 
medan  hostility.    The  primary  senteoot 
passed  upon    Shefket  JPaaha  has  ik< 
it  is  true,  been  carried  out,  but  the  ae- 
oondary  punishment  has  been  imposed, 
and  he  has  been  banished  to  Bagdad. 
[^LaughUr  from  the   OppoeUifmJ]     That 
seems  to  excite  the  risible  facultiee  of 
hon.  Gentlemen   opposite;  but  I  can 
assure  them  it  is  no  laughing  matter  for 
them  or  anybody  else  who  goes  there, 
for  the  plague  at  this  moment  is  raging 
at  Bagdad,  and  there  is  thus  every  bopr 
for  those  who  are  thirsting  for  his  blood, 
that  in  this  indirect  way  the  primary 
sentence  of  the  punishment  of  death  will 
be  carried  out.    I  do  not  wish  to  defend 
the  action  of  the  Turkish  Government — 
in  fact,  I  think  that  it  would  perhap* 
have  been  wise  to  execute  the  sentencv^ 
passed  in  the  first  instance;  but  I  nak 
the    House    as    fair,    straightforward 
Englishmen  to  consider  what  maj  be 
said  on  the  other  side  of  the  queatioo. 
So  much  for  the  first  Resolution.     Th« 
second  involves  questions  of  goarantaee, 
and  also  involves  a  sort  of  negatmt 
policy  of  non-assistance,  moral  or  mate- 
rial, to  the  Ottoman  Porte.    Bat  tbi» 
Resolution  must  be  read  in  connection 
with  the  others;  and  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  brought  the  Reeolutiona  for> 
ward  wishes,  in  reference  to  the  rerolted 
Provinces,    to    see    guarantees    eatab* 
lished  in  the  form  of  new  Serviaa  and 
Roimianias,  or  whether  he  would  pr»» 
fer  a  second  Greece  created  by  mean* 
of  a  second  Navarino?    The  wh(^  of 
this  movement  turns  on  the  form   in 
which  guarantees  are  to  be  given,  and 
on  the  mode  of  obtaining  menu     A« 
regards  the  latter  point,  ^r  Majesty** 
Government  are  urged  to  adopt  a  variety 
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were  to  be 
gnaied  of  lier  ovn  free  will 
tbe  lesuh  of  end  eontained 
of  refonn  wbieh  Tor* 
key  hen^  pmniaed.  At  the  Omfer* 
enee,  howercr,  the  scene  so  hr  ehanffed 
thst  the  gnarsntees  to  be  demsnaed 
were  to  be  external  to  Turkish  re- 
ionns^  and  were  to  be  forced  upon 
Tmkey  by  the  moral  pressure  of  united 
Europe.  They  took  the  form  of  the 
nomination  of  the  Goremors  of  Pro* 
Tinces  and  of  the  appointment  of  a  Oom- 
mission  by  Europe,  to  see  that  the  pro« 
pofied  reforms  were  canied  into  eneot. 
Theee  guarantees  Turkey  naturally  re- 
fused, audit  has  been  said  that  the  Gbvem- 
ment  had  counterworked  Lord  Salisbury. 
But  80  far  from  this  being  the  case,  Lord 
Salisbury  and  those  who  went  out  with 
him  from  the  Foreign  Office  were  en- 
tirely ignorant  of  the  character  of  the 
Turkish  mind  and  of  the  feelings  and 
the  sentiments  of  that  country;  they 
disregarded  altogether  the  warnings  of 
those  who  were  acquainted  with  the 
position  of  affairs  at  the  Porte,  and  who 
pointed  out  that  Turkey  would  not 
accept  these  conditions,  and  therefore 
that  it  was  needless  to  propose  guarantees 
which  would  trench  on  their  independ* 
ence  and  authority.  If  there  has,  how- 
erer,  been  any  inconsistency  in  the  con- 
duct of  the  Qovemment  upon  the  ques- 
tion, there  is  much  justification  fbr  it, 
and  their  difficulties  have  not  been  less- 
ened by  the  meetings  out-of-doors,  by 
the  pamphlets  and  letters  that  hare  been 
published,  and  of  which  we  have  heard 
BO  much,  or  eren  by  the  ^>eeehes  which 
have  beeai  delireted  in  this  House.  Tbe 
Members  of  the  Gawenneot  had  had  a 
Teiy  difficult  task  bdbie  them  to  faring 
matters  to  a  salirfartoty  aettteoigot  and 
to  maintain  nesee  wkn  the  iBteesis  of 


ftey 


I  reeaDeet  aa  aawiilote  of 


T«T  wy^  J.'*'  ^^  iv^  :;^ ;  Wl  si.vi  \vsfc 
t«^fr  tirtx^    tkn**^   Kisji    Nfc^fc*   **4    a 

a»(oeiMMlsinh  li^i  whu^  \a^  \Vy^\v 
has  hM  u^  a^wmi'kish  m  ur>\)\|:  t\^  )SM^ 
«uade  the  IVw^n^  \xf  K^y\>|W'  |\^  \^uai^ 
ufwa  this  qufK^Hi.  1  Mu^MV"  fh^t 
Kus8iahasuiiiMtJk>ttal\>r  mmKhIUh)  iii  ih^ 
ditf^««nt  pi\^vMU\\tts  laad^  i\^  'l\irK^,>. 
maltete  to  whk^  sh^  ka^w  if  >tf>M\Kl  h^ 
impo»iblo  1^  thii^  Utf^  l\^  a»!^>»\K  <mu) 
thai  she  has  u;m4  the  lV^f\H>U,  a«  h^^i 
been  well  said  by  th^  lUuut^  8«H^rt^iar>\ 
as  a  pistol  to  pnvHxnt  M  t\\x\  ht^d  uf  \\\^ 
Porte,  and  that  she  has  divut^  ih\  x^  ith  Ux^ 
purpose  t)f  brin^iuff  ^ui  war.  I  kuo\>  a 
gentleman  who  is  tnun^u^rlil^v  MtH|uaiutf^\l 
with  the  Ituasian  Arn\Y»  >vUo  immths 
ago  told  me  almo«t  to  a  day  wlum  WMr 
would  be  docIartMl,  and  my  n^Uiivt^t 
Lord  Luoan,  who  •erYt>d  with  thti  Kus* 
sians  in  18*i8,  aud  iu  X\\^  (VimtHU)  War, 
and  ia  familiar  with  tho  ohamotor  of  (ht> 
country  to  bo  travoraod,  told  U10  Uiultir 
Secretary  for  Foreign  AllWim  laiit  Ootolmr 
that  there  waa  no  ooou«io»  for  tVar  t)mt 
war  would  broak  out  duri»g  ilia  wiuitfr, 
because  it  waa  impoaHiblo  for  thu  l^utttiM 
to  move,  and  that,  Uioroforti,  wo  wovtt 
perfectly  safe  until  thu  mouth  of  A])ril. 
And  accordingly,  in  tlut  nu»nth  of  April 
war  has  been  duly  dddarml.  'Diurafora, 
eyerything  gooa  to  aliow  t)mt  thuHu  nntC'i* 
tiations  were  ao  many  iVuMt,  thrown  out  lo 
amuse  thia  country  and  l{uru|M)  until  tho 
roada  became  flrui  and  tlis  proper  Mtimm 
for  war  bad  arrived.  Aa  rogarda  tliii  gon«« 
ral  conduct  of  the  (iovernmmit  unon  th«* 
queation,  it  haa  been  w<«ll  diiMDrn/Md  iiy 
a  Whig  atateaman,  Ix>rd  Kortiia^nis,  wh<i 
aaid,  after  the  Confi^reric^^  thai  his  Un* 
preaaion  waa  that  I{<tr  Majtifiiy'N  (iu« 
Temmcmt  had,  undar  circiimataiu^a  </f 
peculiar  dlffiimlty,  dfudtudiA  th<f  i^/r<#ign 
affairs  of  thia  c^mutry  aa  woU  na  uuMf 
and  better  tlian  a'iinw,  WJw;th<>  **infut*$** 
are  I  l«ave  it  to  right  )i//f«,  (fnuiUtin^tn 
opposite  to  aaeertain  from  I//rd  Vorijtm'AUt, 
I^  howerer,  go  \Htyirtii\  tliat,  ar^l  aaairri 
thai  Iter  Maj<$«ty'a  G^^tfrfiUUfUi,  it^m^ 
^^ai\r  in  the  reo«i»t  4miM^;U  '/f  l^nA 
JJetvj,  have  ab</wn  a  du4;  rh§^d  t^/r  Um 
iniereaia  of  thia  ^Muirr,  mul  iiay#  giy^^ 
Hair,  bold,  and  imUiptjf^  ^txyttmiffu  t/; 
the  feelings  <of  <£«  Kiu^i^i  ^ff/U$ 
ufoa  this  rttai  qfybt^A^^,    iUfV*:fii$^  w 
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the  proposals  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich,  what  he  asks  in  his 
original  Eesolutions  is  a  guarantee  of 
autonomy  for  the  disturbed  Frovincee 
of  Turkey ;  but  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
autonomy  thus  desuned  is  neither  prao- 
tioable  nor  desirable.  Mr.  Lawrence 
Oliphant,  who  was  formerly  Men^ber  for 
the  Stirling  Burghs,  and  well-known  in 
this  House,  has  an  article  in  The  North 
American  RemeWy  in  which  he  says  that 
there  are  1 1  races  and  1 1  religions  in 
Bulgaria;  that  they  hate  each  other 
most  heartily ;  that  die  members  of  the 
different  Christian  sects  are  united  only 
in  one  thing,  and  that  is  not  in  resisting 
the  oppression  of  the  Turks,  but  in  the 
persecution  of  the  Jews.  These  are  the 
people  you  have  to  deal  with,  and  if  you 
want  to  test  what  Mr.  Oliphant  has  said 
as  to  the  state  of  Christian  and  Maho- 
medan  feeling,  you  have  only  to  refer  to 
what  took  place  at  Constantinople  at  the 
close  of  the  Conference.  When  General 
Ignatieff  left  Constantinople  there  was 
no  address  presented  to  him  from  the 
Christians  oi  Turkey ;  but  there  was  one 
to  Sir  Henry  Elliot.  In  the  popular 
Chamber,  too,  you  have  Christians  voting 
against  the  interposition  of  Bussia.  As 
regarded  the  practicability  of  autonomy, 
even  assuming  that  these  different  sects 
can  be  brought  to  unite  for  the  purposes 
of  autonomy,  where  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  propose  to  draw  his  geogra- 
phical Une  ?  Will  he  draw  it  North  of 
the  Balkans?  If  he  does  so,  he  will 
leave  out  the  district  which  has  suffered 
more  than  any  other.  Will  he  draw  it 
South  of  the  Balkans  ?  If  he  does  so, 
he  will  have  the  Greek  element  threat- 
ening war,  as  you  will  find  from  the 
address  from  the  Greek  community  of 
Philippopolis  presented  to  Lord  Derby, 
in  which  they  say  that  any  delineation 
which  placea  their  Province  under  Bul- 
garian administration,  would  provoke  a 
new  civil  war  between  (Greeks  and  Bul- 
garians. As  regards  Greece,  it  is  a 
favourite  dream  with  some  politicians 
that  she  will  yet  acquire  Constantinople; 
but  this  is  the  one  thing  which  Bussia 
has  over  and  over  ag&iu  said  she  could 
never  assent  to.  l&s  was  announced 
both  to  Lord  Heyteebury  and  to  Sir 
Hamilton  Seymour  by  the  Emperors 
Alexander  and  Nicholas.  But  the  auto- 
nomy which  the  right  h(m.  Gentleman 
desires  is  as  undesirable  as  it  is  impracti- 
cable ;  for  it  is  to  be  remembered  mat  by 
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the  recent  Constitution  of  Tarkey,  an  au- 
tonomy has  already  been  establkhed  of 
the  widest  kind — not  an  antoikomy  ip- 
plicable  to  a  Christian  sect  in  a  particn- 
lar  part  of  the  Empire,  but  an  antooaoij 
extending  throughout  the  whole  Empire. 
Yet  that  is  the  sort  of  autonomy  at  whkh 
some  Liberal  Members  sneer.  ["Hear, 
hearl'n  Yes,  astounding  as  the  xaet  may 
be,  we  nnd  the  Liberals  sneering  at  ^ 
gpreat  gift  of  a  Constitution  granted  bj 
the  Smtan  to  his  subjects,  such  as  th« 
Emperor  of  Bussia  dare  not  dream  of  ia 
his  own  dominions.  I  think  we  maj 
pass  by  the  sneers  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
— [Mr.  Gladstoke  :  Lord  Salisbury.]  I 
dispute  Lord  Salisbury's  authority  upon 
this  point,  for  I  ventured  to  point  out  mat 
if  Lord  Salisbury  had  taken  the  advice 
of  those  who  knew  the  Turk,  we  should 
not  have  been  landed  in  oar  preemt 
difficulty.  But  let  us  see  what  an  autbo- 
ritv  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentlemia 
will  respect  says  about  the  matter.  Lord 
Stratford  de  Bedcliffe,  to  whom  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  dedicated  hit 
pamphlet — I  believe  he  did  so  witkoat 
nis  previous  knowledge,  and  that  when 
the  noble  Lord  read  it,  he  was  sarprifsd 
at  its  contents — speaks  of  the  Torkiih 
Constitution  as  a  thing  of  undoubted 
and  almost  unbounded  bberality.  "The 
reforms  were  adopted,''  his  Lordskip 
says,  *'  under  strong  pressure  from  with- 
out ; "  and  he  adds — "  GKve  them  a  fair 
trial,  and  it  will  turn  out  a  reality."  A 
fair  trial !  This  was  all  that  Lord  Derby 
and  the  Powerd  asked  in  the  last  Pro- 
tocol. I  will  therefore  set  tiie  sneer 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  other 
extreme  Liberals  in  the  House — such  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands) — against  tlie 
words  of  Lord  Stratford  de  Beddiffe. 
We  have  been  asked  to  force  either 
autonomy  or  guarantees  u]^n  Turk^; 
but  I  venture  to  think,  if  you  onee 
embark  in  the  policy  of  interference  in 
the  internal  affiairs  of  other  States,  yra 
will  simply  land  yourselves  in  chaos.  It 
is  a  most  dangerous  principle,  and  not 
to  be  thought  of.  People  only  talk 
about  such  interference  wnen  a  comitiy 
is  weak,  and  they  would  not  think  cS 
applying  the  principle  to  America. 
Moreover,  in  the  present  instance  it  ap- 
pears that  those  who  advocate  inter- 
ference would  rather  some  one  else  did 
it,  instead  of  doing  it  themselves.    T!i« 
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Crumd^rm  of  old  went  out  themselTes, 
and  those  who  preaohed  the  Crusade 
accompanied  them.    Thus,  in  old  days 
60,000  Englishmen  went  to  the  Orusades, 
but  onr  modem  Orusaders  stay  at  home 
and  urge  others  to  do  their  work  for  them, 
thna  prorin^  their  faith  in  the  great 
doctrine  of  Ticarions  saorifioe.    I  protest 
against  auoh  a  method  of  crusading.    It 
is  said,  however,  that  Turkey  is  a  special 
case,  and  that  the  right  of  interference 
is  baaed  on  the  Treaty  of  Kainardji.    I 
hold  in  my  hand,  however,  a  document 
drawn  up  by  an  able  diplomatist — not 
Hir  Henry  Elliot — who  is   Uioroughly 
oonversant    with    Turkish  affairs,   ana 
who  dearly  points  out  that  a  falsehood 
which  ought  to  be  exploded  is  the  old 
one  that   by  the  Treaty  of  Kainardji 
Russia  had  a  right  to  interfere  in  the 
internal  administration  of  the  Turkish 
Empire;    and  that  all  it  did  was  sim- 
ply to  give  her  power  of  interference 
•o  far  as  regarded  the  form  and  tolera- 
tion of  the  worship  in  the   churches. 
Now,  nobody  contends  that  the  rights  of 
free  worahip  hare  not  been  enjoyed  by 
the  Christian  populations  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire.    The  only  thing  that  can   by 
any  possibility  be  construed  into  restric- 
tion m  that  respect  is  that  they  have  not 
been  allowed  to  ring  their  chapel  bells. 
But  as  to  that,  within  my  own  recollec- 
tion, the  Scottish  Presbyterians  were  not 
permitted  to  ring  bells  in  London,  and 
a   similar   prohibition  was  applied  to 
those  who  worshipped  according  to  the 
Kpisoopal  form  m  Scotland.    It  may, 
however,  be  fairly  assumed  that  if  Tur- 
key ia  let  alone,  m  due  time  civilization 
viu  have  so  far  advanced,  under  the  new 
^Constitution,  that  the  use  of  bells  will  be 
allowed  there,  and,  in  anv  case,  the  pro- 
hibition cannot  now  be  looked  upon  as 
•0  intolerable  grievance.    Then  it  may 
be  said  that  there  are  special  grounds  for 
interference  in  Turkey,  and  that  we  un- 
dertook the  Crimean  War  for  the  sake 
of  Turkey.    No  doubt,  you  have  inter- 
fmvd  there.    Tou  have  not    done  so, 
however,  for  the  sake  of  the  Turks  them- 
selves, but  for  the  sake  of  yourselves  and 
thA  rest  of  Europe.    Tou  have  unques- 
tionably oonferrea  benefit  on  Turkey  and 
kept  her  alive ;  but  that  does  not  now  give 
▼00  the  rifl^ht  to  interfere  in  her  internal 
slliun.    Such  a  contention  would   be 
absurd,  for  if  the  fact  of  your  having 
done  aomething  for  the  advantage  of  a 
coQQtry  gave  you  a  fixture  right  to  in- 


terfere in  her  internal  affairs,  Spain, 
Italy,  Sicily,  and  Belgium,  and  France 
also,  in  short,  wherever  a  British  Army 
has  been,  would  come  under  your  in- 
fluence. Turkey  is,  no  doubt,  in  a  spe- 
cial position,  in  regard  to  the  rest  of 
Europe  being  guaranteed  by  Treaties; 
but  that  special  position  is  no  argument 
for  coercion ;  on  the  contrary,  it  is  en- 
tirely against  it.  So  far  from  interference 
with  Tiurkey  being  justified  by  Treaty,  it 
is  all  the  other  way ;  she  possesses  a  Treaty 
which  distinctly  guarantees  her  independ- 
ence, and  provides  that,  in  the  eventof  dif- 
ficulties arising,  they  shall  be  settled  by 
concerted  action  on  the  part  of  the  great 
European  Powers.  If  non.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  under  the  guidance  of  so  bril- 
liant a  Leader  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, once  embark  upon  a  policy  of  in- 
terference with  the  internal  affairs  of 
other  States  and  of  refusing  to  execute 
guarantees  which  they  have  given,  and 
of  twisting  them  to  purposes  they  were 
not  intended  for,4vre  shall  be  landed  in 
a  quagmire  of  dangers  and  inconsisten- 
cies from  which  it  will  be  difficult  to  extri- 
cate ourselves.  We  should,  moreover, 
endeavour  to  realize  the  position  in  which 
Turkey  is  placed,  and  appreciate  the 
difficulties  of  her  situation.  Do  not  let 
it  be  imagined  that  in  defending  Turkey  I 
am  defending  Turkish  misdeeds,  or  that 
my  humanity  is  not  as  great  as  that  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite ;  but  my  feelinss  of 
humanity  are  not  confined  to  the  Chris- 
tian inhabitants  of  Turkey,  they  extend 
to  other  people,  and  to  other  parts  of 
the  world  where  acts  of  injustice  are 
perpetrated.  Let  us,  then,  see  what  is 
the  character  of  the  much  abused  Turk  ? 
He  has  been  described  as  anti -human, 
as  **  the  only  anti-human  specimen  of 
humanity,"  and  it  is  said  that  he  is 
unspeakable ;  but  this  is  not  the  opi- 
nion of  those  who  have  come  in  con- 
tact with  him  and  who  know  him.  On 
that  point  I  wish  to  quote  tho  authority 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Kirkcaldy  Burghs  (Sir  George  Campbell), 
who  has  had  much  experience  of  Maho- 
medans  in  India,  and  who  has,  moreover, 
a  well-regulated,  well-disciplined  mind, 
as  in  his  Bandf  Book  on  the  Eastern 
Question,  ftt>m  which  I  am  about  to  quote, 
he  says  at  its  commencement  that  he 
agrees  with  every  word  in  the  speech  of 
the  Duke  of  Argyll.  It  is  a  case  of 
*'  God  Bless  the  Duke  of  ArgyU."  WeU, 
he  says,  ''  there  is  a  deal  of  good  in  tho 
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religion  of  the  Turks ;  "  that  "  our  ideas 
regarding  it  are  terribly  coloured  by 
ancient  prejudices ;  "  that ''  it  is  deriyed 
in  a  great  measure  from  the  same  sources 
from  which  Protestantism  eventually 
spring;"  that  ** their  religion  affects 
their  manners  and  daily  iSe,  perhaps 
more  than  does  that  of  most  Ohristians ; " 
that  '*  they  worship  God  in  a  very  earn- 
est way"  ;  and  **  that  in  the  matter  of 
sobriety  alone,  they  have  an  enormous 
advantageovermodem^tt<m-Ohristians." 
What  me  Permissive  Bill  may  now 
effect  the  Mahomedan  religion  does  ef- 
fect ;  that  many  practical  virtues  are  en- 
forced by  their  religion  in  a  high  degpree ; 
that  their  prayerfulness  and  active  belief 
in  God  much  exceeds  the  easy-going 
religion  so  common  among  us.  [<CWm 
of  **  Question ! "]  I  am  speaking  to  the 
Question,  because  the  policy  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  is  very  much  in- 
fluenced by  tne  opinion  which  they 
entertain  of  the  Turkish  character,  of 
which,  perhaps,  they  *have  very  little 
knowledge,  except  what  they  obtain 
from  the  columns  of  27ie  Daily  News, 
The  high  authority  from  which  I  am 
quoting  goes  on  to  say,  that  '4t  is,  in  a 
great  measure,  a  mistake  to  represent 
the  Mahomedans  as  fanatical;^'  that 
*  *  it  provokes  him  to  hear  people  who 
ought  to  know  better  talk  of  this  terrible 
Mahomedanism ;"  that  **  their  supposed 
craving  for  Christian  blood  is  a  mere 
myth  ;  "  that  "  the  freedom  of  religious 
belief  and  worship  in  many  Mahomedan 
countries  may  be  compared  with  the 
intolerance  of  many  Christian  countries; " 
that  ''  the  Moguls  in  India  and  the  Turks 
in  Europe  exhibited  the  perfection  of 
religious  toleration."  Can  as  much  as 
that,  I  ask,  with  justice  be  said  of 
the  Bussians  ?  I  do  not  wish  to  enter 
into  the  subject  of  Bussian  toleration ; 
but,  if  I  do,  I  may  quote  the  testi- 
mony of  Lord  Shaftesbury  in  1853, 
and  our  own  Consuls  in  1874,  to  show 
what  is  to  be  expected  from  it.  It  is 
well  described  in  a  pamphlet  which  has 
been  put  into  my  hand  by  Sir  Patrick 
Colqunoun,  in  which  it  is  asked  what  we 
should  think  if  Dissenters  of  various  de- 
nominations were  driven  between  a  line 
of  policemen  and  riflemen  to  a  church 
belonging  to  the  Establishment,  and 
there,  with  the  gentle  assistance  of  the 
sabre  and  the  bayonet,  forced  to  sign 
the  abjuration  of  their  faith,  a  sort  of 
thing  which  occurs  not  unfrequently  in 
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Bussia  in  the  case  of  unorthodox  Chris  • 
tians.    But  the  subject  of  BosaiAa  inlo- 
leranoe  is  one  upon  which  it  is  onne- 
oessaiy  to  dwell,  and  I  will  pan  for  a 
moment    to    the    present   position  of 
Turkey.      If  there    is  any  di^oaitkn 
on  the  part  of  Turkey  to  be  savage  aad 
fanatical,  it  should  be  remembered  that 
she  now  finds  herself  face  to  face  with 
her  hereditary  enemy,  and  that  this  resah 
has  been  brought  about  by  a  ffratem  of 
intrigue  on  the  part  of  Bussia  horn  first 
to  last.    That  that  is  so  is  amply  proved 
by  the  Beports  of  Consul  Holmes  and 
other  evidence  embodied  in  the  Bhia 
Book,  and  in  referring  to  the  subject  I 
may  be  allowed  to  quote  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Poole's  interesting  Life  ef 
Lord  Falmersion  to  show  that  that  policy 
on  the  part  of  Bussia  is  nothing  new. 
Lord  Palmerston,   in  reference  to  tha 
Polish  Insurrection,  writing  to  Baroa 
Brunnow,  said— 


"  I  am  very  sorry  for  yon,  but  it 
perfectly  right  for  what  you  have  been 
in  Servia  and  the  Turkiah  Prorinoea.  Did  too 
not  aend  out  a^mtt  provoemUurt  to  atir  up  inaiir- 
reoUon  P  Haye  you  not  imported  into  Senm 
and  the  Turkiah  Provinces,  not  by  the  higk 
road,  but  through  by-ways  and  mountain  paana, 
90,000  stand  of  arms  P* 

That  is  the  opinion  of  Lord  Palmerstcn 
as  to  the  action  of  Bussia  at  that  timet 
and  that  is  a  pretty  fair  specimen  of  what 
has  been  going  on  ever  since  and  recently. 
These  are  matters  which,  in  dealing  with 
the  question  before  the  House,  ought  not, 
I  contend,  to  be  left  entirely  out  of  aiflht. 
Now,  as  to  the  Besolutions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  speaking  especially  of 
the  second,  which  provides  that  if  the 
guarantees  are  not  K^anted,  we  shall 
withhold  all  moral  and  material  support 
from  Turkey,  it  occurs  to  me  that  if 
those  words  mean  anything  they  mean 
a  great  deal  more  than  some  hon.  Qen* 
tlemen  on  the  other  side  imi^ine,  mnd 
perhaps  more  than  even  the  right  htm. 
Gentleman    himself   intended  them  to 
mean.    If  they  mean  that  we  are  not  to 
interfere  for  the  sake  of  the  Turka,  no 
one  will  dispute  with  him,  because  none 
of  us,  as  I  understand,  look  to  interfere 
for  the  sake  of  the  Turks.    But  do  they 
mean  that  under  no  possible  circumstanoas 
are  we  to  interfere  ?    p*  No,  no !  '*  /rem 
the  Opposition,']  Well,  if  that  be  so,  then 
the  Bee^^"*'*'*- '-  'n  my  opinion,  open  to 
the  s^  n.  I  maintain  that, 

unde  stances,  we  shall 
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be  obliged  to  interfere,  and  therefore 
the  Beeolution  is  a  snare  and  an  embar- 
rasament  to  the  Gk>Temmenty  to  the 
House,  and  to  the  other  Powers  also. 
That  being  the  view  whioh  I  take  of  it, 
I  ahall  unhesitatingly  vote  against  it. 
There  is  not,  I  may  add,  a  word  in  it 
abont  Bnssia  or  England ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  asks  the  House  to  trust 
the  word  of  the  Emperor,  to  emulate 
Bosaia's  noble  conduct,  and  throw  over 
our  traditional  policy.  Now,  I  main- 
tain that  the  traditional  policy  of  this 
oonntry,  and  of  all  our  great  statesmen, 
is  a  sound  policy — a  policy  which  is 
summed  up  in  a  leading  artide  of  I%e 
TVmM  .as  one  of  ''lively  and  deserved 
distrust."  For  my  own  part,  when  I 
am  asked  to  put  confidence  in  Russia 
and  in  her  moderation,  all  I  can  say  is 
that  I  am  unable  to  sing  this  new  song. 
I  cannot  unlearn  the  history  of  the  past ; 
I  cannot  ignore  the  facts  of  the  present ; 
and  that  being  so,  I  am  not  prepared  to 
accept  Russia  as  the  Apostle  of  Ohiis- 
tianity  and  civilization.  I  stand  by  the 
traditional  policy  of  England,  and  I 
decline  to  sing  this  new  song.  I  cannot 
approve  the  spread  of  Christianity  and 
civilization  by  force  and  spoliation.  We 
are  told  to  trust  to  the  word  of  the 
Emperor  of  Russia.  I  do  not  wish  to 
throw  any  doubt  upon  the  word  of 
the  Emperor;  but  it  is  well  to  re- 
member that  a  Representative  of  the 
Emperor  assured  Lord  Gbanville  most 
Bolemnly  that  the  Russians,  if  they 
went  to  Khiva,  would  not  remain  there. 
How  has  that  promise  been  fufilled? 
And  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Greenwich  criticizes  the 
words  and  actions  of  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington in  the  despatches  and  letters 
written  in  connection  with  the  Greek 
question  in  1826  and  1827,  where  the 
Duke  says — 

"  It  makes  me  sick  when  I  hear  of  the  Em- 
peror's desire  for  peace.  If  he  desires  peace, 
why  does  he  not  make  it  P .  .  .  I  put  the 
hononr  of  the  individual  out  of  the  question, 
and  I  look  at  the  case  only  as  it  relat^  to  the 
powerfol  Monarch  of  a  great  Empire ...  I 
said  I  did  not  sit  there  to  manifest  confidence  in 
any  Sovereign,  but  to  watch  over  the  interests 
of  this  coimtiy." 

Those  words,  to  my  mind,  have  the 
true  English  ring  of  Britannia  metal — 

tLanffhier,  and  eriss  of  '^ Britannia"] — 
beg  pajrdon,  I  mean  sterling  metal. 
And  I  would  rather  have  written  them 
than  be  responsible  for  the  acres  of  type 
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in  speeches,  pamphlets,  letters,  and  post- 
cards with  wnich  this  country  has  been 
deluged  upon  this  question.  There  is 
not  a  word  in  the  Resolutions  about  the 
interests  of  England,  though  there  was 
certainly  something  on  the  subject  in  the 
right  hon.  Ghentleman's  speech.  I  listened 
to  the  first  part  of  that  speech,  and  con- 
sidering the  position  occupied  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich,  for 
five  years  as  Prime  Minister  of  this  coun- 
try, 1  was  astonished  at  the  manner  in 
which  he  sneered  at  and  bespattered 
the  fair  name  of  England.  ["Oh,  oh!"] 
I  venture  to  think  that  the  interests  of 
England  should  have  something  said 
for  them,  more  than  the  "Previous 
Question,"  and  it  was  in  that  belief 
that  I  ventured  to  Table  the  Resolution 
which  stands  in  my  name.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  form,  I  cannot  bring  the  Reso- 
lution forward;  but,  practically,  it  is 
a  counterblast  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's Resolution.  As  he  has  changed 
his  front,  the  first  part  of  my  Resolution 
is  unnecessary,  for  the  House  has  practi- 
cally declared  against  the  principle  of 
coercion,  and  therefore  by  implication 
has  condemned  the  action  of  Russia.  As 
to  the  second  part  of  the  Resolution  in 
reference  to  what  the  Government  should 
do,  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  with  what  I 
have  read  of  the  excellent  speech  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment on  the  question  of  neutrality,  and 
the  despatch  of  Lord  Derby  in  answer  to 
the  Russian  Circular.  In  the  latter  part 
of  my  Resolution  I  express  a  hope,  which 
I  am  sure  every  hon.  Member  will  cor- 
dially reciprocate,  as  to  the  maintenance 
of  neutrality  in  the  war  between  Russia 
and  Turkey.  But  I  think  every  reason- 
able and  rational  man  must  admit  there 
may  be  a  time  when  you  must  draw  the 
line.  It  may  come  sooner  than  you 
think.  Persons  cognizant  of  the  state  of 
the  Russian  and  Turkish  Armies,  and 
the  districts  where  they  are  engaged, 
believe  that  by  the  first  week  in  July 
Russia  will  be  in  Adrianople,  and  by 
the  first  week  in  August  in  Constanti- 
nople, and  others  think  even  sooner  than 
that.  I  have  heard  Count  von  Moltke 
maintains,  from  a  military  point  of 
view,  that  if  Russia  crosses  the  Balkans 
she  must  go  on.  There  is  no  position 
where  she  can  stop  with  safety,  and 
she  must  advance  to  Constantinople.  It 
is  not  when  Russia  occupies  Constan- 
tinople that  it  is  time  to  speak.    An  in- 
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formant  has  told  me  that  the  views  of 
Bussia  are  to  take  Erzeroum,  Kara,  and 
Batoum,  and  to  descend  the  Euphrates 
Valley  as  far  as  the  plague  will  allow, 
and  even  to  advance  to  the  Levant  and 
occupy  Scanderoon.  The  transference  of 
the  control  of  the  Black  Sea  from  Turkey 
to  Bussia  will  follow,  and  we  may  even 
have,  as  one  of  the  conditions  of  peace, 
the  transfer  of  the  Turkish  Fleet  to 
Bussia.  Looking  at  all  these  things, 
and  to  the  interests  of  England,  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  admit 
he  has  disregarded— ["  No,  no !  "]  No  ? 
I  think  I  have  heaxa  Sir  Henry  EUiot 
held  up  to  scorn  and  odium  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  because  he  ventured  to 
weigh  in  the  balance  the  death  of  4,000 
of  a  Greek  sect  in  the  Turkish  Empire 
against  the  interests  of  England.  [An 
hon.  Member:  15,000.]  Be  it  4,000, 
6,000,  10,000,  or  20,000, 1  venture  to  say 
the  interests  of  England  are  not  for  one 
moment  to  be  weighed  with  the  slaughter, 
sad  and  imhappy  though  it  be,  of  these 
people.  The  interests  of  humanity, 
civilization,  and  Christianity  are  much 
more  at  stake  in  the  maintenance  of  the 
Empire  and  interests  of  England  than 
in  the  interests  of  a  section  of  the  Chris- 
tian population  of  Turkey.  I  believe 
that  the  Gt>vemment  will  stand  by  the 
interests  of  my  country;  while  by  main- 
taining a  strict  neutrality,  so  long  as 
English  interests  are  not  affected  by 
this  war,  that  they  will,  in  the  words  of 
my  Besolution,  take  efficient  measures 
BO  as  to  ''  enable  them,  should  occasion 
arise,  promptly  to  protect  our  interests 
and  maintain  our  Empire  in  the  East." 
And  if  they  do  this,  whatever  may  be 
said  to  the  contrary  by  a  certain  number 
of  persons,  who  sympathize  strongly 
with  the  Gh*eek  religion,  and  with  the 
Christians  in  Turkey,  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  will,  I  am  confident,  be  sup- 
ported by  the  backbone  and  manhood 
of  the  nation. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  the  House 
had  just  heard  from  the  noble  Lord  ex- 
actly that  pro-Turkish  and  anti-Bussian 
speech  which  might  naturally  have  been 
expected  from  him.  He  would  admit 
that  it  was  not  an  unfair  speech  from 
the  noble  Lord's  point  of  view,  with  the 
exception  of  the  remarks  about  the 
alleged  sneers  against  this  country  by 
the  right  hon.  GPentleman  the  Member 
for  Ghreenwioh,  which  remarks  were  in 
very  bad  taste.    The  noble  Lord  had 

Lord  Eleho 


spoken  of  Bussia  having  all  along 
tended  to  go  to  war,  and  he  (Mr.  And 
son)  diffei^  from  him  on  Uiat  mati 
According  to  the  noble  Lord,  Bus 
had  merely  contrived  to  pass  tiie  ti 
over  uniil  the  approach  of  spring 
abled  her  to  take  the  field. 

Lord  ELCHO  :  I  said  that  a  relal 
of  mine  told  m^  in  October  that  the  B 
sians  could  not  go  to  war  till  Apri 
that  they  could  not  march  till  the  ro 
were  dry. 

Mr.  ANDEBSON  said,  he  thou 
that  was  pretty  much  the  same  tb 
that  he  had  said.  He  hadunderst 
the  noble  Lord  to  mean  that  Bussia  ^ 
determined  to  go  to  war  all  the.wb 
and  that  the  Ccmference  and  all 
other  negotiations  were  therefore  fxL\ 
But  that  was  not  in  accord  with 
opinions  whidi  had  been  held  by 
Conservative  side  during  the  Conf  ereg 
They  then  held  out  to  the  public  1 
there  would  be  no  war,  and  the  Govt 
ment  were  grounding  their  policy  on 
certainty  thieit  Bussia  had  no  mone 
go  to  war  with,  and  that  therefore  i 
were  quite  safe  in  following  a  pc 
which  the  Liberals  called  a  weak 
vacillating  policy,  certain  to  drive  Bu 
into  independent  action.  The  noble  I 
said  that  the  only  reason  we  had  foi 
terfering  with  Turkey  was  that  we 
done  her  good ;  but  the  real  reason 
interference  was  that  while  meanin| 
do  Turkey  good,  we  had  done  great 
and  wrong  to  the  Chiistiaa  Provix 
We  had  taken  the  protection  of  tl 
Provinces  away  from  Bussia,  and 
left  them  to  Turkey,  and  that  was ' 
we  were  boimd  to  look  after  their  i 
fare.  The  noble  Lord  had  also  qui 
a  passage  from  the  book  of  the  ] 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  Ge< 
Campbell).  According  to  hia  ( 
Anderson's)  recollection,  the  remi 
quoted  were  applied  by  his  hon.  Fri 
to  the  Turkish  people.  [Lord  Elc 
Hear,  hear !]  But  it  was  the  Tnrl 
ruler  that  was  the  "unspeakable  Tu 
There  was  a  vast  difF^enoe  between 
Turkish  people  and  the  Torld^  ml 
Then  the  noble  Lord  said  ^e  sec 
Besolution  meant  a  great  deal  or  i 
little;  but  he  (Mr.  Anderson)  maintai 
that  it  meant  exactly  what  it  said — i 
Turkey  had  forfeited  all  daim  to 
support.  It  did  not  say  tiiat  we  % 
not  to  interfere  in  her  favour*  if 
chose  to  do  so.    It  only  said  that 
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had  no  claim  oji  ua  for  interference.  He 
ihonld  haye  been  content  had  the  Beso- 
lutioii  gone  farther,  and  said  that  we 
had  no  right  to  interfere,  except  for  the 
defence  of  British  interests.  There  had 
been  a  great  deal  of  cavilling  at  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwidx.  One  line  taken  was  a  mean 
fiort  of  questioning  of  his  motives.  That 
was  pretty  much  the  line  taken  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth  (Sir  Bobert  Peel),  who  spoke  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  conduct  as  being 
mischievous  and  ungenerous,  and  said 
that  the  agitation  was  most  unbecoming, 
and  that  we  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
divided  his  Party  and  had  entered  into 
doser  communion  with  the  Liberation 
Society.  Then  there  was  another  class, 
of  which  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Isle 
of  Wight  (Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane)  might 
be  taken  as  an  instance.  The  hon. 
Member  did  not  impugn  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  motives  at  all,  but  thought 
him  only  weak,  and  said  he  got  so  ex- 
cited by  his  own  eloquence  &at  he  did 
things  that  were  very  blameworthy  and 
wrong ;  he  acted  &om  the  best  of  mo- 
tives, but  the  blunder  all  the  same  was 
a  grievous  one.  Well,  he  (Mr.  Anderson) 
did  not  admit  either  of  those  lines  of 
cavilling.  He  maintained  that  the  right 
faon.  Uentleman's  conduct  had  been 
thoroughly  right  all  along.  The  country 
had  judged  uie  right  hon.  Gentleman 
more  generously,  wisely,  and  justly,  and 
recognized  not  only  the  grandeur  and 
grasp  of  intellect,  but  the  nobiHty  of 
soul  that  was  quite  above  everything 
small  and  mean.  In  the  Autunm  the 
right  hion.  Gentleman  found  a  great  out- 
burst of  national  indignation,  somewhat 
spasmodic,  perhaps,  somewhat  unre- 
strained, but  thoroughly  genuine  and 
spontaneous.  He  did  not  create  it ;  he 
sunply  directed  it  into  useful  channels, 
and  turned  it  to  such  purpose  as  to 
change  the  policy  of  the  Government 
away  from  a  national  danger.  It  was 
because  the  country  knew  that  he  saved 
it  from  a  danger  then  that  it  responded 
io  him  now.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stood  on  far  too  high  a  ground  to  need 
any  defance  from  bun ;  out  he  wished 
such  a  defence  could  have  come  from 
some  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
sat  beside  him  on  the  front  Opposition 
beoaeh ;  and  he  r^etted  that  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Forster) 
did  not  take  the  opportunity  of  offer- 


ing one  last  night.  However,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  would 
be  judged  by  the  country  and  by  pos- 
terity; and  he  was  sure  that  the  ver- 
dict would  be  that,  moved  by  a  lofty 
patriotism  that  could  rise  above  mere 
Party,  now  as  before,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  saved  his  country  from 
an  imminent  danger.  The  Home  Secre- 
tary made  a  speech  the  other  night  which 
had  been  to  a  great  extent  the  keynote 
of  the  debate,  and  had  g^ven  a  very 
emphatic  denial,  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, to  the  charge  of  callousness 
and  indifference  which  had  been  made 
against  his  Party.  He  (Mr.  Anderson) 
wished  particularly  to  know  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  meant  to  exclude  from 
that  disclaimer  his  illustrious  Chief?  It 
looked  almost  as  if  he  did  intend  it,  and 
it  was  whispered  no  doubt  in  the  country 
that  he  had  thrown  over  his  illustrious 
Chief  in  the  Cabinet  Council  on  Satur- 
day. [An hon. Membeb :  ''No, no!"an(? 
laught&r,']  Probably  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  cried  "No,  no!"  had  been  made 
acquainted  with  the  Cabinet  secrets. 
He  (Mr.  Anderson)  thought  the  country 
would  wonder,  when  it  saw  by  that  dis- 
claimer that  both  sides  of  the  House 
had  all  along  been  actuated  by  exactly 
the  same  feelings  of  horror  at  the 
Bulgarian  atrocities,  at  the  enormous 
difference  -  between  the  two  sides  in 
the  mode  of  expressing  those  feelings. 
The  country  would  remember  that 
when  hon.  Member  after  hon.  Mem- 
ber on  the  Liberal  side  last  Session 
had  risen  to  denounce  those  atrocities, 
the  other  side  were  absolutely  silent.  So 
well  did  Lord  Beaconsfield  dissemble 
his  feelings  of  horror  that  he  succeeded 
in  convincing  the  country  that  he  really 
was  callously  indifferent.  Lord  Beacons- 
field  said  when  the  agitation  commenced 
that  the  statements  which  were  made 
were  nothing  but  coffee-house  babble, 
and  yet  they  were  now  told  that  the 
noble  Earl  had  the  same  feelings  of 
horror  as  anybody  else  all  the  time.  If 
the  noble  Lord  was  simply  dissembling 
his  feelings,  all  that  he  (Mr.  Anderson) 
could  say  was  that  it  was  a  very  unfor- 
tunate thing  for  him  to  do.  He  re- 
membered that  on  the  7th  August,  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  who  sat  where  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  sat  now,  re- 
ceived with  what  seemed  to  be  an  in- 
credulous sneer  the  statements  which  he 
(Mr.  Anderson)  made  with  regard  to 
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the  horrors  afterwards  proved  to  have 
occurred  at  Batak ;  but  now  tbej  knew 
that  the  noble  Earl  was  only  dissembling 
his  feelings.  What  had  been  the  result 
of  that  dissembling  and  of  that  apparent 
incredulity.  It  was  so  terrible  that  it 
would  take  a  whole  life-time  of  good 
deeds  to  atone  for  it.  The  efiPeot  was 
to  encourage  the  Turk  in  his  policy  of 
violation  and  carnage,  to  eive  tne  cue  to 
Sir  Henry  Elliot  in  his  pmioy  of  silence 
and  suppression,  and  to  guide  all  the 
Consular  investigations,  so  that  even 
now  we  had  Consuls  like  Mr.  Holmes 
sending  in  utter  travesties  of  the  truth. 
As  for  the  rest  of  the  Cabinet,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  they  felt  as  men 
and  as  Englishmen;  but  their  private 
feelings  did  not  matter.  What  the 
country  wanted  to  know  was,  how  they 
had  felt  as  Ministers,  and  that  could 
only  be  found  in  their  policy ;  and  he 
felt  bound  to  say  that  but  little  trace  of 
such  feeling  was  to  be  found  there. 
The  past  policy  of  Ministers,  whatever 
their  feelings  were,  had  been  one  of 
favour  to  the  oppressor  and  neglect  of 
the  oppressed,  and  there  was  litue  trace 
of  sympathy  in  the  despatches,  except 
in  the  one  to  Sir  Henry  Elliot,  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Eesolutions,  and  in  an 
occasional  very  mild  protest  by  Sir 
Henry  Elliot;  neither  despatches  nor 
protests  being  followed  up  to  any  good 
end.  And  what  of  the  K)llowers  of  the 
Cabinet  ?  If  all  their  names  were  put 
in  the  ballot  box  on  the  Table,  it  would 
be  hard  to  draw  out  one  who  had  not 
had  something  to  say  in  deprecation  or 
in  derision  of  those  indignation  meet- 
ings, which  showed  how  the  heart  of 
the  country  was  stirred  during  the  Au- 
tumn. Coming  to  the  Besolutions,  he 
was  one  of  those  who  cared  very  little 
what  the  special  wording  of  them  was. 
He  could  accept  them  aU  or  more.  All 
he  wanted  was,  that  the  Liberal  Party 
should  speak  out  plainly,  to  show  the 
country  that  they  were  still  in  opposition 
to  the  Gh>vemment  on  this  question.  It 
had  been  said  that  the  Kesolutions 
meant  coercion,  and  that  coercion  meant 
war.  He  was  not  sure  that  coercion 
meant  war  even  in  the  future,  but  he 
was  sure  there  had  been  a  time,  and  a 
prolonged  time,  too,  when  coercion  by 
united  Europe — which  was  the  onlj'  co- 
ercion in  which  Liberals  believed — 
would  have  been  efiPective  and  sacoessfol 
in    procuring  protection  for  the  Pro- 
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vinces  and  in  averting  war.  But  it 
Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  who  had  all 
along  broken  away  from  the  oonoert  of 
Europe.  At  the  time  of  the  Bariia 
Memorandum,  Europe  was  united  ia 
favour  of  coercion,  and  England  alost 
refused  to  join.  Europe  was  agata 
united  with  r^ard  to  a  month's  anni*- 
tice,  and  Lord  Derby  then  abandoned 
his  own  proposal,  tried  to  force  oa  the 
Powers  a  totally  different  propoaal,  got 
refused  by  Italy  and  Russia  and  sanbbed 
by  Germany,  and  then  withdrew  en- 
tirely and  remained  isolated  far  most  of 
October,  and  thus  became  anawerabb 
for  all  the  later  bloodshed  of  the  Ser- 
vian war.  Her  Majesty's  GoTemmsoi 
were  entirely  to  blame  for  the  £uliirt 
of  the  Protocol,  and  for  the  failure  of 
the  Conference  to  which  Lord  8aliibiii7 
was  sent  with  his  hands  tied  bj  the  de- 
claration by  Lord  Derby  on  19Ui  Dt- 
cember,  that  it  was  the  settled  decisioD  of 
(Government  not  to  coerce.  That  mad* 
the  failure  a  foregone  oondaaion ;  and, 
in  fact,  all  the  time  he  was  utterly  in- 
able  to  convince  the  Turkish  Oovea- 
ment  that  Great  Britain  was  in 
But  it  might  be  said  all  that 
and  past,  and  that  as  war  hmd  coo* 
menced,  we  ought  to  take  care  to  keep 
out  of  it  ourselves,  and  he  admitted  tiisl 
there  was  a  ffood  deal  in  that ;  but  thaX 
ought  not  to  be  our  sole  objeoty  fat  v« 
had  a  grave  responsibility  on  aooonot  of 
those  Provinces.  The  future  policy  of 
the  €K)vemment  must  be  judged  by  tht 
past,  and  that  was  why  it  was  neoeosaiy 
to  look  at  the  past.  He  believed  tht 
Government  sincerely  meant  their  polier 
to  conduce  to  the  peace  of  Europe,  hut 
the  Liberals  all  along  denounced  it  u 
weak  and  vacillating,  and  as  certain  to 
fail,  and  it  had  faued.  The  policy  ci 
the  past  was  likely  to  be  the  policy  of 
the  future— a  policy  of  open  neutrmlitj 
alon^  with  a  secret  leanmg — he  ooold 
hanuy,  after  the  answer  to  Prinot 
Gortchakoff,  call  it  a  secret  leaning— to 
the  Turks.  It  was,  therefore,  ncoo— tt 
for  the  Liberal  Party  to  make  a  ttaad 
against  that  policy.  The  Home  Seeie- 
tiuy  had  said  that  only  for  oertain  spe- 
cified  British  interests  would  we  go  to 
war,  and  these  were  Egypt  and  Con- 
stantinople. He  feared  there  was  dag- 
ger to  the  country  in  that  statemuit— hs 
took  the  strongest  objection  to  the  view 
that  an  attadc  on  Constantinople  bj 
Russia  would  be  sufficient  reason  lor  ns 
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to  go  to  war.  We  had  forced  Bussia 
into  independent  action  by  refusing  to 
assist  her  in  secoring  protection  for  the 
Christian  Provinces ;  and  if  Bussia  now 
thought,  as  she  well  might  think,  that 
her  best  course,  as  a  belligerent  Power, 
▼as  to  aim  a  deadly  blow  at  the  heart 
of  Turkey — and  she  could  best  do  that 
by  threatening  Constantinople — he  held 
that  we  had  no  right  to  interfere  to  pre- 
Tent  her  from  doing  it.  If  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  wished  to  go  to  war  with  Bussia 
about  her  threatening  Constantinople, 
he  would  join  any  section  of  the  Party, 
however  small,  and  oppose  them  by 
eveiy  means  in  his  power  by  refusing 
Sapplies,  by  obstructing  Public  Busi- 
ness, by  anything  that  could  be  done  ot. 
compel  the  CK>vemment  to  go  to  the 
country  on  the  question,  rather  than 
see  this  country  go  to  war  with  Bussia 
for  threatening  Constantinople.  The 
only  British  interest  which  he  knew  of 
at  present,  which  he  would  admit  of  as 
being  a  sufficient  ground  for  our  re- 
straining Bussia,  would  be  an  attack  on 
Egypt.  He  thought  we  were  bound  to 
maintain  our  way  to  India,  but  our  way 
to  India  was  through  Eg3rpt,  and  not  by 
the  Bosphorus  and  Constantinople.  He 
maintained  that  the  pro-Turkish  feeling 
of  the  Conserratiye  Party  had  justified 
the  agitation  got  up  by  the  Liberals, 
for  it  was  inflaming  this  country  against 
Bassia,  and  if  it  were  not  checked, 
very  likely  the  next  thing  would  be 
that  the  sentiment  of  the  fear  of  Bussia 
would  become  a  sentiment  of  love  and 
favour  for  Turkey,  such  as  was  enter- 
tained by  the  hon.  Members  for  Christ- 
church  and  Canterbury.  Then  there 
were  other  hon.  Members  who,  if  they 
loved  Turkey  less,  hated  Bussia  more ; 
and  these  two  classes  were  driving  the 
(Government  towards  war  for  Turkey. 
The  danger  of  the  public  being  excited 
into  a  warlike  feeling  had  been  greatly 
increased  by  the  silence  of  the  Liberal 
Party ;  and  the  taunt  that  the  Liberals 
were  dlent  in  Parliament  after  having 
spoken  in  the  country,  was  not  altogether 
undeserved.  But  its  motive  had  been 
misonderstood ;  they  were  told  early  in 
the  Session  that  negotiations  were  pend- 
ing, and  thai  their  speaking  out  would 
only  hamper  the  Government.  That 
was  the  reason  why  they  were  silent. 
Perhaps  they  allowed  that  reason  to 
weigh  too  strongly  with  them.  But  if 
they  had  spoken  then,  they  would  now 


be  told  that  their  speaking  had  caused 
the  failure  of  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  thought,  therefore,  that 
there  was  some  argument  in  favour  of 
their  not  having  spoken  out  sooner. 
But  as  soon  as  the  negotiations  were  at 
an  end  there  was  no  longer  an  excuse 
for  silence,  and  there  had  arisen  a  de- 
termination to  speak  out,  and  the  mere 
announcement  of  the  Besolutions  had 
been  enough  to  awaken  the  country, 
and  to  let  it  be  known  that  the  country 
was  ready  to  prevent  the  Government 
from  g^ing  to  war  on  the  wrong  side. 
That  was  the  thing  which  they  had 
feared.  The  country  knew  that  to  fight 
for  Turkey  was  to  fight  for  the  empire 
of  tyranny,  of  brutality,  of  slavery,  and 
of  every  vile  thing  which  was  abhorrent 
to  the  honest  instincts  of  our  people. 
The  country  knew  that  it  was  for  Turkey 
that  the  East  African  deserts  were  white 
with  the  bones  of  poor  captives.  The 
country  knew  that  the  horrors  of  the 
slave  dhows  in  the  Bed  Sea,  in  which 
some  50,000  slaves  crossed  that  sea 
annually,  were  due  to  Turkey,  and  those 
50,000  slaves  which  crossed  that  sea 
were  a  small  part  of  those  who  were 
torn  from  their  homes.  Begarding  those 
50,000,  he  would  say  one  more  word. 
They  were  told  the  other  day  that  the 
Egyptian  Government  had  sent  a  ship 
of  war  down  the  Bed  Sea  for  the  sup- 
pression of  the  Slave  Trade,  and  no 
doubt  they  would  be  told  through  their 
enlightened  Consuls  that  that  ship  of 
war  had  found  no  trace  of  any  slave 
traffic;  that  not  one  single  dhow  had 
been  captured  ;  and  therefore  it  was  ab- 
solutely certain  that  no  such  traffic  ex- 
isted. Why,  the  Khedive  took  care  to 
give  information  for  weeks  beforehand 
of  his  intention  to  send  that  ship  down 
the  Bed  Sea,  and  no  doubt  the  slave 
dhows  took  care  to  be  well  out  of  the 
way.  The  country  knew  also  that  it  was 
for  Turkeythattheinfamous  trafficin  Cir- 
cassian slave  girls  was  kept  up ;  and  that 
being  so,  it  would  be  contrary  to  all  their 
deeds  and  traditions,  contrary  to  all  their 
duties,  contrary  to  everything  they 
thought  right,  for  this  country  to  fire 
one  shot  or  to  spend  one  drop  of  blood 
in  support  of  Turkey  until  she  had 
purged  herself  of  all  those  abominations 
and  of  all  their  vile  adjuncts.  He,  for 
one,  rejoiced  that  this  issue  of  slavery 
was  likely  to  arise  out  of  this  war. 
Turkey  had  spumed  our   advice    and 
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laughed  at  our  counsel ;  she  had  given 
us  a  souffiet  in  the  face  of  Europe  and 
the  world.  She  had  chosen  the  arbitre- 
ment  of  the  sword.  Let  her  take  it. 
Once  more  it  seemed  to  be  a  struggle  of 
the  North  against  the  South — of  freedom 
against  slavery.  True,  the  question  of 
slavery  had  not  arisen  in  the  beginning 
of  the  war.  Just  as  in  the  great  struggle 
of  North  against  South  in  America,  die 
question  of  abolition  was  not  the  earliest 
object  of  that  war,  but  was  an  after 
issue  which  sprung  out  of  it ;  so  he  be- 
lieved that  the  question  of  slavery  would 
be  one  of  the  issues  which  would  here- 
after spring  out  of  this  war,  and  when 
the  time  came,  as  he  believed  come  it 
must,  when  Turkey  would  have  to  sue 
for  peace,  he  hoped  this  country  would 
have  something  to  say  to  the  conditions 
of  that  peace,  and  that  they  would  take 
care  that  one  of  those  conditions  should 
be  the  complete  suppression  of  all 
slavery  both  in  Turkey  and  in  Egypt. 
They — the  Liberals — had  made  tikeir 
solemn  protest,  the  object  of  which  was 
that  if  they  should  be  dragged  into  war 
they  should  not  draw  the  sword  in  sup- 
porting wrong  against  right ;  that  they 
should  help  the  oppressed  and  the  down- 
trodden, and  that  they  should  not  fight 
for  a  tyrannical  Government  which  they 
despised  and  for  infamies  they  hated. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE:  Mr.  Speaker, 
as  I  am  about  to  take  a  different  oourse, 
when  the  division  is  called,  from  the 
great  body  of  the  Conservative  Party 
which  sits  on  these  benches,  I  am 
anxious  to  address  a  few  words  to  the 
House,  assigning  the  reasons  which 
actuate  me  in  separating  myself  on  this 
occfi^on  from  those  with  whom  I  have 
usually  acted  for  so  many  years.  I 
am  about  to  take  a  rather  prosaic  view 
of  the  situation ;  and,  first,  1  have  to  ex- 
press my  sense  of  gratitude  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich for  having  imdertaken  the  Leader- 
ship of  public  opinion  upon  this  Turkish 
question.  I  do  not  myself  go  quite  so 
far  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
phase  of  opinion  which  he  has  expressed 
with  such  matchless  eloquence.  Li  1853 
and  1854,  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Crimean  War,  I  had  occasion  to  declare 
myself  a  pupil  and  a  supporter  of  Lord 
Stratford  de  Eedoliffe,  and  I  have  never 
found  reason  to  regret  my  adhesion  to 
a  statesman  who,  for  so  many  years,  has 
manifested  a  greater  knowle^e  of  the 
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Eastern  Question,  and  a  mater  aptitnde 
for  dealing  in  an  amicable,  but  deddal 
manner  with  the  Ottoman  people  and 
the  Ottoman  Government  than  anyotkcr 
man ;  and  at  this  moment  I  rejoice  in 
the  belief  that  there  is  no  real  diSentuob 
between  my  own  imperfect  pefoeptkm 
and  Lord  Stratford  de  Bedcliff«'t  ma- 
tured judgment.  I  know  not  what  that 
noble  Lora  may  think  of  the  oonrw  I 
am  about  to  adopt,  but  it  seema  to  bw 
that  the  right  hon.  G^tleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich,  in  the  first  Beeohi- 
tion  which  he  has  recommended  to  tk« 
House,  in  a  speech  that  I  do  not  re- 
member to  have  been  surpaaaed,  either 
within  these  walls,  or  within  the  walls  of 
the  old  House  of  Oommona,  distinot]/ 
affinns  the  policy  enunciated  bj  Lord 
Derby  in  his  despatch  of  the  2 lit  of 
September,  1876.  And  what  ia  thii 
poUcy  ?  The  dispatch  aS&rma  the  ri^ 
of  tins  country,  as  one  of  the  Powsn 
who  were  engaged  in  the  Crimean  Wir. 
and  after  all  me  saorifioes  which  thii 
country  made  during  that  war,  it  affirms 
the  right  of  England  upon  that  soon  to 
express  an  opimon  upon  the  oondootuf 
the  Turkish  authoritiea  towards  theii 
Christian  subjects.  Now,  I- hare  heari 
it  disputed  wnether  Russia  had,  pTevioo» 
to  the  Treaty  of  1856,  a  right  to  inter* 
vene ;  but  I  can  cite  the  authority  of 
Lord  Buseell  in  1863,  to  the  effect  thtt 
Eussia  possessed  that  rig^t,  and  thatUk# 
then  evu  was  that  she  poseeesed  it  ex- 
clusively. I  hold,  Sir,  that  this  b  t 
matter  for  the  exercise  of  mature  judg- 
ment on  the  part  of  this  House  for  tb^ 
present  with  a  view  to  the  future.  I 
approve  of  the  disoretibn  of  the  rigkt 
hon.  Oentleman  in  abandoning  his  two 
last  Eesolutions,  because  I  contend  tlut 
it  is  not  the  fiinction  of  this  House  to 
interfere  actively  with  the  foreign  polkr 
of  the  Government.  It  is  the  foaotkm 
of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  oondart 
our  foreign  policy,  to  make  peace,  as4 
to  make  war.  It  is  our  function  to  jodg* 
of  their  conduct  after  their  conduct  lui 
taken  efiPect ;  and  by  the  two  Beoolntioa* 
which  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  nov 
proposes  he  asks  that  the  House  ihail 
affirm  the  poli^  enunciated  in  the  dee- 
patch  of  Lord  j)erby,  to  which  I  hav« 
referred;  and,  goins;  beyond  that,  be 
also  proposes  that  this  House,  after  it 
has  affirmed  that  policnr,  shall  deolsn 
its  opinion,  that  unless  the  Ottoman  Oo- 
vemment  conforms  to  that  poHcy,  it  a 
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not  worthy  of  and  shall  not  receive 
either  the  moral  or  material  support  of 
this  ooiintry.  I  confess,  Sir,  that  I  do 
not  understand  why  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment,  who  have  of  their  own  free 
Tolition  proclaimed  neutrality,  should 
object  to  the  House  of  Commons  affirm- 
ing their  previous  policy,  which  we  have 
no  reason  to  believe  that  they  themselves 
ar«  prepared  to  abandon,  and  on  the 
r«jeotion  of  which  by  the  Ottoman  Porte 
th«y  declared  the  neutrality  of  this 
oountiy.  I  do  not  understand,  I  sav, 
why  Her  Majesty's  Government  should 
object  to  such  a  declaration  on  the 
part  of  the  House  of  Oommons.  And 
when  I  look  at  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Gbntleman  the  Member  for  Christ- 
churoh  (Sir  H.  Drummond  WolfP), 
which  is  in  these  words — 

"  That  thii  Homo  declinofl  to  entortain  any 
Roflolotiuiu  which  may  embarraaa  Hor  Majesty  s 
<Kjifwrnniimt  in  the  maintenance  of  peace  and 
in  Um  protection  of  British  interests,  without 
any  alternative  line  of  policy," 


I  cannot  forgot  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Chnstchiirch  found  it  convenient  to 
abandon  his  original  intention  of  moving 
the  "  I'revipus  Question,"  because  if  he 
had  moved  the  **  Previous  Uuostion '' 
upon  these  Ilcsolutions,  he  would  have 
propoeed  that  the  House  should  aban- 
don its  function  of  expressing  a  judg- 
ment upon  the  conduct  of  llor  Ma- 
jesity's  Ministers  in  their  foreign  policy 
after  that  policy  had  taken  effect.  It 
appears  to  me,  then,  that  this  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Christ- 
chnroh  was  drawn  up  with  a  view  to 
the  two  latter,  and  not  the  first  two 
Beeolutions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Greenwich,  since  the 
last  two  Resolutions  contemplate  a  future 
policv.  Now,  I  would  not  have  voted 
Cor  these  two  latter  Resolutions,  how- 
ever I  might  agree  with  them  in  sub- 
■taaoe,  for  this  reason — I  hold  that  it  is 
not  the  business  of  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons to  dictate  a  foreign  policy  before- 
hand to  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I 
hold  that  that  is  beyond  our  fiinction, 
and  I  regret  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should  have  ffiven  their  sanction 
to  this  Amendment,  beoause  it  appears  to 
mm  to  infer,  that  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons has  no  right  to  judge  of  the  past 
and  actual  conduct  of  Her  Mi^esty's 
Ministers.  I,  for  one,  will  not  consent, 
on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Oommons,  to 


abdicate  that  great  and  important  func- 
tion of  judging  of  the  conduct  of  the 
responsible  Ministers  of  the  Grown.  I 
listened  attentively  to  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Hadding^n- 
shire  (Lord  Elcho),  and  it  seemed  to  mo 
that  the  Orimean  fire  was  still  burning 
within  him — his  speech  and  those  of 
some  other  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of 
the  House  reminded  me  of  what  was  once 
said  to  me  out  hunting  in  Northampton- 
shire— **  Their  re^mental  riding  is  per- 
fectly terrific."  It  seems  to  me  that 
they  decline  to  review  the  conduct  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  but  are 
satisfied  with  declaiming  against  Russia. 
I  think  it  much  to  be  regretted  that  Her 
Majesty  Ministers  did  not  take  action  in 
co-operation  with  the  three  Northern 
Powers,  as  was  proposed  to  them  in  the 
Andrassy  Note — that  they  did  not  join  in 
addressing  Turkey  in  decided  language 
in  support  of  that  document.  [The  hon. 
Membkb  :  The  Berlin  Note.]  The  Berlin 
Memorandum  was  not  issued  till  May, 
1876 ;  the  Andrassy  Note  reached  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  in  December,  1875 ; 
the  Berlin  Memorandum  is  dated  May. 
1876.  Their  may  have  been  reasons  for 
Her  Majesty's  Government  not  accepting 
the  offer  which  was  tendered  to  them 
by  the  three  Powers ;  but  if  there  were 
such  reasons  I  lament,  that  they  delayed 
so  long  in'  originating  some  decided 
policy  of  their  own  for  the  prevention  of 
these  sad  disturbances  in  Turkey,  and 
for  the  avoidance  of  any  pretext  for  a 
declaration  of  war  on  the  part  of  Russia 
alone.  My  belief  is,  that  decided  action 
on  the  part  of  the  Powers,  when  the 
Andrassy  Note  was  issued,  or  even  so 
late  as  on  the  appearance  of  the  Berlin 
Memorandum  might  then  have  induced 
acquiescence  on  the  part  of  Turkey. 
It  IS  my  feeling'  that  the  Ottoman  Go- 
vernment have  believed,  that  our  re- 
monstrances and  those  of  Europe  have 
not  been  made  in  earnest  that  induces 
me  to  vote  for  the  Resolutions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich.  What  do  those  Resolutions 
imply  ?  They  imply  this— that  Turkey 
having  been  saved  by  the  exertions  of 
England,  France,  and  Italy  united,  from 
subjugation  by  Russia  between  1854- 
1856,  and  her  position  in  the  European 
comity  of  nations  having  been  granted 
by  those  same  Powers,  that  these  Ohris- 
tian  Powers  have  a  right  to  intervene, 
when  outrages  are  committed  upon  the 
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Oliristian  subjects  of  the  Sultan,  which, 
appear  to  have  originated  in  differences 
01  religion.  The  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Haddingtonshire  has  dilated 
upon  the  tolerant  feeling  among  indi- 
vidual Mussulmans,  and  in  the  Ottoman 
Government.  He  even  said — **  Gte  me 
a  single  instance  of  a  refusal  by  the  Otto- 
man uovemment  of  a  site  for  a  Christian 
church."  The  noble  Lord  can  never 
have  read — one  might  doubt  whether 
he  had  ever  heard  of — the  Treaty  of 
Kainardji,  one  principal  article  of  which 
stipulates  for  the  right  on  the  part  of 
Bussia  to  erect  and  to  protect  a  Christian 
Church  of  her  rite  in  Constantinople, 
while  other  articles  in  the  Treaty  of 
Kainardji  were  framed  for  the  express 
purpose  of  insuring  tolerance  to  the 
Greek  Churches  in  the  Turkish  do- 
minions. The  noble  Lord  went  so  far, 
that  he  reminded  me  of  the  speech 
which  was  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Galway,  last  night,  who,  speaking  as 
a  Home  Kuler,  said  he  thought  it  was 
better,  that  occasional  outrages  of  the 
Bulgarian  type  should  occur  than  that 
the  Kussian  form  of  government,  than 
that  the  system  of  the  Eussiau  Church, 
should  prevail.  For  my  part  I  do  not 
believe  in  the  tolerance  of  the  Maho- 
medan  religion.  For  what,  Sir,  caused 
the  liberation  of  Greece  from  the  Otto- 
man dominion?  Was  it  not  that  a 
series  of  outrages,  of  tortures  and  im- 
palements, the  violation  of  women,  and 
the  murder  both  of  men  and  women, 
at  last  drew  down  upon  Turkey  the  out- 
raged feelings  of  Europe  ?  Turn  to  the 
page  of  history  and  you  will  find  that 
such  outrages  as  these  Besolutions  con- 
demn had  repeatedly  occurred  before  and 
during  1826  and  1827  ;  before  the  battle 
of  Navarino,  and  in  a  form  quite  as  ag- 
gravated as  that  which  we  all  unite  in 
condemning.  I  desire,  Sir,  that  it  could 
become  part  of  the  International  Law, 
that  when  any  State  exists  by  guarantee, 
and  is  thus  rendered  to  a  great  extent 
irresponsible,  that  the  Powers,  who 
guarantee  that  State  and,  thus  render  it 
comparatively  irresponsible,  should  have 
the  rieht  to  exact  complete  religious 
toleration  towards  its  subjects  from  the 
State  so  guaranteed.  Now,  how  is  In- 
ternational Law  created  ?  It  is  the  em- 
bodiment of  public  opinion  emanating 
from  one  State  and  adopted  by  others. 
It  has  not  the  specific  sanctions  of  muni- 
pal  law ;  but  it  has  a  much  wider  opera- 

Mr.  Newdegaie 


tion,  and  it  seems  to  be  that  when  several 
States  unite  to  guarantee  another  Stat», 
and  thus  render  that  State  iirespon- 
sible,  because  its  existence  thereafter  no 
longer  depends  upon  its  own  strength, 
it  would  De  a  wholesome  and  a  peaee- 
ful  principle,  that  this  country  ahoold, 
in  its  own  case  and  by  its  example,  ori- 
ginate this  system,  that  the  gaarantee- 
ing  Powers,  who  become  responsiUe 
for  the  integrity  and  qualified  inde- 
pendence of  the  State  they  guarantee, 
shall  also  become  responsible  for  the 
toleration,  that  the  guaranteed  State 
shall,  in  all  matters  r^ating  to  religioD, 
extend  to  its  subjects.  I  thank  the 
House  for  allowing  me  to  expre— the 
grave  and  prosaic  motives  which  actuate 
my  vote  in  the  present  instance.  I  havt 
observed  that  reooUectionB  of  the  war 
from  1854  to  1856  have  induced  manr 
hon.  Members  of  this  House  to  forffst 
what  great  changes  have  oome  owet  ue 
€K)vemment  of  Russia  since  that  Crimean 
War.  The  late  Emperor  Nicholas  was 
a  gallant  soldier,  but  he  was  an  in- 
tolerant Gbvemor,  and  anything  bat 
peacefully  disposed.  He  propoeed  to 
this  counter  to  join  in  the  partition  of 
Turkey.  He  o£Pered  Engliftd  Egypt, 
if  she  would  agree  to  ms  possessing 
Constantinople.  But  the  present  Em- 
peror, made  wiser  than  his  father  bj 
experience,    has    striven    to    maintain 

Eeace,  and,  it  should  not  be  forgotten, 
e  has  accomplished  the  greatest  act 
of  liberation  known  in  our  days— 
the  liberation  of  the  serfs  in  his  own 
dominions.  I  heard  with  sincere  rogret 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  UmA- 
dingtonshire  rake  up  the  melancholy 
occurrences  which  have  taken  place  in 
Poland  in  order  to  use  them  as  a  set-off 
against  the  Turkish  outrages  in  Bui* 
garia.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Glare  (Sir  Col- 
man  O'Loghlen)  recently  moved  that  a 
despatch  with  respect  to  Poland,  written 
in  1863  by  Earl  Kussell,  should  be  re- 

Srinted,  and  placed  in  the  hands  of  hoo. 
[embers  of  tnis  House.  That  despatch 
was  an  indictment  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Russian  Government,  and  that  indict- 
ment was  issued  by  the  English  Foreign 
Secretaiy  upon  imperfect  information. 
I,  therefore,  asked  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  accede  to  a  Motion  for  th« 
reprinting  of  Prince  Qortohakoff's  des- 
patch of  1867,  to  which  they  oonsented; 
and  that  despatch  has  been  re-printed. 
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And  why  ?  Because  any  hon.  Member 
who  may  take  the  trouble  of  reading  that 
despatch  will  find  ^that  the  severities  in 
Poland,  to  the  exercise  of  which  the 
Emperor  Alexander  was  reduced,  were 
occasioned  by  an  insurrection  during 
1863,  1864,  and  1865,  which  had 
throughout  been  stimulated  by  the  Va- 
tican, while  treacherously  negotiating 
with  the  Emperor  of  Eussia,  who  desired 
a  Concordat  with  the  Holy  See,  mean- 
while fomented  an  insurrection  during 
which  his  officers  were  poisoned.  [**  No, 
no ! "]  I  say  '*  Yes  ; "  an  insurrection, 
during  which  every  means  that  malice 
could  devise  was  used  to  destroy  his 
authority.  [*'No,  no!"]  Ispeak&om 
documentary  evidence,  when  I  say  that 
the  Emperor  was  obliged  to  resort  to 
severe  measures.  I  have  no  love  for 
the  KuBsian  form  of  government ;  but  I 
cannot  deny  that  that  Government  i^ 
tolerant  of  the  religions  of  different  com- 
munities within  its  dominions.  [''Oh 
oh ! "]  Yes,  I  repeat  it.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  the  Eussian  Government  will 
not  permit  this — it  will  not  permit 
proselytism.  I  will  not  attempt  to 
justify  that  prohibition  to  the  Bussian 
extent;  but  that  is  the  law  of  Eussia. 
Every  community  in  Eussia  is  protected 
in  the  exercise  of  its  religion,  but  it 
must  not  proselytize ;  and  it  was  be- 
cause a  system  of  proselytism  and 
insurrectionary  agitation,  originating 
with  the  Court  of  the  Vatican,  as  is 
proved  in  that  despatch,  was  being  ac- 
tively carried  on,  that  the  Government 
of  Eussia  resorted  to  repressive  mea- 
sures. But  even,  if  you  take  what  hap- 
pened in  Poland  and  set  it  against  the 
outrages,  the  rapes,  the  murders,  and 
the  impalements  in  Greece  of  1826, 1827, 
and  even  in  1 828,  and  again  the  mur- 
ders, the  rapes,  the  impoverishment,  the 
tortures,  the  cruelties  that  have  been 
perpetrated  in  the  revolted  Provinces  of 
Turkey  within  the  last  18  months,  there 
can  be  no  doubt  which  aggregate  of 
suffering  is  the  greater.  Eussia  may  have 
been  severe,  but  she  has  not  been  brutal. 
Still,  while  looking  forward  to  the  future, 
it  seems  to  me  probable,  that  it  may  be 
necessary  that  we  should  in  some  way 
again  co-operate  with  the  Turkish  Gt)- 
Temment.  I  value  the  declaration  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  that,  as  a  Member  of  the 
Government,  he  would  be  prepared  to 
take  every  means  for  the  defence  of 


Constantinople,  for  the  defence  of  the 
Suez  Canal,  for  the  defence  of  the 
highway  of  the  world  between  West  and 
East  in  which  English  interests  are  the 
most  concerned.  I  do  not.  Sir,  alto- 
gether trust  the  Government  of  Eussia ; 
but  at  the  same  time,  I  cannot  forget 
that  Eussia  was  the  great  Ally  of  Eng- 
land in  vindicating  the  freedom  of 
Europe  from  the  tyranny  of  the  First 
Napoleon,  and'  that  without  Eussia  we 
could  not  have  vindicated  that  freedom, 
and  that  without  Eussia  England  could 
not  have  established,  by  the  Treaty  of 
Vienna  a  peace  which  lasted  40  years. 
I  have  not  forgotten  all  this.  At  the 
same  time  I  know  that  the  Emperor 
of  Eussia  is  liable  to  be  overborne 
by  a  military  caste  in  the  Eussian  aris- 
tocracy and  other  classes — a  military 
caste,  whose  support  he  is  obliged  to 
cultivate  in  order  to  maintain  the  con- 
nection of  his  vast  dominions.  I  know 
that  the  Empress  Catherine  is  said  to 
have  declared  that  external  war  is  pre- 
ferable to  domestic  disturbance,  and  I 
know  that  Eussia  has  acted  upon  that 
principle.  Therefore,  while  not  trust- 
ing Eussia  blindly,  I  am  not  prepared 
to  join  in  the  denunciations  of  that 
country,  and  her  Eider  of  which  we  have 
heard  so  much  from  these  benches,  and 
which  I  believe  to  be  rather  a  rem- 
nant of  the  hostility  against  Eussia, 
which  was  generated  by  a  former  state 
of  things  than  dictated  by  statesmanlike 
views.  I  am  not  prepared  to  join  in 
these  wholesale  denunciations  of  Eussia, 
and  I  shall  vote  for  the  first  two  Eeso- 
lutions  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Greenwich,  in 
order  to  affirm  this  principle — ^that, 
whenever  England  may  guarantee  the 
integrity  of  any  State,  she  ought  to  be 
in  a  position  to  demand  toleration  for 
all  its  subjects. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  that, 
while  willing  himself  to  support  the 
Eesolutions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  he  could  not  concur  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Court- 
ney) that  his  right  hon.  Friend  was  to 
blame  for  not  pressing  them  in  their 
original  shape ;  for  had  he  done  so,  the 
division  would  not  have  shown  the  real 
opinion  of  that  side  of  the  House. 
]Neither  was  his  right  hon.  Friend  in 
error  in  that  he  had  submitted  too  larffe 
a  proposition  to  the  House.    His  right 
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hon.  Friend  had  not  abated  one  iota  of 
his  policy.  He  only  asked  the  House  to 
divide  on  his  first  Kesolution,  but  he 
retained  the  whole,  and  the  discussion  of 
three  nights  would  be  mainly  on  those 
propositions.  A  very  great  advantage 
had  arisen  from  the  mscussion  of  this 
^eat  subject.  In  the  first  place,  it 
brought  out  that  the  opinion  of  the 
country,  as  manifested  by  great  public 
meetings,  was  similcur  to  what  it  was  last 
autumn.  It  was  said  that  these  public 
meetings  had  been  got  up.  He  pre- 
sumed that  public  meetings  must  be 
called  by  somebody,  but  then  it  did  not 
follow  that  people  would  come.  Some- 
thing like  300  meetings  had  been  held 
in  different  parts  of  the  country  upon 
the  question,  and  that  fact  alone  would 

five  a  fair  idea  of  the  state  of  feeling, 
t  had  also  blown  to  the  winds  the  war 
policy  which  had  been  lately  woven  by 
the  Tory  Press.  It  had  compelled  the 
Government  to  turn  the  peace  side  of 
its  policy  to  the  front,  and  he  thought 
the  Gbvernment  ought  to  be  obliged 
to  his  right  hon.  Friend  for  ffiving  them 
an  opportunity  of  eliciting  me  opinions 
of  the  country.  Then,  the  discussion 
had  elicited  from  tne  Home  Secretary  a 
speech  with  which  most  hon.  Members 
on  that  (the  Opposition)  [side  agreed. 
Then  there  was  another  thing  which 
the  debates  had  elicited ;  there  had 
been  apologists  for  Turkey,  but  there 
was  not  one,  except  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Cumberland  (Mr.  Percy 
Wyndham)  who  had  ventured  to  rise 
and  maintain  that  we  should  fight  to 
preserve  the  inte^ty  of  Turkey  and 
to  maintain  the  ^eaty  of  Paris.  The 
policy  enunciated  by  hon.  Members  op- 
posite who  favoured  Turkey  appecured 
to  be  a  policy  of  general  neutrality, 
tempered  with  a  certain  regard  for 
British  interests.  That  was  what  they 
sheltered  themselves  behind.  But  the 
Home  Secretary  had  said  that  British 
interests  were  a  long  way  off.  [Mr. 
Cross  :  I  hoped  they  were.  J  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  British  in- 
terests lay  in  the  direction  of  the  Suez 
Canal,  of  Alexandria,  of  the  Bosphorus 
or  the  Dardanelles,  but  he  carea  very 
little  about  Batoum,  or  even  Bulgaria. 
We  had,  therefore,  no  fear  of  beinff 
hurried  into  a  war  on  behalf  of  British 
interests,  and  the  Country  would  have 
time  to  consider  the  question.  The 
Home  Secretary  endeavoured  to  prove 

Mr.  Shaw  Lefwre 


that  there  had  been  no  differenoe  withb 
the  last  few  monthB  in  the  opinicmof 
his  Colleagues ;  but  the  whole  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  showed  a  dif- 
ference  of  tone  from  the  earlier  spoochi 
of  Lord  Derby.  It  seemed  scaroely  pos- 
sible that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ooald 
have  been  a  party  to  the  noble  Lord'i 
despatch  to  Prince  GortchakoiS.  [Mr. 
Cboss  :  I  argued  from  it]  That  tWe 
had  been  differences  of  opinion  among 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  ColieagiiM 
during  the  last  18  months  must  be  ap- 
parent to  any  one  who  read  the  papen 
and  watched  the  question.  The  Govern- 
ment had  either  altered  its  policy,  or 
there  had  been  a  difference  of  opiniofi. 
and  of  these  two  alternatives  he  thon^t 
the  latter  more  charitable.  What  mi 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  proposed  was,  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  endeavour  to  restore 
the  European  concert  with  a  view  to 
the  protection  of  the  interests  of  thB 
Christians  in  the  East,  and  in  that  re- 
spect he  differed  materially  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard,  who  would 
be  ready  to  take  action  ag^ainst  Turkey 
without  any  European  concert.  Hio 
European  accord  was  first  impaired 
at  the  time  of  the  Berlin  Note.  Th« 
Berlin  Note  was  proposed  by  the 
Three  Powers ;  and,  as  me  Gt>vemment 
said,  it  was  rejected  solely  because  thii 
country  had  not  been  consulted.  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Foroiffn 
Office  had  justified  that  rejection  on  toe 
ground  that  the  adoption  of  that  Nota 
would  cost  Turkey  £3,000,000  in  build- 
ing the  houses  of  the  Bosnian  refusee* ; 
but  it  appeared  from  the  famous  ktier 
of  September  that  Turkey  was  expected 
at  any  rate  to  re-build  the  houses  of  th« 
Bulgarians.  He  would  quote  part  of  s 
despatch  reporting  a  conversation  be- 
tween Lord  Lyons  and  the  Due  Deoaiei 
with  reference  to  the  Note.  It  appeared 
that  the  Duke  had  expressed  his  surpriM 
and  regret  at  the  remsal  of  Uie  Bntiih 
(Government ;  that  he  feared  that  an 
armistice  was  then  impossible,  and  took 
a  gloomy  view  of  the  consequences  which 
might  follow  in  the  form  of  a  oontinned 
spread  of  insurrection,  the  ultimate  dift- 
memberment  of  the  Turkish  Empire,  and 
a  European  war;  adding  that  it  would 
be  a  public  calamity  if  England  were  to 
stana  aloof.  That  was  the  opinion  of 
the  French  Government,  who  had  not 
been  consulted  any  more  than  ourselve* 
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by  the  Three  Northern  Powers  as  to  the 
Berlin  Note,  jet  that  Goyemment  had 
given    its    consent  without   hesitation, 
and,  in  the  opinion  of  the  French  Mi- 
nister, our  rejection  of  that  Note  had 
been  most  unwise.    It  was  yet  possible 
that  all  the   consequences  which  had 
been  prophesied  by  the  French  Minister 
might  become   true.      The    accord    of 
Europe  having  been  first  broken  by  our 
rejection  of  the  Berlin  Note,  then  had 
occurred  the  atrocities,  and  he  need  not 
remind  the  House  that  Her  Majesty's 
Gk>vemment,  afterthe  Autumn  agitation, 
yielding  to  the  manifest  feeling  of  the 
country,  had  changed  its  policy.     He 
did  not  blame  the  Government,  for  he 
thought  it  a  most  wise  change.    Again, 
they  had  endeavoured  to  act  in  accord 
with  the  rest  of  Europe,  and  that  had 
brought  about  the  Conference  and  the 
Mission  of  Lord  Salisbury.    The  Instruc- 
tions of  the  noble  Lord  and  his  acts  at 
the  Conference  had  given  universal  satis- 
faction to  the  country ;  but  it  appeared 
to  hon.  Members  on  his  side  of  the 
House  that,  though  a  very  proper  course 
had  been  taken  in  thus  enaeavouring  to 
restore  the  accord  of  Europe,  yet  mat 
attempt  had  been  doomed  to  hopeless 
failure,  because,  although  it  was  made 
known  to  the  Turks  that  this  country 
would  no  longer    give  them    support, 
every  act  of  the  Government  was  calcu- 
lated to  make  the  Turks  believe  that  we 
were  not  in  earnest,  and  would  not  use 
coercion.    First  among  these  causes  of 
failure  came  the  Msinsion  House  speech 
of    Lord   Beaconsfield,    in    which   the 
friendly  communications  from  the  Em- 
peror of  Bussia  were  suppressed.    Next 
came  the  action  of  Sir  Henry  Elliot  at 
the  Conference.      It  was  evident  that 
the  Ambassador  had  taken  an  opposite 
oourse  to  that  of  Lord  Salisbury,  and 
had  acted  as  the  marplot  of  the  Con- 
ference— there  was  also  the  fact  that 
Engineer  officers  had  been  sent  to  Con- 
stantinople to   report  on  a  scheme  of 
defence  for  Constantinople  at  the  very 
time  when  the  Conference  was  sitting ; 
and  lastiy,  there  had  been  the  tone  of  the 
speeches  of  the  Government  supporters 
and  of  the  Tory  Press — neither  of  which 
had  been  checked  by  the  Government. 
All  these  acts  were  calculated  in  every 
way  to  make  the   Turks  believe  that 
they   might   count  on    the   assistance 
of    Engkmdy    and    that    the    general 
tendency  of  the  Government  was   in 


favour  of  Turkey.  Nothing  could  have 
been  more  injudicious  again  than  our 
informing  the  Turkish  Government  at 
a  most  critical  period  of  the  Conference 
negotiations,  mat  whatever  might  be 
the  result  of  those  negotiations,  England 
would  not  force  the  conclusions  of  the 
Conference  upon  her.  That  was  a  most 
grave  diplomatic  error,  for  it  was  throw- 
ing away  the  only  chance  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  of  inducing 
Turkey  to  give  her  assent  to  the  conclu- 
sions of  the  Conference.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  after  calling  the  Conference, 
the  Government  ought  to  have  used 
pressure  to  induce  Turkey  to  assent  to 
its  conditions.  It  might  be  said  that 
that  would  have  been  an  act  of  war ;  but 
in  his  opinion  it  would  have  been  the 
only  way  of  avoiding  war  and  securing 
the  peace  of  Europe.  It  had  been  said 
by  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  that  the  other  great 
Powers  of  Europe  were  unwilling  to  use 
compulsion  against  Turkey ;  but  listen- 
ing to  the  extracts  which  had  been  read 
to  support  that  proposition,  he  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  had  come  to  tiie  conclu- 
sion that  what  the  foreign  Powers  ob- 
jected to  was  the  territorial  occupation 
of  any  part  of  Turkey.  Austria  had 
been  cited  as  objecting  to  compulsion, 
but  he  would  remind  the  House  that  it 
was  Austria  who,  while  she  had  objected 
to  the  occupation  of  Bosnia,  had  sug- 
gested a  naval  demonstration  against 
Turkey,  and  there  was  no  doubt  both 
France  and  Italy  would  have  imited  in 
such  a  demonstration,  and  that  if  it  had 
been  made  the  assent  of  Turkey  to  the 
conclusions  of  the  Conference  would 
have  been  obtained.  From  neglect, 
however,  of  using  any  one  of  the  severid 
modes  which  existed  of  bringing  pres- 
sure to  bear  upon  Turkey,  every  hope  of 
success  had  been  lost,  and  the  Conference 
had  proved  a  failure.  When  the  Hoble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Elcho),  and  other 
Speakers  said  that  an  opportunity  should 
have  been  afforded  to  Turkey  to  work  out 
her  own  reforms,  and  that  the  meeting  of 
a  Parliament  in  Turkey  was  a  most  im- 
portant event,  he  would .  ask  permission 
to  quote  an  extract  from  a  despatch 
written  from  Eustchuk  by  Consul  Beade 
to  Lord  Derby.    It  ran  ajs  follows : — 

"  I  have  been  making  diligent  inquiries  as  to 
the  state  of  pubHc  feeling  in  this  vilayet,  and  I 
am  now  in  a  position  to  lay  before  your  Lord- 
ship the  result  up  to  the  present  moment.    The 
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employ^  of  the  Government  in  general  are  very 
elated  from  the  results  of  the  Conference,  and 
are  by  no  means  dejected  from  the  prospects 
of  a  war  with  Russia.  They  got  their  pay,  and 
appear  to  think  they  have  little  to  lose.  It  is 
very  different,  however,  with  the  people,  Mus- 
Biilmans  as  well  as  Christians,  who  Imow  they 
have  everything  to  lose,  and  who  continue  to 
suffer  as  much  as  ever  from  the  incorrigibly  de- 
plorable system  of  government  which  they  are 
under.    Indeed,  if  anything,  the  state  of  things 

is  worse  than  ever I  am  assured  .... 

that  were  a  foreign  force  (a  Russian  one  alone 
excepted)  to  make  its  appearance  in  this  Pro- 
vince, it  would  be  received  by  the  whole  popu- 
lation, Mussulman  as  well  as  Christian,  minus 
the  employes,  with  open  arms." — [Turkey ^  1877, 
p.  188.J 

Could  anything  have  shown  better  the 
fiasco  of  the  Conference,  at  which  Lord 
Salisbury  had  been  permitted  to  menace 
Turkey  with  a  Eussian  war?     It  was 
consequently    not    fair    now  to    abuse 
Eussia  for  coercing  Turkey.    It  could 
not  be  desirable  to  give  T^urkey  further 
opportunities  of  reform,  and  the  opening 
of  a  Turkish  Parliament  could  have  no 
important  efiPect,   considering  that  the 
Christian  Deputies  were  nominated  by 
the  Government.    The  promises  of  that 
Parliament  came  to  nothing,  and  certain 
decisions  already  were  fatal  to  all  reform. 
One  of  these  was  that  no  Christian  Go- 
vernor could  be  appointed,  and  another 
that  no  Christian  should  be  in  the  Army. 
He  wished  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House  for  a  moment  to  the  state  of  the 
Provinces  of  Bosnia  and  Herzegovina, 
which  were  the  original  cause  of  the  in- 
surrection, but  to  whom  since  the  Bul- 
garian atrocities  very  little  notice  had 
been  accorded.    He  did  so,  because  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AfiPairs  had  read  a  despatch  from  Consul 
Holmes  describing  the  state  of  Bosnia 
in    glowing    terms.     He    (Mr.    Shaw 
Lefevre)  had  been  in  constant  commu- 
nication with  a  relative  in  one  of  those 
Provinces,  and  from  all  the  accounts  he 
received,  and  which  he  believed  to  be  of 
an  authentic  character,  he  was  in  a  posi- 
tion to  say  that  the  statements  of  Mr. 
Holmes   were  wholly  unreliable.     He 
could  not  but  think  that  the  Gbvemment 
had  been  misled,  but  not  wilfully,  by  that 
gentleman,  who  himself  said  he  was  re- 
ported to  be  a  passionate  Turkophile. 
Mr.  Holmes  only  knew  Turkish  and  was 
unacquainted  with  the  language  of  the 
Native  population,  and  whose  communi- 
cations with  them  were  made  entirely 
through  the  Turkish  authorities.    Con- 
sul Holmes  had  informed  us  tiiat  there 
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was  no  insurrection  at  this  momeot  in 
Bosnia,  that  the  few  so-called  insurgnti 
were  a  mere  band  of  brigands,  and  that 
the    refuges  from    Bosnia    had   b«cn 
driven  away,  not  by  the  atrocitie«  of  the 
Turks,  but  by  fear  of  the  inmngeatii. 
In  both  these  respects  Consul  Hdmes 
was  completely  misinformed.     Upwardi 
of  two-thirds   of  the  whole   ChristiaB 
population  of  Bosnia  and  Hersegovint 
had  fled  across  the  frontier.    Th««  wen 
about  110,000  in  Austria,  and  neariy 
the  same  number  in  the  two  P^vineef 
of  Montenegro  and  Servia;  they  hftd 
been  driven  away  from  time  to  time  by 
bands  of  Bashi  Basouks,  who  committed 
every  kind  of  atrocity.  Hewasinfonned, 
on  good  authority,  that  no  fewer  than 
1,700  villages  in  Bosnia  and  Heraego- 
vina  had  been  burnt.     [Mr.  Bouan: 
Name!]      He  would   give  his   autho- 
rity to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  \it 
must  decline  to  state  it  to  the  Hoiue. 
He  might,  however,  mention  one  autho- 
rity— namely,  Mr.  Evans,  the  author  of 
a  book  of  travels  in  Bosnia.     If  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  had  any  doubt  on  the  subject, 
he  would  refer  him  to  the  despatdi  of 
Vice  Consul  Freeman,  dated  March  17. 
Mr.   Freeman   spoke  of  the   atrooitiM 
committed  by  the  Turks,  of  the  grett 
extent  of  the  insurrection,  and  of  th« 
refugees  havine  been  driven  away  by 
the  atrocities  of  the  Turks.    NumenMi* 
refugees  had,  doubtless,  been  permitted 
to  return  to  their  country ;  but  in  almoft 
every  case  in  which  they  had  returned, 
they  had  been  received  with  such  dread- 
ful acts  of  cruelty  that  they  had  been 
driven  back  over  the  Austrian  fronti«r 
The  condition  of  Bosnia  and  Herzego- 
vina was  so  terrible  that  measures  shcmld 
be  taken  to  ameliorate  it.    He  asked 
whether  some  responsibilitv  for  that  con- 
dition did  not  rest  on  England  f    It  ip* 
peared  to  him  that  it  was  the  duty  of  thU 
country  in  every  respect,  as  a  matter  of 
honour  and  justice,  to  do  something  for 
the  unfortunate  Christianpopulation  in 
these  Provinces  in  the  East.    In  eon- 
dusion,  he  would  simply  say  that  th« 
honour  of  the  country  and  the  interest! 
of  peace  of  Europe  were  involved  in  pro- 
ceeding flirther  m  the  direction  pointed 
out  in  the  Kesolutions  of  his  right  bon. 
Friend,  and  therefore  he  intended  to 
give  them  his  cordial  support 

Mb.  J.  E.  YOBKE  said,  if  he  hid 
believed  that  this  country  could  at  tht 
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present  time  do  anything  to  ameliorate 
the  condition  of  the  unfortunate  Ohris- 
tian  population  of  Bulgaria,  he  should 
have  listened  to  this  debate  with  more 
interest  and  pleasure  than  he  had  been 
able  to  do.  The  debate  had  been  pro- 
tracted and  important,  but  he  submitted 
that  between  tiie  two  equally  harmless 
propositions  which  they  had  been  de- 
bating there  was  hardly  a  penny  to 
choose.  The  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Gbaenwich 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  in  which  he  so  eloquently 
denounced  the  Turks,  could  not  possibly 
in  the  present  crisis  do  either  good  or 
harm.  It  reminded  him  of  the*celebrated 
curse  in  the  **  Jackdaw  of  Eheims  " — 

"He  cuxsed  him  in  living,  he  cursed  him  in 
dying— 
Nerer  was  heard  such  a  terrible  curse ; 
But  what  gave  rise  to  no  small  surprise, 
Nobody  seemed  a  penny  the  worse." 

Two  years  ago  he  (Mr.  J.  E.  Torke) 
brought  a  Motion  before  the  House, 
which  he  thought  at  the  time  might 
have  been  of  some  service.  At  that  tune 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich 
was  engaged  in  pelting  the  Pope  with 
pamphlets,  and  did  not  come  down  to  do 
nim  the  honour  of  listening  to  the  argu- 
ments with  which  he  supported  his  Mo- 
tion. He  at  that  time  called  attention 
to  the  threatening  condition  of  afiPairs  in 
Turkey,  and  strenuously  urged  the  Go- 
vernment before  it  was  too  late  to  try 
what  urgent  remonstrances  might  do 
with  the  Porte.  The  only  official  sup- 
port he  obtained  was  that  given  him  by 
his  light  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter),  who  came  for- 
ward manfully  and  supported  the  state- 
ments which  he  had  made.  Possibly 
there  was  then  time,  though  not  too 
much,  to  save  the  Porte  if  active  mea- 
sures had  been  taken.  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  stated 
on  that  occasion  that  the  progress  of 
Turkey  was  slow  but  sure,  and  that  he 
did  not  think  the  Christian  subjects  of 
the  Porte  had  much  to  complain  of.  The 
progress  of  Turkey  might  have  been 
sure,  but  it  certainly  was  not  slow,  for 
within  three  months  from  that  time  the 
bankruptcy  of  Turkey  was  announced, 
and  within  four  months  the  rebellion  in 
the  Herzegovina  broke  out  What  an 
age  separated  them  now  from  two  years 
ago.  They  were  somewhat  in  the  posi- 
tion of  the  friends  of  an  estimable  gentle- 
man, the  late  Mr.  Odger,  whose  remains 


were  recently  followed  to  the  grave  by 
several  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Mr. 
Odger  not  being  a  good  financier,  lived 
and  died  in  poverty,  and  his  body  was 
accompanied  to  the  grave  by  a  large 
number  of  admiring  friends,  who,  if  they 
did  not  assist  him  during  his  life,  were 
anxious  to  show  their  respect  for  him 
after  his  death.  In  the  same  way  when 
they  in  England  could  have  done  some- 
thing to  save  the  Porte  from  impending 
bankruptcy  they  held  their  hand,  and 
now  they  were  called  together  on  that 
solemn  occasion  to  shriek  over  the  grave 
of  the  independence  and  integrity  of  the 
Ottoman  Empire.  He  also  endeavoured 
on  the  occasion  to  which  he  referred  to 
point  out  the  numerous  groimds  of  hope, 
some  of  which  still  existed,  for  the  re- 
storation of  Turkey.  It  should  be  remem- 
bered that  she  had  passed  through 
severer  trials  than  the  present.  After 
the  battle  of  Navarino  her  fleet  was  de- 
stroyed, her  integrity  was  interfered 
with  by  the  creation  of  the  Kingdom  of 
Greece,  she  had  lost  her  ancient  military 
force  by  the  destruction  of  the  Janissa- 
ries, and  her  very  existence  was  threat- 
ened by  the  revolt  of  Mehemet  Ali.  Yet 
she  had  survived  these  calamities,  be- 
cause in  primitive  Oriental  societies 
recovery  followed  more  quickly  on  mis- 
fortune than  in  societies  of  a  more  com- 
plex character.  If,  at  the  time  Sultan 
Abdul  Aziz  was  dethroned  by  a  success- 
ful revolution  there  had  been  secured 
for  Turkey  a  short  interval  to  take 
breath,  it  was  possible  she  might  have 
reformed  her  ways  and  peace  been  se- 
cured. But  the  ambition  of  Bussia  was 
the  obstacle  that  stood  in  the  way.  All 
who  had  followed  the  various  phases  of 
the  Eastern  Question  would  agree  with 
what  was  stated  in  the  Turkish  mani- 
festo as  to  the  machinations  of  Bussia 
and  especially  of  her  Ambassador,  Gene- 
ral IgnatiefiP.  In  his  opinion  the  mani- 
festo of  the  Turks  was  both  dignified 
and  true,  and  as  a  proof  he  would  refer 
to  a  despatch  dated  December  10,  1876, 
from  Sir  Henry  Elliot  to  Lord  Salisbury 
to  show  that  the  former  believed  it  to  be 
an  entire  delusion  on  the  part  of  the 
English  newspapers  to  suppose  that, 
provided  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  and 
General  Ignatieff  could  come  to  an  un- 
derstanding upon  the  measures  of  reform 
to  be  expected  from  the  Porte,  no  further 
difficulty  need  be  apprehended,  as  the 
acquiescence  of  the  Imperial  Govem- 
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ment  would  be  a  matter  of  oourse.  Sir 
Henry  Elliot  added — 

"The  united  action  of  Great  Britain  and 
RoMia  most  have  immenie  weight  with  the 
Porte,  bat  the  influence  of  Her  Maiesty'i  Gk>- 
vemment  as  a  friendly  adviser  is  not  what  it 
was  a  short  time  ago.  The  declaration  of  im- 
portant personages  that  the  Turks  must  be 
driven  out  of  Europe  causes  a  feeling  of  distrust 
a^^ainst  anything  we  may  recommend  in  concert 
with  Russia.  Convinoed  that  Russia  intends  to 
attack  it,  the  whole  nation  has  resolved  to  offer 
the  best  resistance  in  its  power,  and  that  resist- 
ance will  certainly  be  stuobom,  though  possibly 
futile ;  but  the  Turks  say  there  would  be  leas 
discredit  in  being  driven  bv  force  from  their 
territories  than  in  being  cajoled  out  of  them." 

In  a  conversation,  too,  between  Oaptain 
Ardagh,  E.E.,  and  a  Turkish  gentleman 
it  was  remarked  pointedly  that 

"  the  confidence  which  had  long  been  rcrposed 
by  the  mass  of  the  Mahomedan  population  in 
Kngland  as  their  best  friend  and  adviser  was 
rudely  shaken  b^  the  expressions  ^nployed  by 
Mr.  Gladstone  m  regard  to  them,  and  that, 
although  they  were  convinced  of  the  friendly 
attitude  of  the  present  Government,  they  were 
bound  to  consider  that,  in  a  Constitutional  coun- 
try like  England,  Mr.  Gladstone's  Party,  as 
tliey  descried  it,  might  any  day  come  into 
power  and  reverse  the  policy  of  their  Predeces- 
sors." 

There  was  one  subject  to  which  he  wished 
to  refer  before  he  sat  down,  and  that  waa, 
he  wished  to  call  attention  to  the  undig- 
nified position  in  which  we  stood  wim 
regard  to  the  Tripartite  Treaty,  by  which 
France,  Austria,  and  England  guaranteed 
the  independence  and  integrity  of  the  Ot- 
toman Empire,  and  agreed  that  any  attack 
upon  Turkey's  independence  would  be 
considered  by  them  a  easw  beUi,  Now  if 
the  second  Besolution  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  carried,  what  position 
would  this  country  find  itself  in,  sup- 
posing— which  he  admitted  was  not  very 
likely  to  happen — that  we  were  called 
on  by  France  and  Austria  to  make  war 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Tripartite 
Treaty?  We  would  find  ourselves  in 
the  ambiguous  position  of  having  passed 
a  Besolution  in  the  House  of  Commons 
at  once  in  contravention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Declaration  and  of  our  interna- 
tional obligations.  He  was  suiprised 
that  the  nffht  hon.  Oentleman  did  not 
make  this  Ireaty  the  object  of  his  attack, 
for  on  a  former  occasion  he  made  a  state- 
ment in  reference  to  the  Treaties  and 
the  different  guarantees  by  which  this 
country  was  bound,  and  he  said  there  was 
not  an  inmiense  difference  in  them,  and 
he  said  that  he  was  of  opinion  that  the 
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Tripartite  Treaty  waa  the  one  of  all  <Am» 
from  which  this  country  could  not  libe- 
rate itself  without  the  assent  of  Fraaee 
and  Austria.  He  contended  that  is 
bringing  forward  these  Beeolutioas  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  had  taken  a 
course  which  might  embarrais  the  Go- 
vernment, while,  on  the  other  ha»d, 
the  conduct  of  the  Prime  Ministw 
had  been  made  the  object  of  oontinnil 
attack  by  hon.  Members  opposite,  §ot 
he  had  been  accused  of  regaiding 
the  Bulgarian  atrocities  with  ornicu 
sneers  and  with  having  concealed  evi- 
dence in  his  possession  as  to  the  feel- 
ings and  disposition  of  the  Eii4>6rQr  of 
Kussia ;  and  yet  it  had  never  been  im- 
puted to  him  that  at  any  critical  period 
in  the  history  of  the  country  he  had 
come  forward  to  embarrass  the  Ooven- 
ment  of  the  day  with  Besolutions  such 
as  those  before  the  House.  In  his  speech 
at  Glasgow  in  November,  1873,  Mr. 
Disraeli  said — 

*' Whenever  this  countxy  is  extenuUl^  ts- 
Tolred  in  a  di£Scalty,  whatever  I  may  think  of 
its  cause  or  origin,  those  with  whom  I  act  aai 
myself  have  no  other  duty  to  fulfil  but  to  m^ 
port  the  existing  Government  in  extzicatiny  tas 
country  from  its  difficulties  and  vindicatia^  ikt 
honour  and  interests  of  Great  Britain." 

In  his  opinion  the  conduct  of  L^rd 
Beaconsfield  during  these  neffotiatioBS 
had  been  wise,  patriotic,  and  nignlfM. 
He  (Mr.  J.  B.  Torke)  did  not  wish  to  im- 
pute to  the  Emperor  of  Bussia  through- 
out these  negotiations  any  intention  to 
deceive.  He  was,  no  doubt,  honourable 
and  true  in  his  declarations;  but  few 
persons  had  less  control  over  the  desti- 
nies of  the  future  than  a  despotic  Baler. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  Prime  Ifinistiw 
of  a  country  like  this  was  powerAil  be- 
cause he  had  the  people  of  the  countiy 
at  his  back,   and  was  supported  by  a 

great  Party,  whereas  the  femperor  of 
ussia  was  a  despotic  Buler,  ana  though 
he  might  desire  peace  he  might  by  fiora 
of  circumstances  De  driven  into  war.  T6 
rely  upon  his  intention,  therefore,  was 
to  rely  upon  a  broken  reed.  He  wss 
sorry  he  nad  detained  the  House  so 
long;  but  he  hoped  that  whaa  tiny 
went  to  a  division  the  House  would 
show  that  the  (Government  still  retained 
the  confidence  of  the  country,  and  that 
the  majority  would  be  an  indnoemeot  to 
the  Government  to  pursue  in  the  future, 
as  in  the  past,  that  oourse  with  xegatd 
to  their  foreign  policy  which  would  Mit 
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serve  the  interests  of  the  coantxy,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  be  worthy  of  public 
support. 

Sib  JOHN  LT7BB0CK  said,  that  in 
the  few  remarks  he  was  anxious  to  ad- 
dress to  the  House,  he  should  not  discuss 
the  question  before  it  in  any  Party  spirit. 
Indeed,  he  was  as  anxious  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ohristohurch  (Sir  H.  Brum- 
mond  Wolff)  that  the  House  should  not 
pass  any  Resolution  which  would  be 
likely  to  embarrass  the  Oovemment. 
But  he  could  see  nothing  in  those  now 
proposed  which  could  haye  such  -an 
effect,  and  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  me  Home  Secretary 
seemed  to  him  to  be  as  strong  an 
argument  in  their  favour  as  any  which ' 
had  been  delivered  from  the  Liberal 
side  of  the  House.  Before,  however,  he 
proceeded  to  consider  the  course  which 
this  country,  under  existing  circum- 
stances,  should  pursue,  he  trusted  he 
might  be  allowed  to  express  the  pain 
wim  which  he  listened  on  Tuesday  even- 
ing to  the  accusations  brought  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Shield 
(Mr.  Boebuck)  i^^ainst  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ghraenwich, 
who  had  done  so  much  for  the  benefit  of 
his  countxy.  For  his  part,  he  begged 
to  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
the  condliatory  course  which  he  had 
adopted.  He  should  hardly  have  thought 
it  possible  for  any  one  sitting  on  mat 
side  of  the  House  to  forget  the  splendid 
services  he  had  rendered  to  the  countiy, 
and  the  numerous  victories  to  which  he 
had  led  the  Liberal  Party  during  his 
long  and  illustrious  career.  As  regarded 
the  Besolutions  now  before  the  House,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  there  were  three 
principal  questions  before  the  eoimtry — 
shotdd  they  join  Bussia  and  go  to  war 
against  Turkey ;  should  they  join  Tur- 
key and  go  to  war  against  Bussia ;  or 
should  they  maintain  a  strict  neutrality? 
As  to  the  first  point,  whether  they  should 
join  Bussia  and  fight  against  Turkey, 
the  second  Besolution  in  its  original 
form  stated  that,  unldl  the  conduct  of 
the  Porte 

"  had  been  eaeexitially  changed  and  guaran- 
tees on  behalf  of  the  subject  populationfl  had 
been  given,  Ihe  Porte  had  lost  aU  claim  to  re- 
ceiye  the  material  or  moral  support  of  the  Bri- 
tish Crown." 

These  words,  however,  clearly  implied 
that  Turkey  would  have,  if  not  a  leg^, 
at  any  rate  an  indirect,  daim  on  this 


country  for  material  aid  under  certain 
conditions.  If  we  were  to  pass  this  Be- 
solution in  that  form,  and  if,  then,  Tur- 
key punished  the  offenders  and  gave 
material  guaranteesfor  improved  govern- 
ment, surely  it  would  have  been  very 
difficult  for  us  to  refuse  to  assist  her. 
How  could  we  have  said — "  It  is  true 
you  have  fulfilled  all  our  conditions,  but 
still  you  must  not  expect  any  help  from 
us  ?  "  This  Besolution  m  its  original  form, 
in  fact,  took  the  decision  of  peace  or  war 
out  of  the  hands  of  this  House  and  our 
gracious  Sovereign,  and  transferred  it  to 
8ie  National  Assembly  of  Turkey  and 
the  will  of  the  Sultan.  He  was  glad, 
however,  that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
himself  thought  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Border 
Burghs  (Mr.  Trevelycm)  to  be  an  im- 
provement. He  (Sir  John  Lubbock) 
considered  it  to  be  most  important 
from  their  point  of  view,  and  that,  in 
its  amended  form,  it  represented  the 
opinions  of  an  immense  majority  of 
the  people  of  this  coimtry.  As  it  at 
present  stood,  it  de^trly  expressed  that 
the  Porte,  by  its  cruelty  and  misgo- 
vemment  had  forfeited  all  claim  on 
us.  Then  they  came  to  the  second 
question,  should  we  join  Bussia  and 
coerce  Turkey  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Greenwich,  in  his 
fourth  Besolution  and  in  his  speech, 
called  upon  us  to  ''exact"  certain  re- 
forms from  Turkey.  Exaction,  however, 
implied  force,  and  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  pledged  themselves  to 
Turkey  to  use  no  force.  He  regretted 
very  much  that  Her  Majesty's  Gbvem- 
ment  should  have  made  any  such  an- 
noimcement.  After  that  had  been  done, 
there  was  certainly  very  little  chance  of 
bringing  the  negotiations  to  any  satisfac- 
tory termination.  But,  whatever  course 
it  might  have  been  advisable  for  us  to 
take  when  Turkey  rejected  all  our  repre- 
sentations, if  we  had  been  free  to  act,  it 
seemed  to  him  that,  under  existing  cir- 
cumstances, when  war  had  broken  out, 
and  after  the  solemn  assurances  given 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  Turkey 
that  we  would  not  use  force,  the  House 
could  not  call  on  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  make  war  on  Turkey.  Even 
those  who  most  regretted,  as  he  did, 
that  such  assurances  should  have  been 
given,  must  feel  that  we  were  bound  by 
them.  He  had  avoided  entering  into 
any  criticisms  of  the  past,  nor  would  he 
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speculate  on  the  future.  There  was 
much  to  be  said  for  unitmg  Bulgaria  to 
Boumania,  for  annexing  Bosnia  and 
Herzegovina  to  Austria,  and  for  a  large 
addition  to  the  kingdom  of  (Greece. 
These  questions  might  arise  hereafter, 
but  they  were  not  before  them  now. 
For   the  present,  there   remained  the 

Silioy  of  a  strict  and  watchful  neutrality, 
e  had  listened  with  much  pleasure  to 
that  part  of  the  Home  Secretary's  speech 
in  which  he  announced  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  unanimously 
in  favour  of  that  course,  an  announce- 
ment received  with  great  and  general 
satisfaction  throughout  the  country.  He 
thouffht  it  was  desirable  that  nothing 
should  be  said  in  that  House  which 
could  inflame  the  feelings  of  the  people 
of  this  coimtry  against  Kussia.  A  strong 
feeling  of  irritation  was,  he  feared, 
springing  up,  and  those  who  said  any- 
tning  calculated  to  fan  it,  took  upon 
themselves  a  very  serious  responsibihty. 
They  had  heard  much  of  English  in- 
terests abroad,  but  were  not  English  in- 
terests much  stronger  at  home — upon  the 
shores  of  the  Thames  and  the  Mersey, 
rather  than  at  Batoum  and  other  places 
in  Turkey?  They  ought  to  remember 
that  Eussia  co-operated  in  freeing 
Greece,  Servia,  and  Eoumania.  He 
thought  that  at  present  it  would  be 
wiser,  more  eenerous,  and  more  poli- 
tic to  suspend  their  judgment,  than  to 
condemn  Kussia,  though  Russia  must 
know  that  this  country  viewed  her  con- 
duct with  distrust  in  consequence  of 
what  had  occurred  in  the  past.  Still 
they  ouffht  not  to  forget  that  the  Em- 
peror Alexander  had  liberated  the  serfs, 
and  therefore  he  hoped  that  the  Ozar 
would  now  show  that  in  the  present 
crisis  he  had  been  acting  a  loyal  part : 
that  his  object  was  to  benefit  the  unfortu- 
nate Christians  of  Turkey ;  that  he  had 
not  been  so  base  as  to  use  their  suffer- 
ings as  a  mere  excuse  for  his  own  ag- 
grandizement. If  the  Emperor  Alex- 
ander fulfilled  the  pledges  he  had  given, 
he  would  add  a  bright  page  to  the  his- 
tory of  his  coimtnr,  set  a  noble  example 
to  the  world,  and  do  more  to  promote 
the  true  interests  and  prosperity  of 
Russia,  than  if  he  added  many  miUions 
to  his  subjects  and  annexed  even  the 
fairest  provinces  of  Asia  to  his  already 
gigantic  dominions. 

Mb.  GRANTHAM  said,  he  approved 
more  of  the  plain-spoken  principles  of 
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the  hon.Member  for  Liakeard(lIr.Ooiii- 
ney)  than  of  the  vote-catohing  PQ^nr 
enunciated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bead- 
ing (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  who  supportsd 
the  course  taken  by  the  right  hon.OflBtl*- 
mantheMemberforGreenwich,  beoaaatit 
would  add  to  the  numbers  at  the  libofal 
side  on  the  Division  List  .Probably  that 
would  be  the  case,  for  though  the  Hooae 
knew,  yet  the  people  outside  would  nol 
know  ihat  the  division  was  taken  upon 
one  of  the  Resolutions,  for  the  rooeAos 
delivered  b^  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentk- 
men  opposite  had  been  directed  to  the 
five  Resolutions  as  they  were  placed  oa 
the  Table  of  the  House  by  the  ri^t  hoo. 
(Gentleman,  and  the  people  outsida  th« 
House  would  naturally  assume  that  tk» 
division  was  really  upon  them.  Hoa. 
Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  Ho«st 
had  been  most  unjustly  taunted  with 
beinff  indifferent  to  the  atrocities  whick 
had  been  committed  in  certain  of  tht 
Turkish  Provinces.  For  his  pari,  ht 
could  say  that  he  should  not  havf 
risen  to  address  the  House,  bat  lor 
the  taunts  which  had  been  cast  at  boo. 
Members  on  that  side  of  the  House,  be- 
cause of  their  apparently  inconnatsBt 
opinions  respecting  the  atrocity  meetiagf 
of  last  Autumn.  They  agreed  on  that 
side  with  hon.  Members  opposite  in  n- 
joicing  at  the  outburst  of  national  indig- 
nation when  these  atrocities  were  heara 
of;  but  they  were  also  all  agreed  on  that 
side  of  the  House  in  a  feeling  of  it**ii^«l 
indignation  against  those  who  had  ntsd 
those  atrocities  for  the  purpose  of  endea- 
vouring to  rally  the  broken  forces  of  tht 
Liberal  Party.  The  sufferings  of  ths 
poor  Christians  had  been  moro  a  cry  for 
the  purpose  of  catching  votes  for  tht 
poor  LiWal  Partv  of  England.  H« 
(Mr.  Grantham)  had  attended  one  of  tht 
Autumn  meetings  at  which  the  rifht  boo. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  London  Uni- 
versity (Mr.  Lowe)  delivered  that  r»- 
markable  speech  in  which  he  declared 
that  the  policy  of  England  must  be 
changed,  and  that,  whUe  begging  fbr- 
giveness  of  Russia  for  what  was  past, 
England  should  ask  to  be  allowed  to 
join  her  in  the  futuro.  It  was  true  that 
there  was  some  talk  about  Turkish 
cruelty  at  that  meeting ;  but  there  was 
much  moro  about  Tory  coldness  and 
want  of  sympathy,  and  that  nothing 
would  satidPjr  the  people  of  En^and  bat 
the  substitution  of  the  right  hon.  MeoK 
ber  for  Greenwich  and  ma  Friends  for 
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Lord  Beaoonsfield  and  the  present  Mini- 
stiy.  He  felt  justified  in  publicly  de- 
nouncing there  the  false  pretences  under 
which  he  had  been  inveigled  to  that 
meeting.  Never  was  there  a  time  when 
the  irresponsible  intellect  of  the  country 
had  such  a  dangerous  power  as  at  pre- 
sent, never  was  there  a  time  when  one 
man  by  his  pen  or  his  voice  could  have 
such  influence  in  the  country  for  good  or 
ill ;  and  he  therefore  asked  the  people 
of  England  to  take  warning  by  the  les- 
son of  last  Autumn, « and  not  always  to 
believe  in  the  speeches  and  writinfips, 
however  brilliant,  that  were  made  by 
thoee  who  were  not  responsible  for  the 
government  of  the  country.  He  be- 
Beved  that  the  wise  and  prudent  conduct 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  had,  at  a 
most  critieal  time,  steered  the  country 
clear  of  an  imminent  danger,  and  he 
therefore  heartily  supported  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Ghentleman  the  Member 
for  Ghristchujch. 

Mb.  WALTEB  said,  he  should  f oUow 
the  advice  which  he  had  ventured,  some- 
what presumptuously,  to  offer  to  the 
House  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  even- 
ing, and  condense  ms  remarks  into  the 
apace  of  a  few  minutes.  His  object  was 
to  offer  a  few  observations,  founded  on 
what  he  might  call  the  key-note  of  the 
evening's  debate,  which  was  sounded  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs.  He  referred 
to  that  which  had,  in  his  opinion,  been 
the  mistaken  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gt>V6mment  during  the  earlier  part  of 
the  negotiations  which  had  resulted  in 
the  present  war,  a  policy  which  he  would 
describe  as  one  of  international  coercion. 
His  hon.  Friend,  following  in  the  line  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  spoke  strongly  and  em- 

Shatically  against  the  right  or  expe- 
iency  of  using  coercion  under  almost 
any  conceivable  circumstances,  but  espe- 
ciidly  imder  the  circumstances  to  which 
their  attention  had  been  recently  and 
painfully  called.  He  proposed  to  sub- 
mit to  his  hon.  Friend  who  opened  the 
evening's  debate  certain  reasons  which 
induced  him  (Mr.  Walter)  to  think  that 
the  policy  was  mistaken,  and  those 
reasons  were  proved  by  one  of  the  ob- 
jects which  the  Government  had  in  view 
— namely,  the  maintenance  of  peace. 
He  held  tiiat  no  State  could,  by  virtue  of 
any  Treaty  or  other  obligation,  divest 
itself  of  its  natural  right  to  interfere,  if 
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necessary,  by  force  of  arms,  with  any 
other  State,  if  circumstances  justified 
such  interference.  And  he  held  that  the 
circumstances  which,  in  our  case,  could 
justify  such  interference  were  such  as 
would  interfere  with  the  peace  of  Europe 
or  would  involve  the  maintenance  or 
suppression  of  some  gross  system  of 
tyranny  or  persecution.  There  was  a 
remarkable  instance  of  this  international 
injierference  which  occurred  within  the 
recollection  of  himself  and  of  many  Mem- 
bers of  the  House — ^he  referred  to  the  in- 
terference of  England  and  France  in  the 
separation  between  Belgium  and  Holland. 
That  was  a  case  in  which  the  English  Go- 
vernment pursued  a  policy  precisely  op- 
posite and  different  from  that  which  she 
had  seen  fit  to  adopt  on  the  present  oc- 
casion, and  which  was  advocated  by  his 
hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Bourke).  In 
the  year  1814  this  country,  in  conjunc- 
tion with  Bussia,  Prussia,  and  Austria, 
solemnly  created  and  guaranteed  an  union 
between  Holland  and  Belgium.  They 
did  it  by  virtue  of  conquest,  and  for  the 
purpose  of  maintaining  a  certain  balance 
of  power  in  Europe.  That  Treaty  was 
farther  confirmed  by  the  Congress  of 
Vienna,  and  the  state  of  things,  so 
settled,  subsisted  for  15  years  down  to 
1830,  when  France,  England,  Prussia, 
Bussia,  and  Austria,  as  the  result  of 
Conferences  held,  determined  upon  the 
separation  of  Belgium  and  Holland. 
But  that  was  not  all.  The  separation 
was  assented  to  by  the  Xing  of  Holland, 
but  subsequent  arrangements  were  neces- 
sary in  order  to  carry  the  Treaty  into 
effect.  A  Conference  was  therefore  held 
in  London,  and  various  bases  of  separa- 
tion, which  were  called  '' irrevocable 
bases,"  although  they  were  repeatedly 
changed,  were  laid  down  for  ^e  pur- 
poses of  the  arrsLUgement  for  carrying 
the  separation  into  effect.  The  con- 
ditions were  extremely  hard  upon 
Holland,  whose  King  naturally  ob- 
jected to  Belgium  agreeing  to  them. 
Other  bases  still  more  severe,  strict, 
and  harsh  were  then  laid  on  Hol- 
land, and  when  Holland  declined  to 
accept  them,  England  and  France,  with- 
out the  concurrence,  and,  indeed,  against 
the  wish  of  the  other  co-signatories  to 
the  Treaty  united,  used  the  force  of 
arms,  and  by  besieging  Antwerp  com- 
pelled the  King  of  Holland  to  accept 
the  terms.  He  did  not  complain  of  that 
act  of  interference,  although  he  remem- 
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bered  that,  in  this  country,  the  excite- 
ment at  the  time  exceeded  anything  that 
had  occurred  in  connection  with  the  pre« 
sent  war.  But  if  that  act  was  justifiaDle, 
it  was  surely  a  far  more  high-handed 
act  than  that  which  Eussia  had  per- 
formed on  the  present  occasion,  and  in- 
comparably more  high-handed  than  that 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
have  performed  had  they  taken  a  more 
sound  and  correct  view  of  their  inter- 
national obligations — ^he  meant  the  step 
of  enforcing  upon  Turkey  the  law  and 
the  will  of  JBurope.  The  mistake  which 
had  run  through  all  the  negotiations  and 
policy  of  the  Government  from  the  very 
beginning  of  these  unhappy  transactions 
had  been  their  settled  determination  on 
no  account  whatever  to  entertain  ihe  idea 
of  a  concerted  interference  of  Europe  in 
order  to  carry  out  its  will.  England 
interfered  in  the  case  of  Holland  in 
order  to  preserve  her  and  Belgium  from 
civil  war,  and  if  it  was  justifiable  to  in- 
terfere for  such  a  purpose,  there  was 
surely  a  better  ground  for  interference 
in  the  cause  of  humanity  and  of  a  coun- 
try misgoverned  and  Provinces  so  tyranni- 
ceJly  nded  as  had  been  the  Turkish  Fto- 
vinces  during  many  years.  A  great  deal 
had,  and  more  mi^ht  be  said  about  the 
non-acceptance  of  the  Berlin  Memo- 
randum by  the  Gbvemment.  Its  accept- 
ance would,  undoubtedly,  have  given  a 
f)od  basis  for  the  concerted  action  of 
urope ;  but  at  the  time  'when  it  was 
presented  it  was  fair  to  urffe  there  did 
not  exist  the  same  means  for  bringing 
pressure  on  the  Turkish  Government 
that  there  had  since  been,  for  the  Bul- 
garian massacres  had  not  yet  occurred. 
Had  they  only  occurred  before  the 
Memorandum,  public  opinion  would 
have  forced  the  (Government  to  accept 
it.  The  Conference  followed  upon  the 
non-acceptance,  and  he  believed  the 
failure  of  that  Conference  was  predes- 
tined to  be  a  failure.  The  mission  of 
Lord  Salisbury  reminded  him  of  the 
mission  of  two  very  eminent  Ambassa- 
dors to  another  great  tyrant  in  a  much 
earlier  period  in  the  world's  history  than 
the  present.  Two  Ambassadors  were 
sent  to  Pharaoh,  King  of  Egypt,  with 
regard  to  the  liberation  of  tne  chosen 
people  from  bondage ;  but  the  difference 
between  their  mission  and  that  of  Lord 
Salisbury  was  that  Moses  and  Aaron 
were  armed  with  the  power  of  plagues, 
while  the  noble  Marquess  who  repre- 
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sented  England  at  OonBtantuui^ 
no  such  power.  In  spite  of  tfaiB,  hov- 
ever,  it  might  turn  out — and  ke  ikoald 
not  be  surpised  at  it — tkat  the  wy 
policy  adopted  bv  the  GovemoMBt — * 
policy  which  haa  landed  Uie  Takak 
Empire  in  war — might,  tbonffh  not 
at  once,  be  the  means  of  detemi- 
ning  the  existence  of  that  Empm. 
IxxSdng  at  the  Beeolations,  he  «»- 
tirely  concurred  with  the  opinion  of  }6m 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Seoralazy 
that  at  the  present  moment  Flagiand  had 
only  one  polipy — ^namely,  a  poooy  of  ob- 
servation and  neutrality.  It  rnnet  be 
borne  in  mind  that  in  debatiiiff  thk 
question  they  were  in  the  poaition  oi 
persons  who,  having  only  seen  two  aete 
of  a  drama,  pro^eded  to  cooatniet 
theories  as  to  its  dose.  The  seoond  act 
of  this  drama  was  now  prooeedinK,  but 
how  that  act  might  develop  iteelf  tbey 
could  form  only  a  very  impmieot  oj^inka. 
With  regard  to  the  third  act,  whidi  »- 
lated  to  me  negotiations  that  moat  iaerii- 
ably  foUow  the  war,  they  were  ia  total 
ignorance.  How  could  they,  therafaM. 
attempt  to  pass  a  judjnnent  satisfaotooly 
to  themselves,  or  to  form  now  anv  jodg- 
ment  at  all  upon  transactions  of  vbiek 
they  only  knew  a  part?  Years  benos 
the  historian  of  those  events  might  bam 
very  great  reason  to  sav  how  bliBflllj 
and  impotently  the  whole  sobjeot  bad 
been  tinted.  For  his  own  part,  he 
devoutly  hoped  that  it  might  be  abnplj 
the  threshoM  of  the  Eastern  Qoesticni — a 
question  which  had  been  the  tenor  aad 
bugbear  of  statesmen  from  the  begiunag 
of  this  century.  What  was  that  ques- 
tion? Surely,  it  did  not  mean  a  ooa- 
tinuance  and  maintenance  of  the  Tu^isli 
Empire,  nor  did  it  mean  a  snbstitntioa 
of  Kussian  fbr  Turkish  rule.  Neitbsr 
of  these  was  the  problem  whioh  atates 
men  had  in  their  minds  when  th^  talked 
of  the  Eastern  Question.  The  real  qam^ 
tion  was  the  true  mode  of  dealing  with 
the  dismembered  elements  of  what  now 
constituted  the  Turkish  Empize.  In  bis 
view,  speaking  under  clouds  of  naoer- 
tainty,  the  problem  was  one  that  nineC 
sooner  or  latter  be  sohredi  but  it  oonld 
not  be  solved  by  statesmen  who  said— 
'*  Don't  mention  it  in  my  time ;  let  it 
be  reserved  for  those  to  deal  wiAl  wbo 
will  come  after  me."  He  should  not  be 
surprised  if  he  lived  to  witness  a  eohi- 
tion  of  this  question.  He  believed  that* 
at  all  events,  their  descendants  wt>iild 
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tion ;  bnt  with  no  intention  whatever  of 
supporting  the  Turks.  He  did  not 
blame  the  Govenunent  for  not  having 
used  ooendon.  If  they  thought  that  to 
use  coercion  would  occasion  greater  evils 
than  now  ezisted ;  if  they  mought  that 
it  would  bring  into  play  dangerous  com- 
pHcationa  between  Germany  and  France, 
and  would  perhaps  bring  about  the 
massaere  of  the  Christians  in  the  Tur- 
kish FM>vinoe8,  they,  acting  under  a 
sense  of  their  responsibility,  were  quite 
right  not  to  use  it.  Had  they  used  it  he 
should  have  praised  them;  but  he  did 
not  blame  them  for  not  having  used  it. 
He  was  prepared  to  vote  any  money 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
might  ask  for  keeping  the  Russians  out 
of  Constantinople,  but  he  would  not 
vote  one  shilling  to  keep  the  Turks  in  it. 
Mb.  HEEMON  thought  it  was 
scarcely  sufficiently  understood  that  the 
people  of  this  countiy  were  not  inclined 
to  go  to  war,  either  on  behalf  of  Bnssia 
or  of  Turkey.  Connected  as  he  was 
with  trade,  and  with  a  part  of  England 
which  was  dependent  entirely  upon  the 
commerce  of  the  Kingdom,  he  could  bear 
testimony  to  the  fact  that  the  warlike 
speeches,  resolutions,  and  meetings  of 
which  so  much  had  been  heard  had  a 
tendency  to  upset  that  revival  of  industry 
of  which  they  were  sanguine  enough  to 
believe  they  had  seen  some  evidence. 
On  behalf  of  those  whom  he  represented 
he  was  prepared  to  say  that  the  con- 
stituency of  Preston  were  not  prepared 
to  go  to  war  in  support  of  either  Kussia 
or  Turkey.  They  were  not  prepared 
to  go  to  war  either  in  defence  of  a  de- 
dimng  £tmpire,  which  was  unworthy  to 
exist  in  its  present  state,  or  in  support 
of  a  Government  which  sought  to  enforce 
upon  another  country  which  was  too 
weak  to  withstand  the  pressure  prin- 
ciples which  were  abhorrent  to  English- 
men. For  his  own  part,  he  admired  the 
charact^  of  neither  the  Bussian  nor 
the  Turk.  When,  however,  the  neces- 
sity for  maintaining  the  honour  of  the 
country  arose,  or  when  a  struggle  for 
existence  had  to  be  made,  the  country 
would  give  its  full  support  to  a  bold 
policy  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
This  debate  had  shown  the  feeling  of 
the  country  on  this  question,  and  had 
proved  that  the  nation  was  now  con- 
vinced that  the  great  Power  which  was 
now  invading  Turkey  was  doing  so,  not 
altogether  for  the  sake  of  relieving  the 


look  back  n|Km  this  whole  period  of 
Toddsh  dommation  in  Eok^  as  the 
most  disgraoeflil  and  miserable  period 
of  ihia  oenlury.  He  had  lived  to  see 
changes  whieh  dO  yean  ago  thestrongest 
statesman  would  have  scouted  as  impos- 
sible. He  remembered  that  when  he 
first  entered  npon  pablio  Kfe  the  problem 
was  how  to  oreate  an  united  and  inde- 
pendent Italy ;  and  he  also  remembered 
the  look  of  surprise  and  compassion  with 
which  that  eminent  and  sagadoos  man 
Ifr^  Oiarles  Greville  received  ^  sugges- 
tion that  suck  a  consummation  was 
possible.  After  a  few  years  had  elapeed, 
however,  that  dream  became  a  reality. 
He  had  lived  to  see  the  settlement  of  an- 
other question,  which  one  of  the  devevest 
men  in  England  had  declared  would  re* 
main  to  be  settled  a  hundred  years  hence 
— namely,  that  of  the  abolitioA  of  the 
tmiporal  power  of  the  Pope.  He  had 
also  lived  to  see  the  re-eonstruction  of  the 
Oesman  Empire,  which  was  regarded  as 
being  one  of  the  greatest  problems  of  the 
age.  The  fourth  proUem  of  our  time, 
and  one  which  still  remained  to  be 
Bolvedy  was  the  Eastern  Question,  and  it 
was  one  which  statesmen  must  Htce. 
Whether  it  would  h6  solved  in  our  time 
He  only  knew  who  determined  the  fate 
of  Kingdoms;  but  that  it  would  be  solved, 
and  suved  at  no  distant  date,  he  had  not 
the  slightest  doubt.  He  would  not  de- 
tain the  House  longer,  but  would  merely 
quote  the  words  whieh  he  had  read  the 
other  day  in  Sir  Gardiner  Wilkinson's 
work  to  tiie  effect  that — 

^The  TnrkB  came  into  Europe  as  a  horde, 
tii0^  gained  power  as  a  horde,  and  they  re- 
mftmei  as  a  horde,  and  they  are  the  onl^  in- 
■tanoa  in  the  hiitory  of  the  world  in  which  a 
nation  has  gaixied  the  zenith  of  ita  power  and  is 
hastening  to  its  fall  without  ever  becoming 
civilized/' 

He  beEeved  that  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment was  incapable  of  civilization,  and 
he  was  convineed  that  that  was  the  opi- 
nion of  the  wisest  and  the  deepest 
thinkers  who  had  g^ven  their  attention 
to  the  subject.  He  should  give  his  vote 
in  £avour  of  this  Besolntion,  not  because 
he  thought  that  it  conveyed  any  censure 
upon  the  Government,  but  because  it 
onbodied  the  views  he  had  just  ex* 
pressed,  and  whieh  amounted  to  a  dis- 
tinct declaration  of  the  present  diplo* 
matie  attitude  of  the  country  towards 
the  Eastern  Questian.  That  attitude 
was  one  of  strict  neutralify  and  observa- 
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oppressed  Christian  inhabitants  of  the 
Turkish  Provinces,  but  for  its  own  terri- 
torial aggrandizement  and  selfish  pur- 
poses. He  felt  confident  that  the  manlj 
declaration  of  the  Home  Secretary  the 
other  night,  that  the  Government  were 
entirely  wedded  to  a  system  of  strict 
neutrality,  would  win  the  confidence  of 
the  country.  We  were  not  inclined  to 
rush  into  war  for  Bussia  or  Turkey. 
Neither  of  them,  he  thought,  deserved 
our  confidence  or  esteem.  If  the  time 
should  come  when  the  GK)yemment  felt 
it  necessary  for  the  protection  of  our 
interests,  he  believed  they  would  receive 
a  generous  support  from  the  other  side. 
But  he  hoped  that  any  step  in  that  di- 
rection would  be  well-considered,  as  it 
might  lead  to  trouble  or  disaster  to  this 
country.  He  thought  the  Oovemment 
was  entitled  to  the  thanks  of  the  country, 
and  he  trusted  they  would  stick  to  their 
policy  of  neutrality. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  would  not 
have  risen  if  he  did  not  believe  that  Her 
Majesiy's  Oovemment  fairly  understood 
that,  looking  to  the  great  interest  which 
had  been  taken  in  this  debate  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  to  the  number  of 
Speakers  who  still  wished  to  address  it 
on  both  sides,  no  division  would  be  taken 
that  evening.  His  noble  Friend  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  stated  early 
in  the  evening  that  if  there  should  be 
any  chance  of  bringing  this  debate  to  a 
conclusion,  he  (}£e.  Gbsohen)  would 
willingly  surrender  any  claim  he  might 
have  to  address  the  House,  with  the 
view  that  the  debate  might  be  brought 
to  a  conclusion.  But  those  who  had  at- 
tended the  debate  through  the  course  of 
the  evening,  and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment itself,  must  recognize  that  it  could 
not  be  concluded  this  evening,  and, 
therefore,  he  proposed  to  make  some 
observations  if  the  House  would  per- 
mit. The  debate  had,  on  the  whole, 
been  satisfactoiy.  He  believed  there 
were  many  hon.  Members  on  his  side  of 
the  House  who  believed  that  this  four 
nights'  debate  had  been  most  distinctly 
of  advantage  to  the  country.  And  he 
believed  that  opinion  was  shared  even 
by  hon.  Members  opposite,  for  it  had 
been  an  advantage  to  the  country,  as 
was  said  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  that  in  the  course  of  this  debate 
many  illusions  had  been  dissipated.  He 
had  said  that  the  debate  had  been  satis- 
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factory  to  the  Oppoaitioii.  Thij  bad 
seen  a  distinct  change  of  tone  oooie 
over  the  Government.  ["No!"]  That 
was  a  matter  of  opinion,  mad  he  dmtbr 
thought  a  change  had  been  expnmbL 
He  believed  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Gb^enwiob  would  be  wtb- 
fied  that  in  doing  what  he  thought  kk 
imperative  duty  in  brinffioff  this  mat- 
ter before  the  House,  he  had  aaBiated  to 
a  great  extent  in  dispelling  the  fean 
wmoh  might  have  been  entertainad  of 
our  going  to  war.  Thoae  fears  had  ex- 
isted. They  mi^ht  have  been  unjust 
If  they  were  ui^ust,  it  was  well  that 
they  should  have  been  dispersed — that 
the  atmosphere  should  have  been  deared, 
and  that  we  should  know  better  wher» 
we  were.  He  thought  we  did  ksov 
better  where  we  were.  Ashehadsaid«h« 
believed  the  course  of  this  debate  had 
been  satisfactory  in  most  quarters,  bar 
there  was  one  quarter  where  this  debate 
he  believed  would  not  be  satJirfactorT, 
and  that  was  at  Constantinople.  Mose 
warnings  had  been  addressed  to  Toxkej, 
not  onlv  from  his  side  of  the  Hooae,  bot 
from  me  other,  than  were  oontaaned 
even  in  those  voluminous  Blue  Boob 
which  they  had  all  been  studying.  He 
believed  that  by  the  effect  of  thii 
debate  the  voice  of  the  countiy  wooU 
be  understood,  both  at  Gon8tantuiopl» 
and  in  Europe.  He  must  aUode^  t* 
so  many  other  hon.  Members  had  al- 
luded, with  satisfaction  to  the  miuilj. 
straightforward,  and  precise  speedi  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Hoou 
Department.  Bv  what  an  interval  th«j 
seemed  to  have  been  removed  froia  tht 
time  when  the  Secretary  for  War  ad< 
dressed  the  House  in  a  bellicose  qpeeeh, 
and,  without  defining  British  interests, 
poured  out  a  torrent  of  words  with  re- 
gard to  vague  interests  which  none  of 
them  could  measure  or  appreciate !  Th* 
Home  Secretary  had  tiucen  a  difiPeront 
line;  he  had  defined  British  interests^ 
and  he  (Mr.  GK)sohen)  trusted  that  befon 
this  debate  closed,  as  hon.  Members  oa 
his  side  reoognized  that  hon.  Member* 
opposite  were  not  pro-Turkish  in  the 
sense  they  were  sometimes  stated  to  be, 
so  hon.  Members  on  the  Ministerial  side 
would  reoognize  that  hon.  Members  on 
his  side  were  not  pro-Bussian  in  the 
sense  in  which  thev  were  said  to  be.  He 
hoped  there  would  be  redprooity  on  bodi 
sides.  He  trusted  it  was  not  neoessaiy 
in  a  debate  of  this  kind  for  hon.  Mem- 
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ben  on  hiB  tide  of  the  House  to  indtilge 
m  the  splendid  "  Hule  Britannia  **  pe- 
rorations which  thej  had  heard  m>m 
•ome  hon.  Members.  Some  of  those 
perorations  had  been  magnificent  and 
niblime.  The  noble  Lord  the  Vice  Pre- 
ndent  of  the  Council  (Viscount  Sandon) 
wound  up  with  a  glowing  description  of 
the  mmed  peaks  and  the  distant  seas 
orer  wl^tie  flag  of  England  waved ; 
tad  he  assured  them  that  never  would 
those  raned  peaks  and  distant  seas  be 
rarsffed  bj  the  sword.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth 
:8ir  Robert  Peel)  had  trotted  out  the 
british  Lion,  and  not  only  trotted  him 
out,  but  had  jumped  upon  his  back  and 
galloped  him  up  and  aown  the  floor  of 
that  House  amiathe  enthusiastio  plaudits 
of  his  Friends.  For  himself,  he  (Mr. 
Goiohen)  had  thought  that  noble  beast 
was  too  noble  an  animal  to  be  used  for 
fooh  circus  riding.  He  turned  with  plea- 
sure from  such  perorations  as  those  to 
the  steady  and  prudent  peroration  of  the 
Home  Seoretarr.  That  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  demied  British  interests  and 
told  them  what  they  were ;  and  in  most 
of  his  definitions  hon.  Oentlemen  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  had  been  able 
to  agree.  The  Home  Secretary  had 
•poken  of  Egypt  and  of  the  Suez  Canal, 
and  no  one,  he  believed,  in  that  House 
would  deny  that  that  was  a  British  in- 
terest. He  had  spoken  also  of  the 
Bosphorus  and  the  Dardanelles,  and  no 

Eton  on  either  side  would  deny  that 
ffland  had  an  interest  in  the  Darda- 
BslTas  and  the  Bosphorus.  They  there- 
fore found  common  g^und  on  those 
British  interests,  and  it  would  be  idle 
to  say  that  hon.  Oentlemen  on  his 
fide  of  the  House  were  one  whit 
less  keen  or  less  sealous  in  their  re- 
Kui  for  thoae  interests  than  hon. 
Members  opposite.  But  he  would  not 
pin  the  ngot  hon.  (Gentleman  —  it 
would  not  be  fair  —  to  any  statement 
or  idea  that  in  enumerating  those  Bri- 
tish interests  he  had  made  an  exhaustive 
catalogue.  No  English  Minister  could 
do  th^.  And,  therefore,  he  freely  ad- 
mitted that  there  might  be  other  British 
inttrests  which  this  country  might  be 
botmd  to  watch  over  which  were  not 
induded  in  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
maa's  catalogue.  But  he  remarked 
that  th«re  was  one  British  interest — he 
was  wrong — there  was  something  which 
once  used  to  be  considered  a  Britiah  in- 


terest, which  had  not  been  enumerated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  had 
noticed  its  absence,  the  House  would 
notice  it,  and  he  was  sure  Europe  would 
notice  it.  In  mentioning  what  were 
British  interests  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  chronicled  amongst  the 
number  the  maintenance  of  the  inde- 
pendence and  integrity  of  the  Ottoman 
£mpire.  He  wished  to  emphasize  that 
fact.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
rightlv,  as  he  considered,  omitted  that 
from  his  catalogue  of  British  interests, 
and,  if  he  had  not  omitted  it,  and  if  its 
omission  were  not  the  view  of  the  Party 
opposite,  there  would  have  been  a  clear 
issue  between  those  sitting  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  side,  and  hon.  Members 
opposite.  Because  he  believed  he  should 
not  be  disavowed  by  a  single  hon.  Mem- 
ber near  him  when  he  said  that  the 
maintenance  of  the  integrity  and  inde- 
pendence of  the  Ottoman  Empire  was  no 
longer  an  article  of  their  creed.  He 
ventured  to  say  it  was  well  that  the  Turk 
should  know  that  that  was  the  view  of 
the  House  of  Commons  and  also  of  the 
Government.  He  believed  that  the  Turk 
had  taken  a  different  view;  that  the 
Turk  throughout  thoso  proceedings  had 
said — possibly  he  was  saying  it  to  him- 
self at  that  moment,  but  he  would  not 
say  it  at  the  conclusion  of  the  debate — 
"I,  the  Turk,  am  a  British  interest." 
It  was  his  profound  conviction  that  this 
idea  in  the  Turk's  mind  that  he  was  a 
British  interest  had  been  at  the  bottom 
of  half  the  misfortunes  and  disasters 
which  had  occurred  in  those  negotiations. 
Even  although  in  the  present  Besolu- 
tions  the  House  was  asked  to  declare 
that  Turkev  should  have  no  claim  to  the 
moral  or  the  material  support  of  Eng- 
land— ** Never  mind,"  said  the  Turk, 
"I  am  a  British  interest.  I  may — in  fact, 
I  know,  I  have  no  claim  for  support,  but 
I  belong  to  the  category  of  Bntish  in- 
terests. I  am  asked  to  punish  the  au- 
thors of  the  massacres.  Why  should  I 
do  so?  I  can  refuse;  I  am  a  British 
interest.  Am  I  not  the  door-keeper  of  the 
Bosphorus  and  the  Dardanelles  ?  Why 
should  I  mind  the  remonstrances  of 
England  ?  I  know  they  do  not  love  me 
for  my  own  sake,  but  they  must  have 
me;  I  am  necessary  for  them,  and  I 
shall  be  defended."  Now  I  ask  the 
House,  in  all  common  sense,  if  this  was 
the  opinion  of  the  Turk,  was  it  not 
natural,  even  when  we  reduced  the  irre- 
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ducible  and  minimized  the  minimum, 
that  he  should  say  to  himself — ''I  am 
safe;  I  can  refuse  everything,  be- 
cause I  am  a  British  interest.  Every 
officer  of  the  Navy  or  Army  of  Eng- 
land believes  me  to  be  so.  Public 
opinion  in  England  for  me  is  strong; 
and  on  that  I  take  my  stand."  Well,  he 
believed  that  the  nain  upshot  of  that 
debate  would  be  to  explode  that  theoiy 
and  view  in  the  eyes  of  the  Turk.  Whe- 
ther there  was  a  majority  for  the  Beso- 
lution  of  his  right  hon.  Fnend  or  not  was 
comparatively  immaterial,  and  was  not 
the  real  point  at  issue;  but  the  real 
point  was,  that  the  Turk  should  know 
what  was  the  Judgment  pronounced  on 
him  by  that  House,  and  that  was  a 
result  well  worth  a  four  nights'  de- 
bate. That  judgment  was  that  we  did 
not  regard  the  maintenanoe  of  the  in- 
tegrity and  independence  of  the  Turk- 
ish Empire  as  a  British  interest,  and  that 
we  would  not  give  Turkey  moral  or  ma- 
terial support.  He  entreated  the  House 
to  give  hmi  its  attention  on  that  point. 
For  years  past — since  1854  and  in  1854 
— Turkey  believed,  and  had  a  right  to 
believe,  that  we  fought  for  her  inde- 
pendence and  to  maintain  her  integrity 
and  her  power.  The  idea  that  that 
power  was  necessary  for  British  interests 
had  been  so  rooted  in  the  mind  of  this 
country  and  similarly  in  the  mind  of 
France,  that  the  Crimean  War  occurred ; 
and  he  wished  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  now  to  consider  the 
position  and  to  appreciate  the  motives  of 
his  right  hon.  Fnend  the  Member  for 
Gbeenwich.  What  had  been  the  posi- 
tion that  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
placed  before  the  House  ?  He  had  said 
— ''I,  among  others,  have  a  certain  re- 
sponsibility in  connection  with  the  Cri- 
mean War ;  the  people  of  England  have  a 
certain  responsibility  in  connection  with 
the  Crimean  War,  and  having  caused 
the  Christian  populations  to  remain  under 
Turkish  sway,  we  have  a  certain  respon- 
sibility with  regard  to  them."  The  ques- 
tion had  been  asked  over  and  over  again 
in  these  debates — '' WhvshouldEngland, 
animated  by  a  merely  humanitarian 
spirit,  make  this  crusade?"  His  riffht 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Qreenwich 
had  given  the  answer.  It  was,  because 
we  had  maintained  that  Power  by  our 
arms,  our  treasures,  and  our  Treaties, 
under  whose  sway  the  Christian  popu* 
lations  were  now  placed,  and  were  now 
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suffering.    And  that  argnment  had 
been  dealt  with  by  a  single  boa.  Mamium 
who  had  addressed  the  Mouse.    Ha  hiiA 
closely  watched  the  debate,  and  he 
boldly  that  that  argument  as  to  the 
oial  responsibilities  of  England 
the  Christian  Provinoea  of  TnAtj  had 
not  been  met.    Had  we  not  that  respoa 
sibility?    [An  hon.  Mmnim;  lliatiaa 
very  old  point!    Yes;  that  was  a  ^rmrj 
old  point.    It  dated  from  the  Crinn— 
War.     But  though  our  duty  in  tlu* 
matter  was  old,  we  had  not  y«i  dia- 
charged  it;    and  it  was   beoaoaa  lk» 
country  felt  its  responsibility  that  it  W9m 
so  excited.    It  was  a  sense  of  that  ra- 
sponsibility  restiuR  upon  us  aa  a  nfttaaa 
which  had  induced  his  right  hon.  Priiil 
to  say  that  as  long  aa  he  nad  a  pen  tk«t 
would  stir  the  masses  of  Engand,   a 
voice  that  oould  be  heard  in  PaniaaMst, 
and  a  name  that  would  oommand 
tion,  he  would  labour  to  havo  ji 
done.    He  (Mr.  Gosohen)  wished  to 
move  the  impression  that  we  wBn  _ 
upon  an  imaginary  crusade.    Thers 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  wW 
wanted  a  commission  from  on  Hiffh  be- 
fore he  would  take  in  hand  to  de^  with 
the  insurgent  Provinces.    There  was  so 
need  for  any  commission  from  on  Higk 
when  there  waa  an  historical  reopoatt- 
bility  which  had  been  incurred  by  tkA 
country ;  and  he  trusted  that,  ainoe  war 
had  broken  out,  the  qpedal  duties  of 
England  to  the  Christian  PxoviiM>es  oi 
Turikey  which  were  still  under  her  sway 
would  not  be  forgotten  in  the  din  at 
arms.     It   might  fairly  be  aaid   that 
Turkev  had  be^  deposed  from  the  posi- 
tion of  a  protected  and  fkvourite  ^iSij  of 
this  coun^  to  that  of  a  deserted  offoadcr. 
Could  it,  uien,  be  maintained  that  tW 
Autumn  agitation  had  bone  no  frnit? 
He  would  be  frank  in  regard  to  that 
agitation.    There  was  a  time  wheti  hm 
had  some  misgiving  as  to  the  agita- 
tion.   He   did   not   know   whether   it 
would  bear  fruit,  or  whether  it  woold 
remain  barren ;  and  he  did  not  like  to 
think  that  the  agitation  should  exist  im 
the  face  of  Europe  without  bearinr  fruit. 
But  it  had  borne  fruit,  and  the  nmit  it 
had  borne  was  this — ^we  had 
our  traditional  policy.    We  had 
ficed  what  used  to  be  aa  artids  at 
politiosl  £Edth,  and  we  had  dona  that 
oaose  Turkey  had  refiised  tha  adTics 
and  remonstnuioes  of  Enfpland,  aad  had 
continued  in  a  course  which  the  ^^gtish 
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Gbvemment  itself  liad  advised  it  would 
lead  to  peril  and  to  ultimate  disaster. 
Lord  Derby  wrote  in  September  that  if 
Turkey  did  not  meet  the  demands  of 
England,  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment 
would  find  it  practically  impossible  to 
interfere  in  de^ce  of  the  Ottoman  Em- 
pire. Those  were  very  curious,  very  ex- 
traordinary, and  very  significant  words. 
Anyone  reading  that  despatch  would 
say — "But  for  the  atrocities,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gbvemment  ;would  have  under- 
taken the  defence  of  the  Ottoman  Em- 
pire." That  would,  no  doubt,  have  been 
our  traditional  policy.  Lord  Derby  had 
written  that  in  the  event  of  a  war  be- 
tween Russia  and  Turkey,  the  sympa- 
thies of  the  English  nation  would  be 
found  to  be  in  opposition  to  its  Treaty 
engagements.  The  event  had  actually 
occurred,  but  he  thought  it  would  now 
be  admitted  that  Lord  Derby  had  been 
wrong  in  his  reading  of  our  Treaty  en- 
gagements— that  in  fact,  there  existed 
no  Treaty  engagements  binding  us  to 
defend  me  (^^man  Empire.  It  was 
evident  that  at  the  time  those  words 
were  written  it  was  in  the  mind  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gknremment  that  in  the  ex- 
treme case  of  war  with  Bussia  they 
'might,  but  for  the  discovery  of  these 
atrocities,  have  found  it  necessary  to  in- 
terfere on  behalf  of  the  Ottoman  Empire. 
Well,  they  had  not  so  interfered,  and  in 
place  of  any  interference,  we  had  a  satis- 
factory dedaration  of  the  absolute  neu- 
trality of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
He  had  rejoiced  to  hear  speaker  after 
^eaker  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  expressing  satisfaction  at  that  de- 
claration, and  he  entreated  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  to  observe  the  neutrality 
not  only  in  that  House,  but  out  of  it. 
He  hoped  that  wherever  they  had  in- 
fluence, in  their  constituencies,  in  the 
Press,  or  elsewhere,  they  would  enforce 
and  maintain  that  idea  of  absolute  neu- 
trality. It  was  one  of  the  outcomes  of 
that  debate.  They  had  been  told  time 
after  time  that  the  natural  and  logical 
result  of  the  Autumn  agitation  would  be 
coercion  in  concert  with  Bussia.  That  he 
denied.  There  had  been  a  result  already 
achieved,  and  that  had  been  the  change 
in  the  position  of  Turkey  in  the  heart 
and  mind  of  this  country.  It  was  not 
&ir  to  say  that  war  would  be  the  only 
natural  result.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord 
Elcho)   said  that   the   Opposition  did 


not  wish  to  coerce  Turkey,  and  that 
if  they  did  not  wish  to  do  so  them- 
selves they  must  also  disapprove  of 
Btissia  doing  so.  In  using  that  argu- 
ment the  noble  Lord  seemed  to  forget, 
like  so  many  others,  that  there  was  a 
certain  work  to  be  done  in  the  East, 
which  all  the  Powers  of  Europe  together 
had  been  anxious  to  see  done — namely, 
that  the  Christian  Provinces  of  Tur- 
key should  be  relieved  from  Ottoman 
misrule ;  and  that  it  did  not  follow  that 
because  we  did  not  wish  to  coerce  Turkey 
ourselves,  therefore  we  ought  to  dis- 
countenance any  other  Power  which  tin- 
dertook  the  work.  It  was  clear  that 
HerMajesty'sOovemment  had  really  ex- 
pected all  along  that  Bussia  would  go 
to  war  with  Turkey.  That  had  been  the 
one  distinct  point  ^m  beginning  to  end, 
and  yet  they  now  wrote  a  despatch  to 
Bussia  as  if  ihej  were  perfectly  surprised 
at  the  course  she  had  taken,  and  had 
never  thought  such  an  event  possible. 
If  he  was  not  mistaken.  Lord  Salisbury 
himself  had  alluded  to  the  gathering  of 
the  Bussian  Forces  on  the  Pruth  as  one 
of  the  facts  which  would  assist  in  bring- 
ing the  Oonference  to  a  successful  close. 
He  would  not  go  further  into  the  matter 
at  that  late  hour,  but  would  just  remark, 
as  had  been  pointed  out  by  several 
speakers,  that  there  was  a  question  of 
coercion  by  this  country  alone,  in  ad- 
dition to  a  question  of  coercion  in  con- 
cert with  Bussia — there  was  the  question 
of  a  European  concert,  and  lastly,  the 
course  of  absolute  neutrality.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  (A&.  Courtney) 
had  argued  forcibly  in  favour  of  coercion 
in  concert  with  Bussia.  This  was  a 
course  which  might  have  been  adopted 
at  some  previous  time,  but  it  was  now 
too  late.  He  could  not  admit  the  argu- 
ments which  had  been  ur^ed  by  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  respecting 
the  future,  in  which  it  was  said  that 
coercion  in  concert  with  Bussia  would 
have  been  difficult,  because  our  aims  and 
our  interests  would  have  been  different. 
True,  it  might  have  been  difficTilt,  but 
would  it  not  be  equally  difficult  to  ar- 
range with  avictorious  Bussia  at  the  close 
of  file  war  ?  In  one  way  or  another,  it 
would  be  necessary  for  us,  when  that  time 
came,  to  seek  to  settle  the  question  in  con- 
cert with  Bussia.  It  had  also  been  asked 
how  it  would  have  been  possible  to  bring 
the  European  Powers  to  act  together 
with  a  view  to  coercion.    Would  not 
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Europe  have  to  take  that  ooncerted  action 
at  the  end  of  the  war  that  she  had  re- 
fused to  take  at  the  beginning?  We 
might  say  we  would  observe  absolute 
neutrality ;  but  we  could  not  wash  our 
hands  of  the  matter,  and  it  would  be  ab- 
solutely necessary  that  England  should 
deal  with  it  more  or  less  in  the  future. 
The  arguments  adduced  against  the  con- 
certed action  of  Europe  had  not  been 
strong,  xmless  the  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Under  Seci*etary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  was  right  in  saying  that  we 
States  of  Europe  would  have  refused  to 
join  us.  The  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
to  and  made  quotations  from  Gbeen 
Books  and  Yellow  Books,  but  it  was  im- 
possible to  form  an  independent  judgment 
without  seeing  the  despatches.  All  these 
had  not  been  seen,  nor  was  it  known 
what  passed  between  Lord  Salisbury 
and  Pnnce  Bismarck,  and  between  Lord 
Salisbury  and  the  French  Ministers ;  and 
one  of  his  difficulties  in  voting  for  the 
third  and  fourth  Eesolutions  would  have 
been  that  sufficient  was  not  known  of 
the  conflicts  of  European  interests  to 
enable  one  to  judge  whether  such  con- 
certed action  as  they  contemplated 
would  have  been  possible  or  prac- 
ticable. We  might  desire  it,  but  it 
might  be  impossible  to  procure  it.  If 
he  had  spoken  of  '^  silent  and  cynical 
Germany,"  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tamworth  said  yesterday,  he  did  not 
speak  of  the  German  people,  which 
were  neither  silent  nor  opiical;  but 
he  applied  the  word  cymcal  to  the 
German  Government,  and  the  remark 
was  neither  libellous  nor  unfair,  for  the 
German  Gt)vemment  had  shown  con- 
siderable cynicism  during  the  last  four 
or  five  years.  He  should  like  to  know 
what  Her  Majesty's  Government  thought 
in  their  hearts,  though  he  hoped  they 
would  be  discreet  enough  not  to  say  it, 
with  regard  to  the  part  played  by  Ger- 
many during  these  transactions.  The 
direction  in  which  the  force  of  Germany 
might  be  employed  in  this  Eastern  Ques- 
tion was  an  unknown  fact,  and  it  was 
a  grave  matter,  which  cauised  consider- 
able alarm  and  anxiety  to  all  European 
statesmen.  To  Her  Majesty's  Gx)vem- 
ment  must  be  left  the  responsibility  of 
securing  concerted  action,  as  they  alone 
could  know  whether  it  was  possible; 
but  they  could  be  kept  up  to  me  mark 
by  being  reminded  tnat  without  oon- 
certed action  it  would  be  impossible  to 
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solve  the  Question.  At  preseot  it 
not  likely  tnat  the  country  would 
more  thim  they  did  now.  For  €km 
Rreater  portion  of  the  last  month  it  hmd 
been  the  duty  of  both  sides  of  the  Honae 
to  severely  criticijse  and  to  discoBs  tk* 
action  of  the  Great  Powers  with  wkoaa 
they  were  in  alliance.  Great  freedom 
of  speech  had  been  employed  with  re- 
gard to  the  action  of  Knasta,  and  ihm 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foroign 
Affairs,  referring  to  Lord  DerWa  Imat 
despatch,  had  auced,  whether  Her  M*^ 
jeety's  Government  were  to  be  so  abject 
as  not  to  address  their  opinions  to  Bnaaia 
about  her  conduct  ?  but  he  (Mr.  t3o»- 
chen)  was  not  aware  it  waa  neoenftxflj 
abject  to  refrain  from  writing  sucih  a 
provocative  response.  We  were  entitlei! 
to  pronoimoe  a  strong  opinion  on  tliia 
point;  but  not  when  Busaia  had  doom 
that  which  ahe  had  led  us  to  expect  mad 

S'ven  notice  that  ahe  would  do  dnriii^ 
e  last  eight  months.  More  espoamDj 
was  it  the  case  since  she  had  oomplainM 
that  it  was  not  the  Busaian,  bat  tke 
English  Declaration  which  deatrcmd  the 
effect  of  the  Protocol  The  En^Kah 
Government  placed  Busaia  in  a  pocitioQ 
in  whioh  ahe  had  an  advantage  thm 
ought  never  to  have  had,  and  it  vaa 
open  to  Bussia  to  say  that,  after  all  her 
declarations,  no  course  was  open  to  htst 
but  to  declare  war.  They  had  criticiied 
the  action  of  Turkey.  Thev  had  ^okon 
their  views  of  Busaia,  and  surelj  they 
might  state  that  Busaia  had  no  <Ahiet 
course  to  pursue  after  her  many  dedara- 
tions  than  to  go  to  war,  without  its  being 
fair  on  that  aoooimt  to  brinff  the  cfajirge 
against  the  Opposition  of  being  pro- 
Bussian  in  their  tendendea.  Waa  it 
because  they  had  fiedrly  stated  their 
opinion  of  tiie  Government?  Waa  it 
wise,  or  patriotic,  or  just,  of  hon.  Men- 
hers  opposite  to  dedare  that  a  Rreal 
Party  in  this  ooimtry  was  pro-Buaaian  ? 
They  were  in  a  minority,  he  knew  ;  but 
still  they  were  a  great  Parfy,  and  had 
great  influence  in  the  country;  and 
was  it  right  to  declare  before  Rttawa 
and  Europe  that  the  influence  of  thai 
Party  was  to  be  used  in  a  pro-Boa* 
sian  direction?  It  might  be  uaefnl 
as  a  party  manosuvre  to  oreata  the 
sense  of  some  anti-national  disposition 
on  their  part — it  might  help  them 
at  an  election  or  to  get  up  a  err; 
but  waa  it  likely  to  be  of  use  in  the 
councils  of  Europe?    At  all  eventa,  the 
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Liberal  Party  in  that  House  would 
.  be  prevented  from  taking  the  part 
which  they  thought  their  duty  as 
EngUshmen  demanded  by  any  such 
charge  as  that.  He  ventured  to  think 
that  the  Government,  at  all  events, 
would  agree  with  him  in  this  —  that 
the  atmosphere  should  be  cleared,  and 
that  they  ought  not  to  be  stigma- 
tized as  anti-English  in  their  views  be- 
cause they  thought  that  Bussia  had  a 
perfect  right  to  do  what  she  had  done. 
There  was  another  point  on  which  he 
wished  to  say  a  few  words.  There  might 
be  Bussian  victories — ^they  could  not 
teU — and  he  wanted  to  know  what 
would  be  the  bearing  of  hon.  Oentle- 
men  opposite  and  of  the  Government 
under  mese  circumstances  ?  Would 
they  stand — he  hoped  and  trusted  that 
80  long  as  those  interests,  which  were 
truly  English,  as  referred  to  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretiuy, 
were  untouched,  they  would  stand  steady, 
and  not  allow  the  country  to  become 
jealous  or  excited  because  there  were 
Busaian  successes.  This  was  a  matter 
of  extreme  importance.  He  ventured, 
in  conclusion,  to  appeal  to  the  Oo- 
▼emment  that  they  would,  even  when 
this  debate  was  closed,  remain  staunch 
to  the  letter,  and  not  only  to  the  letter, 
but  to  the  tone  of  the  speech  of  the 
Home  Secretary;  that  they  would  use 
all  their  influence  in  and  out  of  Parlia- 
ment to  maintain  that  tone.  He  hoped 
they  would  not  forget  that  there  was 
still  work  to  be  done  in  the  East  in 
favour  of  the  oppressed  populations  of 
the  Turkish  Provinces  —  work  which 
might  be  easily  forgotten  or  overlooked 
if  there  were  Kussian  victories  and  Eus- 
sian  successes.  He  trusted  this  country 
was  great  enough  and  strong  enough 
not  to  feel  jealous  of  any  Bussian  vic- 
tories, which  might  be  in  favour  of  the 
Christian  populations  in  Turkey.  Let 
them  rememoer  the  story  of  the  Suez 
Canal.  They  were  jealous  of  that  great 
work ;  but  they  ended  by  buying  it,  and 
now  they  looked  upon  the  Suez  Canal  as 
one  of  the  greatest  of  English  interests. 
Let  them  remember  the  work  to  be  done 
which  they  themselves  had  recommended 
during  many  months  of  weary  labour. 
That  redress  which  they  could  not  wring 
Or  wrest  from  the  Porte  might  come, 
.  and  he  trusted  they  would  not  oe  jealous 
if  it  did  come,  by  Bussian  arms.  He 
was  not  saying  anything  anti-English  in 


giving  utterance  to  that  sentiment.  He 
hoped  that  redress  would  be  given  which 
they  had  asked  for  in  the  name  of  the 
Queen,  but  which  they  had  not  got. 
They  wished  redress  to  come,  because 
they  thought  it  the  duty  of  England  to 
ask  for  redress  and  for  the  punishment 
of  the  oppressors.  The  Government 
itself  had  given  eloquent  expression 
to  the  demand.  Then  he  thought  it 
was  not  anti- English  to  say  that  if 
that  redress  should  come — ^from  what- 
ever quarter — ^he  trusted  the  GK)vem- 
ment  would  not  run  national  jealousy 
against  national  duty.  He  said  shame 
on  the  men  who  attempted  to  raise  the 
fierce  fires  of  national  jealousy,  which 
so  often  blood  alone  could  quench,  on 
such  an  occasion.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment had  done  much  to  clear  the 
air.  He  trusted  that  in  the  months  to 
come  no  fresh  cloud  might  gather  to 
sweep  across  the  clearer  s^. 

Db.  KENEALY  said,  that  he  was 
unable  to  regard  this  great  Eastern 
Question  from  a  Bulgarian  point  of  view, 
neither  could  he  consider  it  {torn  a  Mus- 
covite standplace;  he  looked  at  it  only 
as  it  affected  England,  her  interests,  and 
human  liberty.  He  therefore  would, 
with  the  leave  of  the  House,  direct  j)ar- 
ticular  attention  to  the  Besolutions 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Greenwich  had  placed  be- 
fore them.  The  first  Besolution  was  a 
Vote  of  Censure  upon  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment. He  would  feel  obliged  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  on 
Monday  he  should  come  to  review  the 
debate,  if  he  would  nve  one  single  in- 
stance in  the  whole  I^arliamentary  his- 
tory of  England  where  the  House  of 
Conmions  had  passed  a  Vote  of  Censure 
upon  any  foreign  Government  for  its 
internal  policy.  The  next  fault  he  found 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  that 
he  spoke  of  guarantees,  but  did  not  give 
the  House  we  least  information  as  to 
what  he  meant  by  guarantees.  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  called  upon  the 
House  to  say  that  it  was  essential  that 
guarantees  should  be  given,  he  was 
Bound  to  state  what,  in  h^  mind,  consti- 
tuted such  guarantees  as  Turkey  ought 
to  give.  G[£e  House  had  heard  some- 
thing about  a  joint  occupation  of  certain 
Turkish  Provinces  bypEtussiaand  Austria, 
and  about  sending  fleets  of  all  the  Powers 
to  the  Bosphorous.    But  surely  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  never  would  consent  to 
such  a  joint  occupation  by  Busaia  and 
Austria,  because  that  would  mean  per- 
manent possession ;  and  the  united  fleet 
could  only  be  regaled  as  a  blockade  of 
Constantinople.  There  was  another  por- 
tion of  the  second  Besolution  which 
seemed  to  cut  the  ground  from  under  the 
feet  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  supporters,  for  it  said  that  if  the 
Ottoman  Forte  did  not  do  certain  things, 
it  would  be  considered  by  that  House  to 
have  lost  all  claim  to  receive  either  the 
material  or  moral  support  of  the  British 
Grown.  That  implied  that  if  the  Ottoman 
Porte  should  do  certain  things,  it  would 
be  entitled  to  receive  our  material  or 
moral  support.  But  he  understood  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  those  who 
had  engaged  in  the  autumnal  campaign 
to  have  based  their  action  on  this — ^that 
Turkey  had  already  forfeited  all  right  to 
the  material  or  moral  support  of  England. 
How  would  the  right  hon.  GenUeman 
reconcile  these  opposite  views?  Upon 
the  third  and  foiulh  Resolutions  he  did 
not  like  to  say  an3rthing,  because  he  did 
not  know  whether  they  were  before  the 
House  or  not.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  advocated  local  liberty  and 
practical  self-government  in  the  dis- 
turbed Provinces  of  Turkey ;  but  it  was 
not  clear  what  he  meant.  As  for 
** local  liberty,"  every  person  in  Bul- 
garia had  at  this  moment  as  much 
local  liberty  as  was  enjoyed  any- 
where. He  objected  to  support  a  Eie- 
solution  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  fuUy  explained  to  the 
House.  Again,  what  was  ''practical 
self-government?"  Did  that  mean 
autonomy?  [Mr.  Glabstokb  :  That  was 
Lord  Salisbury's  phrase.]  He  did  not 
care  whose  phrase  it  was  if  he  could  not 
understand  it,  and  he  had  little  respect 
for  Lord  Salisbury's  Mission,  which  nad 
been  disastrous  to  the  interests  and  cha- 
racter of  England.  Lord  Salisbuxy  ap- 
S eared  to  know  no  more  of  the  Oriental 
iuestion  than  the  most  ignorant  man  in 
the  country,  and  ought  never  to  have 
been  sent  to  represent  us  in  the  Oonfer- 
enoe.  It  seemed,  however,  that  he  had 
used  those  words,  and  he  supposed  that 
practical  self-government  was  what  the 
Irish  peoplelookedfor — ^namely,  the  right 
of  passing  their  own  laws.  Me  hoj^, 
then,  that  they — the  Irish  Party  at  all 
events — ^would  not  believe  in  the  sinceritv 
of  that  Party  which  demanded  this  self- 


government  for  Bulgaria  and  lofuied  H 
to   Ireland.    When   the   Irish   ptopls 
asked  for  their  undoubted  right,  thai 
the  right  hoQ.  Gentleman  saKl  thai  it 
involved   the   dismemberment    of   &» 
Empire ;  but  when  the  Bulgarians  aafced 
for  the  same  ^ng,  he  did  not  aaj  thst 
it  meant   the  dismembermeot   of  tiie 
Turkish  Empire.    He  and  his  foQoven 
had  no  right  to  pass  a  Reoohition  fat 
that  object  when  they  reftiaed  to  p«M  a 
Besolution  for  the  dismembannetit  of 
the  British  Empire.    He  propoeod  next 
to  criticize  in  a  friendly  spint  pasta  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speedi,  maA 
some  sentiments  of  thoee  who  were  pr»* 
pared  to  back  him.    The  hon.  Meower 
for  Glamorganshire  (Mr.  Honey  YlviaB) 
had  declared  that  he  supported  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  because  "  he  had  ncrrv 
done  anything  to  tarnish  the  fame  <d 
England."    In  his  (Dr.  Kenealj's)  jndg- 
ment  that  reason  was  not  wdl  foimded, 
for  he  had  always  considered  that  ^ 
right  hon.  Gentieman  had  done  so,  both 
in  the  Alabama  surrender  and  in  the 
tearing-up  of  the  Black   Sea  Trcttty, 
which  we  had  gained  by  spending  ooeaas 
of  blood  and  ffold.    The  nffht  hoot.  Qcb- 
tieman  the  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr. 
Baxter)  supported  the  Besolution  on  tb« 
ground  that  this  country  "  was  not  afiaid 
ofBussia."    He  remembered  when  &« 
late  Mr.  Cobden   made  a  similar  de- 
claration, statinff^  that  we  could  easflj 
crush  Bussia.    Me  used  an  illustratioa 
with  a  piece  of  paper  in  his  hand,  and 
dedarea   that  we  could   crumple   her 
up  as  easily  as  he  did  that  piece  of 
paper.    The   comparison  was  unibrtii- 
nate,  for  it  afterwards  turned  out  that 
she  was  a  most  formidable  opponent 
and  but  for  the  assistance  we  reoeiTed 
from  the  late  Emperor  of  the  Freseh 
we  should  probably  have  been  defeated 
by  her.    He  was  not  afraid  of  Boasia ; 
but  he  did  not  think  it  wise  to  demise 
her.    A  great  deal  had  been  said  about 
the  atrocities;  but  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member    for    Haddingtonshire    (Lord 
Elcho)  had  proved  that  the  number  of 
persons  destroyed  by  the  Bashi  Basouks 
did  not  exceed  4,000  or  5,000.    Why 
should  we  reproach  Turkey  witii  causing 
such  a  loss  of  life  in  represang  a  most 
wicked  rebeUion?    Weoonsidmd  our- 
selves to  be  at  the  head  of  dvilisatioa 
and  Ohristianity,  and  yet  the  number  of 
persons  we  had  massacred  in  putting 
down  various  rebellions  would  amount 
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to  millions.  Yes,  how  many  had  we 
destroyed  in  successiTe  Irish  rebellions  ? 
The  sum  total  was  beyond  counting. 
During  the  late  Irish  Famine  we  were 
confessedly  responsible  for  the  sacrifice 
of  more  than  1,000,000  of  lives  by  our 
cruel  and  ignorant,  and  often  pexrerse, 
legislation.  He  saw  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt),  the 
Leader  of  the  Home  Eule  Party,  pre- 
sent, and  he,  if  he  liked,  could  testify  to 
the  truth  of  what  he  had  stated.  As  to 
Turkish  misgoyemment,  he  could  only 
say  that  there  was  no  more  tolerant 
Power  in  the  world  than  the  Ottoman, 
and  the  truth  was  that  the  real  perse- 
cutors of  the  Ohristians  were  Ohristians 
themselTes.  Those  were  the  persons 
in  whom  the  odium  th&ologieum  really 
existed.  The  English  Legi^ture  it  was 
that  in  the  last  century  passed  a  law 
setting  the  same  price  on  the  production 
of  the  head  of  a  Boman  Catholic  priest 
as  on  that  of  a  wolf.  These  Besolutions 
were  not  politics,  but  faction,  and  the 
whole  outory  raised  against  these  Turks 
was  faction  of  the  fowest  and  basest 
description;  nor  were  the  Penal  Laws 
repealed  until  1793.  The  Turk,  as  a 
general  rule,  was  a  mild  and  moz^ 
Christian  governor  than  many  Ohristiaa 
governors  generally  were,  and  if  he  sup- 
pressed insurrections  with  severity,  he 
only  followed  the  example  of  other  rulers* 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Glad^ 
stone)  had  for  30  years  been  engaged  in 
connection  with  Ooercion  Acts,  and  he 
was  surrounded  by  seditious  men,  who 
said  that  the  hangman  and  the  gaoler 
were  the  piUars  of  English  power  in 
Ireland.  These  were  the  associates  and 
£riends  of  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman; 
but  there  was  not  one  of  the  men  to 
whom  he  had  referred  who  would  get 
up  and  say  that  the  hangman  and  the 
gaoler  were  the  pillars  of  Turkish  power 
in  the  Principalities.  The  seditious  cha- 
racter to  whom  he  alluded  could  not, 
however,  do  much  harm — ^noted  as  he 
was  for  being  a  liar.  Bussia  was  a 
great  i^^gressive  Power,  and  if  she  ever 
became  tiie  mistress  of  Oonstantinople, 
she  would  become  the  mistress  of  Europe. 
He  asked  the  House  not  to  be  led  astray 
by  the  newspapers,  which  were  usually 
written  by  persons  who  knew  nothing — 
persons  w1k>  lived  from,  hand  to  mouth 
in  garrets,  coffee-houses,  and  public- 
houses,  and  TOetended  to  be  the  great 
''  we  "  of  the  P^ress.    Let  them  not  be  led 


astray  by  those  ignorant  people.  They 
should  study  the  subject  for  themselves, 
and  they  would  see  wat  English  states- 
men for  the  last  century,  nom  Pitt  to 
Palmerston,  held  the  opinion  that  if 
Eusffla  became  the  mistress  of  Oonstan- 
tinople she  would  become  dominant  in 
Europe.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  determined  to  go  to  Turkey,  so 
he  packed  up  his  '<bag  and  baggage," 
and  went  to  see  for  himself .  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  as  active  as  a  second 
Peter  the  Hermit.  He  passed  over  the 
Cbntinent  of  Europe  hke  some  fiery 
comet,  shaking  portents  from  his  hair. 
But  what  did  he  discover  ?  He  supposed 
nothing;  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been  silent  up  to  the  present  debate ; 
and  he  had  heard  little  firom  him  of  the 
dreadM  massacres  which  had  frightened 
all  the  old  women,  or  of  the  subjugation 
of  the  Ohristian  raoes,  of  which  so  much 
had  been  heard.  The  noble  Lord,  too, 
the  nominal  Leader  of  the  Opposition — 
he  wished  he  was  the  real  Leader,  be- 
cause then  they  would  see  the  Opposition 
conducted  with  sense  and  statesmanship, 
not  by  oratorical  phrases  and  sophistioi^ 
arguments  —  the  noble  Lord  fled  to 
Turkey  also.  They  had  all  read  of 
Howard,  the  pilgrim  of  philanthropy  in 
the.  last  century — ^the  noble  Lord  might 
be'regarded  at  one  period  as  the  Apostle 
of  Atrocity.  He  went  to  Oonstantmople 
and,  no  doubt,  impressed  upon  the  Sultan 
the  vast  advantage  of  imion  and  harmony 
in  his  dominions,  the  necessity  for  subor- 
dination and  respect  for  authority,  and 
the  great  evils  of  divided  allegiance; 
but  he  returned  to  England  a  perfect 
Turk.  He  had  most  wisely  seceded  from 
the  wild  and  frenzied  movement  of  last 
Autumn,  and  had  declined  to  advocate 
the  coercion  of  Turkey,  because  he  was  not 
a  Bussian,  but  an  Englishman  who  had 
the  interests  of  his  country  at  heart. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  been 
sneered  at  by  the  Opposition  for  claiming 
also,  and  truly,  to  be  a  Minister  who  had 
his  country's  interest  at  heart,  while  the 
Party  who  so  sneered  praised  Lord 
Salisbury  to  the  skies,  because  he  had 
made  himself  the  cat's-paw  of  General 
Ignatieff.  Their  hypocritical  praises 
reminded  him  of  the  old  VakO^-^Trnto 
Danaos  e$  d<ma  fmrmtes.  Sir  Henry 
Elliot  had  this  inestimable  advantage 
over  Lord  Salisbury— that  he  knew  tm 
about  Turkey,  and  that  Lord  Salisbury 
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knew  nothing  about  it.  Her  Majeety's 
Goyemment,  however,  with  a  weakness 
for  which  he  blamed  them,  frightened  by 
the  turbulent  meetings  of  the  Autumn, 
had  practically  censured  Sir  Heniy 
Elliot  by  recalling  him  who  was  the 
truest,  most  honest,  and  also  the  brayest 
Eepresentatiye  that  England  ever  had  in 
Turkey.  But  it  seemed  that  Mr.  Baring 
had  sent  in  a  Beport.  He  was  infonned 
by  persons  who  were  in  a  position  to 
judge,  and  who  were  quite  as  accurate 
as  Mr.  Baring,  that  thei^  was  an  amount 
of  exaggeration  in  that  gentleman's 
Beport  that  had  scarcely  ever  been 
equalled.  But  when  that  Beport  was 
published,  eyezy  conventicle  in  the 
country  was  aroused.  The  Bev.  Simp- 
son, the  Bev.  Jobson,  and  the  Bev. 
Dobson,  who  knew  nothing  about  the 
Eastern  Question — very  good  and  pious 
and  sincere  men  in  their  own  sphere, 
but  not  to  be  followed  on  a  great  matter 
of  politics  like  this — got  up  their  little 
meetings,  and  they  howled  and  they 
hooted,  and  they  made  the  greatest  noise 
ever  known,  and  he  was  sorry  to  say 
that  the  Government  was  frightened  by 
their  tumult.  Several  Members  of  the 
GK)vemment  made  speeches,  and  when 
he  heard  of  that  he  said — ''Oh,  that 
mine  enemy  would  make  an  after-dinner 
speech ! "  and  they  did  so  and  they  com- 
mitted themselves.  The  Government 
ought  to  have  relied  upon  the  common 
sense  of  their  countrymen,  and  should 
have  seen  that  the  whole  of  this  autum- 
nal disturbance  was  foimded  upon  fraud 
and  folly.  He  knew  the  people  of  Eng- 
land as  well  as  any  man,  and  he  knew 
that  they  were  prepared  to  back  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  keeping  the 
Bussians  out  of  Constantinople.  He  did 
not  believe  in  the  infamous  charge 
brought  against  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Greenwich  by  a 
small  official  of  the  Gbvemment,  that  he 
was  actuated  bv  "  vindictive  malignity." 
The  course  he  had  pursued  had  been  too 
considerable  to  allow  them  to  suppose  he 
was  actuated  by  such  a  base  spirit  as 
that.  He  believed  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man was  simply  led  on  by  the  inconsis- 
tency of  his  nature,  that  he  could  vary, 
flit  about,  and  adopt  ten  thousand  difiSe- 
rent  colours,  and  still  imagine  he  was  the 
same  consistent  statesman.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  had  been 
everything  by  turns,  and  nothing  lonff- 
He  reminded  him  of  a  well-known  poh- 

J)r.  Kenealy 


tical  waverer  and  wanderer  of  a  past  ag«, 
of  whom  it  had  been  written — 

«  A  man  so  yariouB,  that  he  teenif  to  be. 
Not  one,  but  all  mankind't  inconftaacy.*^ 


The  autumnal  meetings  would  have 
beneath  our  notice  but  for  the 
dous  results  they  produoed.  Thej  io- 
mented  insurrection,  they  enoouraged 
Bussia,  and  misled  her,  as  she  had  beaa 
misled  in  1854  by  a  deputation  of  Eaff^ 
lish  Quakers  ftom  this  country,  who  toU 
the  Czar  Nicholas  that  ikifflflmd  was  re- 
solved on  peace.  This  advice  led  hia 
headlong  into  the  struggle  which  ended 
in  defeat  and  in  his  own  death.  H« 
feared  the  Quakers  of  our  own  time 
giving  equally  rash  counsel ;  and  it 
a  cunous  thing  that  if  ever  we  \ 
carried  into  a  Sloody  war,  the  frioodlj, 
peace-loving  Quakers  should  be  atth» 
bottom  of  it.  The  Turks  were  no  Hjbxs 
in  their  public  documents ;  he  could  not 
bestow  the  same  encomium  on  the  Hoa- 
sians.  If  one  of  the  public  docameiiti 
of  the  Turks  was  true,  Kusaia  waaone  of 
the  greatest  criminals  that  ever  mahed 
into  a  wicked  war.  That  document  stated 
that  the  Ohristian  populations  in  Bomxa, 
Herzegovina,  and  Bulgaria  rose  in  in- 
surrection solely  at  the  instigation  of 
Panslavic  Oommittees  paid  by  Bussia. 
After  that  solemn  declaration  of  the 
Turkish  Government,  which  all  knew 
and  confessed,  was  it  not  farcical,  iras  it 
not  insulting,  for  the  House  of  Oommoof 
to  be  told  that  the  inhabitants  of  tboee 
Provinces  rose  in  insurrection  beoaoae 
they  were  sufiPering  untold  oppression  ? 
when,  in  fact,  they  were  goaaed  hy  the 
priesto  and  the  a^nts  of  Kussia — an  ag- 
gressive and  wicked  Power — ^to  rebel 
against  their  just  Sovereign.  Lord  Bea- 
consfield  had  been  denounoed  for  his 
Ghiildhall  speech,  because  in  it  he  had 
warned  the  Czar,  about  the  time  when  he 
was  mobilizing  his  forces,  that  England 
would  fight  wough  two,  three,  nay.  a 
dozen  campaigns,  sooner  than  allow  her 
Eastern  possessions  to  be  wreeted  fi^m 
her.  He  honoured  Lord  BeaoonsfieM 
for  that  patriotic  speech;  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary,  as  an  English  statesman 
and  as  a  Chi^  of  the  Crovemmenty  for 
him  to  make  it  at  the  time  he  did ;  for 
the  Autumn  meetings  had  persuaded 
Bussia  that  England  meant  "peaoeat  any 
price,"  and  that  ahe  would  submisBTsly 
assent  even  to  the  conquest  of  Oonstaati- 
nople.    And  now  from  his  place  in  the 
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HouBe  he  kimself  warned  BuBsia,  speak- 
ing the  voice  of  miUionB— [Laughter'] — 
speaking  the  voice  of  millions^  he  re- 
peated, with  the  sinele  exception  of  the 
hon.    Memher   hehind    him— [Renewed 
Iaughterlr-~tha,t  if  she  attempted  to  take 
Egypt,  Constantinople,  or  the  Euphrates 
Yalle  J,  En&^land  would  resist  her  to  the 
last  dlrop  of  her  hlood.    The  Emperor  of 
Bussia  delivered  his  Moscow  speech  to 
what  was  described  as  a  very  enthusias- 
tic audience.    He  (Dr.  Kenealy)  did  not 
know  whether  that  enthusiasm  was  pur- 
chased; but  he  knew  that  enthusiasts 
could  be  obtained  in  this  country  at 
hfidf-a-crown  a-head  for  any  **  Liberal " 
meeting  in  Guildhall.    And  what  did  the 
Czar  say  at  Moscow  on  the  10th  of  No- 
vember ?    He  declared  that  he  **  would 
act  independently,"  and  he  immediately 
mobilized  his  troops  in  inmiense  masses. 
Let  him  act  independently.    We  also 
here  in  England  shall  act,  if  need  be,  in 
the    like   manner,    and   we    shall    see 
whither  his  independence  will  conduct 
him.     As  for  the  Berlin  Memorandum, 
it  meant  war,  and  its  rejection  would  be 
the    brightest  jewel    in  Lord  Derby's 
crown  of  glory.    The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Greenwich  had  proposed  coercion  for 
Turkey,  and  by  an  extraordinary  Nemesis 
of  Providence,  his  Party  had  imposed 
coercion  on  him.    It  was  to  be  hoped 
that  his  Party  would  take  other  oppor- 
tunities of  coercing  him,  for  there  was 
no  man  in  this  country  who  needed  more 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  strait 
waistcoat  of  moral  restraint.    In  conclu- 
sion, he  warned  the  Government  that 
rapidity  of  action  in  war  meant  success, 
and  that  Eussia  was  takyig  great  strides 
towards  the   object   of  her    ambition. 
Already  she  was  marching  onward  with 
immense  enei^.    The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire  had  told 
them  that  a  friend  of  his  had  calculated 
that  she  might  reach  Oonstantinople  by 
the  1  st  of  August.    He  believed  that  she 
would  attain  it  before  that  time ;  and  he 
implored  the  Government  to  lose  not  an 
hour  in  sending  the  Fleet  into  the  Sea  of 
Marmora.     In  the  name  of  our  com- 
merce, which  Eussia  stopped  by  prohi- 
bitory   duties,    wherever    her   sceptre 
waved ;  in  the  name  of  religion,  which 
Eussia  threatened  while  she  pretended 
to  be  its  protectress ;  in  the  name  of  hu- 
manity, outraged  by  that  Power  in  all 
lands  where  she  swayed;  in  the  name 
of  liberty,   which  this  cruel  despotism  I 


trampled  down  in  her  dominions — ^he 
implored  the  Government  to  be  prompt. 
He  saw  this  mighty  Power  advancing 
surely  but  rapidly — a  very  ocean  of 
blood,  in  which  they  might  all  be  over- 
whelmed ;  and  he  called  upon  the  Mini- 
sters of  England  to  lose  no  time  in  say- 
ing to  her  in  tones  of  thunder — **  Thus 
fax  shalt  thou  go— but  no  farther.'' 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr.  Waddy,) 

Mb.  GEEENE  objected  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate,  which  he  said  had 
been  moved  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
pleasing  a  few  hon.  Members  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  when  they 
had  decided  upon  war,  whilst  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  his  own  side  of  the  House  had 
decided  in  favour  of  peace.  The  subject 
had  been  thoroughly  thrashed  out,  and 
the  House  was  quite  prepared  to  go  to 
a  division.  

Mb.  OWEN  LEWIS  said,  that  he  had 
endeavoured  to  speak  on  the  last  two 
nights,  but  was  unable  to  do  so ;  and, 
as  an  Irish  Catholic,  he  thought  he 
ought  to  get  an  opportunity  of  taking 
part  in  the  discussion. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  thought  an  oppor- 
tunity should  be  a£Ebrded  for  replying 
to  the  immannerly  and  unjust  charges 
which  had  been  brought  against  Eussia. 
They  had  had  that  night  an  exhibition 
of  utter  recklessness  on  the  part  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stoke  (Dr.  Kenealy)  in 
the  name  of  the  people  of  England.  The 
hon.  Member  had  made  an  unfounded 
and  scandalous  statement  against  Eussia, 
whose  just  claims  to  their  notice  had 
been  lost  sight  of. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  rose  to  Order, 
and  asked  whether  the  hon.  Member 
was  speaking  on  the  Question  of  the 
Adjournment  of  the  Debate  ? 

Tbb  OHANOELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEE  thought  the  House  would  be 
glad  to  come  to  a  decision  as  to  the 
Adjournment  as  the  hour  was  getting 
late.  It  was  obvious  that  a  ffreat  many 
more  hon.  Members  were  anxious  to  take 
part  in  the  debate,  but  he  must  appeal 
to  hon.  Members  to  come  to  a  decision 
on  Monday  night.  The  Government 
had  given  up  two  Government  nights, 
and  he  supposed  Monday  must  be  given 
up  too,  and  he  thought  it  only  reason- 
able to  ask  that  the  debate  should  end 

\Fowrth  Night.'] 
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on  that  night.  It  was  intended  tiiat 
the  holidays  for  Whitsontide  ahonld  be 
from  Thursday  next  to  the  Thursday 
following,  no  unreasonable  time  to  take, 
oonsidermg  the  shortness  of  the  Beoess 
at  Easter  and  the  seyere  debates  which 
the  House  had  lately  had;  but  he  feared 
it  would  not  be  possible  to  propose  that 
the  holidays  should  be  so  long  unless 
the  GK)vemment  should  get  a  day  next 
week  instead  of  Monday.  He  would 
then  give  Notice  that  on  Tuesday  he 
would  move  that  Gbvemment  Orders  of 
the  Day  should  have  precedence,  and  if 
that  course  were  not  acceptable  to  the 
House,  he  feared  that  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  curtail  the  Whitsuntide  holi« 
days.  

Sib  OEOHGE  BOWYEB,  as  one  of 
those  who  wished  to  speak  on  the  ques- 
tion, said  it  would  be  impossible  for  him 
and  others  to  do  so  umess  hon.  Mem* 
bers  made  shorter  ^eohes,  and  that 
being  so,  he  hoped  no  hon.  Qentleman 
would  on  Monday  night  be  allowed  to 
speak  over  half*an-hour,  or  to  send  for 
water. 

Sir  WILLIAM  FBASEB  said,  he 
had  heard  some  dark  rumour  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Opposition  to 
carry  the  debate  over  Whitsuntide,  and 
he  trusted  that  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  not  move  the  Adjourn- 
ment for  the  holidays  until  this  debate 
was  carried  to  a  conclusion  and  a  divi- 
sion had  taken  place. 

Ths  Maeqitsss  of  HAEHNOTON 
trusted,  from  the  short  discussion  that 
had  taken  place,  that  this  long  debate 
might  be  closed  on  Monday.  The  sug- 
gestion about  Tuesday  appeared  to  be  a 
reasonable  one  under  the  circumstances ; 
and  he  trusted  that  those  hon.  Members 
who  had  Notices  of  Motion  on  the  Paper 
for  Tuesday  would  give  the  suggesbom 
their  consideration. 

Mb.  H.  power  said,  he  had  pre- 
pared a  very  beautifiil  speech,  and  if  he 
could  not  deliver  it  to  the  House,  he 
intended  to  issue  it  in  the  form  of  a 
pamphlet. 

Question  put,  and  agrted  to. 

Debate  further  a^jowmsd  till  Monday 
next. 


OBNXBAL  POUCH  AlVD  DCPBOVBMBIfT  (SOOT- 

lanb)  act  (1862)  AmnDMEiiT  vcuk. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Wdcdham  Aiutbutbir, 
Bill  to  unend  **Th6  General  Police  and  Im- 

Tk$  Chamdkf  of  the  £xchojuer 


poveawnl  (Socttaad)  Aoi,  1863.*'  •r^md  tD  U 
Drought  in  oy  Sir  W  wdvax  AncrvrnD,  Sb 
WxLLXJUC  CuKDCOHAici,  and  Mr.  Raioat. 
BUXpretmUd,  and  read  the  firft  thne  [Bill  ISt ] 

TBAICWATS  (ICBOHAHIGAL  FOWls)  KIL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Chabub  Aonnair,  Bil' 
to  authorise  the  experimental  nae  of  MeebnkBl 
Power  on  Tramways,  ordered  to  be  brooflkt  m 
by  SirtCHABLBs  Aodbblbt  and  Mr.  Eifwiao 
SrAirxopi. 

BiUi»rvMfi/#4»sad  read  the  flxst  time.  [Bin  161.} 

House  ad[]0Qmed  at  Two  o'clock 
till  Monday  oexl 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 
Mondasf,  Uth  Ma^,  1877. 

MINX7TE8.]--PuBU0  BiLUH-Mrti  MmUm 

Metropolis  ImproYonent  ProriaiaiuJ  Orun 

CQDJSnnation*  (72),  and  r^^rrtd  to  the  Eza> 

miners. 
80eond  Reading— Qtmai»  Laws  (Sootland)  ABttl> 

ment  (44) ;  Gas  and  Water  ;Orden  Omfina- 

tioA  (Abmgdon,  &oO  *  (66). 
JiiyK)r<->Bamoval  of  Wrecks*  (69). 
Third  iJtarfify— Public  Record   Office*  pO); 

Looal  GK>yemment  Provisional  Orders  (Bor^ 

bury,  fto.)  *  (66),  and  jNua#if. 


BURIAL  LAWS  CONSOLIDATION  BILL 

WITHDBAWAL  OV 


•  L+.-in'!-*, 


Trb  Eabl  of  SHAFTESBUBY  :  My 
Lords,  I  wish  to  inform  your  Lotdshipt 
that  it  is  not  my  intention  to  more  the 
Amendment  in  the  74th  olanse  of  the 
Burials  Bill  of  which  I  hare  giTW 
Notice.  I  found  that  it  would  ha^e  no 
support  on  this  side  of  the  House,  umI 
I  could  not  expect  support  fat  it  from 
the  o^er  side.  I  shall,  therefore,  not 
trouble  your  Lordships  with  a  umIss 
discusidon  and  still  more  useless  diTiskm. 

SOUTH  AFRICA-ANNEXATION  OF  THE 
TRANSVAAL. -THB  PROCLAMATION. 

The  Eabl  op  CAENAEVON:  My 
Lords,  it  may  be  interesting  to  your 
Lord^iips  that  I  should  read  a  telegram 
which  X  reoeiyed  about  20  minutes  ago 
from  Sir  Bartle  Frere,  which  y^iTSsaa 
outline  of  the  Proclamation  of  Sir  Tlieo* 
dbiluf  Shepstoae.' The  telegram  is  dalad 
Capetovi^,  Af  ril  96,  and  is  in  these 
terms— 
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M  Sir  Theophilni  Shepirtone  iasoed  ProdAma- 
tion  12th  Apnl.  B«dtd»  oommiflnon,  sketchM 
histcoT  of  existing  disorder  and  anarchy,  refers 
to  wishes  of  inhabitants  that  country  he  taken 
under  British  protection,  declares  territory 
henoef oirth  British,  oontinnes  existing  Courts. 
TVansraal  will  remain  separate  Govemmant, 
Qu66n*s  new  subjects  to  enjoy  reasonable  legis- 
latiye  privileges,  arrangements  for  optional  use 
of  Ihitch  language,  existing  laws  to  remain  until 
altered  by  competent  legislatiYe  authority,  equal 
justice  to  all  races,  private  rights  to  property 
reqjected,  Goyemment  officers  able  ana  willing 
to  serve  continued  in  office,  bondjlde  concessions 
and  contracts  of  State  to  be  honourably  main- 
tained, payment  of  State  debt  to  be  provided  lor. 
Another  proclamation  notifies  assumption  of 
office  as  Administratcar  of  IVansvaal,  a  separate 
address  to  Burgher  population,  the  war  tax 
suspended.  Inhabitants  reported  to  acquiesce 
willingly  in  new  order  of  things." 

My  Lords,  about  an  hour  or  two  before 
the  reception  of  that  telegram,  another 
reached  the  Colonial  Omce,  from  Sir 
Bartle  Frere,  dated  the  day  previous — 
the  24th  of  April.  It  does  not  supersede 
the  telegram  I  have  just  read,  but  I  will 
read  the  last  paragraph  of  it  to  your 
Lordships — 

'*The  necessity  for  annexation  seems  to  be 
generally  recognized  as  the  inevitable  result  of 
disorganization  in  the  BepubHc." 

I  have  also  to  inform  your  Lordships 
that,  from  information  received  through 
a  private  source,  and  which  is  dated 
April  25,  it  appears  that  the  Proclama- 
tion was  recognized  as  being  in  a  con- 
ciUiatoiy  spirit,  and  that  the  state  of 
affairs  in  the  Transvaal  was  one  of  quiet. 
Of  course,  all  this  information  is  only  an 
outline,  and  I  reserve  any  positive  opi- 
nion as  to  the  measure  oi  annexation 
until  I  have  not  only  the  Proclamation 
itself,  but  a  statement  of  the  ground  on 
which  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstope  acted 
in  the  matter. 


THE   EASTERN   QUESTION— THE  TM- 
PARTITE  TREATY  OP  16th  APRIL,  1866. 

QUESTION.      OBSEBVATIONS. 

Thb  Eabl  of  BOSEBEBY,  on  rising 
to  asik  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  a  Question  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice,  and  which 
had  reference  to  the  Tripartite  Treaty  of 
the  15th  April,  1856,  said,  he  had  no 
intention  of  making  a  speech  on  the 
Eastern  Question  or  of  saying  anything 
which  would  call  forth  such  a  speech 
from  any  noble  Lord  on  either  side  of 
the  House,    Indeed,  he  would  not  have 


made  the  inquiry  which  he  was  about 
to  make  if  it  had  not  been  for  a  state- 
ment addressed  to  their  Lordships  last 
month  by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Derby),  in  reply  to  some  observations  of 
his.  In  the  discussion  raised  on  April 
19,  he  drew  attention  to  the  dangerous 
nature  of  the  lUpartite  Treaty,  and  he 
g^t  this  answer  from  the  noble  Earl — 

"  It  was  a  Treaty  between  England,  Frances 
and  Austria ;  and  any  obligations  which  we  may 
be  held  to  haye  contracted  under  it  are  obliga- 
tions to  those  Powers  alone.  That  being  so,  the 
first  and  most  ^material  question  is,  Does  there 
exist  at  present,  or  is  there  the  slightest  pro- 
bability tbat  there  will  exist,  any  intention  on 
the  part  of  the  French  or  Austrian  Govern- 
ments to  call  upon  us  to  fulfil  our  Treaty  obli- 
gations? To  that  question  I  can  give  an  un- 
hesitating answer.  I  am  perfectly  couTinced 
that  neither  the  French,  nor  the  Austrian  Go- 
vernment has  the  slightest  intention  of  calling 
upon  us  to  fulfil  what  we  are  bound  to  under 
the  Treaty  of  Aj>ril,  1866 ;  and  consequently  I 
hare  not  thought  it  necessary  to  take  any  steps 
in  regard  to  uiat  Treatj,  or  to  free  ourselves 
from  the  obligations  which  it  involves." 

Now,  if  that  answer  had  been  given 
by  the  Austrian  Secretary  for  Foreign 
ABPairs,  it  would  have  been  satisfactory ; 
but  coming  from  the  English  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  it  required  some 
further  explanation  before  it  could  be 
regarded  in  that  light.  He  could  not 
see  how  the  ^e  dixit  of  an  English 
Minister  could  abrogate  a  Treaty  to 
which  two  Powers  besides  England  were 
parties.  The  confidence  in  me  matter 
displayed  by  tiie  noble  Earl  reminded 
him  of  what  was  not  an  uncommon  oc- 
currence outside  that  House.  It  some- 
times happened  that  a  person  was  asked 
to  back  a  bill  merely  as  a  ''  matter  of 
form ; "  but  at  the  end  of  three  months 
it  became  evident  that  the  thing  was  a 
reality.  Thinking  over  the  noble  Earl's 
answer,  he  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  could  only  have  been  based  on  one 
of  four  hypotheses.  First,  that  Austria 
would  not  in  any  case  be  embroiled  in 
the  present  contest ;  second,  that,  in  that 
case,  she  would  prefer  to  fight  alone  to 
fighting  with  the  help  of  Ghreat  Britcun ; 
third,  that  she  had  no  right  to  compel 
us  to  go  to  war  under  the  disputed 
Treaty ;  fourth,  that  she  had  given  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  her  assurance 
that  she  would  not  call  upon  us  under 
that  Treaty.  In  answer  to  the  first  of 
those  hypothetical  reasons  he  might  re- 
mark that  it  was  a  very  delicate  subject 
to  launch  upon — the  liability  of  Austria 
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to  be  embroiled  in  the  present  contest ; 
but  he  might  say  thus  muoh  without 
imduly  trenching  on  dangerous  ground, 
that  no  person  of  ordinary  sense  could 
cast  his  eye  on  the  map  of  Eastern 
Europe  without  perceiTing  that  it  was 
ve^  difficult  for  Kussia  to  strike  a  blow 
at  Turkey  without  touching  one  of  those 
numerous  interests  of  Austria,  inter- 
ference with  which  might  make  it  neces- 
saiy  for  the  latter  Power  to  interfere  in 
the  contest.  As  to  the  second  hypotheti- 
cal reason — that  Austria  would  prefer  to 
fieht  alone  to  fighting  with  tne  help 
of  Great  Britain, — ^it  was  undoubtedly 
true  that  any  contingent  of  land  forces 
which  we  might  send  to  her  assistance 
would  be  numerically  very  trifling  as 
compared  with  the  troops  wnich  she  her- 
self could  put  in  the  field ;  but  we  must 
remember  that  aid  in  such  a  way  was 
only  one  of  the  sinews  of  Jvrar.  A  short 
time  ago  the  Prime  Minister,  in  a  very 
remarkable  speech,  said  that  the  re- 
sources of  this  country  were  practically 
inexhaustible,  and  that  if  England  once 
drew  the  sword  she  would  not  sheath  it 
again  imtil  right  had  been  done.  That 
being  the  view  of  Her  Majesty's  Gk)- 
vemment,  he  could  not  think  that  Aus- 
tria would  prefer  to  fight  alone  rather 
than  have  the  aid  of  Ghreat  Britain. 
He  now  came  to  the  third  hypothetical 
reason,  which  he  thought  was  the  most 
intelligible  of  them  all — namely,  that 
Austria  had  no  right  under  the  Tripar- 
tite Treaty  to  compel  us  to  go  to  war. 
As  their  Lordships  were  aware,  the  Tri- 
partite Treaty  contained  two  distinct 
provisions — first,  the  three  Powers  which 
were  parties  to  it  guaranteed  jointly, 
severally,  and,  as  far  as  he  could  see, 
unreservedlv,  the  integrity  and  inde- 
pendence of  the  Ottoman  Empire ;  and, 
secondly,  they  agreed  to  treat  any  in- 
fringement of  the  Treaty  of  March,  1856, 
as  a  casus  belli.  What  was  the  situation 
at  the  present  moment?  The  Eussian 
Army  was  marching  into  the  Provinces 
of  the  Ottoman  Empire.  How,  then,  could 
it  be  maintained  that  the  integrity  and 
independence  of  the  Ottoman  Empire  had 
not  been  interfered  with  ?  With  regard 
to  the  second  point  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Derby^  had  set  out  in  a  despatch 
his  views  of  the  Treaty  of  March,  1866, 
and  according  to  that  view  we  oould  not 
say  that  there  had  been  an  in&inffement 
of  that  Treaty.  It  was  perfectly  true 
that  no  Power  had  as  yet  thought   fit 

The  Earl  of  Roseber^ 


to  treat  that  infringement  as  a  MMfUti; 
but  we  had  no  security  that  during  tibc 
progress  of  the  war  between  Bnasia  and 
Turkey  no  Power  would  treat  it  as  & 
casus  belli;  and  if  at  any  time  oneof  th« 
other  Powers  who  were  party  to  th« 
Tripartite  Treaty  did  think  fit  to  tr«st 
the  infringement  of  the  TreaW  of  March. 
1856,  as  a  casus  belli,  we  might  be  called 
on  to  interfere.  With  regard  to  tht 
fourth  hypothesis — that  Austria  had 
given  Her  Majesty's  Gk)vemment  har 
assurance  that  she  would  not  call  upai 
us  imder  the  Treaty — ihMt,  of  ooorae, 
was  a  matter  beyond  his  oogniaaee; 
but  if  she  had  given  sudi  an  aasurancf 
their  Lordships  ought  to  be  informed  dt 
it.  If  the  Treaty  nad  been  voided  is 
that  wav,  let  the  fact  be  declared.  He 
knew  tnis  was  a  most  delicate  matter. 
He  believed  that  connected  with  th» 
Eastern  Question  there  was  none  graver 
than  the  point  whether  the  Tripartiit 
Treaty  was  at  this  moment  operatire 
or  inoperative.  If  it  was  inoperatiTf 
let  the  Gk)vemment  declare  that  it 
was  so;  but  if  it  was  operative^  he 
held  that  it  was  a  source  of  aerioai 
danger.  He  did  not  believe  that  aor 
Government  could  ever  engage  thai 
county  in  a  war  on  behalf  of  the  Otto- 
man Empire  ;  but  we  might  through 
this  Treaty  dirift  into  the  quarrel,  aad 
then  not  on  behalf  of  English  or  ens 
Ottoman  but  of  Austrian  interests.  The 
noble  Earl  said  the  other  day  dist 
in  his  opinion  Treaties  were  not  etemsL 
Well,  ne  supposed  that  was  true. 
Treaties  were  not  eternal  any  mort 
than  Protocols;  but  he  would  like  to 
know  from  the  noble  Earl  what  period 
of  existence  he  assigned  to  TMtiea 
Would  he  give  them  &e  average  life  of 
man  ?  If  that  was  to  be  their  term,  kt 
them  be  decently  buried,  and  consigned 
to  the  sepulchre  of  archives  when  they 
reached  it;  but  let  them  not  sneak  out 
of  existence  under  the  impression  thai 
nobody  was  to  act  upon  them.  He 
thought  that  in  the  present  circumstanoes 
it  would  not  be  diMcult  to  make  an  ar- 
rangement to  free  ourselves  from  the 
Tripartite  Treaty,  and  he  believed  thai 
if  we  did  not  ao  that,  the  day  would 
come  when  that  Treaty  would  involve 
us  in  the  alternative  of  a  war  on  th« 
one  hand,  or — he  would  not  say  dis- 
honour, but  a  verv  discreditable  nro- 
oeeding^-on  the  other.  He  begged  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whether 
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in  their  opinion  the  tiine  had  not  ar- 
rived for  entering  into  an  amicable 
arrangement  with  France  and  Austria 
bj  which'  this  country  may  be  released 
£rom  the  engagements  of  the  Tripartite 
Treaty  of  the  15th  of  April,  1856? 

YisooTTirr  BTTEY  said,  he  could  not 
think  that  the  noble  Earl  had  adhered 
to  his  pledge  of  not  saying  anything 
which  ought  to  give  rise  to  a  speech  on, 
or  a  discussion  of,  the  Eastern  Question; 
but  he  did  think  there  was  evezy  reason 
why  something  should  be  said  from  the 
Conservatiye  side  of  the  House,  to  show 
that  those  who  sat  on  that  side  reposed 
the  fullest  confidence  in  the  Government. 
Their  Lordships  could  not  but  have  ob- 
served that  there  had  been  many  discus- 
sions recently  in  which  the  poli^  of  the 
(Government  on  the  Eastern  Question 
had  been  attacked  by  noble  Lords  on 
the  Opposition  side,  but  in  which  no  ut- 
terance of  approval  or  disapproval  had 
come  from  the  benches  behmd  that  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  That  silence 
had  arisen  not  from  distrust,  but  by 
reason  that  those  sitting  on  the  Ministe- 
rial benches  reposed  the  most  absolute 
trust  in  the  discretion  of  Her  Majesty's 
(Government.  While  negotiations  were 
pending  noble  Lords  on  his  side  of  the 
House  did  not  wish  to  make  speeches ; 
but  their  silence  might  be  maintained 
too  long,  and  now  that  war  had  actually 
broken  out.  Parliament  and  the  country 
ought  to  encourage  the  (Government  to 
continue  in  the  policy  they  had  pursued. 
To  his  mind  no  part  of  that  policy 
had  met  with  a  more  distinct  and  ex- 
pressive approval  than  the  manly  and 
straightforward  despateh  of  Lord  Derby 
in  answer  to  the  Circular  of  Prince 
Chnrtchakoff,  which  had  been  made  the 
occasion  of  a  flank  attack  on  the  (Go- 
vernment by  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Butland).    The  noble  Earl  who  had 

SK>ken  that  evening  had  spoken  in  the 
Tiffgifl-Ti  interest. 

The  Eabl  of  EOSEBEEY  rose  to 
Order.  He  had  never  said  a  word  about 
£ussian  interests.  Besides,  he  sub- 
mitted that  the  noble  Viscount  was  ex- 
ceeding the  proper  bounds  in  entering 
on  the  whole  Eastern  Question. 

YiscouNT  BUBY  thought  he  was 
strictly  in  Order.  He  accepted  the  noble 
l^url's  disclaimer ;  but  he  would  like  to 
know  in  whose  interests  the  noble  Earl 
had  spoken  ?  British  interests  were  cer- 
tainly involved  in  the  struggle ;  and  it 
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was  no  discredit  to  Bussia,  from  her 
point  of  view,  that  she  should  want  Con- 
stantinople ;  and  we  knew  in  our  hearts 
that  she  wanted  it.    Her  principal  porte 
were  in  the  Black  Sea ;  her  great  arse- 
nals were  in  the  Black  Sea ;  the  mouths  of 
the  Danube  were  in  her  hands ;  and  it 
was  perfectly  intelligible  that  she  should 
wish  to  have  the  command  of  the  Black 
Sea.    Would  any  one  say  that  British 
intereste  were  not  involved  in  that?  We 
knew  that   for   three  generations  the 
Eussian    (Government    had    aimed   at 
making  Bussia  a  great  naval  Power. 
Why  else  had  the  seat  of  government 
been  removed  from  Moscow  to  St.  Peters- 
burg ?    Nature  had  set  a  barrier  against 
her  in  the  Baltic;    but  if   she  could 
obtain  the  command  of  the  Black  Sea 
she  would  be  able  to  achieve  the  object 
of  her   ambition.     She   made   use   of 
soft  and  honeyed  words ;  but  her  acts 
showed    that    she   was    bent    on    an 
aggression    in    the    direction    of    the 
Mediterranean,  which  the  intereste  of 
England  and  the  intereste  of  Europe 
coiud  not  allow  of.    No  one  could  look 
at  the  map  of  the  seat  of  war  in  the 
Library  without  seeing  that  within  a 
week  not  only  En^sh  intereste,  but  the 
very  existence  of  England  might  be  at 
at  stake.     P*  Oh,  oh!"]    Was  not  the 
Euphrates  Valley  the  road  to  India? 
The  Bussians  were  constructively  at  war 
with  Egypt.    They  had  a  Fleet  in  the 
Bed  Sea;  and  what  was  to  prevent  them 
from  sending  their  ships  to  the  mouths 
of  the  Suez  Canal?    English  intereste 
were  at  this  moment  most  desperately 
involved,  and  England  should  not  change 
front  by  an  abrogation  of  the  Tripartite 
Treaty. 

LoED  HOUGHTON  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  noble  Viscount  who  spoke  last 
(Viscount  Bury)  rather  than  with  his 
noble  Friend  fthe  Earl  of  Bosebery),  as 
to  the  attituae  which  their  Lordships' 
House  should  assume  at  that  moment. 
When  the  whole  of  England  and  the 
whole  of  Europe  had  been  watehing 
with  interest  a  debate  on  the  Eastern 
Question  which  had  already  extended 
over  nearly  a  week  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  he  thought  the  voice  of 
their  Lordships'  House  ought  to  be 
heard  on  the  question  also.  The  House 
of  Lords  was  concerned  in  the  discussion 
of  that  question  equally  with  the  Com- 
mons. There  was  a  time  when  the  great 
issues  of  foreign  affairs  were  raised  far 
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more  in  their  Lordships'  House  than  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.  There 
was  a  time  when  the  voices  of  the 
greatest  orators  of  their  Lordships' 
House  were  heard ;  and  he  would  oe 
glad  to  see  a  renewal  of  it.  He  could 
not  fall  in  with  the  sug^stion  of  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Eosebeiy), 
that  the  proceedings  on  the  present  oc- 
casion ought  to  be  confined  to  an  oratori- 
cal duel  between  himself  and  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs. 
England  and  Europe  in  general  ought 
to  be  enlightened  by  the  wisdom  and 
experience  of  their  Lordships'  House. 
He  could  not,  indeed,  support  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  noble  Earl,  but  if  it  elicited 
a  discussion  good  could  not  fail  to  be  the 
result.  Upon  the  immediate  question 
before  the  House  he  was  bound 
to  say  he  saw  extreme  difficulty  in  the 
course  suggested  by  his  noble  Friend — 
namely,  that  there  should  be  an  abroga- 
tion of  the  Tripartite  Treaty.  Having 
taken  some  little  pains  to  inform  himseff 
on  the  point,  he  oelieved  that  it  would 
be  as  entirely  contrarv  to  precedent  as  it 
would  be  discreditable  to  honesty  and 
common  sense  to  maintain  a  Treaty  as 
long  as  it  did  not  carry  with  it  any  peril 
or  any  complication,  but  the  moment  it 
did  to  ask  for  its  abrogation.  Such  a 
course  would  not  be  consistent  with  the 
honour  or  with  the  custom  of  England. 
He  remembered  a  veiy  eminent  officer 
who  resigned  his  commission  before  the 
Crimean  War  broke  out.  Afber  the 
declaration  of  war  a  reverend  friend  said 
to  him — **  How  very  erateful  you  ought 
to  be  that  you  left  the  Army  before  it 
became  dangerous."  Now,  that  was  the 
position  in  *  which  his  noble  Friend 
wished  to  put  this  country — he  asked 
that  she  should  give  up  the  Tripartite 
Treaty  the  moment  it  became  dangerous. 
Their  Lordships  knew  that  the  great 
Treaty  of  March,  1866,  was  signed  by 
all  the  Five  Powers.  By  Article  30  of 
that  Treaty  it  was  recited — 

**  Hia  Majesty  the  Emperor  of  aU  the  RuasiAs 
and  His  Majesty  the  Sultan  maintain  in  its 
integrity  the  state  of  their  possessions  in  Asia 
such  as  it  legally  existed  before  the  rupture." 

Now,  that  was  not  exactly  the  present 
state  of  affairs.  In  anticipation  of  a 
particular  event,  three  of  the  Great 
rowers  determined  to  draw  up  the 
Treaty  now  known  as  the  Tripartite 
Trea^.  Why  the  Five  Powers  did  not 
join  in  that  act  he  did  not  very  well 
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understand.  Perhaps  it  was  iSkd  m 
Italy  was  then  only  Sardinia,  sad 
Prussia  was  not  Germany,  the  Tfans 
Powers  determined  that  the  seomd 
Treaty  should  be  one  confined  to  ^m 
two  great  military  Bowers,  Austria  tad 
France,  and  the  great  naval  Powv, 
England.  There  must  have  been  t 
strong  belief  on  Ae  part  of  tlie  Thtm 
Powers,  and  of  our  own  Minister,  Lotd 
Clarendon,  that  Russia  was  not  to  be 
trusted  in  respect  of  the  maintaoaaee  d 
the  conditions  of  the  Treaty  of  ICaie^ 
1856,  and  that  the  time  might  ooim 
when  she  would  firee  herself  fnm  tiw 
obligations  of  that  Treatr.  That  bsuif 
the  case,  the  Tripartite  Treaty  was  sot 
a  complement  or  a  supplement  of  tbt 
Treaty  of  March,  1 B56,  but  was  a  spedil 
and  separate  document  with  a  speeial 
and  separate  meaning.  That  measiBf 
was  that  if  the  interests  of  Austria  ob 
the  Danube  were  serioudhr  in  daanr 
England  would  not  be  indifrerentto  mt 
danger.  Mysterious  (Germany  spob 
but  little,  but  she  spoke  enough  to  mskt 
us  understand  that  she  would  be  in- 
willing  to  see  the  mouths  of  the  DtiiiiU 
fall  into  the  hands  of  Bussia.  He  wu 
not  one  of  those  who  believed  that  India 
would  be  lost  if  the  Euphrates  Tslkj 
were  in  the  hands  of  Bussia ;  but  he  did 
believe  that  there  would  be  the  gresM 
danger  to  English  interests  if  Boflu 
became  so  dominant  in  Peraia  as  tLtf 
Persia  was  at  her  beck  and  the  Peniis 
Oulf  in  her  hands.  These  were  qiw^ 
tions  of  ultimate  danger,  though  not  of 
pressing  danger.  Supposing  that  Banit 
nad  no  design  of  temtorial  aggrossice, 
then  the  Tripartite  Treaty  womd  be  pfl^ 
fectiy  harmless ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
suppose  that,  having  entered  on  what 
many  persons  said  was  a  most  unneest- 
saiy  war,  and  what  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment declared  to  be  an  aggrsssin 
war,  and  that  her  design  in  making  it 
was  territorial  aggrandixement — then  wt 
stood  on  the  firm  ground  of  the  Trips^ 
tite  Treaty,  and  we  could  call  on  th« 
other  Powers  who  were  parties  to  tbst 
Treatv  to  assist  us  in  vindicating  it 
That  being  the  case,  he  did  not  see  saj 
reason  for  asking  for  its  abrogation. 
He  did  not  think  we  oould  do  so  witfaooi 
a  breach  of  honour.  He  was  sore  v« 
oould  not  do  so  without  a  breach  of 
neutrality.  We  were  in  a  position  of 
neutrality,  and  it  was  our  buainesi  to 
maintain  it  not  merely  in  fonUi  but  io 
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Bnssia  wliioh  would  be  both  unpalat- 
able and  even  dangerous  to  Austria. 
England  and  France  might  not  be  so 
much  interested  as  Austria  in  the  terri- 
torial question ;  but  they  were  both  in- 
terested as  regarded  the  occupation  of 
Constantinople  and  of  the  Bosphorus 
and  Dardanelles  by  Bussia.  Any  such 
occupation  would  not  only  be  dangerous 
to  them,  but  also  to  every  Power  on  the 
^ores  of  the  Mediterranean.  We  must 
not  disguise  from  ourselves  that  if 
Bussia  were  once  in  possession  of  either 
of  the  shores  of  the  Bosphorus  and  Dar- 
danelles she  might  defy  the  united  navies 
of  Europe.  It  might  be  that  Turkey 
had  forfeited  all  claim  to  material  or 
moral  sttpport;  but  there  were  other 
interests  affecting  England  and  Europe 
at  large,  which  we  could  not  disregard, 
although,  in  providing  for  them,  we  in- 
cidentidly  contributed  to  support  the 
Ottoman  Empire. 

The  Eakl  of  DEBBY  :  My  Lords,  I 
have  waited  to  see  whether  any  other 
noble  Lord  would  address  the  House  on 
this  question ;  but,  as  no  one  seems  in- 
clined to  do  so,  perhaps  it  may  be  as 
well  that  I  shoiila  at  once,  and  without 
entering  into  the  larger  and  more  general 
question,  proceed  to  answer  the  inquiry 
made  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Bosebery).  Now,  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  though  the  subject  of  his 
Question  is  one  of  extreme  delicacy,  yet 
it  is  one  of  such  great  importance  that  I 
am  not  surprised  the  noble  Earl  should 
have  thought  it  right  to  bring  it  for- 
ward ;  and  I  must  further  say  that  the 
observations  he  made  in  putting  the 
Question  were  in  a  spirit  of  temperate 
and  impartial  criticism.  I  have  nothing 
to  complain  of  in  the  Question  or  in  the 
manner  in  which  it  has  been  put ;  but 
when  the  noble  Earl  says  he  is  not  re- 
assured by  the  explanation  which  I  gave 
the  other  night,  and  that  it  is  impossible 
to  know  how  soon  we  may  be  called 
on  to  fulfil  our  engagements  under  the 
Tripartite  Treaty,  and  when  he  illus- 
trates the  position  by  a  circumstance  of 
which  I  hope  many  of  your  Lordships 
have  not  had  experience, — that  of  per- 
sons who,  having  put  their  names  on 
the  back  of  a  biU  as  a  matter  of  form, 
find  that  their  having  done  so  was  any- 
thing but  a  matter  of  form — ^I  must,  in 
reference  to  that  illustration  of  the  noble 
Earl,  say  that  the  names  on  the  back 
of  this  particular  bill  are  not  those  of 
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and  he  could  not  conceive  a 
greater  breadi  of  neutrality  tiian  for 
England  to  oome  forward  and  ask  the 
two  other  Powers  to  agree  to  an  abroga- 
tion of  the  Tripartite  Treaty. 

LoHD  STANLEY  of  ALDE&LEY  : 
When  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Bose- 
bery) asked  Her  Majesty's  Gk>vemment 
to  abrogate  the  Tripajrtite  Treaty,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  not  for  the  protection 
of  British,  but  of  Austrian  or  Turkish 
xnterestsj  he,  by  implication,  impeached 
the  conduct  of  the  Gh>vemment  which 
in  1856  negotiated  and  condnded  that 
Treaty.  The  noble  Earl  said  nothing  of 
what  would  be  the  effect  throughout 
Europe  if  Her  Majesty's  Gk)vemment 
were  to  assent  to  his  Motion.  It  would 
greatly  discourage  Erance,  which  was  at 
present  divided  between  a  desire  to 
mamtain  the  alliance^with  England,  and 
a  desire  for  an  alliance  wiui  Bussia. 
But  it  would  still  more  discourage  Aus- 
tria, which  had  stood  by  us  through 
these  negotiations,  and  it  would  furnish 
a  fresh  occasion  to  Prince  Bismarck  to 
launch  epigrams  against  England  for 
showing  tiie  white  feather,  and  on  her 
complete  effacement. 

LosD  HAMMOND  said,  that  at  a 
time  when  the  Turkish  Empire  was 
Struggling  for  existence  it  would  not  be 
eonaistent  with  the  neutrality  which  we 
professed,  to  relieve  Bussia  from  the 
eheck  which  the  existence  of  a  Treaty, 
ihe  object  of  which  was  io  secure  the 
integrity  and  independence  of  Turkey, 
was  calculated  to  impose  on  any  views 
of  territorial  affgrandizement'  at  her 
expense.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
noole  Earl  who  had  brought  the  ques- 
tion forward  (the  Earl  of  Bosebery) 
liad  so  establi^ed  his  proposition  as 
to  induce  their  Lordshh)s  to  accept  it. 
He  apprehended  that  before  we  made  any 
Buoh  application  to  France  and  Austria 
as  that  which  the  noble  Earl  suggested, 
we  ought  first  to  ascertain  in  what  way 
such  an  overture  wotild  be  received — for 
if  it  were  rejected  our  position  would  be 
a  very  painfol  and  difficult  one.  Neither 
Prance  nor  Austria  might  be  prepared 
at  the  present  moment  to  call  upon  us 
to  fbUQ  the  engagements  of  the  Ihreaty ; 
Imt,  at  the  same  time,  Austria  especially 
tnight  feel  very  reluctant  to  release  us 
from  1^  obligation  of  joining  her  in 
maintaltting  the  independence  and  in- 
tessrityof  (rar^ev'-^for  in  the  course  of 
the  war  demands  inight  be  made  by 
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persons  with  whom  I  have  the  honour 
to  act  in  political  life,   and  therefore 
whether  it  was  wise  to  contract  an  en- 
gagement so  stringent    is   a   question 
which  I  must  leave  the  noble  JBarl  to 
settle  with  those  who  represented  the 
Liberal  Oovemment  in  1856,  and  those 
— happily  more  numerous — ^who  repre- 
sented the  Liberal  Oovenmient  in  1871, 
when  what  was  done  in  1856  came  under 
revision,  and  when  the  Government  of  the 
day  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  ask  for 
the  abrogation  of  this  Treaty.    If  I  were 
to    answer  the  noble  Earl's   Question 
generally,  I  should  have  no  objection  to 
go  this  length — ^I  would  willingly  admit 
that  any  engagement  which,  like  this 
Treaty,  binds  the  parties  to  it  to  regard 
a  certain  condition  of  things  as  a  casus 
helli,  and  binds  them  to  that  in  circum- 
stances which  it  is  impossible  to  foresee, 
may  cause  grave  and  serious  inconveni- 
ence, involving  as  it  does  an  engage- 
ment to  go  to  war  at  a  time  when  it 
is  possible  we  may  be  engaged  in  hos- 
tilities  elsewhere,  or  at  a   time  when 
the    state    of   public   feeling    in    this 
country  would  make  it  impossible  for 
us   to    act   up   to    our    engagements, 
or  at  a  time  when  there  would  be  no 
English  interest  to  be  served  by  your 
doing  so.     If,  therefore,  the  question 
were  whether  I  should  or  should  not  be 
ready  on  behalf  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment to  enter  into  an  ene^ement  like 
this  Tripartite  Treaty,  I  &ankly  admit, 
for  my  part,  that  I  should  hesitate  a  long 
time  before  I  should  take  that  course. 
But  I  do  not  agree  with  the  noble  Earl 
when  he  went  on  to  say  that  the  practical 
risk  of  our  being  called  upon  to  act  on 
this  engagement  was  grater  than  I  re- 
presented.   The  noble  Earl  argued  the 
question  very   logically  when    he  put 
hypothetically  these  four  conditions,  as 
those  which  alone  could  give  us  security 
against   being  so    called  upon: — first, 
that  Austria  will  not  in  any  case  be  em- 
broiled in  the  present  contest ;  second, 
that  in  case  she  were  she  would  prefer 
to  fight  alone  rather  than  to  fight  with 
the  help  of  Great  Britain;  third,  that  she 
has  no  right  to  compel  us  to  go  to  war 
under  the  Tripartite  Treaty ;  and,  fourth, 
that  she  has  given  the  Government  her 
assurance  that  she  will  not  call  upon  us 
under  that  Treaty.    Now,  I  admit  at 
once  that  Austria  is  not  free  from  the 
possible  danger  of  being  embroiled  in 
the  war  which  is  at  present  being  waged. 
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Next,  I  agree  that  if  she  wereembnikd 
in  it,  obviously  it  would  be  to  her  idm* 
tage  to  fight  with  this  ooontxy  for  a 
allv  rather  than  alone.    As  to  the  tfaiid 
point,  the  question,  what  claim  Aiutna 
might  have  under  this  Treaty  to  call 
on  this  country,  involves  vaiioos  oos- 
siderations,    difficult   to    diacots  in  a 
merely  speculative  manner.    The  Treaty 
havinff  been  framed  to   proaorve  tht 
integrity    and     independence    of  tk» 
Turkish  Empire,  the    question  migk 
not  be  unfairly  raised  whether,  if  tbt 
contracting  Powers  had   allowed  ihtd 
integrity  or  that  indei>end6nc6   to  be 
violated,  and  war  having  broken  oat 
between  Bussia    and   Turkey,  one  of 
those  contracting  Powers,    at  a  latar 
period  of  the  war,  would  have  the  tight 
to  call  upon  the  others,    not   on  thfl 
ground    tnat   the    interests    oric^siDr 
defined  had  been  attacked,  but  on  tB« 
ground  that  other  interests  had  corns  to 
be  involved.  I  am  not  giving  an  opjuas 
on  that   question — I  only  mentioa  it 
because  the  noble  Earl  touched  on  cir- 
cumstances which  might  hereafter  §jm 
to  induce  one  of  the  contracting  j^txtMi 
to  call  upon    the  others.     I  think  it 
might  be  a  question  whether,  harinf 
allowed  the  time    of  action    to  pta, 
Austria  would  be  entitled  to  call  upon 
us  later  under  the  Treaty,  on  the  pn 
that  her  own  interests  were  ooncernfid. 
Then  as  to  the  fourth  assumption  of  tbt 
noble  Earl,  which  raised  the  qnestka 
whether  Austria  has  given  ua  an  assni* 
ance  that  she  will  not  call  upon  ns  under 
the  Treaty — ^well,  my  Lotos,  I  cannot 
say  that  in  so  many  words  we  have  bid 
any  assurance  of  that  kind;    but  m 
far   as  one   can   judge    by    the   lan- 
guage and  actions  of  Austria  what  bcr 
course   is  likely  to   be  under  oxreom- 
stances  which  have  long  been  forseoao, 
I  think  I  may  say  that  in  the  attitiiio 
of  the  Austrian  Government  thivmgb- 
out  the  long  and  complicated  negotia- 
tions which  everyone  at  least  knew  migbt 
end  in  that  war  which  unhappily  his 
broken  out,   we  have  seen  noUiing  to 
lead  to  the  idea  that  Austria  has  any 
intention  to  stand  on  her  Treaty  tighti 
in  this  matter.    To  the  French  Oorarn* 
ment  the  noble  Earl  did  not  allude,  end 
perhaps  with  regard  to  that  Govenuneot 
it  will  be  enough  to  remind  your  Lord- 
ships  that,  like  ourselves,  Ftanoe  hsi 
announced  her  intention  of  obierving  a 
strict  neutrality ;  and  I  apprehend  when 
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a  Goyemment  announces  its  intention  to 
maintain  a  strict  neutrality,  though  the 
case  has  arisen  in  which  it  might  call 
upon  the  other  parties  to  the  Treaty 
to  join  in  action,  it  may  be  assumed  that 
by  sudi  announcement  it  foregoes  any 
claim  to  ask  at  a  subsequent  period  for 
assistance  in  war.  Then  there  remains 
the  question  whether  it  is  expedient  at 
the  present  moment  to  take  the  step 
proposed  by  the  noble  Earl  and  com- 
municate with  the  other  Powers  with 
the  view  of  withdrawing  from  the  en- 
gagements of  the  Treaty.  I  do  not 
thmk  this  would  be  the  moment  to  take 
that  step.  You  hare  to  consider  in 
dealing  with  these  international  engage- 
ments, not  only  what  will  be  the  actual 
effect  of  the  thing  you  do,  but  what 
will  be  the  interpretation  put  upon  your 
acts  and  what  will  be  the  conclusions 
drawn  from  them.  It  is  one  thing  to 
say  that  we  are  not  going  to  war  to 
maintain  the  Ottoman  Empire,  and 
another  to  take  a  step  which  might  be 
understood  by  Europe  —  and  not  un- 
reasonably— as  a  formal  announcement 
of  our  indifference  to  whatever  might 
occur.  We  have  been  and  are  in  very 
confidential  communication  with  the  Go- 
vernment of  Austria — there  has  been  a 
confidential  interchange  of  ideas  between 
us — and  I  have  not,  for  my  own  part, 
the  slightest  idea  that  the  Austrian  Go- 
yemment will  call  upon  us  to  act  on  the 
conditions  of  this  Tripartite  Treaty  in 
a  manner  which  might  be  a  cause  of 
embarrassment  to  us.  When  the  war 
now  unfortunately  being  waged  shall 
have  come  to  an  end,  it  will  no  doubt  be 
necessary  to  reconsider  and  revise  the 
engagements  of  the  several  Powers  as 
set  out  in  the  various  Treaties  now 
existing,  and  which  an  altered  condition 
of  affairs  may  render  no  longer  appli- 
cable. When  that  time  comes  it  will 
be  a  fedr  question  to  consider  whether 
the  engagements  of  the  Treaty  of  1856 
should  be  longer  continued ;  but  I  think 
that  at  present  to  adopt  the  course  sug- 
gested by  the  noble  Earl  would  be  inju- 
oicious  and  impolitic. 

The  Dote  of  AEGYLL  said,  that 
by  what  on  a  former  occasion  he  ven- 
tured to  describe  as  "the  destructive 
criticism"  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Derby)  he  had  rather  challenged  a 
defence  of  those  whose  names  were  to 
the  Tripartite  Treaty.  He  (the  Duke 
of  Argyll)  was  not  going  in  their  de- 


fence to  say  that  distant  and  contingent 
promises  were  to  be  evaded.  He  re- 
membered that  some  anxiety  which  had 
been  raised  by  a  Treaty  entered  into  by 
the  noble  Earl  himself  was  at  once  re- 
lieved by  an  explanation  from  the  noble 
Earl  that  the  document  meant  nothing 
at  all.  However,  this  was  too  grave  for 
mere  repartee,  and  from  this  he  passed 
as  unworthy  of  occupying  the  attention 
of  their  Lordships.  He  could  not,  how- 
ever, but  feel  that  in  the  discussion  to- 
night there  had  been  on  the  noble  Earl's 
part  a  total  suppression  of  the  real  argu- 
ments and  facts  which  were  determining 
our  position  in  reject  to  the  Treaty  of 
1856.  Let  their  Lordships  remark  the 
position  of  embarrassment  with  which 
this  country  and  the  other  Governments 
of  Europe  were  placed  in  respect  to  those 

great  instruments  which  were  deemed  the 
etermining  instnmients  of  the  public 
policy  of  the  year  1856.  It  was  a  posi- 
tion of  embarrassment,  not  to  our  own 
Government  only,  but  to  all  the  other 
Governments  that  were  parties  to  those 
Treaties.  And  why?  Because  they 
were  crumbling  beneath  our  feet,  and 
the  very  parchments  on  which  they  were 
written  were  scattered  in  fragments 
along  the  shores  of  the  Black  Sea. 
Why,  then,  were  the  Governments  silent 
at  such  a  time  ?  They  were  silent  be- 
cause those  Treaties  were  breaking  down 
through  the  infamous  conduct  of  the 
Government  of  Turkey.  Her  cruelty 
and  her  breach  of  every  solemn  promise 
she  had  given  to  these  Powers,  made  it 
impossible  for  us  to  defend  her  from  the 
consequences  of  her  own  acts.  He  did 
not  intepd  to  say  a  word  in  hostile  criti- 
cism on  the  Government ;  but  since  the 
Papers  were  distributed  only  last  week 
war  had  broken  out,  and  the  public  at- 
tention would  be  exclusively  directed  to 
the  future,  and  not  to  the  past.  Some 
of  their  Lordships  might  read  these 
Papers,  together  with  some  Members 
of  the  other  House  and  a  few  members 
of  the  Press ;  but  practically  they  would 
be  dead  letters.  The  impression  they 
had  left  on  his  mind  was  that  they  did 
not  afford  i^e  slightest  ray  of  hope  of 
improvement  in  the  internal  government 
of  Turkey.  Our  own  agents  reported 
that  things  were,  indeed,  worse  than 
ever.  Mr.  Beade,  our  Consul  at  Bust- 
chuk,  declared  that  the  oppression  exer- 
cised by  the  Mahomedan  officials  over 
the    Christian   populations  was   worse 
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than  ever  it  was  before,  because  thej 
now  flaunted  in  the  face  of  the  people 
that  the  Turkish  Qovemment  had  suc- 
cessfully defied  all  the  Powers  of  Europe. 
That  despatch  was,  he  believed,  only  a 
few  weeks  old.  It  was  said  on  benalf 
of  Turkey  that  she  had  been  prerented 
from  reforming  her  internal  a^inistra- 
tion  at  first  by  the  fear  of  war,  and  now 
by  the  presence  of  a  hostile  army  on  her 
frontier.  But  Turkey  might,  notwith- 
standing, have  taken  some  steps  towards 
improvement — she  might  have  appointed 
some  Governor  over  the  disaffected  Pro- 
vinces whose  name  would  have  given 
confidence  to  Europe.  When  Bussia  or 
Turkey  wanted  an  effective  naval  officer 
for  any  particular  service,  they  came  to 
the  British  Admiralty;  and  if  Turkey 
had  desired  to  give  a  pledge  to  the 
Powers  of  Europe  she  might  have  ap- 
pointed a  Governor  over  Bulgaria  in 
whom  Europe  felt  confidence.  On  the 
other  hand,  evidence  was  not  wanting 
from  the  Commissions  of  Philippopolis 
and  other  transactions  that  the  Tundsh 
Government  had  used  every  endeavour 
to  foil  justice  and  to  prevent  the  punish- 
ment of  the  miscreants  who  had  com- 
mitted the  Bulgarian  atrocities.  And 
what  thanks  did  the  British  Government 
get  for  their  patronage  of  this  iniouitous 
and  detested  Government  ?  Lord  l)erby, 
who  had  humbly  and  with  bated  breaui 
recently  made  some  recommendations  to 
the  Porte,  received  a  most  insolent  an- 
swer from  the  Grand  Yizier,  who  told 
him  that  Turkey  wanted  no  foreign  in- 
terference. Those  were  the  thanks  tiie 
Government  obtained  from  the  Grand 
Yizier  for  their  protective  kindness  for 
the  Turkish  Government,  and  those  were 
the  reasons  why  the  Gh>vemment  could 
not  and  dared  not  enforce  the  Treaty  of 
1856.  There  was  a  maxim  equally  true 
in  politics  as  in  private  life,  that  honesty 
was  the  best  policy — and  it  would  be  a 
monstrous  injustice  and  a  crying  shame 
to  do  anything  to  keep  such  a  Govern- 
ment as  that  over  14,000,000  or 
15,000,000  of  the  Christians  of  Europe. 
He  repeated  that  no  ray  of  hope  could 
be  held  out  that  if  war  had  not  been 
resorted  to  there  was  any  prospect  of 
amendment  in  the  Government  of  Tur- 
key. This  Blue  Book  had  informed  him 
of  a  fact  which  he  had  learned  with 
amazement  —  that  the  Government  of 
England  was  not  only  a  part^  to  the 
Protocol  of  March  31,  but  ahnost  as 
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much  a  parfy  to  the  Deftlaymtiwi  tbit 
accompanied  it.     The  facts  were  tfasts 
— ^When  the  Protocol  was  first  oocnaa- 
nicated  to  the  Gk)veniment,  Lofd  Didf 
said  that  he  had  no  objeotion  in  nni- 
ciple  to  the  signature  of  such  a  dooa- 
ment,  but  the  price  to  bejpaid  for  it  was 
a  promise  on  tne  part  of  JCunia  that  sbt 
would  disarm.    What  was  the  langnsp 
of  Bussia?    He  (the  Duke  of  AipjQ) 
denied  that  she  had  "sprung  a  nans 
upon  England  or  upon  Europe.    Dis 
Bussian  Government  said  distinotly  that 
they  would  not  disarm  for  the  aignstnw 
of  Uie  Protocol.    Lord  Derbv  thereapoa 
said  that  he  must  consult  the  GabiMti 
and  he  took  some  time  belbre  he  gam 
his  answer.    He  then  told  Count  8c&»* 
valoff  that  the  Cabinet  objected  to  sigs 
the  Protocol,  except  on  the  ooaditioa  of 
disarmament.    Count  Schoovaloff  stood 
firm,  and  said,  "  We  cannot  and  win 
not  disarm  until  we  have  obtained  fron 
Turkey  certain  securities  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  condition  of  her  Ohni- 
tian  |>opulationa."     A  separate  skaCdb 
containmg  three  conditions  was  plaesd 
in  the  hands  of  Lord  Derby,  and  he  ssad 
he  would  consult  the  Cabinet  whatkcr 
they  would  sign  or  not.    The  Gabiast, 
after  knowing  the  intentions  of  Bassii. 
the  nature  (S  the  Declaration,  and  tkt 
separate  terms  she  demanded  from  Tur- 
key, determined  to  sign  the  FrotoocL 
He(the  Duke  of  Argyll)  said  that  uadsr 
these  circumstances  the  GovemmsBtof 
England  were  a  par^  to  that  Declaration , 
and  that  this  was  one  transaction— tke 
Protocol,  with  its  accompanying  Dedaia- 
tion.     He  ventured  to  think  that  tht 
Gbvemment  had  taken  a  wise  oomst. 
and  that  they  did  rifffat  in  auppleiBsat^ 
inff  that  demand  on  Turkey.    That  ws* 
foUowed  by  a  de^atch,  dated  i^ril  ^ 
£rom  Lord  Derbv,  urgently  requiriac 
that  Turkey  should  accept  me  Protoool 
in  conjunction  with  the  Declaration.  He 
said  the  Turks  would  be  meet  unwise  if 
they  did  not  accept  this  Declaration,  and 
that  if  Turkey  did  not  do  what  wsi 
required  she  would  be  put  in  the  wioof 
in  the  eyes  of  Europe.     In  all  thsie 
transactions  the  proof  was  inoonteotsble 
that  our  present  situation  with  regsid 
to  the  Treaties  of  1856  was  due  to  tfa» 
absolute  refiisal  of  the  Pocte  to  aake 
any  and  every  conoession  —  avaa  tkt 
most  reasonable,  and  uxsred  in  the  sKMt 
modified  and  temperate  form.    Ha  (tkt 
Duke  of  Argyll)  must  break  hia  ^paam 
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not  to  oritioize  the  oonduot  of  the  Gb- 
yenimeat  to  do  so  only  with  regard  to 
one  point,  which  was  this  —  In  the 
answer  which  the  noble  Earl  made  to 
the  Bussian  Declaration  of  War  he  had 
used  this  argument — the  Protocol  asked 
no  new  guarantee  from  Turkey.  Was 
that  a  fair  statement  ?  He  quite  agreed 
that  the  Qt)Temment  of  Ihigland  was 
free  to  answer  that  Circular  perhaps 
they  were  called  upon  to  answer  it, 
wi^out  consulting  the  other  Powers  of 
Europe.  England  had  a  position  whidi 
entitled  her  to  speak  independently,  and 
she  ought  to  speak  when  she  did  speak 
with  no  bated  breath.  He  did  not  object 
to  the  independent  tone  of  the  answer ; 
he  did  not  object  to  the  answer  because 
it  was  insulting  to  Eussia,  but  he  did 
object  to  it  because  it  was  incorrect  in 
its  statement  of  fact.  It  was  not  true 
and  fair  to  say  that  the  Protocol  de- 
manded no  new  security  for  the  Chris- 
tians of  Turkey — it  was  a  mere  verbal 
quibble  to  say  so ;  the  Protocol  did  not, 
but  the  accompanying  Declaration  did ; 
we  were  parties  to  both,  and  we  urged 
both  upon  the  Government  of  Turkey. 
Under  these  circumstances  the  Declara- 
tion did  demand  of  Turkey  securities  for 
the  better  government  of  her  Christian 
subjects;  and  in  supporting  that  view 
we  did  rightly,  and  in  refusing  to  recog- 
nize it  we  did  wrongly.  Our  position — 
our  embarrassing  position  as  regarded 
Treaty  rights,  resolved  itself  into  this  at 
last:  we  were  dealing  with  a  Govern- 
ment  utterly  barbarous,  utterly  faith- 
less, and  which  it  was  impossible  for  us 
to  save. 

'Lord  DENMAN  said,  that  Treaties 
such  as  those  of  1815  miffht  for  a  time 
be  inoperative  as  to  parts  of  them;  while, 
in  the  main,  such  as  in  the  great  prin- 
ciple of  the  abolition  of  the  Slave  Trade, 
they  remained  intact.  During  the  21 
years  in  which  he  had  been  a  Member 
of  their  Lordships'  House,  he  had  been 
most  respectful  in  his  language  towards 
foreign  Potentates ;  but  he  must  remind 
their  Lordships  of  the  speech  of  the  14th 
Earl  of  Derby,  on  the  1 8th  of  AprU,  1 859, 
on  the  refusal  of  a  Congress,  at  the  in- 
stance of  Bussia,  in  which  that  noble 
Lord  said — 


"  I  am  quite  onre,  also,  that  the  mainteziaxice 
of  peace  will  be  materially  strengthened  and 
BQpported  by  the  knowledge  throughout  Europe 
at la^  thi^  this  country  -wiR  not  be  allowed  to 
remain  a  helplesi  or  a  feeble  speotator  of  events 
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that  may  compromise  her  dignity  and  her 
honour;  and  that  a  serious  responsibility  will 
rest  on  the  head  of  that  Power,  whichever  it 
may  be,  that  without  due  provocation,  and  with- 
out the  most  urgent  and  imperative  necessity, 
merely  to  gratify  its  own  ambitious  aims,  pre- 
cipitates tae  evils,  the  dangers,  and  the  crimes 
of  war."- [3  ffantard,  diii.  1867.] 

He  (Lord  Denman)  would  also  call  their 
Lordships'  attention  to  a  speech  of  Mr. 
Cobden,  also  to  be  found  in  Mansard, 
and  to  the  words  of  the  then  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  in  answer  to  it — 

*'  The  present,  like  previous  Administrations, 
have  deemed  it  a  matter  of  ^neral  European 
concern,  and  therefore  of  British  concern,  that 
Turkey  should  not  be  made  the  sulject  of  foreign 
intrigue  and  of  foreign  aggression.  My  hon. 
Friend  used  very  s&ong  language  on  this 
subject  when  he  said  that  the  people  of  Eng- 
land— I  forget  the  exact  words — had  beoi 
in  a  state  of  disgraceful  panic  and  cowardice 
with  respect  to  apprehended  designs  of  Russia 
on  Turkey.  It  is  not  now  necessary  to  go  back 
to  a  discussion  of  the  causes  of  the  ^mean 
War ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say  when  we  speak  of 
non-intervention  in  Turkey — when  we  speak  of 
repudiating  all  ideas  of  resisting  the  natural  and 
general  development  in  force,  numbers,  and  in- 
telligence of  the  Christians  of  that  Empire — we 
by  no  means  mean  to  assert  that  the  ancient 
policy  of  this  coimtry  is  to  be  repudiated,  and 
that  we  hold  it  henceforth  a  matter  of  indif- 
ference what  schemes  are  formed  b^  any  foreign 
Power  against  the  existence,  or  against  the  terri- 
torial independence,  of  the  Ottoman  Government. 
And  I  am  bound  to  say  also,  that  while  a  real 
and  livelv  sympathy  does  exist  throughout  the 
country  for  the  Christian  population  of  Turkey, 
on  the  other  hand  there  does  exist  a  belief  that 
the  principles  on  which  the  Crimean  War  was 
waged  were  sound  principles,  and  that  the  ques- 
tion whether  wholesale  aggression  from  any 
European  Power  on  Ottoman  territory  is  to  be 
permitted  or  not  is  a  fair  subject  for  considera- 
tion by  the  British  Government,  and  for  the 
adoption  of  such  measures,  whether  of  diplomacy 
or  force,  as  circumstances  may  appear  to  the 
Government  to  warrant.  My  hon.  Friend, 
towards  the  close  of  his  speech,  drew  a  deferable 
picture  of  the  general  condition  of  the  Turkish 
race.  I  ask  not  whether  the  description  is  in 
all  respects  accurate,  or  in  some  degree  exagge- 
rated. I  am  afraid,  as  regards  the  history  of 
the  Turks  from  the  time  of  their  first  appear- 
ance in  the  Western  world  to  the  present  day, 
he  would  be  a  very  bold  man  indeed  who  was 
prepared  to  contend  that  their  conquests  and 
dominion  have  been  favourable  to  the  happiness 
of  mankind  or  the  progress  of  civilization.  But, 
however  that  may  be,  what  is  the  use  of 
drawing  these  highly  coloured  pictures,  unless 
you  recommend  a  particular  policy  P" — [3  San- 
tard,  clxxi.  145-6.J 

He  (Lord  Denman)  would  further  call 
their  attention  to  a  speech  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone on  the  Neutralization  of  the  Black 
Sea,  on  March  7th,  1871,  in  which  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 
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*'  It  will  bo  beyond  the  power  of  the  Gk)rem- 
ment  adequately  to  discuss  that  subject  while 
the  Conference  was  sitting." — [8  Htmtardt  ocvii. 
1606.] 

Further  than  that,  on  Maroh  9th,  Sir 
Charles  Dilke  was  against  the  acceptance 
of  that  Conference,  at  which  France 
could  not  be  represented.  This  Motion 
was  withdrawn;  but  it  was  now  the 
custom  to  discuss  the  whole  Eastern 
Question,  out  of  Parliament  and  in  Par- 
liament, whilst  negotiations  were  going 
on,  and  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
of  the  day  in  declaring  on  14th  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1871,  that  the  Treaty  was  only 
intended  to  last  for  20  years,  or  only 
during  Lord  Palmerston's  life,  showed 
that  they  were  ready  to  patch  up  a 
hollow  peace  with  a  mental  reserva- 
tion, and  not  to  give  that  fair  play  to 
Her  Majesty's  CK>vemment  whi^  they 
had  obtained  for  themselves.  As  the 
Treaty  of  Paris,  instead  of  claiming  any 
compensation,  was  of  itself  the  only  fruit 
of  the  Crimean  War,  it  could  not  be 
abrogated  without  the  most  serious  co- 
operation of  all  the  parties  to  it. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY :  My  Lords,  I 
can  of  course  speak  again  only  by  your 
Lordships'  indul^nce.  An  entirely  se- 
parate question  has  been  raised  by  the 
noble  Duke.  I  do  not  at  all  object  to 
the  course  he  has  taken,  because,  no 
doubt  all  the  questions  that  have  been 
discussed  this  evening  are  more  or  less 
connected  one  with  Uie  other;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  I  may  say  that  there  is  a 
certain  inconvenience  in  discussing  the 
correctness  or  incorrectness  of  language 
held  in  diplomatic  documents  when 
you  are  not  aware  that  a  discussion 
is  to  be  raised,  and  you  have  not 
the  documents  before  you.  I  do  not 
want  to  argue  any  of  the  matters 
touched  upon  by  the  noble  Duke.  I  only 
rise  utterly  to  repudiate  and  disclaim 
the  construction  which  the  noble  Duke 
has  placed  upon  the  transactions  in  con- 
nection with  tne  Protocol  and  the  Bussian 
Declaration.  The  noble  Duke  argues 
that  because  we  are  responsible  for  the 
Protocol,  therefore  we  are  responsible  for 
the  Declaration,  which  was  the  sole  work 
of  Russia.  My  answer  is  simply  this — 
The  very  fact  of  a  Declaration  beingmade 
by  one  Ghvemment  alone,  upon  its  own 
account,  and  not  in  a  collective  document, 
is  a  sufficient  indication,  to  my  mind, 
that  only  the  Ghvemment  that  issues  the 
separate  document  can  be  responsible  for 
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its  contents.  I  should  not  contend  that 
the  Bussian  CK>vemment  could  be  held  ia 
any  manner  responsible  either  lor  ^» 
general  tenour  or  for  the  language  of 
that  Declaration,  which,  on  tiie  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  I  appesdad 
to  the  Protocol.  I  cannot,  thereiof*. 
either  exercise  any  control  or  aoeept  any 
responsibility  for  that  other  DeoUzmttoa 
which  was  made  by  the  Buosiaa  Oo* 
vemment. 

Ea&l  OBANVILLE  said,  that  vhik 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Boeebery) 
who  s|>oke  with  great  abilitv,  had  om- 
fined  himself  very  much  to  the  poiiit  b* 
had  brought  before  their  Lordlahips,  it 
was  a  noble  Lord  on  the  other  aida  who 
introduced  a  much  lareer  queetiozi,  aad 
he  was  followed  by  other  noble  Ijoxdi, 
before  his  noble  Friend  the  noble  DiLke 
spoke  at  all.  And  when  his  noble  Priead 
did  speak,  it  was  to  show  that  it  waatke 
fault  of  Turkey  and  of  die  Qovemmaat 
of  Turkey  that  the  present  state  of  tliuigv 
had  arisen ;  and  therefore  it  waa  qnita 
natural  that  the  noble  Duke  should  qoots 
Papers  which  had  been  laid  on  the 
Table  a  week  ago,  and  with  wbiok  nobk 
Lords  opposite  must  be  perfeotlyfkmiliar. 
He  must  ask  their  Lordships  to  read 
those  despatches,  which  gave  daj  br 
day  descriptions  of  conversation  betweo 
the  Secretazy  of  State  for  Foreign  Affain 
on  the  one  side  and  the  Bepreeeatative 
of  Bussia  on  the  other.  As  far  aa  hh 
memorv  went,  the  noble  Duke  gare  an 
exact  abstract  of  what  passed.  ThenoUe 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  asked  for  aoms 
assurance  of  demobilization ;  the  Buanao 
Bepresentative  gave  some  reasons,  aome 
of  which  were  ffood  and  others  weak 
for  not  doing  wat.  The  noble  Eezl 
then  asked  Count  Sohouvaloff  if  he 
could  not  make  some  suggestiona  to 
remove  the  difficulty,  and  he  mentioned 
to  him  the  exact  points  which  wore 
afterwards  embodiea  in  the  Dedara^ 
tion  as  a  means  of  avoiding  it.  On 
the  seoond  occasion  the  noble  Earl  said 
he  could  not  answer  a  Question  which 
had  been  put  at  once,  but  he  would  re&r 
it  to  the  Cabinet.  It  was  referred  to  the 
Cabinet,  and  the  noble  Earl  accepted  the 
four  points  which  were  embodied  in  the 
Declaration  without  one  word  of  objaelioii 
on  the  part  of  the  Cabinet,  but  maraly 
stating  to  Count  Schouvaloff  that  the 
ProtooDl  must  fall  to  the  jnonnd  if  dis- 
armament did  not  ensue.  He  asked  their 
Lordships   very  oareftilly  to  read  the 
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despatches,  which  would  bear  out  every 
wonl  the  noble  Duke  had  uttered. 


GAME  LAWS  (SCOTLAND)  AMENDMENT 
BILL.— (No.  44.) 

(The  Barl  of  Rotebery.) 
SECOND  READIKO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  Eabl  of  EOSEBEBY,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  this  had  long  been  a  question 
of  vital  importance  in  Scotland.  No  one 
who  had  watched  the  Elections  in  that 
country  and  the  discussions  which  had 
taken  place  there  could  have  failed  to 
see  that  it  was  one  which  created  con- 
siderable interest  throughoutthe  country. 
That  was  not  entirely'attributable,  in  lus 
opinion,  to  the  excessive  preservation  of 
game  in  Scotland,  but  to  the  unusually 
high  state  of  cultivation  and  that  the  sys- 
temjof  1 9  year's  leases  gave  to  theoccupier 
a  great  interest  in  the  land  as  compared 
with  the  general  tenure  of  land  else- 
where. During  the  years  1871  and  1 872 
the  excitement  on  this  subject  had 
arrived  at  such  a  pitch  that  no  fewer  than 
nine  Oame  Bills  were  introduced  into 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.  He 
would  trouble  their  Lordships  by  ad- 
verting to  those  deceased  measures,  only 
so  far  as  to  say  that  the  result  of  the 
struggle  to  get  the  measures  through  the 
House  was  that  the  more  sedate  intel- 
ligence of  a  Select  Oommittee  was  turned 
upon  the  matter ;  and  he  claimed  for  the 
Bill  he  had  the  honour  of  introducing 
that  it  was  founded  mainly  on  the  re- 
commendations of  that  Oommittee.  The 
Ohairman  of  the  Oommittee  was  Mr. 
Ward  Hunt,  the  present  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  his  noble  Belative  Earl 
Stanhope,  whom  he  did  not  see  in  his 
place,  Mr.  Oameron  of  Lochiel,  Sir 
Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson,  and  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach,  who  were,  or  had  been. 
Members  of  the  present  Ghvemment. 
He  did  not  suppose  that  a  Bill  framed 
on  the  recommendations  of  a  Oommittee 
so  composed  would  be  likely  to  have 
a  very  revolutionaiy  character.  He 
would  proceed  at  once  to  state  what  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  were.  The  first 
provision  was  to  assimilate  the  law  of 
Scotland  to  that  of  England,  and  to  give 
a  definite  right  to  the  game  to  the  tenant 
instead  of  to   the  umdlord — in  other 


words,  to  reverse  the  presumption  of  law 
that  the  right  to  the  game  was  vested  in 
the  landlord  in  the  absence  of  any  express 
agreement  to  the  contrary,  and  to  vest  it 
in  the  tenant.  The  effect  of  that  provision 
wotild  be  that  unless  there  was  an  ex- 
press reservation  in  the  lease  of  the  game 
tothelandlord,the  lessee  would  have  the 
exclusive  right  of  hunting  and  killing 
the  game  on  the  land  of  which  he  was 
tenant.  The  next  provision  of  the  Bill 
was  that  in  any  lease  in  which  the  game 
was  reserved  to  the  landlord,  there 
should  be  some  fixed  amount  by  way  of 
compensation  for  the  damage  done  by 
the  game  so  reserved,  and  that  the 
amount  of  actual  damage  should  be  as- 
certained if  possible,  and  be  made  sub- 
ject of  agreement  between  the  landlord 
and  the  tenant.  In  the  event  of  disputes 
arising  between  the  landlord  and  the 
tenant  as  to  the  amount  of  damage  done, 
there  was  a  provision  of  reference  to 
arbitration ;  and  failing  that  the  matter 
would  be  brought  before  the  Sheriff. 
Now  with  regard  to  that  point  he  would 
read  two  answers  given  by  an  eminent 
authority,  Mr.  Irving  of  Drum,  before  the 
Select  Oommittee.  In  answer  to  one  of 
the  questions  put  to  him  on  the  present 
state  of  the  law  he  said —  , 

'*  I  apprehend  that  the  tenant,  in  malring  the 
contract,  took  into  consideration  the  existing 
amonnt  of  game  on  the  farm  just  in  the  same 
way  as  they  woold  take  into  consideration  any 
inconvenience  and  drawback  that  might  tend  to 
decrease  the  value  of  the  farm." 

The  Bill  did  not  provide  for  the  total 
amount  of  damage  done,  but  for  the 
excess  over  a  certain  amount  of  damage 
fixed  beforehand.  Now  it  was  obvious 
that  according  to  the  present  working  of 
the  Oame  Laws  of  Scotland  they  could 
not  absolutely  estimate  the  amount  of 
the  damage  caused  by  ground  game, 
unless  they  established  some  basis ;  they 
might  then  estimate  the  damage  over 
the  ordinary  amount  which  the  tenant 
might  contemplate  when  he  entered  on 
the  land ;  ana  this  Bill  proposed  to  sub- 
stitute for  the  amount  of  damage  an 
actual  money  value,  which  would  be 
much  easier  estimated  than  any  theo- 
retical amount  of  damage.  It  was 
obvious  that  the  middle-aged  landlord 
might  not  be  so  keen  on  the  preservation 
of  game  as  a  younger  man,  who  miffht 
be  more  desirous  when  he  came  into  his 
inheritance  to  raise  the  head  of  game  on 
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the  estate  higher  than  it  was  when  the  | 
tenant  entered  on  his  lease.  Thearranee- 
ment,  therefore,  proposed  by  the  5ill 
was  necessary  to  prevent  mspute  be- 
tween the  landlord  and  the  old  tenant. 
The  next  provision  of  the  Bill  to  which 
he  wished  to  call  attention  was  the  pro- 
posal to  transfer  the  questions  which  arose 
under  the  Game  Law  from  the  justices 
of  the  peace  to  the  Sheriff.  There  was 
a  strong  feeling  in  Scotland  that  justices 
of  the  peace,  being  largely  conoemed  in 
the  preservation  of  game,  ought  not  to 
be  allowed  to  try  cases  of  poaching.  It 
was,  in  fact,  a  stranp^e  anomaly  that  a 

i'ustioe  of  the  peace  in  Scotland  should 
lave  the  power  of  trying  cases  against 
Game  Law  offences,  while  in  other  cases 
the  parties  who  were  interested  were  not 
allowed  to  act  in  such  cases  in  a  judicial 
capacity.  For  instance,  keepers  of  brew- 
eries and  distilleries  could  not  try  Excise 
cases,  nor  owners  of  factories  hear  cases 
of  breach  of  the  Faotoiy  Act.  He  thought 
it  would  be  rather  an  advantage  to  the 
magistrates  themselves  as  well  as  to  the 
administration  of  the  law  that  the  Orame 
Law  offences  should  be  tried  by  the 
Sheriff.  The  last  provision  to  wmch  he 
would  call  attention  was  this — At  pre- 
l^nt  offenders  were  liable  to  be  prose- 
cuted more  than  once  for  the  same 
offence — and  he  believed  that  under  the 

E resent  law  of  Scotland  many  persona 
ad  been  charged  five  or  six  times  for 
the  same  offence.  There  were  also  two 
minor  provisions — to  enable  the  tenant 
of  a  farm  to  kill  hares  and  rabbits  and  to 
give  leave  to  a  Mend  to  do  the  same,  and 
to  enable  anyone  to  kill  rabbits  on  tak- 
ing out  a  gun  licence.  He  did  not  know 
that  there  could  be  any  objection  to  such 
a  provision  as  that.  The  Bill  was  cer- 
tainly not  a  very  revolutionary  one,  and 
it  was  based  on  the  recommendations  of 
the  Committee.  He  knew  it  to  be  an 
honest,  and  he  trusted  an  adequate  at- 
tempt to  solve  a  matter  of  great  di£EL- 
cully. 

Ifov0d,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
—(7%^  Earl  ofRoiehery), 

Thx  Dukb  of  BUOOLEITOH  said, 
he  would  not  oppose  the  second  reading 
of  the  BilL  It  was  true  that  there  had 
been  a  great  many  Scotch  Game  Bills 
brought  into  the  other  House,  but  that 
was  only  a  proof  of  the  affitation  which 
had  been  created,  as  he  thought,  unne- 

Tki  Earl  of  Bo9$h$ry 


upon  the  tul^ect.  It  hmk 
formed  an  excellept  topic  upon  wkiek  to 
make  excitine,  not  to  say  inflammatorj, 
speeches  on  me  hustings — ^talking  abooi 
tne  poor  oppressed  tenants  whoee  profits 
were  all  eaten  up  by  an  imaginaxy  quan- 
tity of  game.  He  believed  an  exoeaa  of 
game  was  the  exception  on  Scotch  ilaniu, 
and  not  the  rule,  and  there  were  recr 
few  counties  in  which  there  was  mon 
game  preserving  in  Scotland.  It 
true  that  they  heard  of  great  bstta^a 
casionally,  where  some  thousaiMia  ci 
pheasants  were  shot;  but  on  ftTamiBa- 
tion  it  turned  out  that  they  were  kand- 
bred  and  hand-reared,  and  only  tanttd 
into  the  coppice  for  a  short  time  baHofs 
they  were  destroyed  by  the  sportam«a. 
He  thouffht,  from  the  specimen  \im  bai 
seen  of  t£e  Bill,  it  was  much  mora  likaly 
to  ffive  rise  to  quarrels  between  laad- 
loroB  and  tenants  than  to  prevent  litiga- 
tion. Who  was  to  settle  uie  queatioB  el 
what  amount  of  damage  was  done  to  tks 
orops,  and  how  was  it  possible  to  aati* 
mate  it  at  so  much  per  acre  ?  Tho  wmx 
in  which  such  questions  were  dealt  with 
and  settled  now  was  that  when  a  tmmami 
made  an  offer  for  a  farm,  he  took  into 
calculation  all  the  drawbacks  to  which  ii 
was  subject ;  and  he  (the  Duke  of 
deuch)  knew  himself  that  the 
done  to  the  orops  by  the  gama 
always  a  subject  of  discussion,  and  land- 
lords were  always  willing  to  cntiaidsr 
the  damage  in  the  amount  of  the  real. 
But  to  say  what  the  damage  wna  psr 
acre  would  be  a  vexy  different  matter. 
Then,  again,  the  game  that  did  ths 
damage  to  a  farm  belonging  to  one 
owner  very  often  came  from  the  oatnte  of 
another,  and  it  would  be  veiy  nbaord 
that  the  landlord  of  a  farm  was  to  oom* 
pensate  the  tenant  for  damage  oanaod  by 
the  hares  and  rabbits  of  his  neigkboura. 
The  tenants  often  took  the  txaaUa  to 
scare  away  a  few  rooks  itom  a  oomfiald, 
which  were  practically  doing  more  good 
than  harm,  while  they  stood  stioK  ia 
hand  Rasing  at  the  wood  pigeons,  whieh 
were  ooing  far  more  harm.  Thia  maa- 
sure  oomfdetely  altered  the  whole  law  of 
Scotland,  and  took  away  the  prc^ar^  ia 

re  firom  the  proprietor  to  vest  it  ia 
tenant,  who  might  be  here  to-da/ 
and  gone  to-morrow,  and  who  wooM 
take  no  care  to  preserve  the  gams  on  the 
farm,  unless  with  a  view  to  show  kow 
much  damage  he  sustained  by  it  In  so 
far  as  the  Bill  took  away  the  rigfata  id 
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the  landowner,  he  would  in  Committee 
move  Amendments  in  the  sense  of  the 
Agrioultoral  Holdings  Act  in  England. 
Why  should  there  not  be  the  same  free- 
dom of  oontraot  between  landlord  and 
tenant  in  Scotland  as  in  England  or  any- 
where else  ?  Then,  again,  he  objected 
to  tiie  change  propo^  by  which  the 
Justices  were  not  to  adjudicate  upon 
Gkune  Law  ofifences.  He  could  not  un- 
derstand how  it  was  that  it  was  such  a 
dreadful  thing  for  a  Scottish  proprietor 
of  land  to  hear  a  case  of  ofifence  against 
the  Oame  Laws;  yet  it  seemed  to  be 
considered  such  a  dreadful  iniquity  that 
it  was  impossible  to  tolerate  it.  They 
had  no  such  officer  as  Sheriff  Substitute 
in  England.  Did  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Eosebery)  think  t^at  Scottish 
Justices  of  the  Peace  were  not  quite  as 
impartial  and  just  as  English  Justices. 
He  had  himself  acted  as  Justice  of  the 
Peace  in  Scotland,  and  he  would  not 
allow  such  an  aspersion  to  be  thrown 
upon  an  excellent  body  of  men,  for 
whom  he  had  the  highest  respect.  He 
had  no  objection  to  such  cases  being 
heard  by  the  Sheriff  Substitutes,  but  he 
did  not  think  that  they  would  deal  with 
them  one  whit  better  than  the  Justices. 
With  respect  to  the  liberty  given  by  a 
tenant  to  a  friend  to  shoot  hares  and 
rabbits,  of  course  that  would  be  limited 
to  the  land  which  he  occupied. 

Thx  Mabqusss  of  EIPON  said,  he 
rose  solely  for  the  purpose  of  suggesting 
to  Uie  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Boseberrj 
an  iLnendment  that  he  thought  woula 
improre  the  Bill — ^namely,  the  adoption 
of  a  recommendation  which  was  ap- 
proved by  the  Select  Oommittee.  In 
cases  where  the  damage  was  done  not 
by  game  living  on  the  land  of  the  owner, 
but  by  game  coming  from  the  pro- 
perty of  a  neighbouring  owner,  hard- 
ship was  inflicted  not  on  the  oooupier 
only,  but  on  the  owner.  The  landlord 
would  lose  in  rent,  and  the  occupier 
in  damage  to  his  crops.  He  found  no 
provision  in  the  Bill  to  meet  that  case, 
although  he  believed  it  would  be  found 
that  the  Select  Conmiittee  had  laid  it 
down  that  the  owner  of  preserves  shonld 
be  made  liable  for  damage  done  by 
his  game  to  his  neighbours.  He  sup- 
posed the  House  of  Commons  had  not 
seen  their  ^bj  to  oaizy  out  that  reoom- 
mendation.  He  was  by  no  means  sure 
whether  under  C9aase  5  such  owneor 
would  be  liaUe  for  any  damage  what- 


ever.   The  matter,  however,  oame  dis- 
tinctly within  the  purview  of  the  BilL 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  and 
GKDBDON  said,  he  was  not  inclined  to 
affree  with  the  noble  Duke  behind  him 
(tne  Duke  of  Buccleuch).  In  justice  to 
the  hon.  Member  who  introduced  this 
Bill  into  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
(Mr.  M 'Lagan),  he  felt  bound  to  express 
his  belief  that  he  did  so  without  any 
electioneering  view  whatever,  and  was 
only  influenced  by  a  desire  to  remove 
those  feelings  of  heartburning  and  jea- 
lousy which  certainly  prevailed  in  some 
parts  of  Scotland — and  he  was  happy  to 
say  it  was  only  in  some  parts  of  Scotland 
that  such  things  did  exist.  He  was  not 
going  into  the  details  of  the  Bill.  He 
believed  a  noble  Duke  who  was  present 
just  now,  but  was  obliged  to  go  away 
from  indisposition  (the  Duke  of  Argyll), 
would  move  some  Amendments  in  Com- 
mittee. The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Buccleuch)  was  wrong  in  supposing  that 
the  Bill  interfered  with  freedom  of  con- 
tract. If  it  interfered  with  freedom  of 
contract  in  the  slightest  degree,  he 
should  himself  have  as  strong  an  objec- 
tion to  it  as  the  noble  Duke.  The  part 
which  the  noble  Duke  fancied  interfered 
with  freedom  of  contract,  in  reality  did 
no  more  than  this — ^it  set  up  a  basis  on 
which  damage  could  be  assessed.  They 
got  a  sort  oi  datum  line,  from  which  they 
could  start  to  assess  damage  done  by 
ffame;  whereas,  if  they  had  no  such 
ngures,  it  would  be  difficult  to  assess  the 
amount  of  damage  done  to  a  farm  over 
and  above  the  amount  which  might 
naturally  be  expected.  There  was  some 
obscurity  in  the  clause,  which  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquees  of  Bipon)  drew 
attention  to  as  to  reservation ;  and  there 
was  another  point  which  was  not  very 
dear,  and  that  was  whether  the  owner 
might  not  be  liable  even  for  damage 
done  by  rabbits  which  were  not  re- 
served. He  merely  threw  out  those 
hints  for  the  noble  Earl  to  consider  be- 
fore going  into  Oommittee.  Another 
point  he  would  call  attention  to  was 
whether  there  would  be  an  arrangement 
by  which  the  landlord  might  have  some 
security  for  the  expense  he  might  be  put 
to  in  ascertaining  the  damage  done  over 
and  above  the  amount  that  might  be 
fixed.  If  a  tenant  complained  to  a  land- 
lord of  damage  done  on  a  pa^cular 
farm,  the  lancQord  might  send  a  compe- 
tent valuer   to   go  over  the  farm    to 
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assess  the  value  in  excess  over  what  was 
agreed  upon ;  and  that  might  take  place 
over  and  over  again,  and  the  tenant 
might  never  go  to  court.  In  that  case 
the  practice  might  give  rise  to  bad  feel- 
ing between  the  landlord  and  tenant. 
The  landlord  might  be  put  to  consider- 
able expense  to  have  the  damaee  valued, 
while  the  tenant  never  intenaed  to  go 
into  court.  There  might  be  some  clauses 
introduced  to  meet  the  difiBlculties  which 
he  had  pointed  out  to  the  noble  Earl  on 
this  question.  He  had  no  other  obser- 
vation to  make  on  the  Bill.  He  believed 
it  to  be  an  honest  attempt  to  put  a  stop 
to  a  state  of  things  which,  if  they  could 
be  put  a  stop  to,  it  was  very  desirable  to 
do  it. 

The  Eabl  of  EOSEBERY,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  presumption  of  law  being  in 
favour  of  game  belonging  to  a  tenant 
who,  it  was  said,  might  be  here  to-day 
and  gone  to-morrow,  reminded  their 
Lordudps  that  in  Scotland  the  tenants 
held  leases  for  1 9  years.  He  admitted  the 
Scotch  Justices  did  their  duty  quite  as 
well  as  the  English ;  but  it  appeared  to 
him  desirable  to  transfer  the  game  cases 
to  the  Sheriffs,  in  order  to  avoid  any  pos- 
sible reproach  that  mieht  arise  from  the 
Justices  themselves  being  preservers  of 
game.  With  regard  to  depredations 
committed  by  a  neighbour's  game,  that 
was  a  difficult  subject  to  deal  with,  and 
he  hardly  saw  his  way  through  that  part 
of  the  question.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  expenses  of  the  valuer 
might  be  provided  for  by  arrangement 
in  the  lease,  as  was  done  in  many  va- 
luations at  present. 

Motion  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  commuted  to  a  Oommittee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thunday  the  7th 
of  June  next. 

lOBTBOPOLIS     nCFBOVEHENT     PBOVI8I02TAL 

0BDSB8  00N7ISMATI0N  BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  confirm  certain  Proviaional  Orders 
of  one  of  Her  Migeety's  Principal  Secretariee  of 
State  for  the  improvement  of  certain  areas 
within  the  Metropolis— Was  pr$9eHUd  by  The 
Lord  Stbward;  read  1*;  and  re/emd  to  the 
Examiners.    (No.  72.) 

House  atiyoumed  at  a  quarter  past  Seven 

o'clock,  till  To-moRow,  half 

past  Ten  o'dook. 


The  Duke  o/Siehmond  and  Gordon 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 


Monday,  Uth  May,  1877. 


MDrOTEai  —  Sblbct  CoKtanmm  —  Pobfic 
OfGlcee  and  Buildings  (Metropolis),  mtmimatwi . 
ParUamentaiy  and  Municipal  Electiou  (Horn 
of  Polling),  Mr.  James  Cowan  and  Mr.  Sm^ 
jeant  Spiiucs  addid;  Jjord  Codmae'i  Prti- 
tion,  nominaUd, 

Wats   akd  Mxaks — eomidirtd  im   Ccmmittm 
Consolidated  Fund  (£6,900,000)  •. 

Public  Bills — Jietolutiont    in    Otmmittm    Or- 
dsred" First  J^Mufiii^—Factors  Act*  [I<8] 
Pier    and    Harbour    Orders 


(No.  8)  •  [1661. 
Ordsred—Firtt  Mmdin^^Qtant  Stephen's 

(Dublin)*  [167],  and  r»/mW  to  tbs 

miners. 
Second  R$ading — Summary  Jurisdictioii  (IreliDi) 

(No.  2)  •  [1691. 
Third  R$tuUng'-^<xtlo\k  and  Suffolk 

[168],  and  iMMMrf. 


QUESTIONS. 


DUMFRIES  PUBLIC  PARK.— QUESTION. 

M&.  ERNEST  NOEL  asked  theSe^ 
oretary  to  the  Treasorj,  Whether  he  oam 
inform  the  House  on  what  ground  th« 
warrant  of  gift  of  the  Hannahfield  es- 
tate to  the  magistrates  and  town  oonml 
of  the  burgh  of  Dumfries  in  trust,  fat 
the  use  of  the  inhabitants  as  a  pabbc 
park,  ordered  by  Her  Majesty  to  be  pre- 
pared in  1873,  has  now  been  reroked; 
and,  whether  the  properhr  is  to  be  oo&- 
veyed  absolutely  to  the  War  Office,  th« 
public  beinff  granted  permission,  luidcr 
▼ery  limited  conditions  only,  to  use  the 
open  ground  for  purposes  of  recroatioii  f 

M&.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Sir,  no  wmirant 
of  gift  of  the  Hannahfield  Estate  waa 
ordered  by  Her  Majesty  to  be  pr«pered 
in  1873,  and  therefore  none  has  oeen  re- 
voked. What  has  happened  is  this— 
In  1873  the  Treasury  determined  ths 
mode  in  which  the  estate  should  be  dis- 
posed of,  the  principle  of  the  distriba- 
tion  being  that  subject  to  two  main  ooa- 
siderations  —  (1)  that  a  portion  of  the 
land  should  be  available  for  purposes  of 
public  recreation,  and  (2)  thiU  it  ahonld 
DC  available  for  militaiy  purposes,  the 
whole  estate  (less  the  Crown's  share  and 
certain  specific  donations)  should  bs 
devoted  to  purposes  of  education,  sffntt 
being  thus  given  to  theviewsof  afonnsr 
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owner  of  the  property.  At  the  time  it 
Tras  thouffht  tnat  the  beet  way  of  carry- 
ing oat  t£is  design  would  be  to  appoint 
a  body  of  trostoes  consistinff  of  the 
magistrates  and  Council  of  Dumfries 
and  the  Sheriff  and  Sheriffs  Substitute 
for  DumMes  and  Oalloway,  and  to  vest 
the  whole  estate  in  them,  subject  to  the 
conditions  specified.  When,  however, 
tlie  details  came  to  be  arranged,  diffi- 
culties supervened  which  proved  insur- 
mountable, and  it  has  been  decided  to 
▼eet  the  estate  in  the  War  Department 
Instead,  subject,  nevertheless,  to  the 
Bame  conditions.  This  will  make  no 
difiTerence  to  the  inhabitants  of  DumMes, 
as  it  is  provided  that  they  shall  have 
the  same  use  of  the  ground  for  recrea- 
tion as  they  would  have  had  if  the  fee 
had  been  vested  in  the  Town  Ooundl 
and  Sherifis. 

ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  —  FAIBFORD 
FREE  SCHOOL.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SAMXTELSON  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,  Whether  the  in- 
habitants of  Fairford  have  netitioned  the 
Charity  Commissioners  and  the  Educa- 
tion Department  against  the  Fairford 
Free  School  scheme;  whether  the  said 
inhabitants  have  petitioned  or  in  any 
way  asked  for  aQ,  investigation  into  the 
charities  of  Fairford ;  if  he  would  state 
when  the  eighty  days'  grace  before  the 
coming  into  ^ect  of  the  scheme  will 
elapse;  and,  whether  he  can  delay  its 
enactment  until  it  has  been  discussed  in 
the  House  of  Commons  ? 

VisooTTMT  SANDON:  Sir,  when  a 
scheme  has  been  upon  the  Table  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  for  two  months 
without  any  Address  from  either  House 
of  Parliament  against  it,  it  passes  en- 
tirely out  of  our  hands ;  and  I  may  add 
that  when  the  two  months  have  expired, 
we  are  advised  that  the  Ghvemment  has 
no  longer  any  power  to  interfere  with 
the  matter.  This  scheme,  I  am  informed, 
has  this  day  been  approved  by  Her  Ma- 

1'esty  in  Council,  ana  is  therefore  now 
aw.  As  some  misapTOehension  has  ex- 
isted about  this  case,  I  may  add,  for  the 
information  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
the  great  change  which  was  made  in 
this  Siarity,  and  which  is,  I  believe,  the 
object  of  the  opposition  to  which  he 
alludes — ^that  is  to  say,  the  conversion  of 
funds  which  were  previously  used  for 


apprentice  fees  to  objects  of  education 
—  was  made  as  far  back  as  the  year 
1871. 

PAROCHIAL  CHARITIES  (CITY  OF 
LONDON).— QUESTION. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether,  as  he  stated  in  reply  to  a  ques- 
tion addressed  to  him  on  April  the  23rd 
that  he  was  in  communication  with  the 
Charity  Commissioners  as  to  what  steps 
should  be  taken  in  reference  to  abuses 
connected  with  the  administration  of 
certain  parochial  charities  in  the  City 
of  London,  which  have  been  described 
in  the  recent  Beport  of  these  Commis- 
sioners, he  can  now  inform  the  House 
whether  the  Government  have  come  to 
any  decision  as  to  the  course  they  pro- 
pose to  adopt  with  the  object  of  remedy- 
ing these  abuses  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  unable  to  say  yet  that  any 
decision  had  been  arrived  at,  except  so 
far  as  this — that  it  was  quite  clear  that 
matters  could  not  be  left  as  they  now 
were.  The  (Jovemment,  accordingly,  were 
in  communication  with  the  Commission- 
ers on  the  subject. 

THE  DIPLOMATIC  SERVICE— LIMITED 
COMPETITION.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  number  of  quahfied  Can- 
didates for  admission  to  the  Diplomatic 
Service  is  sufficient  to  admit  of  the  ex- 
tension to  that  service  of  the  system  of 
limited  competition  which  in  recent 
years  has  been  adopted  in  the  case 
of  first  appointments  to  the  Foreign 
Office? 

Mb.  BOUEKE  :  Sir,  it  is  difficult  to 
say  whether  the  number  of  qualified 
candidates  would  admit  of  the  applica- 
tion of  the  system  of  limited  competition. 
There  are,  no  doubt,  more  applicants 
than  vacancies,  and  whenever  that  is 
the  case  limited  competition  is  possible ; 
but  the  number  is  much  smaller  than 
that  of  the  applicants  for  clerkships  in 
the  Foreign  Office,  and  the  difficulty  of 
selection  is  greatly  increased  in  practice 
by  the  fact  that  with  the  present  rates  of 
pay  and  the  cost  of  living  abroad,  no 
man  can  hold  a  Junior  appointment  in 
the  Diplomatic  oervioe  without  private 
means. 
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METEOROLOGICAL  OFFIOB  (BOARD  OF 

WORKS)— WEATHER  CHARTS. 

QTTESnON. 

Sm  EDMUND  LEOHMERE  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Ti^e, 
Whether  it  be  true  that  Oaptain  Oharles 
Chapman,  of  the  Merchant  Service,  is 
the  inventor  of  the  Weather  Chart  now 
in  use  by  the  Meteorological  Office,  and 
through  that  office  by  the  ''Times/' 
the  ''Shipping  and  Mercantile  Oazette,*' 
and  other  newspapers ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther Captain  Cnapman  is  not  entitled 
to  a  letter  of  thanks  from  the  Depart- 
ment which  avails  itself  daily  of  his  in- 
vention ;  and,  whether  the  Meteorologi- 
cal Office  makes  any  charge  for  fumi^- 
ing  the  information  which  appears  in  the 
Weather  Charts,  under  various  forms, 
in  the  newspapers  ? 

Sir  CHAltfiES  ADDEELEY:  Sir, 
Captain  Chapman  is  not  the  inventor 
of  the  weather  charts  in  the  form  in 
which  they  are  now  supplied  by  the 
newspapers.  The  Meteorological  Office 
makes  no  charge  for  tables  or  para- 
graphs, but  it  makes  a  charge  for  chaxts 
Bumdent,  but  not  more  th^  sufficient, 
to  pay  its  own  expenses.  I%$  Time$  pays 
£500  a-year  for  its  morning  edition, 
but  there  is  no  profit  out  of  this  to 
the  Meteorological  Committee.  Captain 
Chapman  introduced  into  I%$  Shipping 
Oa$U$  a  chart  in  1871. 


THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— PRINCE 

GORTCHAKOFPS  CIBCULAR. 

QUBSnON. 

Sm  CHAELES  W.  DILEE  asked 
the  Under  Secretarv  of  State  for  Foreign 
AfiTairs,  Whether  Austria,  France,  Ger- 
many, or  Italy  have  addressed  commu- 
nications to  Eussia  of  a  similar  nature 
to  Lord  Derby's  Despatch  of  the  1st  of 
May? 

MB.  BOTTEEJB :  Sir,  as  fkr  as  Her 
Majesty's  CK>vemment  are  aware,  no 
answers  have  been  sent  by  the  Austrian, 
French,  Oerman,  and  Italian  Oovem- 
ments  to  Prince  GbrtchakofiTs  Circular. 

RUSSIA    AND    TURKEY— THE    WAR- 
SEIZURE  OF  A  GREEK  VESSEL. 

QXTBBTIOV. 

Mm.  FRE8HFIELD  asked  flie  Un- 
det  Secretary  of  State  for  Fbfeim 
Affairs,  Whether  the  attention  of  the 


Seoretaxy  of  State  has  been  direeM  t» 
the  oiroumstanoes  under  whkli  a  Omk 
vessel  named  the  **  Ermes,''  laden  with 
barley  and  bound  fbr  the  TJnited  Kiag- 
dom,  was  forcibly  seiced,  unlonded,  nd 
detained  by  the  Turkish  aalliorxties  st 
Silistria  as  she  was  proceeding  down  tbt 
river  on  the  28th  April  last,  before  tht 
expinr  of  the  time  allowed  for  nevtnl 
vessels  to  quit  the  river ;  and.  whether 
he  will  cause  inquiries  to  be  made  on  Um 
subject,  and  have  measures  taken  for  tht 
restitution  of  the  ship  and  cu^,  or  £» 
oompensation  for  the  loss  inflicted  ? 

Mb.  BOUKKE  :  Sir,  the  onH^  infor- 
mation  on  the  mattw  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's CK>vemment  possess  is  in  a  ktts 
to  Lord  Derbv  from  the  insorers  at  tb* 
cargo,  which  is  now  under  oonaidenitioa. 
As  the  vessel  is  a  Greek  re—sIt  Hsr 
Majesty's  Gbvemment  cannot  intarfBrt 
on  behalf  of  it. 

FOREIGN  ENLISTMENT  ACT->TURKISH 
IRON-CLAD.— QUESTION. 


Snt  WILLIAM  HABOOITBT  askei 
the  Under  Seoretarr  of  State  for  FonjgB 
Affairs,  Whether  there  is  any  tmdi  ia 
the  statement  that  there  is  nt  prssent 
an  iron-dad,  built  in  this  ooontiy  for 
the  Oovemment  of  Turkej,  awaiftiiif 
delivexy  to  that  Gbvemment ;  and,  if  », 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Oafermnsat 
have  taken  any  measures  to  prevent  tk* 
breach  of  the  Neutrality  Laws  in  re- 
spect to  such  vessel  ? 

Mb.  BOUEEE  :  Sir,  at  the  ouOrak 
of  the  war  Her  Mi^etf^'s  QoreramMt 
understood  that  a  vessel  of  the  deaonp- 
tion  mentioned  in  the  Question  6L  tu 
hon.  Member  was  being  built  in  tlw 
Victoria  Docks,  and  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
vemment immediatelj  took  steps  to  pre- 
vent any  infringement  of  the  Foragn 
Enlistment  Act. 

POST    OFFICE— POSTAL    ARRANGB- 
HENTS  (IRELAND).— QUESnOV. 

Oaptain  NOLAN  asked  the  FMt* 
master  Oeneral,  If  he  can  state  bov 
many  main  or  cross  posts  run  north  sad 
south  across  a  line  drawn  on  the  hup 
between  the  two  towns  of  Oong  sua 
Athlone ;  and,  to  name  the  towns  be- 
tween which  such  posts  run,  and  to  state 
how  nuurr  hours  after  the  anriral  of  di« 
nost  in  Tuam,  county  of  Gkdway,  it  tf 
Ibrwarded  to  Olaremorris,  in  ooustj  of 
Mayof 
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Lou)  JOHN  1CANKEBS»  in  reply, 
Mid,  that  there  were  no  main  posts  run- 
ning north  and  south  across  a  hne  drawn 
on  the  map  between  the  two  towns  of  Oong 
and  Athlone,  and,  excepting  rural  posts, 
which  oonreyed  mere  loou  letters,  the 
only  post  across  such  a  line  was  one  from 
Tuam  to  Olaremorris.  This  post  left 
Tuam  at  11  a.ic.,  or  nine  hours  after  the 
arriTalof  the  Dublin  Mail  at  Tuam,  but 
onl J  a  ibw  local  letters  for  Olaremorris 
were  sent  b^  it,  as  the  principal  night 
and  day  mails  to  Olaremorris  were  not 
forwarmd  through  TuMn,  but  by  the 
railway  branching  through  Athlone. 

PARLIAHENT  — OPPOSED  BUSINESS— 
THE  OOMMITTEE  ON  THE  COM- 
PANIES ACTS.— QUESTION. 

Mm.  CHADWIOK  asked  Mr.  Ohan- 
eellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  hay- 
ing reference  to  the  operation  of  the 
Bme  of  the  House  prerenting  Members 
proceeding  with  any  business  after  half- 
|Mst  twelve,  to  which  notice  of  opposi- 
tion has  been  given,  he  will  afford  an 
opportunity  to  nominate  without  delay 
the  Members  of  the  Select  Oommittee  on 
the  operation  of  the  Oompanies  Acts 
1862  and  1867 ;  whether,  if  such  oppor- 
tune cannot  be  afforded,  he  will  make 
the  ^in  for  the  Amendment  of  the  Com- 
panies Acts,  which  has  been  read  a 
Second  time,  a  Oovemment  measure; 
snd,  whether,  if  neither  of  the  before- 
mentioned  suggestions  can  be  adopted, 
he  will  consent  to  the  appointment  of  a 
Royal  Oommission  to  inquire  into  and 
Report  upon  the  operation  of  the  said 
Aetsf 

Tn  CHANOELLOB  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER: Sir,  I  must  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  Bule  of  the  House  pre- 
venting hon.  Members  proceeding  uter 
hslf-past  12  at  night  with  any  Business 
to  which  Notice  of  Opposition  has  been 
Riven  applies  just  as  much  to  Oovem- 
ment Business,  except  Money  Bills,  as 
to  any  other  Business.  As  most  of  the 
Oovemment  Bills  have  Notice  of  Oppo- 
(ition  placed  against  them  it  is  very 
difficult  for  us  to  bring  forward  even 
Oovemment  measures;  and,  therefore, 
I  oould  not  undertake  to  add  to  the  mass 
ef  Oovemment  Bnainees  which  we  have 
Already  upon  the  Paper,  a  Notice  to 
MBiaate  a  Select  Oommittee  on  the 
opsiatioa  of  these  Acts.  I  horn,  how- 
ever, that  an  opportunity  will  be  found 


for  the  nomination  of  this  Committee* 
On  the  same  grounds,  I  cannot  under- 
take to  bring  forward  a  Oovemment  Bill 
on  the  subject,  neither  am  I  in  a  posi- 
tion to  recommend  the  appointment  of 
a  Boyal  Oommission  to  consider  the 
subject. 

RUSSIA    AND    TURKEY— THE    WAR- 
EGYPT.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  OOUBLEY  asked  Mr.  Ohan* 
cdlor  of  the  Exchequer,  If,  in  conse- 
sequence  of  the  ^edive  of  Egjrpt 
having  sent  (as  bound  bv  treaty)  a  con- 
tingent of  troops  to  aia  his  Sovereign 
the  Sultan  of  Turkey  against  Bussia, 
Egypt  is  to  be  consiaered  at  war  with 
Russia ;  and  whether,  as  a  consequence, 
the  Russian  Gbvemment  has  the  right, 
if  able,  to  blockade  Egyptian  ports  and 
invade  Egyptian  territory;  and,  if,  in 
order  to  avoid  International  compUoa- 
tions,  such  as  are  likely  to  be  the  result 
of  the  present  war  relative  to  the  navi- 
gation of  the  Suez  Canal,  he  contem- 
plates recommending  Parliament  to  pur- 
chase the  whole  of  the  Canal,  with  its 
adjoining  lands  and  other  properties 
attached  ?       

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QTJER:  Sir,  the  Question  which  the 
hon.  Oentleman  has  asked  seems  to 
imply  that  in  consequence  of  the  Khe- 
dive of  Ep;ypt  having  sent  a  contingent 
of  troops  m  aid  of  the  Sultan  of  Turkey 
the  position  of  Egypt  is  in  some  way 
altei^.  But  in  point  of  fact,  whether 
the  Khedive  sent  troops  to  the  Sultan  or 
not,  Egypt  is  a  part  of  the  Turkish  Em- 
pire, and,  of  course,  if  Russia  is  at  war 
with  the  Turkish  Empire  she  is  at  war 
with  Egypt,  as  a  part  of  that  Empire, 
and  she  has,  therefore,  the  ri^ht  to 
blockade  Egyptian  ports  and  to  invade 
Egyptian  territorv ;  and  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  vessels  carrving  contraband 
of  war  to  and  from  Egypt  would  be 
liable  to  capture. 

THE  EASTERN  QUE8TI0N-R0UMANIA. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  RYLANDS  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AiTairs  a 
Question  of  which  he  had  given  him 
|nivate  Notice— namelv.  Whether  there 
u  any  foundation  for  the  statement  that 
has  appeared  in  the  ''  Times,"  that  the 

itish  and  Austrian  Oovemments  have 
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agreed  upon  the  terms  of  a  protest  to  be 
sent  to  the  Bossian  Government  against 
any  attempt  to  declare  the  independenoe 
of  Eoumania,  and  that  the  draft  protest 
has  been  oommunicated  by  Lord  Derby 
to  the  French  Ambassador  in  London  ? 
Mb.  BOUEKB:  Sir,  the  statement 
allnded  to  by  the  hon.  Member  is  alto- 
gether incorrect.  There  is  not  the 
slightest  foundation  for  it. 

RUSSIA  AND  TURKEY— THE  WABr- 
MERCHANT  SHIPS  IN  THE  SEA  OF 
AZOF.— QUESTION. 

M&.  BATES  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Wheti^er  the  Government  wiU  telegraph 
to  the  Turkish  Government,  askine  for 
an  extension  of  time  for  ships  to  kave 
the  Sea  of  Azof  to  enable  them  to  take 
on  board  their  cargoes,  which  it  was 
impossible  for  them  to  do  last  week  on 
account  of  the  heavy  rains  and  bad 
weather  that  had  prevailed  ? 

Mb.  BOUREE  :  Sir,  I  am  sorry  that 
the  private  Notice  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  given  me  did  not  reach  me 
until  a  few  minutes  ago.  Of  course,  as 
Her  Majesty's  Government  asked  for 
time  to  oe  given  with  regard  to  the 
Black  Sea,  I  have  no  doubt  that  my 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  will  consider  favourablv  the  sug- 
gestion which  has  been  made  by  my 
hon.  Friend  behind  me. 


THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— THE  DE- 
BATE—MR. BOURKE  AND  MR.  COBDEN. 

EXPLANATION. 

Mb.  BOUEKE:  Sir,  I  wish,  with 
the  indulgence  of  the  House,  to  say  a 
very  few  words.  I  mentioned  the  other 
day  that  Mr.  Cobden  had  made  a  certain 
statement.  I  made  that  statement  from 
recollection,  having  seen  it,  as  I  thou^t, 
in  one  of  Mr.  Oobden's  speeches.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone)  asked  me 
not  imnaturally  for  my  authority,  and  I 
pledg^  mvself  at  that  time  to  give  him 
my  authority.  With  the  pemussion  of 
the  House  I  will  now  read  two  or  three 
lines  £rom  Hansard.  They  are  to  be 
found  in  Volume  139,  page  582,  and  the 
speech  to  which  I  alludea  was  delivered 
by  Mr.  Oobden  on  the  6th  of  July,  1855, 
in  the  great  debate  that  was  neld  at 
that  time.    [Mr.  John  Buoht:  What 

Mr.  Rylandi 


was  the  subject  ?]    The  debate  was  wiik 

regard  to  the  negotiations  at  Yienna,  tad 

it  was  held  on  Ix»rd  John  Busselllaaviag 

the  Minister  at  that  time.    I  wiU  not 

weary  the  Mouse  by  readiiie  the  oontczl, 

but  the  words  to  which  1  referrsd  are 

these^ 

<*  I  look  back  with  rtgrat  on  the  toU  wloek 
I  gave  upon  the  Motion  which  ohuiged  Lard 
Derby's  Goyeroxnent.  I  regret  the  r«nb  dt 
that  Motion,  for  it  haa  ooet  the  country  100 
milliona  of  trearare  and  between  90^000  wal 
30,000  good  livea. 

That  was  what  was  running  in  my  head 
at  l^e  time  I  made  my  statement.  I  an 
sorry  that  the  right  hon.  Member  fat 
Greenwich  is  not  in  his  place,  but  p«- 
haps  some  right  hon.  (Gentleman  ow>- 
site  will  inform  him  of , what  I  havs 
stated  when  he  oomes  into  the  House. 

SOUTH    AFRICAN    CONFEDERATION- 
ANNEXATION  OF  THE  TRANSVAAL. 

QUBSnOK. 

Mb.  RTLANDS  asked  the  Undv 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonics, 
Whe^er  any  information  has  been  re- 
ceived as  to  the  annexation  of  ^ 
Transvaal  Bepublic  ? 

Mb.  J.  LO  WTHER :  Two  telegrams. 
Sir,  have  been  received  to-day  from  Sir 
Bartle  Frere,  the  last  of  which  onh 
arrived  at  the  Colonial  Office  jost  ai  I 
was  coming  down  to  the  House,  so  thst 
I  was  unable  to  have  it  copied  in  tims 
to  bring  it  with  me.  The  sabstanos, 
however,  is  to  the  effect  that  it  is  tn* 
that  British  Sovereijnity  was  proolaimsd 
in  the  Transvaal  State  by  Sir  Theo- 
philus  Shepstone  on  the  1 2th  of  April 
Arrangements  had  been  satisCaotorilj 
made  for  the  establishment  of  a  provi- 
sional Administration,  and  it  is  added 
that  the  British  connection  haa  heen 
everywhere,  speaking  generally,  lavotv- 
ably  received  by  the  population. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    BAT. 


THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— THE  BW). 

LUTIONS  (MR.  GLADSTONE). 

ADJOUBKED  DXBATB.      FITTB  VIORT. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjounsd 

Debate   on   Amendment  [proposed  to 

Question  [7th  May], 

«  Tiiat  this  Home  finds  just  eaaae  of  rfliHi 
faotion  snd  oomplsint  in  the  ooodiioi  ol  tb 
Ottoman  Porte  with  rtgud  to  the  D«(ekk 
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writtaa  hy  Um  Esrl  of  Darby  on  the  Slit  (Uy  of 
(WpUmbcr  1876,  and  reUting  to  the  maiiaoret 
in  BalgarU."~(ifr.  OUuUiom.) 

And  whioh  Amendment  wm, 

To  Imto  oat  from  tho  word  **  House  "  to  the 
•ttd  of  tho  Qneetion,  in  order  to  add  the  worde 
*' declines  to  entertain  any  Reeolations  whioh 
may  embarrass  Her  Mi^esty's  Government  in 
the  maintensnoe  of  peace  and  in  the  protection 
of  British  interests,  without  indicating  any 
slteniatiTe  line  of  polioy/'— (5ir  J7#firy  JFoff,) 

— inataAd  thereof. 

Question  ag^n  proposed,  "That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question.** 

Debate  riiumsd, 

Mb.  WADDT  :  Sir,  if  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Oi^enwich 
(Mr.  Oladstone)  had  pressed  all  his  pro- 
posed Resolutions  upon  the  House,  I 
should  baye  heartily  supported  him 
upon  all ;  but  I  nevertheless  recognize 
notonly  the  prudence,  but  the  propriety  of 
the  course  he  has  adopted  in  droppmg 
all  but  the  two  to  which  our  attention  is 
now  inTited.  The  later  Besolutions  in- 
Tolred  detail  rather  than  principle ;  and 
the  real  principles  for  which  we  seek  to 
contend  are  sufficiently  developed  in  the 
first  two  Besolutions.  The  others,  there- 
fore,  are,  comparatively  speaking,  un- 
necessary. It  was  no  douDt  right  that 
thsir  Proposer  should,  as  a  personal 
matter,  wish  to  bring  them  beiore  ^s 
House  and  the  count^.  Both  here  and 
'*  rise  where"  he  has  been  repeatedly 
challenged  to  give  form  and  definition 
to  his  policy,  and  he  has  now  done  so 
dearly  and  distinctly.  But  there  are 
points  of  difficulty  and  doubt  in  the 
policy  as  so  detailed  as  to  which  dif- 
ferences of  opinion  naturally  exist, 
amongst  even  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's most  loyal  supporters.  And, 
when  a  declaration  of  nath>nal  impor- 
tance is  to  be  made,  it  is  right  that  it 
should  be  enunciated  with  the  sanction 
of  a  Party,  and,  as  far  as  possible,  an 
united  Party,  and  not  of  one  man,  how- 
ever eminent,  or  even  of  a  small  section, 
however  influential  and  energetic.  But 
the  tactics  by  which  this  Motion  is  met 
are,  at  least,  remarkable.  So  long  as 
all  the  Besolutions  remained  on  the 
Fkper  fbr  discussion,  and  indicated  an 
alternative  policy,  which,  if  wrong,  the 
Oovemment  might  have  exposed,  they 
made  no  sign  of  attack,  but  tried  to 
give  the  "  go-by**  to  the  discussion  by 
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moving  the  *'  Previous  Question."  They 
did  not  attempt  by  a  definite  Amend- 
ment, to  chaUenge  the  opinion  of  the 
House  on  the  merits  of  the  question. 
But  when  that  part  of  the  KeAolutions 
to  which  they  might  logically  have  ob- 
jected had  been  removed,  the^  wake 
into  indignation,  because  nothing  ob- 
jectionable remains,  and  hash  up  sud- 
denly an  Amendment  complaining  of  the 
want  of  that  very  *' alternative  policy" 
which  thoy  had  previously  thought  it 
inexpedient  to  propound.  This  ob- 
vious attempt  in  both  cases  to  score  a 
merely  Party  triumph,  regardless  of  the 
duty  to  speaJc  dearly  to  the  Empire  and 
the  world  in  a  moment  of  so  much  ex- 
dtement,  and  on  an  occasion  of  such 
deep  importance,  is  in  harmony  with  the 
undiffnined  feebleness  which  asks  us  to 
provide  them  with  a  policy,  because,  I 
suppose,  they  are,  on  consideration, 
heartily  and  reasonably  ashamed  of  the 
results  of  their  own.  Now,  Sir,  I  ap- 
prehend that  the  questions  to  be  con- 
sidered are  these— Are  these  Besolutions 
right  in  time,  and  are  they  right  in  sub- 
stance ?  First,  then,  as  to  time ;  it  cor- 
tainly  does  not  lie  in  the  mouths  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  find  fault  with  us 
in  that  respect.  They  cannot  allege  that 
we  are  too  soon,  for  thoy  have  been  fre- 
quently taunting  us  with  lethargy  or 
cowardice  in  that  respect.  We  have 
waited  with  a  loyal  desire  that  our  lan- 
P^age  and  acts  should  not  entangle  you 
in  difficulties  at  home  or  abroad.  On 
the  22nd  June  the  Premier— then  in  his 
old  place  in  this  House — admitted  that 
''the  House  has  shown  safe  forbearance 
and  patriotic  reserve.**  You  had  to  do 
two  things — to  relieve  the  victims  of 
most  atrocious  wickedness,  and  to  avert 
war  on  the  Continent  of  Europe.  We 
have  waited  till  you  have  confessedly 
ceased  to  interfere  on  behalf  of  the  op- 
pressed, and  we  have  waited  till  the  war 
nas  actually  begun.  Then,  are  we  too 
late?  We  could  not  fairly  challonge 
this  issue  before  now.  You  had  in- 
herited a  policy  which  you  had  not  ma(^e, 
and  by  whioh  sucroM»ivo  Governments 
had  been  guided.  And  while  you  were 
called  to  break  through  the  traditions  of 
generations,  it  would  have  been  disloyal 
and  unfair  to  hamper  you  or  trouble  you 
until  our  duty  became  imperious,  ^ut, 
now  the  reason  for  silence  is  gone  and 
the  time  for  warning  has  arrived,  Sir,  I 
proceed  to  ask  whether  these  Besolutions 
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are  right  in  their  drift  ?  I  support  them 
because  they  have  enabled  us  already  to 
obtain  from  the  Gbvemment  a  declara- 
tion of  their  intentions,  which,  although 
far  from  complete  or  satisfactory,  is,  at 
all  events,  much  more  intelligible  than 
anything  we  have  hitherto  had.  I  sup- 
port them,  also,  because  they  enable  us 
to  lay  down  the  one  principle  by  which 
we  mean  to  hold.  It  is  this — As  matters 
now  stand  we  will  not  go  to  war,  either 
in  alliance  with,  or  on  behalf  of  Turkey. 
This  is  all  that  we  can  now  do,  because 
by  the  misUken  course  the  Government 
has  adopted  we  have  been  reduced  into 
a  helpless  position  of  contradiction  and 
disquiet  at  nome,  and  of  vacillation  and 
degradation  abroad.  We  have  found  it 
impossible  to  ascertain  the  real  truth 
amidst  the  conflicting  statements  made 
by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  For  in- 
stance, on  the  21st  September  Mr.  Dis- 
raeli said — . 

*'  Serria  web  beaten,  exhausted,  and  in  dee- 
pair,  and  came  to  of  and  said — *  Do  what  you 
can  for  us.' " 

A  week  later,  on  the  28th  September, 
the  Earl  of  Derby  said — 

*'  I  think  no  decisive  success  having  been  ob- 
tained on  either  side,  both  parties  may  fairly 
and  honourably  treat  the  matter  as  a  drawn 
game  and  return  to  the  ttat%t$  qwt" 

What  was  the  nation  to  understand  and 
which  was  it  to  believe  ?  In  such  a  per- 
plexing condition  of  things  it  became 
necessary  for  us  to  inquire  what  were  the 
sources  of  information  at  the  command 
of  those  who  reported  so  differently  their 
purport.  On  August  Uth,  Mr.  Disraeli 
m  this  House  said  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Oxford  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  had  as- 
sumed— 

"  That  they  (the  Government)  never  heard 
of  these  affairs  until  the  newspapers  published 
accounts  which  were  brought  unaer  the  notice 
of  both  Houses  of  Parliament.  .  .  .  The  state  of 
the  facts  was  exactly  the  reverse." — [3  ffantard, 
ccxxxi.  1139.] 

The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  on  the 
very  same  night,  and  in  the  same  place, 
flatly  contradicted  this  by  saying  that — 

'*  He  felt  bound  to  admit  frankly  that  the  Qo- 
vemment  reaU^  had  no  idea  of  the  events  which 
had  occurred  m  Bulgaria,  until  attention  was 
caUed  to  them  in  the  House;  and  he  gladly  took 
the  opportunity  of  saying  that  the  Government 
and  the  countxy  were  very  much  indebted  to  the 
newspaper  correspondents,  through  whom  tJiose 
events  had  become  known.**— [Ti^Mf.,  1117.] 

Mr.  Wadiy 


The  same  oontradiotion  ia  obeerrdib  is 
the  views  taken  of  the  Bulniiaii  airoo- 
ties.  I  need  not  refer  only  to  the  laa- 
guage  used  in  the  course  of  thi*  debate 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Hobm 
Secretary  and  the  noble  Lord  the  Yies 
President  of  the  Board  of  Edacation; 
but  long  before  to-day  many  Members  of 
the  Government  have  characterised  these 
misdeeds  in  terms  of  vigorous  and  worthy 
indignation.  On  the  11  th  August  this 
Under  Secretary  of  State  says  that 
'*  unprecedented  acts  of  barbarity — atro- 
cities— had  occurred  to  such  an  extent  as 
to  justify  all  the  indignation"  of  tht 
country.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exdie- 
quer,  in  Yorkshire,  said — 

**  We  are  not  prepared  to  saerifiet  tW 
interests  of  those  i^ose  iuiforings  have  n  ss* 
cited  our  feelings." 

On  the  3rd  October,  Lord  Oanuunron — 

*'  Felt  it  the  duty  of  any  Membsr  of  tlie  Go- 
vernment to  express  his  utter  horror  and  detes- 
tation  of   the   abomination,*'   and    ha    okM 
*<  punishment  for  the  oflfenders  in  Umm  iaiaej 
ties." 

And  yet,  at  the  same  time»  the  boa- 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  cherged 
those  whose  indication  was  thiu  justi- 
fied, with  "crimmal  reoklessneas,"  sad 
Lord  Derby  spoke  slightingly  of  tks 
''  mischief  of  got-up  meetings/'  Then 
is,  however,  a  more  striking  and  mors 
mischievous  instance  of  this.  On  ths 
1 6th  September  Mr.  Baring's  Kepoii 
had  been  received ;  on  the  1 9th  Septeoi- 
berit  was  in  Th$  London  OauUo:  sad 
on  the  2lBt  September  Lord  DerWt 
firm  despatch  was  sent,  in  which  he 
spoke  of  the  "just  indignatioii "  ef 
England,  and  charged  that  the  wicked 
**  acts  continue  and  the  Porte  is  power- 
less or  supine;"  and  yet  on  the  SOck 
September,  fresh,  most  probably,  from 
the  very  Cabinet  Oounoil  in  whu^  that 
despatch  had  been  read  and  approred, 
the  Prime  Minister  spoke  at  Ayleebmy 
— pooh-poohed  the  whole  agitation.  In- 
veighed against  those  who  took  pert  is 
it,  and  charged  them  with  out-Heroding 
Herod ! !  It  was  just  from  that  time  thai 
there  seemed  to  have  begun  a  fnA  de- 
departure  in  the  laoh$9  of  the  Gorevn- 
ment.  They  found  their  popularity  de- 
creased and  decreasing.  Tne  PMtnier 
himself  on  that  occasion  admitted  it  is 
these  words — 

"  Gtotlemen,  under  ordhmry  oiicumtsiifles,  a 
British  Minister,  whatever  ini|[ht  be 
oultiea,  would  havs  the  consolation  of 
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acts,  and  more  still,  wluch,  while  it  exacts 
no  punishment  on  these  offenders,  justi- 
fies the  iU-treatment  of  a  friendly  Power, 
which  in  this  case,  at  all  events,  has 
acted  honestly,  openly,  and  fairly  with 
tis.    Rnssia  took  us  fairly  into  her  coun- 
cils ;  she  gave  us  diplomatic  pledges  in 
the  face  of  the  world.    Her  Sovereign 
pledged  his  own  personal  honour.    The 
man  who  had  just  before  been  your  wel- 
come guest,  on  whom  you  had  conferred 
the   freedom  of    your   capital,    whose 
daughter   had    married   one   of  your 
Princes,  and  whose  conduct  had  been 
approved  by  your  own  special  Ambassa- 
dor, is  threatened  with  a  thinly-veiled 
insolence  by  your  Prime  Minister  at  a 
Guildhall  banquet.    Even  then  he  yields 
point  after  point,  till  his  enemies  charge 
nim  with  weakness  or  cowardice,  be- 
cause they  will  not  give  him  credit  for 
moderation.    He  shows  such  unwilling- 
ness to  launch  into  the  fray  that  he  is 
suspected  of  not  being  competent  to  fight 
the  weakest  European  Power,  though 
just  before  he  had  been  charged  with 
seriously  intending  to  atack  India.  And 
at  last,  when  he  has  asked  what  we  ad- 
mit to  be  right,  and  minimizes  his  de- 
mands to  the  very  lowest  point,  we  insult 
him,  because  he  will  not  brook  the  ob- 
stinate insolence  to  which  we  have  chosen 
to  submit.    We  keep  him  as  an  ally, 
treat  him  as  a  friend,  and  grasp  his  hand 
in  amity,  till  we  suddenly  disengage  our 
grasp  to  smite  him  in  the  face.     The 
resuU  is  that  it  will  be  almost  impossible 
to  keep  out  of  war  now.     We  might 
have  done  so  if  we  had  acted  up  to  our 
professions,    and    righteously    claimed 
&om  Turkey  the  punishment  of  evil. 
But  now  it  is  too  late.    The  war  has 
begun,  and  it  is  impossible  to  say  how 
soon  we  may  be  involved  in  it.    I  do 
not  at  aU  undervalue  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, or  the  limitations  to  vague  British 
interests  which  he  has  given  us.    But 
we  must  go  further  still.     It  is  quite 
possible  for  us  to  keep  well  within  the 
lines  indicated  in  that  speech,  and  yet 
to  find  ourselves  at  war  within  a  few 
months.     Indeed,  it  is  almost  certain 
that  we  shall  be  so  involved.    Take  one 
illustration.      We    are    told    that   the 
seizure    of   Oonstantinople    by   Bussia 
would  be  an  interference  with  an  in- 
terest, and  no  doubt  that  is  true;  but 
it  does  not  follow  that  we  should  be  en- 
titled to  complain,  much  less  that  we 


tluit  he  was  backed  by  the  oonntry.  It  would 
be  affectation  for  me  to  pretend  that  this  is  the 
position  of  Her  Majesty's  Gk)yenmi6nt  at  this 
moment." 

Then  what  was  to  be  done  ?  What  was 
shortly  the  problem  the  Gt>vemment  had 
to  solve  ?  It  was  this — Turkey  had,  by 
the  grossest  misgovemment,  tyranny, 
and  wickedness,  driven  certain  Provinces 
into  revolt.  They  had  secured  the  sup- 
port of  certain  neighbouring  States, 
chiefly  allied  by  race  and  religion. 
Europe,  and  we  ourselves,  had  protested 
in  vain  against  her  crimes.  She  became 
worse  instead  of  better.  Hastening  to 
decay,  she  devoted  her  failing  strength 
to  obstinate  cruelty.  This  festering  sore 
was  ^e  plague-spot  of  Europe,  and 
Bussia  was  in  chief  danger ;  but  no  ad- 
vice or  warning  was  of  any  avail.  **  We 
looked  for  judgment,  but  behold  oppres- 
sion ;  for  righteousness,  and  behold  aery." 
At  last  the  climax  came  of  those  terrible 
atrocities  in  Bulgaria,  and  then  one 
mighty  voice  rang  through  the  land  and 
roused  it  to  indignant  wrath.  What  did 
you  do  f  Tou  could  not  follow  where  that 
voice  bade  you,  because  it  was  the  voice 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich.  If  the  Front  bench  had 
had  wisdom  and  nobilily  enough  to  do 
ity  their  Followers  were  too  numerous 
and  strong  and  obstinate  for  them.  So 
they  tried  to  find  some  rallying  cry,  some 
oounter-ory,  which  might  change  their 
national  cause.  And  somebody  hit  on 
**  British  interests."  It  became  at  once 
the  watchword  in  the  mouths  of  people 
who  did  not  really  know  what  they 
meant  by  it ;  and  here  we  have  it  once 
more  in  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ohristchuroh  (Sir  H. 
Dmmmond  Wolff),  and  twice  in  that 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Had- 
dingtonshire (Lord  Elcho).  We  do  not 
yield  to  hon.  Members  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  in  our  anxiety  to  support 
BritifiJi  interests;  but  we  believea  our 
best  interests  were  to  localize  the  evil, 
and  to  join  to  repress  it  with  others  who 
are  like-minded  with  us.  We  believe  it 
to  be  to  our  interest  to  preserve  the 
credit  of  the  British  name,  and  we  be- 
liero  with  Lord  Derby  that  ''no  political 
consideration  would  justify  the  tolera- 
tion of  such  acts."  We  think  it  is  a 
pity  lliat  hia  acts  lately  have  not  been 
worthy  of  that  noble  declaration.  Tou 
baTo  found  a  political  consideration 
wbiok  does  juttifjr  the  toleration  of  these 
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sliould  resort  to  arms.  By  what  right 
can  WG  pretend  to  stop  a  victorious 
army  and  prevent  it  from  seizing  the 
prize  for  which  it  has  fought — or  to 
regulate  and  define  the  necessities  and 
course  of  military  operations.  How  can 
we  claim  to  prevent  theBussians  seizing 
Constantinople  in  this  war  any  more 
than  we  could  interpose  to  bar  the  Ger- 
mans from  occupying  Paris  a  year  or 
two  ago  ?  Paris  is  much  more  on  the 
road  to  India  than  Constantinople  is. 
Even  if  it  were  not  so,  we  could  not 
interfere.  In  fact,  the  various  interests 
of  our  nation  are  so  numerous  and  wide, 
that  there  will  be  hourly  peril  of  some 
misunderstanding  arising,  or  some  injury 
being  done  ;  and  if  we  were  to  take  any 
part  in  the  quarrel  at  all,  we  should 
nave  done  so  while  there  was  yet  time 
to  prevent  war.  It  is  now  too  late.  The 
course  of  events  has  rendered  it  impos- 
sible for  us  now  to  take  the  line  which 
would  have  been  successful*  if  taken  in 
time;  and,  therefore,  I  say  that  the  mis- 
taken policy  of  the  Oovernment  has  in- 
finitely increased  the  danger  of  war. 
This  debate  has  already  done  great 
good.  It  has  calmed  the  anxiety  of  the 
public,  and  it  has  rendered  it  more  diffi- 
cult for  the  Govei*nment  to  commit  us  to 
a  war  policy.  But  we  must  still  more 
earnestly  proclaim  the  doctrine  which  is 
the  principle  of  these  Resolutions.  We 
must  make  it  clear  that  no  inducement 
shall  lead  us  to  sanction  a  war  with 
Bussia  on  this  present  quarrel.  If  such 
a  war  does  arise,  if  our  soldiers  are  sent 
to  mix  their  blood  with  that  of  the 
Bashi  Bazouks  who  perpetrated  the  out- 
rages at  Batak — if  our  English  officers 
are  sent  to  associate  with  Shefket  Pasha 
and  his  infamous  colleagues,  we  will 
reserve  to  ourselves  the  power  to  say  to 
the  country  and  to  posterity,  that  the 
alliance  was  not  of  our  making  or  by 
our  consent— iVr.n  hac  in  fadera  vent. 
By  all  the  opposition  we  can  offer  to  it, 
we  will,  if  possible,  prevent  the  war 
which  you,  alas,  have  made  only  too 
probable,  and  will  endeavour  thus  to 
secure  and  preserve  the  safety,  honour, 
and  welfare  of  our  Sovereign  and  of  her 
dominions. 

Mr.  BRUCE  said,  the  position  of 
Turkey  had  been  described  as  impo- 
tent, but  what  was  that  of  Europe? 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  failed  to 
secure  European  peace  and  good  govern- 
ment in  Turkey,  and  all  Europe,  which 
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ostensibly  wished  for  the  same  ^Stat^, 
had  also  failed.  Why  was  that?  Th« 
answer  was  not  found  in  Blae  Book*,  nor 
in  the  decoi^ous  language  of  diplomacy ; 
but  the  fact  was,  that  we  were  xk>w  ia 
the  presence  of  a  war  which  every  naUoa 
wished  to  avoid;  and  this  was  catiicd 
by  the  condition  of  Weetem  Europe, 
which  prevented  any  kind  of  united 
action  amongst  the  Great  Powers  of  the 
Continent.  That  was  a  thing  known  to 
the  whole  world,  and  as  an  example  ther 
had  not  to  go  further  back  than  a  week 
or  two,  when  the  first  soldier  in  Ger- 
many, Yon  Moltke,  in  a  epeech  to  th« 
German  Parliament,  had  thought  it  ne- 
cessary to  recommend  an  addition  to  th« 
enormous  military  burdens  of  his  coun- 
try on  account  of  the  proceedings  of  tkt 
French.  Her  Majesty's  Government  bad 
done  all  that  was  possible  to  obtain  ti 
effective  European  concert,  but  their 
efforts  had  been  neutralized  by  the  fmA 
that  the  concert  was  only  skin  deep. 
The  Germans  and  French  had  interesti 
of  their  own  to  attend  to,  and  that  pre- 
vented either  acting  freely  in  Easten 
matters.  There  was  no  doubt  Turkey 
would  have  been  brought  to  her  senses. 
if  Europe  had  been  united ;  but  the 
Turks  were  as  well  aware  of  the  dis- 
union as  we  were.  That  was  the  reaaos 
of  the  failure  of  Her  Majesty's  Qoren- 
ment  to  secure  European  concert.  irnd« 
those  circumstances  there  had  been  onhr 
one  European  Power  tolerably  free  to 
act,  and  that  was  Russia.  8he  had  only 
one  other  Power  to  deal  with — namelv. 

m 

England.  Why  was  it  that  we  had  not 
been  favoured  with  accounts  of  Lord 
Salisbury's  interviews  with  Prince  Bis- 
marck and  the  Duo  Decazes  ?  We  had 
read  the  account  of  the  noble  Lord^s 
interviews  with  the  statesmen  of  all  ths 
other  Powers,  and  as  the  interviews  with 
Prince  Bismarck  and  the  Duo 
had  been  omitted,  the  fair  inference 
that  the  conversation  had  revealed  such 
a  condition  of  things  with  regard  to  the 
relations  of  Western  Europe  that,  though 
it  might  be  confidentially  oommunicatcd 
to  the  noble  Lord,  it  could  not  be  laid 
before  the  House.  Under  those  ciraiia- 
stances,  the  long  diplomatic  campaign 
which  was  undertaken  with  reference  to 
the  Eastern  Question  had  been  con- 
ducted under  conditions  which  made  sno- 
cess  almost  impossible.  He  did  not  Uame 
Her  Majesty's  Gk>vemment,  for  they  bad 
had  before  them  the  tremendous  respoii- 
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■ibility  which  must  be  incurred  by  any 
Goreniment  of  this  country  which 
plunged  into  war  a  nation  having  such 
an  enormous  industrial  superstructure 
raftting  on  a  basis  of  peace.  They  could 
not«  therefore,  deal  with  the  Eastern 
Question  with  the  freedom  of  one  of 
the  armed  nations  of  the  Continent. 
Haring  to  deal  with  the  traditional 
Russian  policy  of  dismembering  Turkey, 
their  efforts  had  been  paralyzed  by  the 
fact  that  they  could  not  encounter  them 
like  one  of  the  great  armed  Powers.  It 
would  hardly  have  been  possible  for  any 
Oovemment,  throughout  the  course  of 
such  protracted  negotiations,  to  pursue 
invariably  the  right  course.  At  the 
same  time,  he  thought  there  had  been 
a  great  deal  too  much  scolding  ad- 
dreased  to  Turkey,  and  too  little  per- 
suasion and  encouragement  to  follow 
the  best  policy.  Now,  somethinc^  miglit 
sometimes  be  done  by  persuasion  and 
something  by  threatening ;  but  you 
would  not  induce  people  to  do  what 
Toa  wanted  by  scolding.  It  had 
been  said  that  we  ought  to  have 
threatened  war,  though  not  to  have 
made  it;  but  he  did  not  know  where 
the  (Government  could  have  found  a 
diiplomatist  to  carry  out  such  a  policy. 
We  had  no  Representative  with  the 
talent  possessed  by  some  foreign  officials 
for  daub'ng  those  with  whom  they  came 
in  contact,  while  concealing  their  own 
Tiews,  and  the  discussions  of  this 
House  would  have  revealed  the  mean- 
ing of  such  a  policy,  even  if  an  English 
Oovemment  could  be  found  to  adopt 
it.  He,  however,  did  not  believe  that 
policy  would  advance  the  interests  of 
the  countty.  With  the  settled  deter- 
mination of  this  country  not  to  be  in- 
volved in  war,  it  would  not  have  been 
honeat  for  us  to  have  adopted  a  threaten- 
ing policy.  He  thought,  however,  more 
judgment  might  have  been  shown  in  our 
conduct  at  the  Conference.  He  thought 
there  had  been  a  great  deal  too  much 
identification  of  ourselves  with  Russia, 
to  induce  the  Turkish  (Government  to 
support  the  views  which  we  advocated. 
Moreover,  when  the  Conference  met,  the 
Emperor  of  Russia  by  his  Moscow  speech 
had  in  effect  made  a  declaration  of  war, 
and  had  followed  that  declaration  by 
mobiliang  his  army  and  by  actually 
organising  a  set  of  civil  officers,  some 
among  the  vilest  instruments  of  her 
tynnny  in  Poland,  to  undertake  the 


civil  government  of  certain  of  the 
Turkish  Provinces.  When  at  last  the 
Conference  met  and  propositions  had 
been  made  and  gradually  minimized, 
they  had  always  contained  the  one 
point  to  which  tlie  Turkisli  Govern- 
ment had  objected  fram  the  first,  and  in 
addition  they  had  never  contained  any 
condition  relieving  them  from  the  fear 
which  they  entertained  of  the  presence 
of  the  Russian  Army.  Even  when  the 
Russian  Government  had  accepted  the 
Protocol,  of  which  they  had  heard  so 
much,  they  had  accompanied  it  by  a  de- 
claration which  was  tantamount  to  a 
declaration  of  war  against  Turke}',  and 
an  insult  to  Europe.  Of  course  Russia 
bad  acted  ostensibly  on  the  most 
philanthropic  principles,  and  had  mani- 
fested a  remarkable  desire  for  auto- 
nomy in  the  Turkish  Provinces  ;  but 
he  did  not  discover  any  autonomy  in 
their  own  territory,  seeing  that  not  later 
than  Saturday  he  read  a  telegram  from 
Berlin  statins  that  Russia  had  taken 
this  opportunity  to  abolish  all  municipal 
institutions  in  the  Baltic  Provinces,  and 
to  put  them  under  the  direct  control  of  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior.  He  had  not  much 
faith  in  that  peculiar  species  of  charity 
which  not  only  did  not  begin  at  home, 
but  it  did  not  even  end  there.  Not- 
withstanding that  several  mistakes  might 
have  been  committed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  yet  he  thought  that,  on 
the  whole,  the  course  they  had  adopted 
had  been  as  satisfactory  as,  in  the  cir- 
cumstances of  Europe,  could  have  been 
hoped  for.  In  the  altered  relations  of 
States  they  had  had  to  contend  with  diffi- 
culties which  did  not  exist  in  the  con- 
dition of  Europe  when  this  question 
had  to  bo  dealt  with  some  years  ago. 
He  felt  the  greatest  horror  for  the  atro- 
cities that  had  been  committed;  but  it 
might  not  have  inspired  him  with  so 
much  astonishment  as  it  had  others, 
from  his  knowledge  of  the  country  ;  and 
he  could  only   express  his  regret  that 

Srevious  Governments,  knowing  the  con- 
ition  of  the  country,  had  not  employed 
thepowerfulinfiueuceofEngland  alter  the 
Crimean  War  to  urge  reforms  in  Turkey, 
as  they  might  have  done.  There  was  con- 
siderable reforming  power  in  Turkey, 
with  a  considerable  desire  for  retorra ; 
and  it  was  with  regret  that  duiing  ail 
those  years  he  had  never  found  that  the 
English  Government  had  really  exttrcitted 
its  influence  in  support  of  that  desire  fof 

IFifik  Nighi.'] 


875        The  Eastern  QuMium.         (COMMONS)   JSmoAi^mm  (JTr.  tfMi<iM#).  17 


reform ;  and  that,  whenever  it  was  exer- 
cised, Russia  had  always  tried  to  dis- 
courage it.  With  regard  to  what  had 
been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Greenwich  as  to  our 
Ambassador  at  Constantinople,  he  (Mr. 
Bruce)  believed  that  so  far  from  palliat- 
ing Turkish  abuses  Mr.  Layard  was  as 
hostile  to  them  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself.  He  might  add  that 
Lord  Stratford  de  Eedcliffe,  to  whose 
strength  of  will  and  energy. the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  paid  so  high  a  com- 
pliment, effected  many  reforms  in  Turkey. 
He  was  not  an  enemy  of  Turkey,  but  an 
enemy  of  Eussia ;  and  the  secret  of  hii  in- 
fluence in  the  East  was  not  only  his  great 
intellectual  power  and  his  great  streng^ 
of  will,  and  his  determination  that  Tur- 
key should  carry  out  reforms,  but  he  was 
able  to  say  to  the  Turks  that  if  they  did 
not  make  such  and  such  reforms,  he 
would  force  them  upon  them ;  while,  if 
they  did,  he  would  prevent  any  one  from 
doing  them  any  harm.  The  case,  how- 
ever, was  very  different  now,  and  when 
it  was  known  to  the  Turks  that  the  re- 
lations of  the  various  States  of  Europe 
were  such  as  to  render  it  impossible  for 
them  to  act  together  in  enforcing  their 
views,  and  that  we  should  give  them 
no  support  or  protection,  our  diplo- 
macy was  not  unnaturally  doomed  to 
disappointment.  It  was  owing  to  that 
knowledge  that  they  took  up  that  ob- 
stinate tone,  which,  in  his  opinion, 
was  the  reverse  of  wise.  But  it  was 
asked  why  should  we  not  enter  into 
an  alliance  with  Germany?  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  liskeard  (Mr.  Court- 
ney) had  spoken  of  an  agreement  with 
Prince  Bismarck.  Prince  Bismarck, 
however,  had  never  shown  the  slightest 
disposition  to  enter  into  any  agreement 
of  the  kind  suggested,  and  if  any  hon. 
Gentleman  couhi  tell  Uie  House  what  it 
was  that  statesman  really  meant  he 
would  be  ^vine  it  an  amount  of  infor- 
mation which  the  debate  had  failed  to 
afford.  The  difficulties  of  coercion  were 
very  great  in  the  present  relations  of 
European  States,  and  as  to  our  joining 
Bussia,  he  did  not  think  that  the  inter- 
ference of  that  Power  was  very  popular 
in  the  disturbed  Provinces  themselves. 
It  would  be  most  unfortunate  in  the 
present  state  of  circumstances  in  Europe 
if  the  English  Government  were  to  form 
any  alliance  with  any  one  Power  that 
might  lead  to  complications  with  others. 
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Indeed,  no  greater  danger  oould  be  ia* 
curred.  As  to  the  present  cnndatioasf 
affairs,  he  oould  onlv  say  that  Uie  Op- 
vemment  of  Turkey  had  thought  proper 
to  take  a  course  opposite  to  t£u  iirmi 
by  Her  Majesty's  Govemmant,  and  by 
that  they  must  stand  or  falL  The  Eaf - 
lish  interests  involved  in  the  qnssftiaa 
had  been  very  satisfactorily  demiad  bj 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Seeretaiy  hr 
the  Home  Department  and  bj  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  utj 
of  London  (Mr.  Gosohen),  and  npon  tiui 
point  it  would,  after  their  pooches,  bs 
out  of  place  for  him  to  say  more^  ezoep 
that  they  most  be  maintained.  Th» 
heart  of  the  English  nation  would  go  ia 
support  of  its  honour  and  its  intorerti, 
and  be  ready  to  support  its  poaitioii  if 
attacked  by  any  Power.  It  would,  at 
the  same  time,  be  their  du^  to  trndm- 
vour  as  fkr  as  possible  to  miwtmi—  tfas 
discord,  to  localise  the  war,  and  to 
exercise  their  influence  to  the  best  of 
their  power  in  adjusting  the  oonditioai 
of  peace  and  obtaining  good  goTenmat 
for  those  disturbed  iVovinoea.  Witk 
these  great  objects  in  view,  he  sbooU 
be  sorry  to  see  Her  Majesty's  Oovsn* 
ment  hampered  by  any  abstract  Besola- 
tions,  and  he  sincerely  hoped  that,  si 
the  Government  had  undertaken  thmt 
great  duties,  it  would  have  the  nnaai- 
mous  support  of  the  Rngliah  peopk 
in  its  endeavoors  to  carry  them  o«t 
Everybody  might  rest  assured  that  <m 
whichever  side  the  influence  of  Eng- 
land was  exerted  it  would  be  in  tk 
interests  of  justice  and  humanity,  sad 
in  a  fkr  greater  degree  than  it  wooU 
be  exercised  by  Bussia  or  any  oth« 
Power. 

SiK  WILLIAM  HABCOUBT  saii 
he  had  heard,  and  he  believed  both  mim 
of  the  House  had  heard,  with  great  aatxi- 
faction  the  moderate  speech  of  the  hoa. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down.  What- 
ever might  be  thought  of  all  these  Beso- 
lutions  and  all  those  despatches  he  be- 
lieved also  that  both  aides  of  the  Horn 
and  the  country  at  large  had  reaaon  to 
be  glad  that  this  debate  had  taken  plaoa 
We  were  beginning  to  understand  bettv 
where  we  were,  fi  was  inevitable  that 
there  should  have  been  a  good  deal  of 
Party  fSseling  in  the  matter,  hat  ths 
ooone  of  the  debate  had  been  aalis- 
flMtoiy.  They  had  taken  a  new  de- 
parture since  the  admirable  speech  of 
the  Home  Secretary  had  been  delivered. 
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Everybody  had  felt  that.  That  speech 
had  removed  a  good  many  fears  which 
had  existed  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House,  and  he  hoped  he  might  say  it 
had  not  dashed  on  the  other  side  a  good 
many  hopes.  The  downright  Saxon  in 
which  the  Home  Secretary  addressed  the 
House  was  a  great  relief  after  the  vague 
mystifications  which  before  had  spread 
disquietude  and  alarm  throughout  the 
country.  Whether  hon.  Members  agreed 
with  the  Home  Secretary  or  not,  they, 
at  all  events,  knew  what  he  meant. 
What  had  the  Home  Secretary  told  us  ? 
The  right  hon,  Gentleman  had  told  us 
that  he  hated  those  miscreant  deeds  as 
much  as  any  on  the  other  side  did. 
As  to  the  conduct  of  the  Turks,  he  did 
not  in  any  way  seek  to  palliate  or  mini- 
mize it.  He  had  nothing  to  say  for  it. 
He  had  told  us  that  their  conduct  in 
that  matter  and  with  respect  to  the  Pro- 
tocol was  blind,  foolish,  and  mad ;  that 
they  were  suffering  for  it  and  ought  to 
Buffer;  and  that  he  would  in  no  way 
interfere  between  them  and  Russia  in 
order  to  prevent  their  suffering.  In  that 
the  Opposition  agreed  with  him.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  left  Turkey,  so  far 
as  Bussia  was  concerned,  to  her  fate. 
The  Home  Secretary  also  alluded  to 
British  interests,  and  those  interests  no 
longer  lay  in  the  Channel  like  torpedoes, 
so  that  no  one  could  tell  where  they 
were  or  where  they  might  explode.  The 
Home  Secretary  had  buoyed  them,  and 
now  they  knew,  as  Europe  knew,  where 
they  were  and  how  they  were  to  be 
avoided.  The  speech  of  the  Home  Se- 
cretary had  re-assured  the  House  and  the 
country,  and  the  confidence  so  inspired 
had  not  been  shaken  even  by  the  some- 
what pro-Turkish  speech  of  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Mr.  Bourke).  The  declaration  made 
by  the  Home  Secretary  alone  was  a 
sufficient  justification  of  the  debate,  and 
whatever  division  might  be  taken,  the 
speech  was  one  in  favour  of  the  second 
Resolution.  It  might  be  said — *  *  Oh,  you 
knew,  or  ought  to  have  known  before, 
what  you  say  you  have  learnt  by  this 
debate."  No,  that  could  not  have  been 
known  before,  and  was  not  known  even 
on  the  other  side.  Speeches  had  been 
heard  in  that  debate  which  were  full  of 
ire  and  fury  aeainst  Bussia.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid-Lincoln- 
shire* (Mr.  Ohaplin)  called  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Gt>vemment  to  make  prepa- 


rations for  war.  But  preparations 
against  whom  ?  And  why  make  prepa- 
rations, if  we  were  not  going  to  war? 
Then,  outside,  we  had  an  inflammatory 
Ministerial  Press,  where  every  morning 
and  evening  appeared  the  most  mis- 
chievous and  dangerous  stuff,  which, 
unjustly  or  justly — and  many  hoped  un- 
justly— was  attributed  in  this  country  in 
some  form  or  other  to  Ministerial  inspi- 
ration. But  the  speech  of  the  Home 
Secretary  had  assured  us  that  the  Go- 
vernment repudiated  all  that  stuff,  and 
that  declaration  had'  not  been  made  an 
hour  too  soon.  The  declaration  of  the 
Home  Secretary  had  been  accepted  with 
satisfaction  by  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try, so  far  as  it  went.  It  an/ounted  to 
this — that,  except  from  the  specific  con- 
tingencies to  which  he  had  referred,  this 
country  would  not  interfere  in  the  quar- 
rel between  Russia  and  the  Turks.  So 
far  so  good.  It  might  have  been  a  good 
deal  worse.  But  then  came  the  prac- 
tical question — did  this  policy  of  strict 
neutrality  leave  us  or  Europe  in  a  satis- 
factory position  ?  For  his  own  part,  he 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  did  not  think  it 
did.  It  left  Turkey  at  the  mercy  of 
Russia.  Now,  nobody,  even  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  could  doubt  what  was 
ultimately  going  to  happen.  Russia 
would  destroy  Turkey.  But,  outside  the 
limits  of  the  Home  Secretary's  declara- 
tion, what  did  that  mean?  It  meant 
that  Russia  would  deal  with  Bulgaria, 
Bosnia,  Herzegovina,  Albania,  Epirus, 
Thessaly,  Salonica,  Asia  Minor ;  and  in 
the  catalogue  of  British  interests  given 
by  the  Home  Secretary  there  was  no 
mention  of  Asia  Minor.  When  next  they 
came  to  make  a  settlement  of  this  question 
they  would  have  to  do  so  with  an  enormous 
and  a  successful  Power.  Russia  might  be 
moderate.  He  hoped  and  believed  she 
would ;  but,  even  if  so,  what  would  be 
the  consequence?  Russia  would  esta- 
blish a  dominant  influence  in  the  East 
of  Europe  which  England  might  have 
shared.  But  Russia  might  not  be 
moderate,  and  then  what  would  happen  ? 
Why,  then  we  should  have  to  rescue 
British  interests  out  of  the  jaws  of  the 
victor.  That  was  a  situation  full  of 
peril  and  pregnant  with  war.  Might 
they  not  have  avoided  it  ?  The  Home 
Secretary  had  asked — '*  What  would  you 
have  done  ? ''  The  Home  Secretary  had 
dealt  frankly  with  the  Opposition,  and 
he  ought  to  be  dealt  with  frankly  in  re- 
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turn.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  put 
the  question  straight — **  Will  you  join 
Bussia  in  the  war  now  against  Turkey  ?" 
Now  he  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  would 
give  the  answer  first,  and  the  explana- 
tion next.  He  would  answer,  in  the 
monosyllable  in  which  an  answer  had 
been  invited — **No."  But  there  was  a 
time  when  he  would  have  joined  the 
other  Powers,  including  Hussia,  in  coer- 
cing Turkey,  and  that  was  before  the 
commencement  of  this  war,  before  the 
separate  negotiations  commenced.  He 
believed  if  the  Government  had  taken 
that  course  then,  they  would  have  averted 
the  danger  of  a  future  European  war 
which  now  greatly  menaced  us.  He 
believed  that  if,  in  conjunction  with 
Europe,  England  had  joined  Bussia,  we 
should  then  have  done  what  it  was  of 
the  greatest  importance  that  we  should 
do — we  could  have  put  Russia  under 
conditions  and  terms  with  respect  to  the 
nature  of  the  force  used  and  the  limits 
of  the  coercion  to  be  employed ;  and  in 
that  manner  might  by  anticipation,  be- 
fore the  struggle  commenced,  have  taken 
care  that  British  interests  should  not  be 
infringed.  They  now  found  themselves 
in  a  very  different  position.  Then  Russia 
would  have  been  in  a  minority ;  now  she 
was  in  a  majority  of  one  in  the  manage- 
ment of  the  affair.  It  was  because  of 
the  weakness  of  our  Government  in  not 
having  taken  that  step— unquestionably 
a  bold,  but  a  true  course— that  he  con- 
demned the  policy  they  had  pursued. 
But  the  Under  Secretary  of  otate  for 
Foreign  Affairs  took  objection  in  limine, 
saying  we  could  not  have  done  that, 
because  Europe  would  not  have  joined 
us  in  a  policy  of  coei*cion.  If  that  was 
true,  it  was  a  vital  objection ;  but  was 
it  true?  It  could  be  disproved  out 
of  the  mouth  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  in  the  speech  he  made  the  other 
evening.  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
explained  why  the  Government  rejected 
the  Berlin  Memorandum — namely,  be- 
cause it  meant  coercion  and  intended  the 
dismemberment  of  Turkey  and  nothing 
else.  But  who  were  the  parties  to  the 
Memorandum?  They  were  the  Five 
Powers ;  and  if  these  Five  Powers  meant 
coercion,  and  nothing  else,  as  the  Under 
Secretary  said,  why  did  the  Under  Se- 
cretary tell  us  that  they  would  never 
have  joined  in  coercion,  seeing  that  had 
we  agreed  to  it,  they  would  have  joined 
us  in  it?    According  to  the  Under  Se- 
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I  oretary  of  State  himself,  the 
Memorandum  meant  coercion,  and  tb« 
Government  refused  it,  becaoae  it  mmsx 
coercion.  But  the  Secretary  of  Stat*  for 
War  took  the  matter  tip  in  a  higher 
tone,  and  said — ''Whatever  Eorope 
might  have  done,  we  could  not  hm 
joined  in  coercion,  becauae  we  had 
no  commission  from  Heaven."  That 
was  the  augument  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War.  He  c^wajs  cited 
Providence  on  the  side  of  the  Treaaoiy 
Bench,  and  hurled  anathemas  at  th* 
Opposition,  treating  hon.  Memben  oa 
that  side  as  if  they  were  Hivitea  aad 
Hittites,  and  as  if  he  were  adminis- 
tering a  sort  of  Jewish  theocracy.  When 
he  heard  the  glowing  eloquence  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  which  th«j 
all  heard  with  so  much  pleasure,  it  oc- 
curred to  him  that  he  was  impreaiid 
with  the  theoiy  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister once  said  pervaded  the  worka  oL 
and  was  entertained  by  a  modem  hii- 
torian — namely,  that  Providence  was,  oa 
the  whole,  on  the  side  of  the  Torita 
{^Zaughter,^  Well,  he  did  not  wish  to 
go  into  that  line  of  argument,  being  lor 
terrestrialjustice  and  a  more  munaaii« 
policy.  Me  should  like  to  put  it  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  what  ww 
the  condition  in  which  the  Oovemmeat 
might  have  interfered  in  the  affairs  of 
Turkey  for  the  benefit  of  the  oppretead 
Provinces?  It  was  the  same  conditioB 
under  which  we  interfered  for  the  eman- 
oipation  of  Greece.  That  was  one  of  th« 
brightest  and  most  succeasful  acta  of 
diplomacy  that  Europe  ever  acoooi* 
plished,  and  it  was  done  under  the  gio- 
rious  initiative  of  England.  Whj  could 
not  that  policy  have  been  repeated? 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  fell  into 
a  remarkable  error  in  his  account  of  that 
policy.  The  Memorandum  of  the  Treaty 
said  that  it  was  undertaken  for  sereiml 
causes  —  on  account  of  the  unity  of 
Europe,  and  for  the  purpose  of  reatoring 
tranquillity ;  and  even  Oonserrative 
statesmen  were  not  ashamed  to  avow 
that  they  were  acting  in  the  affisira  of 
Europe  in  the  same  humanity,  which, 
indeed,  waa  placed  in  the  fore  firont  of 
that  celebrated  Treaty.  Well,  bat  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  said  that  Mr. 
Canning  never  contemplated  force  in  the 
matter.  The  hon.  Gentleman  never 
could  have  heard  of  the  additional  Articlt 
of  that  Treaty,  of  the  Inatmctiona  given 
in  London  on  the  12th  of  July  to  the 
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Ambassador  at  Constantinople  and  the 
Admiral  of  the  British  Fleet.  All  these 
things  contemplated  an  ulterior  resort 
to  force  in  case  the  remonstrances  did 
not  succeed.  Lord  Dudley,  the  Foreign 
Secretary  of  Mr.  Canning,  and  also  of 
Lord  Goderich,  had  given  an  account, 
which  exactly  described  the  kind  of 
coercion  he  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  had 
always  advocated.    He  said — 

"  What  the  Treaty  provides  is  that  in  case  of 
the  failure  of  remonstrances,  and  of  an  armistice 
established  by  the  naval  force,  the  Allies  shall 
consider  idterior  measures ;  " 

— ^just  the  words  of  the  Berlin  Memo- 
randum— 

"  It  does  not  necessarily  lead  to  hostilities. 
We  should  first  exhaust  every  means  except 
war,  and  even  if  war  were  necessary  choose  the 
hostile  steps  bearing  most  directly  on  our  object, 
and  least  calculated  to  abate  the  general  tran- 
quilHty." 

That  was  the  policy  of  the  Treaty  of 
1827,  and  the  kind  of  coercion  that 
ought  to  have  been  resorted  to  in  the 
present  crisis.  The  Government  ought 
now  to  have  used  remonstrances  first, 
and  then  that  limited  coercion  which 
was  necessary  to  accomplish  the  object 
they  sought.  It  was  said  that  force  was 
not  employed  on  the  occasion  he  had 
mentioned;  but  they  would  remember 
that  the  ports  of  Greece  were  blockaded. 
He  knew  it  was  said  that  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  objected  to  the  separate  war 
which  Kussia  then  waged.  But  all  the 
force  used  by  the  Allies  failed  to  over- 
come the  obstinacy  of  the  Turks,  and 
nothing  but  the Eussian  invasion  brought 
them  to  reason.  England  did  not  object 
to  that  invasion,  for  she  carried  on  joint 
operations  with  Russia  in  the  Oonfer- 
ences  that  were  held  in  the  course  of  the 
campaign  throughout  the  years  1828 
and  1829 ;  and  what  was  the  conduct  of 
Bussia  after  the  great  conquest  of 
Adrianople  ?  She  loyally  agreea  at  once 
to  the  conclusions  at  which  the  Confer- 
ence arrived  and  departed  from  the  city, 
taking  nothing  from  Europe,  and  only  a 
few  insignificant  places  in  Asia;  but 
leaving  behind  her  as  the  monument  of 
her  great  victories  the  charter  of  the  liber- 
ties of  Moldavia  and  Wallachia.  If  this 
year  or  the  next  she  should  so  act,  and 
leave  to  Bulffaria  the  same  liberty  she  had 
then  left  to  Wallachia  and  Moldavia,  he 
for  one  should  devoutly  wish  her  suc- 
cess.    The  slight  historical  sketch  which 


he  had  given  showed  clearly  the  advan- 
tage of  antecedent  co-operation.  They 
had  then  agreed  to  co-operate  with 
Russia,  by  force,  if  necessary,  and  they 
had  co-operated;  but  it  would  not  be 
possible  lOT  England  now  to  go  to  Russia 
and  put  upon  her  conditions  similar  to 
those  by  which  she  was  bound  at  the 
time  of  the  Treaty  of  Paris,  which  fol- 
lowed upon  the  victories  which  culmi- 
nated in  the  capture  of  Adrianople. 
There  was  an  Article  in  the  Treaty  that 
none  of  the  Powers  should  seek  any 
advantage  from  those  operations.  The 
Government  might  now  have  had  the 
same  opportunity.  They  might  have 
had  to  claim  to  bind  Russia  as  the  price 
of  their  co-operation.  Gould  they  now, 
if  Russia  succeeded,  go  to  her  with  the 
same  confidence  and  say — **  Qiye  us 
those  terms  which  you  offered  if  we 
would  co-operate."  The  more  they  sus- 
pected Russia  the  more  they  were  to  be 
condemned  for  having  taunted  Russia 
into  going  to  war  without  having  placed 
her  under  any  terms  whatever.  It  was 
said  that  the  Government  were  restrained 
by  Treaties.  He  had  not  been  able  to 
understand  what  was  their  view  of  the 
Treaties;  but,  so  far  as  he  understood 
the  speech  of  the  Home  Secretary,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  held  that  England 
was  bound  by  Treaty  not  to  support 
Turkey.  This  was  not  his  reading  of 
the  existing  Treaty  obligations  of  Eng- 
land ;  but  he  was  content  with  the  in- 
terpretation put  upon  the  facts.  These 
were  the  reasons  why,  before  the  war, 
he  would  have  joined  Russia  in  action 
against  Turkey,  accompanied  by  coercion 
and  force,  limited  to  the  objects  and 
confined  and  restrained  sufficiently  to 
accomplish  those  objects.  They  ought 
to  have  had  the  courage  shown  by  Can- 
ning and  Wellington.  They  objected  to 
the  coercion  of  Turkey,  yet  the  coercion 
was  taking  place  at  that  moment,  and 
the  consequences  of  their  policy  was  to 
have  left  the  coercion  of  Turkey  to  the 
single  hand  of  Russia ;  and  that  was  the 
very  last  Power  in  whose  hands  they 
ought  to  have  left  it.  What  was  to  be 
done  ?  He  could  not  go  the  whole  length 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lis- 
keard ;  they  could  not  now  impose  terms 
on  Russia.  They  could  have  done  so  at 
one  time.  He  would  have  been  willing 
to  have  gone  with  Russia  in  a  ''lim- 
ited'' partnership,  but  he  could  not  go 
into  an  adventure  of  "  unlimited"  lia. 
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bility.  They  were  goings  to  relieve  the 
European  Provinces;  but  what  policy 
would  they  adopt  for  the  relief  of  the 
Provinces  of  Asia  Minor  ?  One  of  the 
g^eat  advantages  they  might  have  had 
before  the  war  would  have  been  that 
Asia  Minor  would  have  been  excluded 
from  the  field  of  hostilities.  They  had 
lost  that  great  opportunity.  Then  they 
were  driven  to  a  line  of  neutrality  which 
he  did  not  think  the  best;  but  it  was  the 
only  one  they  could  now  adopt,  and  it 
was  the  only  one  that  the  House  and  the 
country  approved.  But  it  should  be  a 
real,  genuine,  impartial  neutrality;  they 
did  not  want  a  nostile  neutrality  like 
that  of  his  riffht  hon.  and  fervid  Friend 
the  Member  for  Tamworth  (Sir  Eobert 
Peel),  who  the  other  evening  shouted 
for  neutrality  in  a  voice  which  sounded 
as  though  he  was  proclaiming  war.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  played  the  part  of  the 
**  meek-eyed  dove  of  peace,"  out  he  did 
it  with  the  air  of  Belfona  herself.  With 
regard  to  Lord  Derby's  despatch  to 
Pnnoe  Gortchakoff,  a  more  offensive 
piece  of  neutrality  he  had  never  heard 
of.  Why  was  it  written?  It  was 
replied — ''Because  it  was  indispensable; 
if  they  did  not  put  in  a  disclaimer  they 
would  be  admitting  that  Bussia  was 
executing  the  mandates  of  Europe.'' 
This  was  a  dangerous  argument  to  use, 
inasmuch  as  no  other  European  Power 
had  issued  such  disclaimer,  and  Russia 
might  claim  that  in  the  course  she  was 
pursuing  she  was  executing  the  man- 
dates of  Europe.  [ Orisi  0/  **  No! "  from 
the  Ministerial  heneheeJ]  But,  surely, 
if  the  silence  of  England  would  have 
^ven  consent  to  the  action  of  Russia, 
the  silence  of  the  other  European  Powers 
must  have  a  similar  effect.  AU  this 
meant  that  upon  this,  as  upon  every 
other  occasion,  the  Government,  had 
isolated  themselves  from  the  action  of 
every  Power  in  Europe,  sajdnff  in  effect 
that  England  would  nave  neither  Allies 
nor  oo-operators ;  and  instead  of  taking 
the  prudent  and  dignified  course  which 
had  been  taken  by  Germany,  Austria, 
France,  and  Italy,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  hurled  at  the  head  of 
Russia  this  insulting  despatch.  When 
the  war  was  over  and  Turkev  was  de- 
stroyed— ^as  he  hoped  she  might  be— 
£n£»and  would  have  to  settle  the  affairs 
of  Eastern  Europe  in  concert  with  the 
Five  Powers,  and  he  would  ask  in  view 
of  this  whether  the  despatch  of  Lord 
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Derby  could  be  regarded  as  a 
statesmanlike  preparation  for  ths 
tiations  which  would  have  to  be  eoa- 
ducted?  At  all  events,  the  four  wis* 
virgins  who  sent  no  answer  to  Riuua 
would  be  in  some  position  to  deal  witk 
Russia  when  the  proper  time  earn*. 
When  the  time  came  that  soma  arraign- 
ment had  to  be  made  with  regard  to 
Eastern  Europe,  we  should  find  our- 
selves the  only  Power  that  had  taken 
the  attitude  we  had  assumed.  All  this, 
no  doubt,  was  much  to  be  regretted,  and 
had  it  been  brought  abont  by  any  oa» 
else  than  the  Foreign  Secretary  it  wonU 
have  been  a  very  dangerous  p<dicy  to 
pursue.  There  was,  however,  one  very 
amiable  and  very  pleasing  quality  aboot 
Lord  Derby's  despatches  whic^  bcq- 
traliced  and  redeemed  them  fi^oin  whst 
otherwise  might  have  seemed  to  be  to 
imprudence.  The  despatch  of  the  31  ft 
September,  no  doubt,  was  a  very  fierce 
and  awkward  despatch,  but  then  he  vm 
kinde  nough  to  let  the  Turks  know  tks: 
he  did  not  mean  anything,  and  the  renh 
was  that  they  took  no  notice  of  it,  sad 
were  not  in  any  way  disturbed  by  it; 
and  perhaps  Prinoe  Qortohakoff',  whn 
he  learned  that  the  despatch  of  the  lit 
of  May  meant  strict  neutrality,  wooid 
treat  that  document  with  about  as  mack 
regard  as  the  Turks  had  shown  to  its  pr»- 
decessor.  One  word  before  he  sat  down  u 
to  the  Resolutions  of  the  right  hon.  G«n- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich^  H^ 
thought  there  was  a  general  oonourreiK* 
as  to  the  second  Resolution.  [''No,no!''j 
He  took  it  they  were  all  agreed  that  thii 
country  was  not  to  help  Turkey.  He 
had  not  heard  it  said  in  the  course  of 
the  debate  that  we  should  render  Turkey 
any  assistance.  As  far  as  he  understood 
the  Amendment  moved  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  it  was  directed  against  th« 
first  Resolution,  which  related  to  th* 
condition  of  the  Christian  Provinces  in 
Turkey.  The  Amendment  of  the  h<m. 
MemW  for  Ohristchurdi  (Sir  H.  Drom- 
mond  Wolff),  which  the  Gk>vemm«Bt 
intended  should  displace  the  first  Reff>- 
lution,  must  be  accepted  as  a  oondented 
statement  of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty'* 
Government,  and  from  it  it  appssifd 
that  they  desired  peace;  they  destrcd 
that  British  interests  should  be  pro- 
tected; but  it  did  not  appear  i^om  it 
that  they  desired  the  better  govemmsnt 
of  the  oppressed  Provinoes.  If  peaes 
were  to  be  restored  to-morrow,  there 
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was  nothing  to  show  that  Her  Majesty's 
Qoyemment  would  not  be  willing  to 
allow  the  state  of  things  that  existed  in 
those  Provinces  to  be  perpetuated.  It 
was  necessary  to  note  the  errors  of  the 
past,  and  their  consequences,  even  if  it 
were  too  late  to  repair  them.  But  what 
most  occupied  their  minds  were  the  perils 
and  prospects  of  the  future.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  hon.  Members  opposite 
would  do  him  and  those  arouna  him 
the  justice  of  believing  that  they  were 
equally  anxious  with  themselves  for  the 
protection  of  British  interests ;  but  they 
stood  there  to  declare  that  British  in- 
terests could  not,  must  not,  and  should 
not  be  protected  by  upholding  Turkey. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  might  defend 
Cronatantinople  if  they  pleased,  but  they 
must  not  and  should  not  enter  into  a 
war  in  support  of  Turkey.  If  the  states* 
manship  of  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment 
was  worthy  of  the  reputation  and  senti- 
ments of  this  great  nation,  they  could 
find  some  other  means  of  defending 
British  interests  which  would  reconcile 
them  with  the  dictates  of  justice  and 
with  the  demands  of  civilization.  They 
could  not  defend  those  interests  through 
the  odious  and  execrable  dominion  of 
Turkey;  that  was  a  policy  which  was 
worn  out,  and  which  was  condemned 
and  discarded  by  the  nations  of  Europe 
and  by  the  conscience  of  the  English 
people.  He  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  G^reenwich  that  the  knell  of 
the  Turkish  Empire  had  sounded.  For 
his  own  part  he  (Sir  William  Haroourt) 
had  longed  to  hear  that  passing  bell, 
and  he  rejoiced  to  see  the  day  approach- 
ing when  better  hopes  were  dawning  for 
the  unfortunate  inhabitants  of  those  op- 
pressed districts;  and  his  only  regret 
was,  that  we  had  forfeited  the  right 
which  we  might  have  used  of  taking  a 
considerable  share  in  that  glorious  enter- 
prize.  We  should,  however,  still  have 
.  an  opportunity  of  taking  a  part  in  the 
settlement  of  Eastern  Europe,  and  when 
that  settlement  occurred  we  could  not 
disregard  those  great  principles  of  na- 
tionality which  for  the  last  10  or  20 
years  had  been  re-constituting  Europe. 
He  ventured  to  hope  that  whichever 
Party  in  the  State  might  then  be  con- 
ducting the  destinies  of  this  country, 
£n^land,  under  their  guidance,  womd 
play  a  part  worthy  of  that  freedom 
which  sne  had  achieved  for  herself, 
and  of  that  responsibility  to  mankind 


which    her    greatness    imposed  vupon 
her. 

Sib  TOLLEMACHE  SINOLAIE: 
Sir, — ^Previous  speakers  on  both  sides 
have  erroneously  assumed  that  the  de- 
fence of  Turkey  against  Bussia  has  been 
the  traditional  pohcy  of  England.  Even 
if  this  was  the  case,  it  would  not  be  a 
sufficient  reason  for  adhering  to  that 
course  if  it  is  shown,  as  it  has  been,  to 
have  been  useless  and  wrong,  more 
especially  under  the  totally  different  cir- 
cumstances of  the  present  crisis.  I  pro- 
pose to  prove  that  the  very  contraj^  is 
the  fact.  During  nearly  200  years,  from 
1686  to  1877,  there  have  been  10  wars 
between  Bussia  and  Turkey.  All  of 
these,  with  one  exception,  and  the  Cri- 
mean War,  have  ended  most  disastrously 
for  Turkey.  In  the  whole  of  that  period 
England  has  only  fought  once  for  Turkey 
against  Russia,  and  me  end  of  that  con- 
test was,  that  Eussia  merely  ceded  a 
small  portion  of  territory  at  the  mouth 
of  the  Danube,  and  limited  her  maritime 
Force  in  the  Black  Sea.  England  then 
made  no  demand  that  Eussia  should 
refund  to  Turkey  or  ourselves  the  cost 
of  that  war,  on  the  principle  so  success- 
fully applied  by  Germany  to  France; 
and  in  1806  we  not  only  did  not  sup- 
port Turkey  against  Eussia,  but  we 
actually  took  the  side  of  Eussia  against 
Turkey.  On  that  occasion  Turkey 
treacherously  turned  against  us  at  the 
most  critical  moment  of  our  terrific  con- 
flict with  Napoleon,  after  we  had  res- 
cued Syria  and  Egypt  gratuitously  for 
them  from  the  French,  and  we  then 
forced  the  Dardanelles,  and  demanded 
that  the  Principalities  of  Moldavia  and 
Wallachia  should  be  ceded  to  Eussia, 
these  being  the  very  Provinces  for  which 
we  fought  in  the  Onmean  Wax.  There- 
fore, while  the  assistance  we  gave  to 
Turkey  was  comparatively  trivial,  in  the 
campaign  which  we  fought  with  Eussia 
we  endeavoured  to  render  her  most 
signal  benefit.  In  1774,  Austria  de- 
prived TiLrkey  of  the  Bukowina.  The 
Treaty  of  Kainardji,  in  1774,  it  is  quite 
evident,  gave  Eussia  the  right  of  pro- 
tecting the  Ohristians  in  Turkey.  It  is 
not  usual  to  put  Articles  in  Treaties 
which  have  no  meaning.  If  these 
Artides  were  intended  to  have  no 
meaning,  why  were  they  inserted  ?  But 
there  is  fiirther  evidence  of  this,  for 
Lord  John  Eussell,  in  a  despatch  to  Sir 
Hamilton  Seymour,  in  1853,  said — 
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"  Tho  protection  of  the  Christians  of  Turkey 
by  Kussia  was  no  doubt  prescribed  by  duty  and 
sanctioned  by  Treaty/' 

and  the  Plenipotentiaries  at  Vienna  of 
four  Powers  said  it  was  necessary  to 
abolish  the  exclusive  Protectorate  which, 
for  180  years,  had  been  exercised  by 
Eussia,  so  that,  even  if  Bussia's  Treaty- 
right  was  insufficient,  as  40  years'  pre- 
scription suffices  in  England,  180  years 
should  be  adequate  for  Bussia.  I  can 
hardly  state  a  higher  authority  than  that 
for  this  assertion,  for  Lord  John  Russell 
was  then  the  Foreign  Secretary,  and 
England  was  responsible  for  any  ad- 
missions he  had  made.  In  the  year 
1787,  England  first  entered  into  negotia- 
tions on  behalf  of  Turkey;  but  they 
were  mere  verbal  representations,  and 
never  went  so  far  as  a  threat,  much  less 
of  recourse  to  arms.  At  the  Treaty  of 
Peace,  also,  we  strongly  urged  Turkey 
to  give  way  to  Bussia.  I  have  already 
alluded  to  what  took  place  in  1806,  ana 
will  not  repeat  it.  In  1612  the  whole  of 
Bessarabia  was  ceded  to  Bussia,  and 
we,  who  made  such  a  point  of  preserv- 
ing the  independence  of  the  Turkish 
Empire,  never  even  interfered  to  prevent 
that  cession .  In  1 826  the  Treaty  of  Aker- 
man  was  signed,  and  the  Sultan  had  the 
baseness  to  send  a  Circular  to  Europe, 
stating  that  when  he  signed  the  Treaty 
be  had  not  the  slightest  intention  of 
being  bound  by  it.  This  was  an  illus- 
tration of  the  perfidy  of  the  Turk,  which 
reminds  me  of  a  story  of  Mirabeau's 
brother,  who  said  of  himself — **  I  swore, 
indeed,  but  I  did  not  promise  to  keep 
my  word ;  "  and  on  another  occasion — 
''In  any  other  family  than  my  own  I 
would  be  considered  a  rogue,  but  a 
clever  fellow ;  in  my  own  I  pass  for  an 
honest  man,  but  a  dunce;"  and  again 
he  said — **Je  iuis  payi  tnaii  non  vendu.^* 
In  1827,  at  the  battle  of  Navarino,  we 
displayed  anxiety  for  the  integrity  and 
independence  of  the  Turkish  Empire  by 
destroying  the  Turkish  Fleet  and  placing 
the  Black  Sea  at  the  mercy  of  Kussia. 
That  is  precisely  the  way  in  which  I 
would  be  prepared  to  protect  those  in- 
terests now.  The  other  day  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wight  TMr. 
Baillie  Cochrane)  quoted  passages  irom 
the  Duke  of  Wellington's  despatches, 
which  he  had  found  in  the  last  number 
of  Th0  Edinburgh  Biview^  but  was  very 
careful  not  to  quote  the  Duke*s  latest 
despatches.    In  the  great  Duke's  latest 
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expression  of  opinion  on  the 
Question  he  had  said — 


**  It  would  be  absurd  to  think  of  bohtorinc  of 
the  Turkish  power  in  Europe.  It  is  roni,  a 
fact.  We  must  reconstruct  the  Greek  Empbv 
There  is  no  doubt  it  would  hare  been  better  im 
the  world  if  the  Treaty  of  Adriaoople  had  nut 
been  signed,  if  the  Russians  had  altered  Coa* 
stantinople,  and  if  the  Turkish  Empire  had  bees 
dissolved.*' 


tr 


After  that,  I  hope  no  one  will  get  op  ta 
this  House  and  say  that  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  was  to  the  last  in  favour  of 
the  independence  and  integrity  of  the 
Ottoman  Empire.  It  is  sometimes  nid 
that  it  waa  impossible  for  the  Roasiisi 
to  take  Constantinople ;  but  in  1 829  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  himself  had  said 
there  had  been  nothing  in  the  world  to 
prevent  the  Bussians  from  taking  Om- 
stantinople,  and  the  Prussian  £nToy  had 
said  the  same,  because  Diebilaoh,  it 
Adrianople,  was  nearer  to  the  Daids- 
nelles  than  to  Constantinople.  No 
Power  oould  have  prevented  the  oaptan 
of  the  Turkish  capital  at  that  time,  toi 
it  must  be  said  that  Bussia  gave  then  t 
signal  proof  of  moderation.  Tberdorv, 
we  ought  to  trust  Bussia  again  it  iot 
strategical  reasons,  in  the  present  wv 
she  finds  it  necessary  to  threaten  or  to 
capture  Constantinople.  My  own  opi- 
nion is,  that  the  Bussians  will  be  coa- 
polled  to  enter  Constantinople.  Th« 
French,  equally  with  ourselvesy  u* 
p^reat  sticklers  for  the  independence  and 
mteffrity  of  the  Ottoman  Empire;  bn: 
in  Algeria,  in  1830,  they  forgot  thi* 
principle,  and  when  the  Sultan  demanded 
of  France  the  tribute  he  had  been  aocu*- 
tomed  to  receive  from  the  Dey,  th* 
French  Government,  of  course,  laughed 
at  the  demand.  In  1833  the  Bntiih 
Government  refused  succour  to  Turicej 
when  Ibrahim  Pasha  arrived  within  bO 
leagues  of  Constantinople.  There  wmi 
no  valid  excuse  at  that  time  for  refusing 
our  help,  if  our  policy  had  been  the  de- 
fence of  the  integrity  and  independence 
of  Turkey,  for  we  were  at  that  time  free 
from  complications  at  home  and  abroad, 
and  nothing  would  have  been  simpler, 
if  we  had  thought  proper,  than  to  soc- 
cour  the  Turks.  In  their  extremity  thej 
appealed  to  Bussia  for  assistance,  and 
Bussia  sent  a  small  fleet  and  army,  took 
possefl(sion  of  Constantinople,  ana  h^ 
the  city  for  the  Turks  against  Ibrahim 
Pasha.  I  have  spoken  to  a  large  nun* 
ber  of  hon.  Members  of  this  House,  and 
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have  not  met  with  one  who  bad  ever 
heard  that  in  1833  Oonstantinople  was 
in  the  hands  of  the  Bussians.    Ibrahim 
Pasha  was  obliged  to  give  in  and  make 
terms,   and  then  Bussia   retired   most 
honourably    from    Constantinople,   and 
neither  asked,  nor  received  an  adequate 
equivalent  for  the  vital  service  she  had 
rendered.    Now,  as  I  have  said,  I  con- 
template the  possibility  and  the  proba- 
bility that,  in  the  course  of  this  war, 
Bussia  will  be  compelled  to  take  Con- 
stantinople.   It  is  all  very  well  to  say — 
"  Strike  at  the  extremities,"    but  the 
sure  way  to  success  is  to  strike  at  the 
heart.    That  was  how  the  German  Go- 
▼emment  got  the  better  of  the  French, 
and,  if  the  Bussians  were  well  advised, 
they  would  take  the  same  course,  and 
march  straight  to  Constantinople;  and 
if  she  should  do  so,  I  am  quite  sure  that 
on  the  side  of  the  House  from  which  I 
am  speaking,  they  would  be  disposed  to 
trust  Bussia.    There  was  no  hon.  Mem. 
ber  of  the  House,  surely,  who  would 
dare  to  set  his  judgment  against  that  of 
the  Duke  of  Wellington  in  such  a  matter 
as  this.    As,  in  1833,  Bussia  had  given 
signal  proof  of  good  faith  with  respect 
to  the  possession   of  Constantinople,  it 
would  be  highly  culpable  for  England  to 
ffo  to  war  with  her  with  the  view  of  pre- 
venting her  from  taking  temporary  pos- 
session  of  that  city.    In  1839  Mehemet 
Ali  revolted.    At  that  time  the  French 
were  burning  to  revenge  Waterloo,  and 
our  Begular  Forces  were  under  100,000 
men,  of  whom  three-fourths  were  in  Ire- 
land or  in  the  Colonies,  and  not  more 
than  25,000  men  and  40  guns  could  have 
been   collected   to    defend    our    shores 
against  the  300,000  men  and  300  guns 
which  the  French  could  have   brought 
against  us,  whilst  we  had  only  three 
ships  of-the-line  and  three  fiigates   to 
guard  the  coast  of  the  Channel  against 
the  French  naval  force,  and  we  had  only 
nine  line-of-battle  ships  in  the  Mediter- 
ranean against   15  French   sail-of-the- 
line  of  much  heavier  weight  of  metal 
and   more  numerous  crews  than  ours, 
supported  by  five  Egyptian  sail-of-the- 
line.     Yet  in  1840  we  risked  a  defeat, 
and  even  our  national  existence,  to  pre- 
vent the  ungrateful  Turks  from  being 
regenerated  by  the  more    enlightened 
government  of  Mehemet  Ali ;  and  Bussia, 
instead  of  joining  France    and  Egypt 
against  us,  which  would  almost  have  in- 
sured our  defeat,  and  instead  of  then 


securing  Constantinople,  as  she  might 
have  done,  by  arrangement  with  France 
and  Egypt,  joined  with  us  in  maintain- 
ing, by  force  of  arms,  the  integrity  of 
that  Ottoman  Empire  which  she  is  per- 
sistently accused  of  wishing  to  appro- 
Sriate.  In  1853,  the  mixed  Commission 
ecided  in  favour  of  the  claims  made  by 
Bussia  as  to  the  possession  of  the  Holy 
Places  by  the  Greek  Church,  to  the  un- 
bounded irritation  of  the  Latins,  and 
especially  the  French,  who  had  obtained 
a  Firman  by  threats,  on  the  pretext  of  an 
obsolete  Treaty  100  years  old,  contrary 
to  the  recent  Firmans  between  Bussia 
and  the  Porte.  Prince  Menschikoff  then 
sent  in  an  ultimatum  to  the  Sultan,  in 
which  he  demanded  that  in  the  Ottoman 
Dominions  the  Greeks  should  have  pre- 
cisely the  same  privileges  as  the  Latins, 
and  that  these  privileges  should  be  made 
perpetual  and  irrevocable.  As  the  Sul- 
tan refused  these  just,  necessary,  and 
moderate  terms,  the  Bussians  occupied 
the  Principalities  as  a  material  guaran- 
tee. A  Conference  was  then  held  at 
Vienna,  at  which  the  four  great  Powers 
were  represented,  and  on  the  31&t  July, 
1853,  a  Note  was  prepared  by  the  Pleni- 
potentiaries, which  was  immediately  ac- 
cepted by  Bussia,  without  the  slightest 
alteration,  and  which  embodied  the  very 
principle  for  which  she  had  all  along 
contended — namely,  equality  between 
the  Greeks  and  Latins,  and  permanence 
of  those  privileges  which  the  Turks  had 
been  in  the  habit  of  alternately  giving 
and  withdrawing.  The  Porte  insisted 
on  important  alterations,  which  would 
have  left  the  oppressed  Christians  at 
their  mercy;  but  these  were  instantly 
declined  by  Bussia,  and  then  the  four 
Powers  most  inconsistently  and  unjustly 
sided  with  Turkey  and  against  Bussia, 
whilst  they  were  obviously  bound  in 
honour  to  adhere  to  that  Note,  and  at 
first  they  expressed  disappointment  and 
dissatisfaction  at  the  conduct  of  the 
Porte.  The  Turks  then  declared  war, 
and  commenced  hostilities  by  firing  on  a 
Bussian  flotilla.  The  Bussians  then,  in 
their  turn,  subsequently  sent  a  declara- 
tion of  hostilities,  and  then  the  English 
and  French  Fleets  entered  the  Darda- 
nelles, and  instead  of  settling  themselves 
the  terms  of  peace,  obsequiously  asked 
the  Porte  what  their  terms  should  be. 
The  Porte  demanded  (1)  Evacuation  of 
the  Principalities ;  (2)  Bevision  of  the 
Treaties ;  (3)  Maintenance  of  religious 
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privileges  of  oommtinities  of  all  confes- 
sions ;  (4)  Definitive  settlement  of  Oon- 
yention  respecting  the  Holy  Places; 
and  we  most  absurdly  approved  of  these 
terms,  instead  of  insisting  that  the  eva- 
cuation alone  should  suffice.  In  Novem- 
ber, 1853,  the  Russians  destroyed  the 
Turkish  Fleet  at  Sinope,  and  early  in 
1864  the  Emperor  of  the  French,  who 
was  leading  England  by  the  nose  in  the 
whole  negotiation,  wrote  a  hypocritical 
letter  in  favour  of  peace,  to  which  the 
Czar  replied  that  much  before  the  Rus- 
sian occupation  of  the  Principalities, 
when  England  hesitated  to  assume  a 
hostile  attitude.  Napoleon  took  the  ini- 
tiative in  sendine  his  Fleet  as  far  as 
Balamis.  That  while  Napoleon  made  it 
appear  that  the  explanatory  commen- 
taries of  the  Vienna  Note  rendered  it 
impossible  for  France  and  England  to 
recommend  its  adoption  by  the  Porte,  he 
should  have  recollected  that  the  Russian 
commentaries  followed,  and  did  not  pre- 
cede the  pure  and  simple  acceptance  of 
the  Note  Dy  Russia,  and  also  their  ur- 
gent recommendation  of  it  to  Turkey. 
Besides,  the  Czar  added — 

**  If  any  point  of  our  commentaries  had  given 
rise  to  dimoultiee,  I  offered  a  utisfactory  solu- 
tion of  them  at  Olmutz,  and  such  it  was  consi- 
dered by  Austria  and  Prussia.  Unfortunately, 
a  portion  of  the  Anglo-French  Fleet  had  en- 
tered the  Dardanelles  under  the  pretext  of  their 
protecting  the  lives  and  properties  of  £higliah 
and  French  subjects,  and  in  order  to  allow  the 
whole  to  enter  without  violating  the  Treaty  of 
1S41,  it  was  necessary  that  the  Ottoman  Govern- 
ment should  declare  war  against  ns.  I  learn  for 
the  first  time  from  your  MajesW,  that  while 
protecting  the  'reinforcement  of  iWkish  troops 
upon  their  own  territory,  the  two  Powers  have 
resolved  to  prohibit  to  us  the  navigation  of  the 
Black  Sea — that  is  to  say,  apparently  to  take 
from  us  the  right  of  protecting  our  own  coasts. 
Would  you,  yourself,  Sire,  if  you  were  in  my 
place,  accept  such  a  position  P  I  boldly  answer, 
No."— [9th  February,  1864.] 

As  to  the  Crimean  War,  I  consider  it  a 
most  foolish  and  a  most  wicked  war,  and 
one  cannot  but  feel  indignant  at  the 
weakness  and  cowardice  of  Austria  in 
connection  with  that  struggle.  In  my 
opinion,  when  we  had  induced  the  Rus- 
sians to  leave  the  Principalities,  the  war 
should  have  ceased ;  but  we  were  then 
tied  to  the  chariot  wheels  of  Napoleon 
III.,  the  tyrant  of  France,  and  it  suited 
his  dynastic  purpose  to  continue  the  war 
until  the  conquest  of  Sebastopol.  lliere- 
fore,  we  oontmuedthat  war  until  we  had 
inflicted  the  greatest  loss  upon  a  nation 
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which  had  been  our  oldest,  oar  best,  nd 
our  most  consistent  Ally.  When  Lord 
Aberdeen  met  Parliammit  in  Febraaxr, 
1854,  he  said  he  could  not  **  prove  "  that 
there  was  any  danger  to  this  coantiT  ia 
the  war  between  Bustia  and  Taney. 
Now,  if  there  was  no  danger  in  Febni- 
ary,  it  was  difficult  to  understand  how 
there  could  be  danger  in  Mardi«  wh«B 
war  was  declared,  the  affair  of  Sinop* 
havinff  happened  in  November,  and 
everyuiing  beinff  m  $idtu  quo;  and  I 
look  forward  wi&  alarm  to  the  approaeh- 
ing  Parliamentary  Beoees,  when  the 
country  might  suddenly  find  itadtf 
'' drifted  into"  a  perfectly  unnecessary 
and  wrongful  war.  In  February,  1864, 
Austria  assured  the  English  and  Freoek 
Ambassadors  at  Vienna  that — 

"  If  the  two  Western  Powen  would  fix  a  dij 
for  the  eraouation  of  the  PrindpaliHf,  aft* 
which,  if  the  notice  should  be  unattended  ta, 
hofltilitiet  should  commence,  the  Gabsnifc  d 
Vienna  would  support  the  summons,*' 


of  thai 

■ 


whilst  Prussia  declared  that  she  was  not 
called  upon  to  engage  in  the  stmggU 
until  her  own  interests  were  involved, 
which  would  only  be  the  case  if  Rnasti, 
which  then  occupied  the  Prindpalitieii 
should  annex  them.  On  this  Herr  Tot 
Yincke,  the  Leader  of  the 
Liberals,  said — 

*'  Instead  of  oo-operating  on  the 
which  she  considers  right  and  juit, 
making  herself  the  post-boy  or  letter 
Europe/' 

In  consequence  of  this  Austrian  intima- 
tion, we  stupidly  and  precipitately  mbI 
an  ultimatum  to  Bussia  on  27th  Febra- 
ary,  requiring  the  promise  of  the  evacua- 
tion of  the  Principalities,  but  nothing 
else,  by  the  30th  of  April,  and  anle« 
this  pledge  was  g^ven  within  six  days, 
the  British  Cabinet  would  consider  th« 
silence  of  the  Cabinet  of  St.  Petersburg 
equivalent  to  a  declaration  of  war.  Th« 
answer  of  the  Czar,  as  might  have  been 
anticipated,  and  as  perhaps  was  desired, 
to  this  unnecessarily  insulting  and 
peremptory  despatch. 


"L'Empereur  ne  juge  nas  oonwiahfe  dt 
donner  aucune  reponse  k  la  lettze  de  Lsfd 
Clarendon.*' 

Austria  then  having  deverly  and  ua* 
serupukmaly  led  ns  on  the  ice,  and  oooi- 
mitted  us  irretrievably  to  war  with 
Bussia,  sneaked  out  of  the  quarrel  «id 
left  na  to  our  Isie,  having  made,  as  it 
were,  a  fool's  mate  of  us  in  the  politieal 
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mme  of  ohess.  Obyionslj,  Aostria  and 
Prossia,  as  ereryone  now  Bees,  though 
we  were  then  as  blind  as  bats,  hare  tibie 
chief  interest  in  preventing  Russia  from 
acquiring  either  the  mouths  of  the 
Danube  or  Constantinople,  and  they 
were,  as  it  were,  by  the  irresistible  force 
of  circumstances,  in  the  front  line  of  the 
battle,  whilst  England  and  France  could, 
with  the  most  perfect  safety  to  their  in- 
terests, have  remained  wholly  aloof  from 
the  contest,  and  the  most  we  could  have 
been  reasonably  expected  to  do  in  a 
case  of  Bussian  annexation  of  the  Prin- 
cipalities or  of  Constantinople,  would 
liave  been  to  send  our  naval  Forces  to 
control  the  Bussian  Fleet,  whilst  Austria, 
and  not  only  Prussia,  but  Germany, 
should  at  their  own  cost  have  frimished 
all  the  land  Forces,  and  we  have  been 
made  catspaws  of  to  snatch  the  Oerman 
chestnuts  out  of  the  fire.  Napoleon, 
however,  actually  pretended  in  his  mes- 
sage to  his  credulous  and  obsequious 
€3hambers  that — 

**  France  had  quite  as  mnoh  interests,  perha^ 
more,  than  England  in  the  influence  of  Bussia 
Bot  bmng  extended  indefinitely  over  Constanti- 
nople, for  to  rule  at  Constantinople  is  to  role 
over  the  Mediterranean.'* 

Yet  the  Turks  who  do  rule  at  Constan- 
tinople do  not  rule  over  the  Mediter- 
ranean, nor  would  the  Bussians  if  they 
held  Constantinople,  for  all  the  Powers 
that  border  on  the  Mediterrranean  com- 
bined would  not  be  a  match  for  England 
alone,  and  though  it  would  be  monstrous 
for  Bussia  to  have  a  single  port  or  the 
■mallest  squadron  in  the  Me£terranean, 
no  one,  of  course,  could  reasonably  com- 
plain if,  as  the  French  have  often 
Doasted,  it  ''became  a  French  lake." 
On  the  20th  April,  1864,  Prussia  and 
Austria  signed  a  Treaty  by  which  both 
guaranteed  each  others'  territories,  and 
which  declared  that  either  the  annexa- 
tion of  the  Principalities,  or  an  attack  on 
the  Balkans  was  a  necessary  easus  helU, 
The  Bussians  evacuated  the  Principali- 
ties early  in  July,  and  the  Austnans, 
after  delaying  10  weeks  from  the  date  of 
the  signature  of  the  Treaty  by  which 
Turkey  allowed  them  to  occupy  these 
Provinces,  and  waiting  some  wedks  after 
the  last  Bussian  had  retired,  moved 
bravely  forward  on  the  20th  of  August, 
as  soon  as  there  was  no  possible  risk  of 
fighting,  and  by  this  occupation  they 
sUelded  Bussia  from  an  attack  on  the 
part  of  the  Turks,  and  released  a  large 


number  of  Bussian  troops,  who  were 
sent  to  fight  against  us  in  the  Crimea. 
On  July  25,  Count  Nesselrode  told 
Austria — 

"We  replied  by  silence  to  the  summons  of 
France  and  England,  because  it  was  couched  in 
an  offensiye  form,  was  preceded  by  open  provo- 
cation, and  was  destitute  of  all  conditions  of  re- 
ciprocity. If,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Austrian 
Gk>Temment,  the  prolonged  occupation  of  the 
Principalities  was  the  motive  oi  the  war,  it 
ought  to  be  a  oonsequence  tiiat  when  the  occu- 
pation ceased  Uie  war  should  cease.  If  the  in- 
terests of  Austria  and  the  whole  of  Germany 
should  suffer  temporarily  from  our  operations 
on  the  Danube,  they  must  suffer  still  more,  as 
well  as  other  neutral  States,  from  the  situation, 
brought  about  by  the  maritime  operations  of 
France  and  England  in  the  Euzine,  the  North 
Sea,  and  the  Baltic." 

Austria  and  Prussia  both  expressed  their 
opinion  that  Bussia,  in  evacuating  the 
Principalities,  ''had  removed  the  only 
grouna  of  complaint  which  could  justify 
a  hostile  attitude  towards  her ; "  but 
the  French  and  English  Governments 
took  a  widely  different  view,  and  would 
no  longer  be  satisfied  with  the  Btatw  quo 
ante  beUumt  and  wickedly  and  foolisrily 
involved  both  England  and  France  in  an 
aggressive  war  against  Bussia,  which 
has  cost  us  above  £100,000,000  of  trea- 
sure and  tens  of  thousands  of  lives, 
whilst  it  has  retarded  the  emancipation 
of  the  Christians  from  Turkish  oppres- 
sion and  cruelty,  and  the  advance  of 
Bussia  in  civilization  by  nearly  a  quar- 
ter of  a  century.  On  18th  April,  1855, 
Lord  John  Bussell,  supported  by  M. 
Drouyn  de  I'Huys  and  Austria,  pro- 
posed at  Vienna  a  system  of  counter- 
poise in  the  Black  Sea  between  Bussia 
and  Turkey,  to  which  Bussia  agreed, 
and  the  war  might  then  have  terminated, 
and  a  very  large  part  of  the  slaughter 
and  pecuniary  loss  of  the  Crimean  War 
might  have  been  spared;  but  the  French 
and  English  Gt)vemments  refused  to 
adopt  this  reasonable  proposition,  and  in 
oonseauence  both  Lord  John  Bussell 
and  M.  Drouyn  de  THuys  resigned.  At 
last,  in  December,  1855,  Austria,  after 
repeated  efforts,  succeeded  in  bringing 
about  negotiations  for  peace;  but  so 
bellicose  were  France  and  England  that 
Count  Biiol  stated  that,  when  he  sounded 
the  Cabinets  of  Paris  and  London — 

**  Although  we  found  them  embued  with  the 
firm  resolution  not  to  lend  themselves  to  the  ini- 
tiative  of  any^  orertures  for  peace,  nevertheless,  to 
oui'gieat  satisfaction,  we  found  such  dispositions 
in  those  Cabinets  as  to  lead  us  to  hope  that  they 
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would  not  refuse  to  examine  and  accept  condi- 
tionB  of  a  nature  to  offer  all  the  guarantees  of  a 
permanent  peace." 

Considering  that  we  were  then  victorious 
over  Eussia,  it  would  have  been  more 
magnanimous  and  more  consistent  with 
nations  which  make  such  gushing  pro- 
fessions of  Christianity,  to  have  gene- 
rously tendered  to  Eussia  such  condi- 
tions of  peace  as  were  consistent  with 
its  national  honour,  instead  of  taking, 
as  we  did,  an  unfair  advantage  of  our 
victory,  and  inflicting  on  that  great 
country  the  indignity  and  wrong  of 
limiting  her  Fleet  in  the  Black  1^ — 
which  was  thus  made  into  a  Turkish 
lake — to  an  insignificant  and  insufficient 
number  of  vessels,  and  placing  her 
coasts  and  the  Christians  or  Turkey  at 
the  mercy  of  the  barbarous  and  incor- 
rigible Turks,  expressly  barring  all  the 
Powers,  individually  or  collectively, 
from  giving  these  oppressed  Christians 
aid,  whatever  cruelties  might  be  perpe- 
trated upon  them,  even  if,  for  instance, 
one-third  of  the  whole  population  was 
either  massacred  or  sold  into  slavery,  as 
in  the  case  of  the  Greeks  at  the  end  of 
the  War  of  Independence,  whilst  pre- 
viously for  180  years  the  wretcned 
Eayahs  had  enjoyed  the  constant  protec- 
tion of  Eussia.  Soon  after  the  conclu- 
sion of  peace,  the  question  of  the  rela- 
tion of  the  Principalities  to  Turkey 
arose.  Eussia,  and  even  France,  wished 
to  erect  them  into  a  separate  Kingdom ; 
but  Austria  and  England,  true  to  their 
retrogade  policy,  wished  to  keep  them  in 
strict  subservience  to  the  Porte.  On 
this  subject  TTte  Dimee  remarked  in 
1858— 

**  Diplomacy  doea,  indeed,  cut  a  torrY  figure 
in  thia  matter.  FiiBt,  she  regarded  the  {Pro- 
vinces as  so  important  to  Turkey  that  she  went 
to  war  rather  than  suffer  them,  even  for  a  time, 
to  be  rent  from  her ;  then  she  referred  what  was 
really  the  question  of  their  future  connection 
with  Turkey  to  the  people  themselyes ;  she  over- 
ruled their  decision  because  she  wished  them 
still  to  bo  dependent  on  Turkey,  and  she  has  now 
apparently  ended  by  giving  them  a  constitution 
which  annihilates  their  dependence  as  effectually 
as  if  they  had  been  formally  united  into  a  single 
kingdom ;  and  in  performing  this  feat  she  has 
kept  the  Provinces  in  an  unsettled  and  miserable 
state  for  what,  doubtless,  appears  te  great  diplo- 
matists the  very  moderate  period  of,  two  years 
and  a-haU." 

In  1860,  in  the  case  of  the  Damascus 
massacres,  when  the  French  occupied 
Syria,  the  Turks  stated  that  they  yielded 
to  force,  and  they  would  have  none  the 

Sir  ToUemaehe  Sinclair 


less  yielded  to  force  now,  if  our  Oowb- 

ment  had  applied  force  in  the  right  way 

and  at  the  right  time.     In   1861   J%§ 

Times  said  of  the  Crimean  War— 

'*  Never  was  so  great  an  effort  mmAm  for  m 
worthless  an  object  It  is  with  no  small  r^ 
luctance  we  confess  that  a  gigantic  tffort  aai 
an  infinite  sacrifice  have  been  made  in  •-•*  ** 


In  1867  the  European  Powers  agieed 
to  recommend   the  Turks  to  give   up 
Crete,  after  they  had  as  usual  deetroyea 
a  large  proportion  of  the  inhabitants, 
and  this  seems  a  novel  way  of  preserving 
the  integrity  of  the  Ottoman  Empire. 
In  1871  the  Russians  very  wisely  Mxad 
the  opportunity  of  the  Franco-Prusnan 
War  to  repudiate  the  humiliating  and 
unfair  condition  of  the  Treaty  of  Paris* 
and  as  the  Turks  were  the  first  to  asseat, 
and  we  were  under  the  influence  of  tk» 
Belgian  scare,  not  oaring  to  be  mor» 
Tnrkish  than  the  Turks,  and  having  so 
Allies,  we  were  obliged  to  suboiit.    In 
the  same  year  the  Turks,  who  are  so 
indignant  at  any  of  their  territory  beiag 
,taken  from  them,    declared  Tunis  sa 
integral  part  of  their  Empire ;  and  <mly 
last  year  the  Khedive  made  an  unpfo- 
voked  and  unjust  war   on  Abysaiaia. 
hoping  to  annex  further  territories  to 
E^rpt,  and  consequently  to  the  Torkiih 
Empire ;  but  was  ignominiously  defeatsd 
by  the  brave  Abyssinian  Christians  ia 
spite  of  the  aid  of  renegade  Europeaaa 
In  1873  England  was  obliged  to  check 
Turkish  aggressions  in  South  Arabis, 
tending  to  inopede  our  oommunicatuMU 
with  India.    In  1874  Austria^  Oermaaj, 
and  Eussia  informed  the  Turks  that  xhij 
considered  themselves  justified  in  ooi* 
eluding  separate  Treaties  with  Booma- 
nia,   and  they  paid  no  regard  to  tht 
protest  of  the  Turks.    Some  years  ago 
we  too  infringe  the  integrity  of  Turkey, 
by  annexing  Aden  and  Perim,  to  ths 
great  indignation  of  the  French,  who 
themselves  had    annexed  Algiers.     In 
1875  the  insurrection  in   Henegovina 
broke  out,  and  the  English  Oovemmeot 
were  expressing  the  strongest  hopes  that 
the  insurrection  might  be  suppressed. 
For  my  own  part  my  strongest  hopes  at 
that  time  were  that  the  rising  would 
succeed,  and  if  I  had  been  asked,  I  would 
most  willingly  have  subscribed  towards 
the  expenses  of  that  insurrection.  I  ooa- 
sider  that  the  Kussians  were  much  bett« 
justified  in  helping  the  Christians  ia 
Turkey  and  the  Servians,  than  we  wsrs 
in  fighting  against  Don  Carlos  in  Spain ; 
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but  then  we  are  inflEdlible,  and  it  is  ob- 
vionslj  monstrous  for  Enssia  to  prevent 
Turkey  from  its  natural  right  of  exer- 
cising any  amount  of  cruelty  on  its  own 
niggers,  theEayahs,  and  it  is  wonderful 
demenoy  of  the  Turks  not  to  exterminate 
them  altogether.  Nothing  could  be  more 
suicidal  than  for  our  Gbyemment  to  tell 
Turkey  that  under  no  circumstances 
would  we  resort  to  coercion.  Whether 
we  intended  to  coerce  her  or  not,  it  was 
foolish  to  tell  her  that  we  would  not.  If 
a  man  had  a  dispute  with  another,  and 
told  him  he  would  not  compel  him  to 
pay  what  was  demanded  of  him,  most 
probably  he  would  not  pay.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  seem  to  think  that  Chris- 
tianity and  demoralization  go  together 
in  the  case  of  the  Rayahs,  whilst  Maho- 
xnedanism  and  all  the  virtues  characterize 
the  Turks;  but  if  this  is  so,  why  do  they 
not  turn  Mussulmans?  Then,  besides 
giving  encouragement  to  Turkey,  we 
have  insulted  Kussia  in  every  way. 
Amonff  other  things,  we  said  thatEussia 
was  amdd  to  go  to  war;  but  the  Eus- 
sians  had  at  no  time  shown  a  fear  of 
war.  It  was  alleged  that  she  built  a 
bridge  for  retreat,  but  it  seems  to  be 
forgotten  that  on  the  occasion  of  the 
negotiations  about  the  armistice,  Eussia 
sent  an  ultimatum  to  Turkey  and,  as 
usua],  the  Porte  which  never  yields  to 
argument  gave  in  to  force.  Turkey 
wanted  four  years  to  effect  her  reforms, 
and  the  fact  has  been  lost  sight  of  that 
Hussia  offered  to  delay  hostilities  for  a 
year,  if  at  the  end  of  that  time  England 
-would  join  in  a  coercion  policy.  I  do 
not  think  that  that  point  has  been  touched 
upon.  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words,  in 
conclusion,  in  reference  to  the  conduct 
of  Eussia.  I  certainly,  sitting  as  a  libe- 
ral Member  of  this  House,  cannot  and 
wiU  not  attempt  to  palliate  the  miscon- 
duct of  Eussia  with  reference  to  Poland, 
which,  however,  was  nothing  in  compa- 
rison with  the  Turkish  atrocities  in  Bul- 
garia and  elsewhere ;  but  still,  even  in 
reference  to  Poland,  about  the  worst 
thing  which  was  alleged  against  Eussia 
— ^namely,  its  treatment  of  the  Polish 
ladies,  was  precisely  the  same  as  tbat  of 
Oenend  Butler  to  the  ladies  of  New 
Orleans  during  the  War  of  Secession  in 
America.  As  to  the  innumerable  Polish 
nobles,  they  were  the  oppressors  of  their 
unfortunate  serfs,  and  Madame  de  Motte- 
▼ille  said  of  their  ostentatious  appear- 
ance— ''Many  diamonds  and  little  Hnen." 

VOL.  CCXXXrV.    [thibd  series.] 


I  have  several  things  to  say  in  extenua- 
tion of  the  conduct  of  Eussia.  Perhaps 
few  are  aware,  that  in  a  preceding  cen- 
tury the  Poles  invaded  Eussia,  annexed 
great  portions  of  that  country,  and  im- 
posed a  Polish  Prince  on  tibe  Eussian 
Throne;  and,  therefore,  there  was  a 
hostile  feeling  in  Eussia  against  Poland 
on  that  account.  In  addition  to  this,  as 
you  all  know,  there  was  a  continual  state 
of  anarchy  in  Poland,  and  in  the  seven- 
teenth century  Sweden  conquered  Po- 
land, and  held  it.  in  bondage  for  five 
years;  and  when  the  Partition  of  Poland 
took  place,  it  was  not  a  Eussian  proposal 
at  all;  but  the  Eussian  Government, 
seeing  that  Prussia  and  Austria  were 
determined  to  have  a  partition,  decided 
that  the  least  evil  was  to  have  its  own 
share  of  the  plunder.  On  the  occasion 
of  the  rebellion  of  the  Poles  in  1861, 
Prince  Gortchakoff,  the  Governor,  at 
first  acted  with  great  forbearance ;  and 
though  General  Gerstenzweig,  the  mili- 
tary Governor,  was  assassinated,  no  very 
severe  measures  were  adopted ;  and  the 
Eoman  Catholic  Archbishop  of  Warsaw, 
Felinski,  exhorted  the  Poles  to  submis- 
sion. In  May,  1862,  the  Grand  Duke 
Constantino  was  appointed  Governor, 
and  begun  with  a  lenient  policy ;  but  his 
life  was  attempted  by  Jaroszynski  and 
Telkner,  the  chief  of  police,  as  well  as 
many  other  Eussians,  were  murdered, 
some  of  whom  were  poisoned.  Upon 
this,  deplorable  measures  of  excessive 
rigour  were  adopted  to  quell  the  rebel- 
lion and  restore  order ;  but  none  of  them 
were  so  bad  as  the  conduct  of  the  French 
under  General  Pelissier,  so  recently  as 
the  reign  of  Louis  Philippe,  who  suffo- 
cated a  large  number  of  men,  women, 
and  children  in  a  cave  in  Algeria ;  but 
then,  ill-treatment  of  Eoman  Catholics 
by  Greek  heretics  is  a  much  more  heinous 
sin  than  infinitely  worse  treatment  of 
mere  Arabs  by  orthodox  Catholics.  Then 
what  has  been  the  conduct  of  Eussia 
towards  this  country  ?  In  1553  the 
Anglo-Eussian  Company  was  established. 
In  1597  the  Czar  Ivan  solicited  the  hand 
of  Queen  Elizabeth;  suid  in  1697  Peter 
the  Great  visited  England,  for  which  he 
had  the  greatest  admiration  and  regard. 
In  1 800  we  had  Eussian  troops  in  Guem- 
8^7)  guarding  that  island  for  us  against 
Napoleon.  In  1801  we  churlishly  re- 
fused to  exchange  some  Eussian  soldiers, 
who  had  been  taken  prisoners  while  in 
our  pay,   against  an  equal  number  of 
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Frenchmen  in  our  prisons,  to  the  just 
indignation  of  Bussia,  and  Napoleon 
then  wisely  not  only  released  them  feeely, 
but  gave  them  money,  clothes,  and  every 
necessary.  On  the  occasion  of  the  inva- 
sion of  Hussia  by  Napoleon,  the  Bus- 
sians  performed  one  of  the  grandest  acts 
in  history,  and  that  was  the  burning  of 
Moscow.  I  should  like  to  ask,  if  we 
were  invaded  by  the  French  or  Germans, 
if  our  nobility  and  gentry  would  be  found 
setting  fire  to  their  houses  in  Eaton  and 
Belgrave  Squares,  and  whether  they 
would  not  rather  counsel  submission? 
An  instance  of  the  noble  conduct  of 
Bussia  was  shown  in  the  Crimean  War. 
They  paid  every  farthing  of  the  interest 
on  their  debt.  They  might  have  lodged 
it  with  some  neutral  Power  to  be  paid 
over  at  the  end  of  the  war;  but  they  did 
not  do  that,  they  paid  it  at  once.  Much 
has  been  said  in  regard  to  the  low  state 
of  Bussian  credit ;  meir  Three  per  Cents, 
were,  however,  at  upwards  of  60,  or 
eon  siderably  higher  than  ours  were  during 
one  period  of  our  war  with  France,  and 
the  Turkish  Six  per  Cents,  of  1869  are 
only  about  8.  Then  !t  was  said  that 
Bussia  had  an  eye  to  India ;  but  if  that 
were  so,  why  did  she  not  send  money 
and  adventurers  to  India  to  injure  us 
during  the  Mutiny,  or  to  China  when  we 
were  simultaneously  at  war  with  that 
country  ?  I  maintain  that  Bussia  has 
acted  in  the  most  honourable  and  friendly 
manner  towards  us  at  those  junctures. 
There  is  another  thine — what  did  Bussia 
do  at  Tilsit  ?  Why  Sie  insisted  on  the 
restoration  of  half  his  dominions  to  the 
King  of  Prussia.  Then,  in  the  year  1 875, 
Bussia  alone  prevented  Germany  from 
renewing  the  war  with  France  which 
she  had  intended  to  commence  ;  and 
another  point  was  that  in  the  Crimean 
War,  the  English  prisoners  were  treated, 
not  only  wil£  humanity,  but  with  great 
kindness  by  the  Bussians.  Lieutenant 
Boyer,  speaking  on  this  subject,  said — 

'*  The  EngliBh  priflonen  were  ireU  cared  for. 
They  were  told  to  a«k  for  ever3rthmg  they  might 
require,  and  that  they  should  have  it  for  the 


One  of  the  officers  declares  that  if  they 
had  been  wrecked  on  the  Coast  of  Eng- 
land, they  could  not  have  received 
greater  attention  than  was  lavished  upon 
them.  To  such  an  extent  was  this  car- 
ried that  the  English  officers  were  not 
allowed  to  bum  tallow,  but  were  sup- 
plied with  wax  candles.    Above  all,  tne 
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Czar  nobly  emancipated  upwnds  ol 
20,000,000  of  serfs  at  a  ooit  of  aboid 
£120,000,000,  which  is  aa  infinity 
grander  achievement  than  our  aoiaaa- 
pation  of  the  West  India  negroes  at  a 
cost  of  £20,000,000.  Passing  to  aaotke 
point,  people  speak  about  the  oomiplioa 
of  the  Greek  Church,  but  for  many  oea- 
turies  the  Oreek  and  Bomaa  Chmcbss 
were  united — in  the  ISth  century,  a 
union  was  effected  between  them  whidi 
lasted  for  three  yean — and  sazelr  t» 
should  say  nothing  a^painst  the  Greek 
Church,  seeing  that  in  1723,  and  ob 
several  occasions  since,  a  union  was  pro- 
posed between  the  Greek  and  En^iak 
Churches.  I  may  further  add,  that  the 
Americans  have  tiie  greatest  regard  and 
esteem  for  the  Bussians,  and  not  a  and« 
American  would  degrade  himselfV 
fighting  with  Turkey  against  Bosaa  aad 
the  oppressed  Christians,  thoofffa  £b^ 
lishmen  can  be  got  to  do  this  diacredit- 
able  work.  We  have  been  taunted  on 
this  side  of  the  House  with  haTing  stated 
that  there  was  a  division  amanff  th* 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  on  this  subject 
In  the  newspapers  I  find  the  subject 
commented  on  and  names  g^ven.  I 
think  it  is  clear  that  there  are  threi 
parties  in  the  Cabinet.  The  genenl 
opinion  is,  that  the  Prime  Minister,  tke 
Secretary  for  War,  and  the  Postmaitcr 
General  are  strong  for  Turkey,  aad 
would  have  been  quite  willing  to  kan 
launched  us  into  a  war  in  snpport  d 
Turkey  against  Bussia.  On  the  other 
hand,  I  bddeve  there  are  Lord  Salisbmy, 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  the  Home 
Secretary,  who  are  in  favour  of  the 
Christians  in  Turkey.  But  half  the 
Ministers  are  neutral,  and  aa  the  wind 
blows  in  one  quarter  or  another,  they 
change  sides.  In  short,  the  Ministi; 
have  Doxed  the  compass  of  politioal  va- 
cillation. A  great  deal  has  been  said 
about  Mahomedans  sympathising  witk 
the  Sultan,  but  there  are  no  fewer  thai 
165,000,000  of  Mahomedans,  of  whoa 
only  40,000,000  are  Turks,  and  the  geoe* 
ral  body  of  Mahomedans  do  not  regard 
the  Sultan  as  their  head.  I  will  spare 
the  House  any  further  allusion  to  the 
events  of  the  last  two  years,  on  which  I 
would  have  wished  to  enlarge,  and  ako 
upon  the  Besolutions  before  the  House, 
as  these  subjects  have  been  erhansfced 
by  preceding  speakers,  and  I  have  al« 
ready  occupied  too  large  a  postion  ci 
your  time.    I  have  now  only  to  thaak 
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you  for  haying  listened  to  me  so  pa- 
tiently.   

Sib  OEOBGE  BOWYEB  said,  that 
in  his  desire  to  be  brief,  he  would  nei- 
ther quote  from  Blue  Books,  nor  send  out 
for  water,  but  would  address  himself 
directly  to  the  Eeeolutions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gfentleman  the  Member  for  (Green- 
wich. In  bringing  forward  these  Beso* 
lations,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
incurred  a  grave  and  a  solemn  responsi- 
bility, having  regard  to  the  oiroum- 
atanoes  of  the  case.  A  war  had  com- 
menced, the  results  of  which  no  one 
oould  predict,  because  it  was  impossible 
to  say  at  what  moment  it  might  not  be- 
come a  great  European  war.  It  was 
difficult  to  localize  a  war  such  as  this. 
It  was  not  much  to  say  that  war  existed 
between  Bussia  and  Turkey,  but  no  one 
oould  ten  when  it  was  to  end.  The  great 
armaments  that  existed  on  the  Conti- 
nent alone  presented  considerable  danger, 
for  there  were  at  present  9,000,000  of 
men  actuaUy  armed  and  ready  to  fight 
at  a  short  notice,  whenever  the  interests 
of  their  respective  States  were  inter- 
fered with ;  and  under  such  circumstances 
he  contended  that  the  course  pursued  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  a  wise 
or  a  statesmanlike  course.  The  proceed- 
ings of  that  House  were  looked  upon 
with  attention  and  interest  by  the  na- 
tionsonthe  Continent,  and  discussions 
of  this  kind  ought  not  to  be  lightly 
raised.  At  the  same  time  he  would  not 
deny  that  the  wise  and  prudent  and 
statesmanlike  opinion  of  that  House 
might  have  been  useful,  if  obtained  on 
lUisolutions  brought  forward  in  the 
beneficial  interest  of  mankind ;  but  what 
had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  done? 
Two  of  the  BesolutionB  were,  he  (Sir 
Q^orge  Bowyer)  said  it  with  aU  respect, 
impracticable,  and  had  created  a  schism 
in  that  Party  of  which  it  was  difficult  to 
say  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  or  wasnot  the  Leader,  and  the  others 
were  fiEulures.  That  certainly  was  not 
the  time  to  vpeak  of  giving  a  liberal  and 
representative  sjrstem  of  government  to 
the  Ohristian  Provinces  of  Turkey  when 
the  tide  of  war  was  about  to  sweep  over 
them.  These  two  Besolutions,  however, 
had  been  thrown  overboard,  and  a  recon- 
ciliation efifocted  between  the  discordant 
aections  of  the  Party.  The  result  was, 
that  the  question  now  before  the  House 
was  of  a  Party  diaraoter.  Now,  that 
was,  in  his  opinion,  a  very  unfortunate 


circumstance.  It  was,  also,  imfortunate 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
have  expressed  the  opinion  that  the 
House  of  Commons  did  not  represent 
the  feelings  and  interests  of  the  English 
people,  and  that  the  cry  should  have  been 
taken  up  and  spread.  What  were  the 
Resolutions  on  which  the  House  was 
now  asked  to  state  its  views  ?  The  first 
expressed  dissatisfaction  with  the  con- 
duct of  the  Porte ;  but  what  was  the 
use  of  expressing  dissatisfaction  ?  The 
second  was  of  a  very  peculiar  character. 
It  was  as  follows : — 

"That,  until  Buch  conduct  shall  have  been 
essentially  changed,  and  guarantees  on  behalf 
of  the  subject  populationB  other  than  the  pro- 
misee or  ostensibfe  measures  of  the  Porte  shall 
have  been  provided,  that  Government  will  be 
deemed  by  tiiis  House  to  have  lost  all  claim  to 
receive  either  the  material  or  the  moral  support 
of  the  British  Crown." 

Now,  supposing  Turkey,  when  hard 
pressed  by  Eussia,  were  to  offer  us 
those  guarantees,  should  we  be  bound  to 
go  to  war  with  Eussia  ?  [Crw«  of  "  No ! " 
from  th$  Opposition  benches,']  Well,  it 
seemed  to  him  impossible  to  put  any 
other  construction  upon  the  Eesolution. 
The  coimtry,  however,  would  not  con- 
sent to  another  Crimean  War.  In  his 
opinion  that  war  was  one  of  the  greatest 
misfortunes  in  the  history  of  England. 
We  had  offered  our  advice  to  the  Turk, 
he  had  not  accepted  it,  and  he  must  take 
the  consequences.  It  was  not  difficult 
to  foretell  the  result  of  a  contest  between 
an  Oriental  army  like  that  of  Turkey 
and  the  great  military  machine  which 
Eussia  possessed.  But  the  Turks  had 
gone  into  the  struggle  with  their  eyes 
open,  and  this  country  could  not  in  any 
way  interfere.  K  Eussia  attempted 
conquest,  she  would  commit  a  great  crime 
against  Europe,  and  so  many  conflicting 
interests  would  be  drawn  in,  that  the 
war  would  probably  extend  all  over 
Europe.  In  mat  case,  indeed,  circum- 
stances miffht  arise  which  would  make 
it  impossible  for  us  to  avoid  going  into 
war.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  Eussia 
should  be  wise  and  moderate,  and,  act- 
ing upon  the  Declaration  she  had  made, 
sought  only  to  ameliorate  the  condition 
of  the  Christian  inhabitants  of  the  Porte, 
and  to  secure  for  them  the  rights  of 
humanity  which  they  had  been  deprived 
of  by  Uie  Turkish  Government,  then 
they  might  see  a  satisfactory  solution  of 
the  Eastern  Question,  which  would  pre- 
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vent  for  the  future  those  calamities  and 
crimes  they  all  so  much  deplored.  For 
his  part,  he  thought  it  very  possible  that 
tho  wisdom  of  the  Czar  and  of  the  Rus- 
sian statesmen  might  lead  to  a  result 
with  which  we  should  all  be  satisfied. 
In  fact,  the  objects  of  the  Conference 
might  thus  be  attained.  He  considered 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  took 
an  honourable  course  in  frankly  de- 
claring that  they  were  not  prepared  to 
use  force  to  carry  out  the  decisions  of 
the  Conference;  while  with  regard  to 
the  diplomatic  efforts  which  had  been 
made,  it  was  his  opinion  that  there  had 
never  been  such  a  concert  among  the 
Powers  of  Europe  as  was  likely  to  pre- 
vent the  Turks  from  showing  obstinacy 
or  resistance.  Upon  the  whole  he 
thought  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
done  all  they  could  have  done  in  the 
difficult  circumstance  in  which  they  were 
placed.  The  Eesolutions  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  could  do  no 
pood.  Parliament  ought  only  to  inter- 
fere if  it  had  a  pohcy  to  prescribe. 
These  Resolutions  prescribed  no  policv, 
and,  therefore,  he  thought  they  would 
do  more  harm  than  good.  For  his  part, 
he  refused  to  make  this  a  Party  ques- 
tion. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  at  the  head  of  the  Government  and 
similar  Eesolutions  had  been  proposed, 
he  (Sir  George  Bowyer)  would  have 
voted  against  them,  as  he  was  now  going 
to  do.  This  was  a  question  which  ouffht 
to  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  responsible 
Executive  Government. 

Me.  O'CLERY  wished  to  point  out 
that,  if  the  Eesolutions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
meant  anything,  they  meant  war  against 
Turkey;  and  although  that  was  now 
denied,  he  should  like  to  know  whether 
the  question  had  been  asked  the  various 
meetings  which  had  been  held  in  sup- 
port of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemairs 
policy,  whether  they  would  be  content 
with  mere  words.  If  the  outcome  of  all 
the  agitation  which  had  been  got  up 
was  simply  to  be  such  an  unreal  debate 
as  that  in  which  the  House  had  been 
engaged  for  the  last  week,  then  the 
action  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
ended,  he  could  not  help  thinking,  in 
a  complete  and  utter  failure.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  never  opened  his  mouth 
to  condemn,  in  1862,  the  massacres  of 
the  Abruzzi,  when  7,000  peasants  were 
slaughtered  by  the  Piedmontese  Govem- 
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ment,  and  he  endeavoured  to  prodnet  i 
revolution  against  the  Kingdom  of  UieXvo 
Sicilies,  which  was  ultimately  sacoMifiiL 
Nor  did  he  ever  proteet  either  in  186S, 
or  during  the  14  years  which  had  anw 
elapsed,  against  the  horrors  andmaMacnt 
committed  in  Poland  by  the  BoHtan  Oo- 
vemment.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemaa, 
with  sinralar  bad  taste,  always  oontmred 
to  intenere  in  the  internal  afiEun  of 
States  ^at  were  weak,  and  endeavo«ix«d 
to  cripple  the  actions  of  Sovereigns  who 
were  powerless  to  resist  the  attacks  of  i 
powerful  Minister,  as  he  onoe  was,  and 
a  Leader  of  public  opinion  in  this  ooofi- 
try,  as  he  was  at  present.  Ab  he  (¥r. 
O'Clery )  had  said,  he  went  oat  of  his  way 
to  promote  the  downfall  of  the  Kingdom 
of  the  Two  Sicilies;  and  he  had  aI«o 
assailed  the  venerated  Head  of  t^ 
Eoman  Catholic  Church  thronghout  tkff 
world,  and  to  whom  miUions  of  Hir 
Majesty's  subjects  owed  spiritual  ilk- 
giance.  He  had  now  suddenly  awakened 
to  a  sense  of  the  cruelty  and  tvnuuij 
inflicted  upon  the  Christian  sohjectii^ 
the  Porte ;  but  had  there  been  no  othtr 
Christians  who  daring  the  last  fev 
years  had  suffered  outii^,  horror,  tad 
cruelty?  The  right  hon.  Gentlaniia 
was  a  Member  of  the  Oovemmoit  ii 
1863,  during  the  height  of  the  Baaian 

Sersecutions  of  Polimd;  but  beyond  a 
espatoh  or  two  from  Lord  Baaaell  pfo- 
testmg  against  the  treatment  of  Poland. 
that  Government  had  taken  no  actioa 
whatever,  nor  had  the  right  hon.  Oentk- 
man  ever  since  opened  his  month  in  ooo- 
demnation  of  that  persecution.  PoUad 
after  the  insurrection  was  guaranteed  iti 
status  as  if  no  insurrection  had  erfr 
occurred.  But  Bussia  broke  thitrngb 
every  engagement  made  to  PolanL 
Her  autonomy  was  destroyed,  and  all 
the  functionaries  had 'been  anpplantsd 
by  Bussians.  Attacks  the  moat  fT*- 
tematic  and  determined  were  made,  not 
only  against  the  religion  of  the  Polisli 
Boman  Catholics,  but  also  upcm  thcsr 
laws  and  property.  No  Popish  snhjcct 
had  the  power  of  selling  his  landed  pp- 
perty.  It  could  only  be  sold  to  BoasaB 
subjects,  so  that  the  land  was  ao  dem- 
ciated  that  it  became  utterly  vaiiie- 
less  to  the  Polish  people.  During  tb^ 
last  13  years  the  Bnsaian  Goverameot 
had  constantly  attacked  the  relipoat 
liberties  of  the  people.  The  Arohbiahop 
of  Warsaw  and  one  of  the  Biahopa  hM 
been  cast  into  prison.    Another  Bishop 
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had  been  sent  to  Siberia.    The  Boman 
Catholic  oonventa  had  been  suppressed, 
and  all  these  cruelties  had  been  com- 
mitted cimply  because  these    Prelates 
had  endeaToured  to  carry  on  the  mini- 
strations of  their  religion.     Hon.  Mem- 
bers who  knew  the  nistory  of  Poland 
also  knew  how  well  she  deserved  that 
her  autonomy  should  be  recognized  by 
Europe,  and  that  she  should  be  rescued 
from   Russian  oppression.    Was  there 
any  justice  or  consistency  in  the  riffht 
hon.  Gentleman  raising  his  voice  in  be- 
half of  the  Christians  of  Turkey  and 
i^oring  the  persecution  of  the  Chris- 
tians of    Poland  ?    The  hon.  Member 
for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newde- 
gate)  justified  his  intention  to  vote  for 
Uie  Kesolutions,   and    stated    that  the 
Mverities  nractised    in   Poland  during 
sxmI  after  the  insurrection  of  1863  had 
been  provoked  by  the  fact  that  Russian 
ofl&oers  had  been  poisoned  by  the  Polish 
insurgents.     He    was    astonished   that 
any  hon.  Member  of  that  House  should 
have  offered  so  gross  an  insult  to  a  noble 
people.     There  was  no  foundation  what- 
ever for  the  oharffe.    The  hon.  Member, 
however,   had    shown    his    animus   by 
stating  that  the  Poles  were  persecuted 
because    they  were    Roman  Catholics, 
and  as  such  could  not  bo  good  subjects, 
and  the  spirit  he  had  displayed  in  that 
manner  enabled  them  to  estimate  at  its 
true  value  his  advocacy  of  the  Christians 
of  Turkey.     He  (Mr.  O'Clery )  oould  not 
allow  the  debate  to  close  without  pro- 
testing against  the  outrages  and  oppres- 
Mon  of  the  Turkish  Gbvemment.    For 
himself,  he  hated  the  Moslems  with  a 
hatred  fSar  more  earnest  and  sincere  than 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
he  would  gladly  do  an3rthing  to  bring 
about  the  destruction  of  Turkish  rule ; 
for  he  oonsidered  the  Mohamedan  reli- 
gion as  the  greatest  revolt  that  had  ever 
been  made  against  Christianity,  and  be- 
lieved that  the  overthrow  of  Moslem  rule 
in  Constantinople  would   load   to  the 
downfall  of  the    Moslem   faith.    But, 
although  opnosed  to  the  Moslem  faith 
and  the  McMiem  rule,  he  oould  not  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  because 
he  knew  mil   well    that    the    English 
Liberals   had    never    backed   up    any 
honest  cause  in  Europe  except  by  mere 
words.     They  talked  for  vears  of  the 
freedom  of  Italy,  but  did  nothing  in 
the  way  of  forwutling  it  as  France  had 
done.    They    goaded    on    the    gallant 


Hungarians  in  their  struggle  against 
Austria    in    1849,   but    gave  them  no 
assistance.  For  half-a-century,  he  might 
say,   they  had   been    endeavouring  to 
undermine  the  Governments   of  other 
countries,  and  when  their  tools  had  done 
their  work,  or  were  obliged  to  fly  to 
England,  they  received  them  with  open 
arms.    When    the    vulgar    freebooter, 
Garibaldi,  who  had  notoriously  disturbed 
the  peace  of  Europe,  visited  this  country 
he  was  received  by  the  English  Liberals 
with   enthusiasm,   and    the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Greenwich  was  among  the 
first  to  meet  that  man  and  take  his 
hand.    That  instance  alone  would  be 
sufficient  to  guide  him  in  estimating  the 
value  which  ought  to  be  attached  to 
the    right   hon.   Gentleman's  advocacy 
of  any  cause.     How  could  he,  as  an 
Irish  Catholic  Member,  hating  revolu- 
tion, and  Conservative  in  his  instincts 
— for  although  he  desired  the  restora- 
tion of  the  ancient  Constitution  of  his 
country,  he  desired  it  in  a  thoroughly 
Conservative  sense— support  the  Reso- 
lutions of  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  pursued  the  course  he  had  described, 
and  who  had  done  that  which  was  un- 
worthy of  him  in  taking  the  hand  of  a 
vulgar  freebooter?    At  the  same  time 
he  must  say  that  he  viewed  with  indig- 
nation the  indifierence  with  which  tho 
Bulgarian  atrocities  had  been  treated 
by  the   Conservative    Party.     He  was 
not,  however,  surprised  to  hear  many  of 
them  speaking  of  these  outrages  as  being 
after    all    a    military  nocessity.     They 
could  not  as  men  of  honour  blame  tho 
Turks  for  what  they  had    themselves 
done  in  India  and  in  Jamaica.     He  be- 
lieved that  in  the  event  of  an  insurreo- 
tionanr  movement  in  Ireland,  the  majo- 
rity of  the  Conservative  Members  would 
stamp  it  out  as  mercilessly  as  the  Turks 
had  stamped  out  the  insurrection  in  Bul- 
garia.    In  1864,  when  there  was  somo 
talk  of  a  Fenian  insurrection,  The  Pall 
Mall  Oatette-^a  ymmal  professed  to  be 
written  by  gentlemen  for  gentlemen — 
said  that  if  any  attempt  at  insurrection 
were  made  in  Ireland,  England  would 
make  of  that  Island  such  an  example 
that  Europe  would  shudder  at  the  spec- 
tacle.   Did  any  paper  in  Constantinople 
give  expresnion  to  a  sentiment    more 
savage  or  atrocious  than  that  ?    Know- 
ing   the    feeling    of   tho    Conservativo 
Party  on   that    subject,   ho,   therefore, 
could  not  vote  with  them  on  the  present 
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occasion,  although,  for  the  reasons  he 
had  stated,  he  coiild  not  support  the 
Besolutions.  There  was  one  important 
lesson  to  be  derived  from  the  present 
events — namely,  that  sooner  or  later 
nationalities  like  Poland,  however  cruelly 
oppressed,  would  ultimately  come  to  the 
front.  If  Austria  were  forced  into  this 
war,  she  could  strike  a  serious  blow  at 
Eussia  by  allowing  bands  of  Poles  in 
Galicia  to  cross  the  frontier  into  Russian 
Poland  to  aid  their  brethren  against 
their  oppressors.  England  could  not  take 
part  in  an  European  war  without  con- 
sidering her  position  as  to  that  na- 
tionality, and  also  as  to  Ireland;  for 
what  could  be  said  if  this  country  were 
dragged  into  war?  Buasia  could  turn 
round  and  tell  us  that  we  had  a  Poland 
here  at  home  in  the  shape  of  Ireland ; 
and  Turkey  could  say  with  truth  that 
we  were  not  without  our  own  Bulgaria, 
Bosnia,  and  Herzegovina.  He  beueved 
that  no  Party  in  this  country  desired  to 
go  to  war;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
desired  that  this  country  should  main- 
tain her  position  of  neutrality  with  dig- 
nity and  strength,  and  it  seemed  to  him 
that  there  was  only  one  way  in  which 
that  could  be  done,  and  that  was  by 
openly  avowing  her  determination  to  ally 
herself  with  France.  There  was  at  pre- 
sent an  alliance  between  Germany  and 
Eussia,  which  meant  that  Germany  would 
endeavour  to  take  Holland  and  Bel- 
gium at  the  first  opportunity,  and  if  she 
succeeded  there  would  be  a  force  hostile 
to  England  established  within  a  few 
hours  of  her  coast.  They  must  decide, 
therefore,  before  it  was  too  late,  whether 
they  would  allow  Germany  to  overrun 
France,  or  enter  into  a  central  alliance 
with  the  latter  country,  by  which  alone 
they  could  maintain  the  position  of  neu- 
trality they  desired  to  take  up.  For  the 
reasons  he  had  given  he  could  not  vote 
for  either  Party. 

Mr.  BENETT  -  STANFORD  craved 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  a  short 
time,  while  he  made  a  few  remarks  on 
this  all-important  question.  He  must 
express  his  regret  that  the  Resolutions 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich  were  about  to  be  pressed 
to  a  division,  and  he  thought  the  time 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  selected 
for  bringing  them  forward  very  ill- 
chosen.  While  there  could  be  little 
difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  conduct 
of  Turkey,  he  thought  this  was  not  a 

Mr.  (TCUry 


time  when  the^  should  be  oiDed  opw 

to  go  into  difrerent  Lobbies  aad  uni 

show  a  divided  front  to  foreigB  natiaa 

The  subject  was  one  which  ought  to  bt 

regarded  on  all  sides  as  of  naSonal  ia- 

portance,  and  he  could  not  but  ezpnn 

his  re^t  that  it  had  degenerated  from 

a  national  question  into  one  of  Pvtr 

strife.    There  was  one  good  point  whkb 

resulted  fix)m  this  debate,  and  thai  wm 

the  excellent  and  dear  speech  of  the 

right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Seer^ 

tary,  and  he  thousht  the  whcde  Hsmm^ 

except  perhaps  Uie  hon.  Membefs  for 

Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson)  and  GaidiMH 

(Sir  ToUemaohe  Sinclair) — and  he  might 

say  the  nation  at  large,  agreed  that  if 

Russia  occupied  Oonstantinople,  or  it- 

tempted  to  interfere  with  the  Soas  Ouul, 

that  then  we  should  iro  to  war.    An  on- 

nion  had  been  expr«»ed  in  .mie  q«^ 

ters  that  our  possessions  in  India  wonU 

be  threatenea  if  Russia  oooapied  Aai 

Minor  or  the  Euphrates  Valley — he  did 

not  agree  with  that  view — ^he  belief«d 

that  even  if  Russia  had  possession  of  Ibt 

Euphrates  Valley,  and  ooonpied  Bagdid 

ana  the  Persian  Gulf,  that  she  imJd 

not  be  one  iota  praotioallj  nearer  IndiA 

than  she  was  at  present;  and  for  thii 

reason,  that  she  would  have  to  cron 

Persia,  Oabool,  and  Afghanistan,  befcrt 

she  could  reach  the  nearest  point  of  on 

Indian  Empire,  and  how  ooold  she  ooa- 

vey  her  armies  across  1,000  milet  of 

desert  and  vast  tracts  of  almost  imin- 

habitable  regions?     Then  it  might  b« 

said,  the  Persian  Gulf  would  give  hfr 

the  command  to  India  by  the  sea,  but 

any  one  who  had  been   there  woald 

know  that  the  entrance  of  the  Penisn 

Gulf  was  so  narrow  that  it  oonld  alwajt 

be  blockaded  by  one,  or  at  the  most  tvo 

ships  of  war.    Me  did  not  agree  with  th« 

hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  CaithnsM 

and  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow,  whca 

they  said  that  England  ou^t  not  to 

draw  the  sword,  even  if  Rxissia  occopied 

Oonstantinople.     He  maintained  that  if 

Russia  diould  hold  Constantinople,  sbe 

would  practically  turn  the  Black  Sea 

into  a  Russian  li^e,  and  the  Bos^orw 

into  a  huge  Russian  arsenal.    If  RnsDs 

had  possession  of  the  Dardanelles  th* 

would  fortify  the  entrance  so  stronglT 

that  while  her  own  ships  of  war  eoaM 

sally  out  to  harass  our  ships  and  psr^ 

haps  threaten  the  passaffs  to  the  oosx 

Canal ;  yet,  if  pursoed  bj  an  BDS^ish 

fleet,  if  they  attempted  to  pass  the  rorts 
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of  the  Dardanellet,  they  would  be  blown 
out  of  the  water — he  maintained  that 
Constantinople  waa  the  key  of  the  Suez 
Canal  as  mtush  as  it  was  the  key  of  Aeia 
Minor»  therefore  he  thought  the  Home 
Secretary  was  perfectly  right  when  he 
aaid  that  Constantinople  and  the  Suez 
Canal  were  the  two  points  of  English 
interests  that  this  ooimtry  would  nerer 
allow  Eussia  to  threaten.  The  House 
ahoold  not  pass  over  the  great  interest 
which  the  Mahomedan  subjects  of  Hie 
Qoeen  took  in  this  great  question  in 
India.  He  would  renture  to  remind 
hon.  Members  that  Her  Majesty  ruled 
orer  10,000,000  more  of  Mahomedans 
than  she  did  of  Christians  of  all  denomi- 
nations in  the  entire  United  Kingdom. 
There  were  in  India  42,000,000  of  Ma- 
homedans,  of  whom  40,000,000  at  least 
looked  up  to  the  Sultan  as  the  head  of 
their  rebgion.  Prayers  were  offered  up 
daily  for  the  safety  of  the  Sultan  in  au 
the  principal  mosques  of  India,  and 
money  was  being  largely  oolleoted  and 
remitted  to  the  Stam)rd  House  Fund 
from  all  parts  of  India,  and  that  not- 
withstanding the  famine  and  that  the 
GoTemment  of  India  were  endeavouring 
to  throw  cold  water  upon  these  diarit- 
able  efforts.  The  hon.  Centleman  op- 
poaite  the  Member  for  the  Kirckaloy 
bozooghs  (Sir  G^rge  Campbell)  and 
others  had  held  that  the  Mahomedans 
of  India  were  not  tied  in  any  way,  reli- 
gious or  otherwise,  to  the  Sultan  of  Con- 
stantinople, but  with  the  permission  of 
the  House  he  would  quote  the  opinion 
of  one  of  our  best  Indian  scholars  and 
historians,  Sir  Edward  Creasy,  who  had 
spent  a  lifetime  in  high  offices  in  India, 
and  whose  works  on  India  were  always 
considered  reliable  and  standard  works. 
In  Vol.  I.,  page  241,  of  Creasy's  Uutory 
•f  ih$  OtUmum  Titrh,  he  stated  as  fol- 
lows:— 

**  Another  important  dlgniit^  which  thoKulian 
Kelim  and  bi«  saccesnon  obtAinc*d  from  the  con- 
qvfvt  of  R^rypt  WM  tho  succ^imon  to  tho  Cab'- 
sad  to  the  fpiritual  power  and  pre-emi- 
o(  the  imoMHiiate  vican  of  Mahomot 
Whivi  Kelim  connuorod  Kaypt,  ho 
found  tiicjo  tho  twulfth  Caliph  of  the  £iiniiy  of 
Abbaa,  and  he  induced  him  folomnlv  to  tronsfor 
thm  CWiphate  to  the  Ottoman  Kultan  and  his 
•ttOOMSon — at  the  Mme  time  Selim  took  poeeee- 
Moo  of  tha  Ticible  inrignia  of  that  high  offico, 
tliA  mcjtd  ftandard,  the  iword,  and  the  mantle 
of  the  Prophet  Tho  Turkish  Sultan  at  once 
berama  the  0piritnal  and  the  tomp^mil  Chief  of 
bk  Mahonedaa  nibioata^in  faot  he  became 
boCli  Pope  and  Kmporor.*' 


He  would  here  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  following  passage  as  most 
important : — 

**  It  win  readily  be  imagined  how  much  the 
Sultan's  authority  muBt  have  been  augmented 
by  his  acQuiring  the  sacred  position  of  Caliph, 
Vicar  of  tne  Prophet  of  God,  Commander  of  tho 
Faithful,  and  Supreme  Head  of  Islam.  It  gives 
the  Turkish  Sultan  dignity,  authority,  and  prac- 
tical influence,  not  only  over  his  Mahomedan 
sutjects,  but  over  all  who  profess  the  creed  of 
Islam  whatever  be  their  race  and  whatever  bo 
their  country,  except  tho  Persians  and  others 
who  hold  the  Shiite  teneta.  But  tho  great  ma- 
jority  of  Mahomedans  are  Sunnitos,  and  in  tho 
eyes  of  all  Sunnites  the  sacred  rights  of  tho 

Srimitivo  Caliphs  aro  vested  in  the  House  of 
^thman,  and  Sultan  Abdul  Meidid  is  the  supremo 
chief  of  tho  Mahomedan  worla." 

He  would  remind  the  House  that  out  of 
the  100,000  Native  troops  in  our  Servioo 
in  India,  nearly  60,000  of  them  were 
Mahomedans,  and  although  he  did  not 
wish  to  make  much  out  of  that  fact,  still 
he  thought  any  statesman  should  think 
twice  before  he  stirred  up  their  religious 
feeling.  There  was  another  reason  why 
he  should  vote  against  the  Eesolutions, 
and  that  was  because  he  had  always 
been  taught  that  it  was  a  cowardly  and 
unmanly  thing  to  hit  a  man  when  ho 
was  down.  We  were  asked  by  thoso 
Resolutions  to  strike  a  nation  which  had 
been  an  old  ally  of  ours,  and  witli  whom 
we  had  fought  side  by  side.  He  was 
not  prepared  to  defend  the  Government 
of  Turkey,  nor  her  treatment  of  her 
Christian  subjects ;  but  that  was  not  tho 
time  for  England  to  stand  up  and  hold  a 
throat  over  Turkey  when  she  was  sur- 
rounded by  her  enemies  on  all  sidoH. 
Such  a  proceeding  would  bo  as  unjuht 
as  it  would  be  ungenerous,  and  as  un- 
generous as  it  would  be  im-Euglish. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  thought  the  posi- 
tion of  Turkey  was  rather  that  of  a  cri- 
minal whom  it  was  necessary  to  bring  to 
justice  than  the  position  which  had  been 
described  by  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
jnst  sat  down  (Mr.  Bouett-Stanford). 
About  a  week  ago  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Greenwich  brought 
forward  his  Kenolutions  in  that  Houso 
in  a  speech  which,  perhaps,  would  be  a 
remarkable  memory  to  this  generation. 
It  was  remarkable  not  only  for  its  rhe- 
toric and  oratory,  but  for  its  skill,  its 
feeling,  its  sentiment,  its  exalted  tone 
and  thought,  and  was,  perhaps,  one  of 
the  most  thrilling  speeches  which  had 
been  delivered  during  the  existence  of 
tho  present  House  of  Commons.    But 
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there  was  something  morei  for  in  it  was 
presented  a  mastenj  argument,  wliioh 
was  broad  and  deep  and  far-reaching  in 
its  statesmanship,  and  it  was  a  noble  pro- 
test against  the  ambiguity  and  vacilla- 
tion of  the  Government.     Moreover,  it 
contained  a  recognition  of  duties  and 
responsibilities    on    the    part    of    this 
country  which  it  was  not  only  danger- 
ous, but  fatal  that  we  should  overlook, 
and  lastly,  it  was  a  vindication  of  those 
high  principles  of  righteousness,  of  jus- 
tice,  and   of   civilization,   which   were 
not  only  consonant  with  the  best  inte- 
rests— the  most  real    interests  of  this 
country,  but  were  also  most  consistent 
with  the  general  welfare  of  the  human 
race.    He  had  sat  in  the  House  and  had 
listened  to  the  speeches  of  many  other 
hon.  Gentlemen  which  had  been  made 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  and  with 
the  exception  of  those  delivered  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Court- 
ney) and  the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire 
(Mr.  Walter)  he  confessed  he  had  heard 
nothing   but  a  vacillation   of  opinion 
between    the  meanest     sentiments     of 
jealousy  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other    a    tradesmanlike  policy  of  self- 
interest.     As  far  as  he  could  see  no 
attempt    had    been    made    to    answer 
the    speech    of   the    riffht    hon.    Gen- 
tleman   the    Member    for    Greenwich. 
They  had  certainly  had  variety  in  the 
debate.      They   had   descendea  to  the 
level  of  feminine  vindictiveness  in  the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
I^colnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  and  of  the 
senior  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Eoebuck).     They   had    also    heara    a 
speech  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary,  which  had  been 
received  by  the  House  as  a  statement 
of  the  sound  policy  of  the  (Government, 
and  speeches  from  other  Members  of 
the    Front    bench,    and    it    had    been 
said  rightly  by  the  hon.   and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Oxford  (Sir 
William  Harcourt),  that  the  Eesolutions, 
the  speech,  and  the  action  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  (Green- 
wich had  been  amply  justified  by  these 
speeches.     He  contended  that  the  pro- 
posals of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  were  in  no  way  whatever 
inconsistent  with  the  stand  which  was 
at  the  present  moment  taken  by  the  Go- 
vernment. The  history  of  the  past  action 
of  the  Government  was  a  question  into 
which,  perhaps,  it  was  just  as  well  they 
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should  not  enter.  It  was  not  a  ondit- 
able  review.  It  was  a  storj  of  at- 
tempts on  the  part  of  the  GoTenuDMit 
to  settle  the  afilsurs  of  Europe,  and  h 
had  resulted  in  a  manner  mick  a»  kad 
never  before  been  known  in  the  luatovy 
of  England,  and  such  as  he  hoped  they 
would  never  hear  of  again.  Thensfithoa. 
(Gentleman  the  Home  Seoretaxy  had  ab- 
jured the  defence  of  Turkey ;  but  he  had 
not  patronized  Exissia;  and  he  had  p«t 
forth  suggestions  which  were  moatdoooc* 
fulastoUie^ture.  It  had  been  annoowflad 
that  there  was  a  change  of  policy  on  th« 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  (Govemmeat  to 
strict  neutrality.  But  how  could  w 
trust  them  ?  Last  year  he  (Mr.  JenkoM; 
formed  one  of  a  deputation  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Afiurs, 
who  then  stated  that  their  policy  was  om 
of  strict  neutrality ;  but  had  it  been  a 
poli^  of  strict  neutrality,  as  between 
the  rorte  and  its  revolted  subjects?  H* 
maintained  that,  bo  far  as  moral  inflneaov 


was  concerned,  it  had  not,  for  it 
which  favoured  Turkey  n^er  than 
sia.  No  doubt  if  the  (Government  wo«ld 
declare  positively  that  the  policy  <^  the 
Home  Secretary  was  their  poluy,  and 
that  they  were  prepared  to  cany  it  oat 
it  would  contribute  very  much  to  r»- 
assure  the  people  of  this  country.  TIm 
Eesolutions  of  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
the  Member  for  (Greenwich  were  justified 
not  merely  by  the  declaration  which  had 
been  drawn  from  the  Treasury  Benah, 
but  also  by  the  circumstances  of  this 
country  ana  of  Europe.  As  to  the  policy 
of  the  (Government,  the  Home  SecreCarr 
had  said  that  they  had  always  proceeded 
on  a  straight  line.  Well,  the  definhioa 
of  a  straight  line  was  the  shortest  way 
between  two  given  points ;  but  the  courve 
of  the  (Government  from  the  point  of  de- 
parture towards  the  point  in  view  had 
been  one  of  gyrations,  variations,  and 
zig-zags,  and  to  describe  that  as  a  straight 
line    was   very  suggestive  of  a 


chaUdno;  out  a  straight  line  for  himself 
on  the  floor,  and  for  reasons  which  need 
not  be  mentioned,  finding  himself  unable 
to  walk  alone  it.  With  regard  to  the 
relations  of  the  Press  to  Her  Majesty's 
(Government,  which  had  been  alluaed  to^ 
he  did  not  think  that  ever  in  the  history 
of  England  had  those  relations  bean  ao 
peculiar  and  abnormal  as  they  were  at 
the  present  time,  at  all  events,  be- 
tween Her  Migesty's  (Government  and 
the  London  Press.    The  othw  day  the 
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noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  had  referred  with  ap- 
proyal  to  the  information  from  its  Cor- 
respondent at  Constantinople,  which  had 
appeared  in  one  of  the  newspapers — The 
Daily  Telegraph — as  information  of  a  par- 
ticularly trustworthy  character.  Now,  in 
the  Mosaic  columns  of  that  journal  were 
to  be  found  most  outrageous  statements, 
revolting  to  the  feelings  of  the  country, 
presenting  as  they  did  a  complete  de- 
fence of  the  atrocities  in  Turkey — a  com- 
pletely Turkish  side  of  the  question. 
Then  there  was  another  journal  which 
was  said  to  have  relations  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government — The  Pall  Mall 
Oautte — which,  published  in  the  latitude 
of  London,  expressed  opinions  that  were 
more  fitted  for  the  latitude  of  Daho- 
mey or  Stamboul,  and  which  day  after 
day  was  engaged  in  supporting  a  policy 
that  was  a  disgrace  to  a  Chnstian 
nation,  and  on  which  he  looked  not 
only  with  contempt,  but  abhorrence.  On 
the  other  hand,  we  had  the  grave  and 
sober,  and,  tolerably,  fair  articles  of  The 
Standard  and  Ohhe^  whose  policy  was 
perhaps,  on  the  whole,  the  one  which 
the  country  approved,  a  policy  of  abso- 
lute neutrfuity  as  between  the  Turks  and 
the  Eussians.  Still,  it  could  not  be  con- 
cealed that  among  those  journals  which 
supported  Her  Majesty's  (Government 
there  were  strong  sympathies  which  ran 
counter  to  the  general  feelings  of  the 
people  of  Engluid.  But  there  was  a 
still  more  remarkable  and  dangerous 
thing,  and  that  was,  that  the  solidarity 
of  Europe  had  been  entirely  destroyed ; 
and,  after  a  careful  study  of  the  Blue 
Books  and  a  careful  reading  of  the  in- 
formation which  came  from  the  various 
European  capitals,  he  maintained  that 
this  was  due  in  no  small  degree  to  the 
action  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
He  referred  more  especially  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
the  Andrassy  Note,  the  Berlin  Memo- 
randum, the  Protocol,  the  Declaration 
which  Lord  Derby  had  appended  to  the 
Protocol,  and  his  recent  Despatch  in 
answer  to  the  Circular  of  Prince  Gt)rt- 
schakoff.  They  had  separated  them- 
selves from  Europe,  and  England  now 
occupied  a  solitary  position  of  vicious 
and  mistrustful  isolation.  Danger  ex- 
isted all  around  us  from  the  divided 
state  of  Europe.  There  had  been  two 
voices  and  two  policies  amongst  the 
Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Government; 


one  in  favour  of  the  concert  of  Europe, 
and  the  other  of  the  Turkish  interests 
of  England — on  one  side,  affection  for 
Turkey ;  on  the  other,  a  demand  for  ex- 
ternal guarantees  for  carrying  out  the 
demands  made  upon  Turkey.  The  de- 
mand for  external  guarantees  had  been 
made  by  Lord  Derby  in  his  Instructions 
to  Lord  Salisbury.  If  the  Government, 
as  they  had  said,  never  contemplated  in- 
terference with  the  independence  and  in- 
tegrity of  the  Turkish  Empire,  he  wanted 
to  know  what  they  meant  by  demanding 
that  there  should  be  external  guarantees. 
In  the  same  spirit  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  assented  to  breaches  of 
Treaties,  while  they  continued  to  ex- 
press faith  and  belief  in  their  main- 
tenance. The  Treaty  of  1856  had  in  its 
second  Article  laid  it  down  that  any  in- 
fraction of  its  provisions  was  to  be  con- 
sidered by  the  signatory  Powers  as  bl  casus 
belli  f  on  tneoccurence  of  which  they  would 
determine  amongst  themselves  as  to  the 
employment  of  their  fleets  and  armies.  It 
was  true  that  Turkey  could  not  call  upon 
us  to  carry  out  the  Treaty,  because  there 
had  been  no  Convention  of  the  Three 
Powers ;  but  was  there  nothing  in  the 
Treaty  making  it  incumbent  on  England 
at  the  very  moment  that  Eussia  had 
ignored  that  Treaty,  to  communicate 
with  Turkey,  and  consult  as  to  the 
measures  which  had  become  necessary  ? 
But  Her  Majesty's  Government  at  one 
time  insisted  on  the  fedth  of  Treaties, 
and  at  another  entirely  ignored  them. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford  had  not  spoken  one  whit  too 
strongly  on  that  point.  With  reference 
to  the  reply  of  Lord  Derby  to  the  Bussian 
Circular,  he  had  read  it  with  a  sense  of 
shame;  because,  whatever  we  might 
say,  we  could  afford  to  be  polite.  The 
insolence  of  that  despatch  was  a  gratui- 
tous insult  to  Eussia,  and,  to  his  think- 
ing, it  was  an  inconsistent  and  inept 
piece  of  diplomacy.  Lord  Derby  stated 
in  that  despatch  mat  the  Pussian  action 
was  a  contravention  of  the  stipulations 
of  the  Treaty  of  1856,  by  which  Bussia 
and  the  other  signatory  Powers  had 
engaged  to  respect  the  independence  and 
the  integrity  of  the  Ottoman  Empire.  If 
it  was  in  contravention  of  the  stipula- 
tions, why  had  not  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment put  that  Treaty  into  force? 
And  if  not  prepared  to  put  it  in  force, 
why  write  an  insulting  despatch  to  the 
Emperor  of  Bussia,  saying  that  he  had 
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oontrayened  the  Treaty  of  Paris?  It 
was  most  unfortunate  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  not  taken  the  dignified 
course  pursued  by  the  rest  of  Europe, 
of  recognizing  the  fact  that  the  Treaty 
of  Paris  had  become  a  dead  letter. 
Referring  to  a  dead  letter  as  if  it 
were  still  in  existence,  and  throwing 
it  in  the  face  of  Kussia  was  undig* 
nified  and  futile.  The  GK>yemment  dur- 
ing the  Eecess  had  undertaken  the  re- 
sponsibility of  checkmating  Europe ;  but 
they  had  undertaken  more  than  they 
had  been  able  to  perform,  and  the  result 
had  been  that  they  had  played  into  the 
hands  of  Eussia,  and  had  positiyely 
given  her  the  game.  They  had  broken 
the  concert  of  Europe  with  reference  to 
the  Berlin  Memorandum,  in  taking  upon 
themselves  the  responsibility  of  holding 
back  and  preventing  the  Three  Powers 
from  putting  into  operation  measures 
that  would  have  been  efficacious  for  the 
purposes  which  had  been  admitted  to  have 
become  necessary,  and  by  that  means  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  made  them- 
selves responsible  for  a  pacific  solution 
not  having  been  arrived  at.  It  had  been 
said  that  our  policy  was  one  of  **  neutra- 
lity limited  by  the  interests  of  England," 
but  what  were  the  interests  of  England, 
and  where  would  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) when  he  came  to  make  his  speech 
draw  the  line?  The  answer  to  that 
would  be  watched  with  solicitude  by  the 
people  of  England,  because  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
had  referred  in  rather  a  vague  way  to 
certain  points  at  which  he  had  said  the 
interests  of  England  would  be  touched. 
That  had  correctly  been  described  as  a 
torpedo  policy,  sinking  a  number  of  tor- 
pedoes in  a  channel  used  by  Eussia,  one 
of  which  might  at  any  moment  be  ex- 
ploded at  an  unexpected  point.  He 
thought,  therefore,  that  they  had  a 
right  to  demand  of  Her  Majesty's  Gt>- 
vemment  that  they  should  define  more 
exactly  what  they  considered  to  be  the 
interests  of  England.  Taking  a  higher 
moral  position,  he  contended  that  in  a 
great  and  free  country  like  our  own  there 
was  nothing  like  a  candid  policy.  We 
ought  to  declare  in  the  face  of  the  world 
what  we  considered  the  limits  of  English 
interests.  It  was  necessary,  because  of 
preposterous  ideas  ventilated  in  Govern- 
ment quarters.  He  wished  to  draw  at- 
tention to  the  monstrous,  arrogant,  ex- 
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travagant  and  dangerous  daima  p«t 
forth  by  authorities,  reoonuisd  m 
weighty  on  the  other  side  of  uie  Hsmm^ 
with  regard  to  British  intoresta.  Tk$ 
PaU  MaU  Gm$tU  said— 

<<Our  Eastern  policy  is  founded  nastheroG 
tho  likings  nor  the  diwlikings  of  raoet.  It  it  t 
consequence  of  that  iirenrMable  stiuggW  lor 
onpire  that  is  continually  going  od,  wkacfc 
embraoes  the  East  and  the  West,  and  in  vhaok 
we  cannot  avoid  taking  part" 

It  would  be  some  satisfaction  if  tlMj 
might  hear  some  less  vague  definitios, 
and  he  would  like  to  know  wheCJiv 
Her  Majesty's  (}ovemment  upheld  thai 
view?  Another  definition  had  be«e 
given  by  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  (Lord  Beaoons&ald; 
who  had  said  in  that  House  in  hk 
(Mr.  Jenkins's)  hearing,  that  the  Medi- 
terranean was  to  be  considered  aa  one  of 
the  great  highways  of  our  Indian  Em- 
pire, and  that  that  and  the  waters  oqb- 
municating  with  it  were  to  be  free  aad 
secure,  our  Mediterranean  Fleet  being  a 
symbol  that  we  should  protect  our  owa 
interests  by  not  permitting  any  grast 
territorial  agg^randizement  to  take  plaos 
in  that  part  of  the  world  withoot  cor 
consent.  Now,  he  was  prepared  tu 
take  issue  on  both  these  proolamatioes 
of  what  were  considered  to  be  Bnlish 
interests.  By  the  last  they  might  &mi 
themselves  committed  to  maintain  th« 
Mediterranean  and  the  seas  oonneottd 
with  it  as  British  waters.  The  vmm* 
quences  should  be  considered.  Thii 
meant  the  assertion  of  supremacy  ia  tfa« 
Mediterranean  in  the  teeth  of  all  £arop#. 
It  would  require,  in  order  to  maintain 
their  assumed  rights  in  the  Bo^homa, 
the  blood  and  treasure  of  generatiaa 
after  generation  of  Englishmen.  That 
was  a  doctrine  equally  contrary  to  the 
rights  of  nations  and  to  public  moralitj. 
As  to  Asia  Minor,  he  would  protest 
against  the  assertions  with  regard  to  tht 
territories  there.  Was  it  possible  that  a 
nation  governed  by  Christian  principle^ 
professmg  to  lead  the  whole  of  Europe, 
and  to  act  only  on  principles  of  justice  ioA 
right,  would  be  prepared  for  one  momeat 
to  maintain  and  permit  that  the  whole  of 
the  country  between  the.£gean  Sea  and 
the  Persian  Ghilf  should  remain  a  wilder* 
ness,  and  subjected  to  bad  fformime&t, 
merely  for  the  protection  of  British  in* 
terests  ?  Were  they  to  prevent  Boaiia 
from  coming  fnrward  to  annex  and  eivi- 
liae  it  ?    Or  were  they  ready  to  go  iate 
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Asia  Minor  and  annex  it  to  the  British 
Empire  ?  Would  they  take  the  Valley  of 
the  Euphrates  and  the  whole  of  Persia  in 
order  to  keep  open  the  highway  to  India? 
The  more  they  examined  them,  the  more 
they  perceived  how  utterly  immoral  were 
these  arrogant  pretensions.    He  hoped 
they  should  hear  no  more  of  Imperial 
rignts  in  the  Mediterranean  Sea,  and  the 
necessity  of  maintaining  open  a  grand 
devastated  highway  between  the  ^gean 
Sea  and  the  Persian  Oulf.     He  was  a 
supporter  of  the  four  Besolutions.    The 
two    things    Her    Majesty's    Govern- 
ment said  they  had  endeavoured  to  ob- 
tain were  peace  and  good  government  in 
Turkey,  but  they  were  two  things  utterly 
incompatible  the  one  with  the  other;  and 
Lord  Derby  had  said  so  in  almost  as 
many  words.    It  was  utterly  impossible 
that  a  tyranny  like  Turkey  could  be  re- 
novated by  ideas — it  must  be  removed  by 
force.   It  was  impossible  to  reform  such  a 
thing  by  the  application  of  modem  prin- 
ciples of  government ;  the  only  way  to  re- 
form it  was  to  sweep  it  from  the  earth. 
In   that  opinion   Hussia,   Austria,  and 
Ghermany  were  agreed ;  but  the  British 
Government  had  still  believed  in  pro- 
mises which  they  knew  would  never  be 
fulfilled  by   a   nation  that  repudiated 
modem  ideas  and  abhorred  civilization. 
The  Home  Secretary  said  that  the  Chris- 
tians in  Turkey  would  be  more  injured 
than  benefited  by  a  war  on  their  behalf. 
Well,  blessings  for  men  were  scarcely 
ever  won  wimout  sacrifice  and  blood. 
If  there  had    been  wise  statesmen  at 
the   head  of   Her    Majesty's    Govern- 
ment they  would  have  recognized  the 
fact  that  although  the  Bulgarians,  Bos- 
nians,   and  Herzegovinians  miffht  be 
immediately  the  simerers,  yet  by  the 
war    which    might    be    necessary    for 
obtaining  their  freedom,  their  children 
and  succeeding  generations    would  be 
blessed.    He  had  addressed  the  House 
in  these  terms  because  he  believed  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  made  a  great 
mistake  in  not  endeavouring  to  bring 
about  a  concert  of  Europe  for  the  pur- 
pose of  relieving  those  Provinces  from 
the  yoke  of  the  Turk.    In  his  opinion 
their  policy  was  narrow  and  bigoted,  the 
effect  of  it  being  that  at  this  moment  the 
progress  of  civilization  and  Ohristendom 
was  checked  by  the  events  which  were 
occurring  in  the  East.    If  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  had  a  bolder  heart  and 
a  stronger  hand  they  would  have  united 


with  the  other  Governments  of  Europe 
in  endeavouring  to  enforce  on  the  bar- 
barous Government  of  Turkey  the  rights 
of  civilization,  humanity,  and  justice. 
They  had  failed  in  their  efforts  and  they 
were  pursuing  at  this  moment  a  policy 
of  neutrality.  For  the  moment,  he  and 
those  who  shared  his  opinions  approved 
that  policy ;  but  they  insisted,  with  tho 
right  hon.  Gontleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich,  that  the  policy  of  the  future 
should  be  one  which  would  unite  all  the 
great  nations  of  Europe  in  an  endeavour 
to  enforce  on  Turkey  the  demands  of 
justice  and  of  right. 

Mb.  FAWCMT  said,  that  while  ho 
felt  it  was  due  to  the  House  that  he 
should   compress    anything    he    might 
have    to    say  upon    the    subject,   yet, 
greatly  to  hiis  regret,  it  was  incumbent 
upon  him  to  make  one  or  two  comments 
on  the  position  in  which  that  debate  had 
been  placed.    He  did  this  with  great 
reg^t  because  no  one  could  be  more 
anxious,  either  in  that  House  or  in  the 
country,  than  he  was  to  offer  grateful 
homage  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Greenwich  for  the  inesti- 
mable services  he  had  rendered  to  the 
country  in   reference    to   the    Eastern 
Question.    At  first,  when  the  annoimce- 
ment  of  the  right  hon.  Gontleman  was 
made  to  abandon  the  two  Besolutions, 
he  (Mr.  Fawcett)    felt    deeplv   disap- 
pointed.  His  first  idea  was  to  Dear  that 
disappointment  in  silence,  and  he  would 
have  done  so,  had  not  the  course  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pursued  re- 
ceived the  cordial  approval  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman   the  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  (Mr.  Goschen),  and  of 
various  other  hon.  Members  who  had 
taken  part  in  this  debate.    If,  therefore, 
hon.  Members  who  objected  strongly  to 
the  course  adopted  had  remained  ulent, 
their  silence  might  be  misinterpreted 
and  misunderstood.    He  said  this  with 
no  feeling  of  bitterness.     They  did  not 
object  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  and  those  who  sat  near 
him  holding  different  opinions  from  their 
own  with  regard  to  the  third  and  fourth 
Besolutions;  but  he  felt  he  should  be 
wanting  in  candour  if  he  did  not  pub- 
licly state   he  felt  it  was    hard — and 
thousands  in  the  countnr  reciprocated 
the  feelinff — that  the  influence  of  the 
noble  Lora  and  of  those  who  acted  with 
him  should  have  been  used  to  prevent  a 
considerable  section  of  bis  Piurty  from 
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expressing  their  opinions  on  Eesolutions 
to  whioh  they  attributed  the  greatest 
possible  practical  importance,  and  which 
embodied    cardinal    principles    of   the 
country's  policy.    From  the  first  he  had 
been  unable  to  understand,  and  no  rea- 
sonable explanation  had  been  offered, 
why,  if  the  noble  Lord  agreed  with  them 
in  voting  for  the  first  and  second  Reso- 
lutions, he  should  have  prevented  a  con- 
siderable section  of  his  Party  —  more 
than  100 — from  voting  for  the  third  and 
fourth  Eesolutions.  During  the  Autumn 
and  up  to  the  present  time  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
had  contended  that  England  had  under- 
taken a  responsibility  irom  which  she 
could  not  escape,  to  do  something  for 
those  unhappy  people  in  Eastern  Europe. 
After  all  the  resolutions  which  had  been 
passed  by  meetings  all  the  country  over 
m  favour  of  the  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich, 
what  position  did  they  at  that  moment 
find  themselves  in  ?    Instead  of  voting 
for  the  four  Eesolutions,  they  were  asked 
to  vote  for  one  or  two  Eesolutions,  which 
involved  simply  the  principle  of  strict 
neutrality ;  and  that  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  London,  who  declared  in  a  speech 
delivered  by  him  last  year  that  the  es- 
sence of  his  policy  was  to  wash  his  hands 
of  Turkey,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Greenwich,  who 
had  stated  that  that  England  could  not 
do,  as  long  as  Bosnia,  Herzegovina,  and 
Bulgaria  had  occasion  to  cry  to  England 
for  aid.    But  it  was  said — ''Although 
you  have  not  the  last  two  Eesolutions, 
you  have  had  the  magnificent  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich."    But,  though  the  rea- 
soning of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
unanswerable,  he  (Mr.  Fawcett)  could 
not  but  regret  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  give  him  an  opportunity 
of  carrying  his  unanswerable  amiment 
to  its  legitimate  conclusion.     Well,   a 
great  deed  had  been  said  as  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Department;  and, 
no  doubt,  in  many  respects,  it  was  satis- 
factory ;  but,  still,  it  could  not  be  disso- 
ciated from  other  circumstances  to  which 
the  attention  of  the  House  ought  to  be 
directed ;  and  it  might  be  asked,  whe- 
ther it  truly  indicated  the  policy  of  the 
(Government?    There  was   always,   he 
found,  this  difficulty  in  making  out  their 
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policy  on   the  Eastern  Questioii — ^UuA 
though  they  went  one  step  forward  they 
then  took  two  steps  backwards.     Tke 
very  day  on  which  mat  speech  was  mad«, 
contaimng  a  strong  and  vigorooB  ded*- 
ration    in    favour  of   strict  neatraHtr. 
the  despatch  of  Lord  Derby  to  PHan 
Gt)rtcha£off  was  published  ;  and  if  that 
despatch  meant  strict  neutrality,  all  he 
could  say  was  that  he  did  not  understand 
the  plain  meaning  of  the  Engliwh  lan- 
guage.   The  speech  of  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairsamounted 
to  a  severe  censure  on  that  despatch  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  own  chief,  Lord 
Derby ;  for  if  the  contention  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  correct  the  despatch  is 
question    ought    never   to    have   been 
written,  as  the  Sultan  had  not  the  vowfx 
of  bringing  to  justaoe  Shefket  Faaha 
and  other  perpetrators  of  the  horror* 
that  had  so  stirred  the  country.    He 
oould  not  also  but  contrast  the  respect- 
ful but  cold  reception  given  the  other 
night  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thp 
Home  Secretary  when  he  roee  to  address 
the  House  witn  the  passionate  enthu- 
siasm which  was  excited  by  the  inflam- 
matory harangue  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Tamworth  (Sir 
Eobert  Peel)  ;  nor  could  he  forget  hov 
a  section  of  the  Conservative  Party  had 
oondescended  so  low  as  to  cheer  the 
coarse  tirade  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stoke  (Dr.  Kenealy).  He  (Mr.  Faweett^ 
was  not  there  to  stand  up  as  an  apologia 
for  Eussia,  for  no  one  had  spoken  nior* 
strongly  against    the  conduct  of  that 
Power  towards  Poland  than  he  had; 
but  he  must  say  that  it  was^  a^stnuig* 
fact  that  when,  some  years  ago,  sym- 
pathy with  Poland  would  have  done  her 
good,  that  when  Gentlemen  like  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr. 
P.  A.  Taylor)  called  attention  to  th'* 
condition  of  that  unhappy  country,  there 
did  not  appear  to  be  a  vestige  of  that 
sympathy ;  nor  did  it  appear  until  the 
cause  of  Poland  could  be  used  to  ptop 
up    something    infinitely   worse   than 
anything  that  had  ever  oocurred  in  Po- 
land.   He  would  be  the  last  man  to  pal- 
liate the   conduct  of  Eussia   towards 
that  country;   but  there  was  one  in- 
famy Poland  had  been  spared  —  the 
honour  of  her  women  had   been  re- 
garded and  respected.    But  if  Basna 
had  done  wrone  in  Poland  she  had  done 
some  memorable  and  magnificent  things. 
Why,  it  was  only  about  three  yean 
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•go,  wlien  the  great  bulk  of  the  Oon* 
■erratiYe  Party  was  represented  in  Guild- 
hall at  the  reception  of  the  Czar,  the 
sentiment  was  tnere  expressed,  amid 
enthofliastio  cheers,  that  they  wished  to 
welcome  the  enlightened  Kuler  of  a 
great  Empire,  and  grateAiUy  to  aoknow- 
bdge  the  senrices  wnioh  he  had  rendered 
to  hifl  vast  population  in  the  emancipa- 
tion of  the  oerfB.  Gould  any  good  result 
from  this  petty,  carping,  irritieiting  sus- 
picion of  Kussia,  which  had  been  mani- 
fested in  the  course  of  these  discussions  ? 
If  these  irritating  attacks  were  made 
upon  her,  he  feared  their  efiPect  might 
be  seriously  to  imperil  the  prospect  of 
settling  ^e  difficulties  in  Eastern  Europe 
by  m<Merate  cotmsel.  There  was,  un- 
fortonately,  more  to  be  dealt  with  than 
the  irresponsible  cheers  of  the  Tory  Party 
mnd  the  articles  appearing  in  the  Tory 
Press.  They  had  the  despatch  of  Lord 
Derby*  to  whidi  he  haa  referred,  to 
ttmsider.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers) 
spoke  of  that  despatch  not  too  strongly 
when  he  characterized  it  as  one  of  the 
most  Tiolent  and  provoking  that  had 
erer  been  issued  by  an  English  GK>Tem- 
ment,  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  had 
styled  it  insolent  and  insulting.  He 
wished  to  put  a  question  to  those  two 
occupants  of  the  front  Opposition  Bench. 
It  was  why,  if  they  thought  that  Lord 
I>orb3r's  despatch  was  ill-timed,  violent, 
provoking,  insolent,  insulting,  and  dan- 
gerous, they  did  not  bring  these  strong 
expressions  of  opinion  to  some  practice 
test,  and  give  the  Party  which  they  led 
an  opportunity  of  voting  upon  the  ques- 
tion. If  they  referred  back  to  what  took 
place  at  the  Uonference  they  would  arrive 
at  the  conclusion  that  a  more  unjust  and 
ungenerous  despatch  than  that  of  Lord 
Derby  was  never  written.  On  the  4th 
of  January  his  Lordship  told  Musurus 
Pasha  and  Edhem  Effendi,  that  if  Turkey 
did  not  accept  the  proposals  of  the  Con- 
ference there  was  no  course  open  to 
Russia  but  to  declare  war ;  and  he  in- 
structed the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  to 
i^  the  Sultan  that  if,  owing  to  apathy 
or  obstinacy,  he  refused  to  accept  the 
demands  of  the  Oonference,  the  fault 
would  not  be  with  Hussia,  but  solely 
with  the  Sultan  and  his  Advisers. 
Having  used  this  threat  of  impending 
war  to  induce  the  Turks  to  yielo,  was  it 
not  most  ungenerous  to  turn  round  in 


May,  and  tell  Eussia  in  that  despatch 
that  she  had  declared  war  contrary  to 
International  Law  and  deserved  our  cen- 
sure and  disapproval  ?  But  it  might  be 
said  that  between  January  and  May 
there  was  the  Protocol.  Yes,  there  was ; 
and  so  far  as  the  reputation  of  the  Go- 
vernment went  the  less  said  about  it  the 
better.  What  was  the  attitude  assumed 
by  Lord  Derby  and  the  Government  in 
January?  They  said — "The  thing  we 
most  care  about  is  that  something  should 
be  done  to  obtain  better  government  in 
the  oppressed  Provinces  of  Turkey,*' 
and  further  that  this  must  be  done  in 
the  interests  of  the  peace  of  Europe. 
But  what  was  the  attitude  of  Lord  Derbv 
with  respect  to  the  Protocol  ?  He  shrank 
into  a  peace-at-any-price  policy,  and 
said  no  more  about  the  Provinces.  The 
House  should  always  remember  that 
Eussia  signed  the  Protocol  under  certain 
conditions,  clearly  expressed  and  dis- 
tinctly avowed.  She  said  that  if  peace 
with  Monteneffro  was  not  securea  the 
Protocol  would  not  be  binding.  It  had 
been  said  that  Eussia  could  have  ob- 
tained that  peace  with  Montenegro  if 
she  liked;  but  it  was  impossible  for 
Eussia,  or  for  combined  Europe,  to  com- 
pel those  nations  to  agree  to  ignominious 
terms  of  peace.  Their  past  history  for- 
bad it.  Besides,  in  maidng  that  asser- 
tion very  scant  justice  was  done  to  the 
power  of  Montenegro.  It  was  further 
said  that  Eussia  on  entering  into  war 
had  disregarded  the  Treaties  of  1856 
and  1871.  He  denied  that  there  had 
been  any  breach  of  international  Trea- 
ties, ana  he  contended  that  Lord  Derby 
was  precluded  from  using  that  argument 
by  the  fact  that  he  instructed  Lord 
Salisburv  to  inform  the  Sultan  that  the 
responsibility  of  a  war  would  rest  upon 
him  and  his  advisers.  The  change  of 
attitude  on  the  part  of  the  Qovemment 
was  an  instructive  comment  on  the  policy 
of  reticence  which  had,  unfortunately, 
been  pursued  by  the  Opposition ;  and 
it  showed  that  English  public  opinion 
could  not  safely  slumber  for  a  single 
moment,  and  there  never  was  a  time 
when  it  was  more  requisite  to  be  active 
than  now.  The  Home  Secretary  had 
made  strong  professions  of  strict  neu- 
trality, but  uiose  professions  were  always 
connected  with  British  interests.  That 
was  a  most  elastic  phrase,  and  an  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  said  that  in  spite  of 
the  Home   Secretary,   it  was  only  an 
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euphemistio  way  of  sayinff  we  must 
maintain  the  integ^ty  of  ue  Ottoman 
Empire.  The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Eloho)  predicted  that  by  Jmy  the  Eus- 
sians  would  be  at  Adrianople,  and  by  the 
first  week  in  August  at  Oonstantinople. 
What  was  meant  by  these  confident  pre- 
dictions of  the  certain  and  early  defeat 
of  Turkey  ?  It  meant  the  protection  of 
British  interests.  Before  the  Eussians 
reached  Constantinople  the  noble  Lord 
would  come  down  to  the  House  and  say 
that  it  would  be  better  to  stop  them  on 
the  way  than  to  Have  to  dislodge  them 
when  they  got  there.  {^Ch4er$^  Yes, 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  might  cheer— 
they  had  a  majority,  but  the  minority 
had  a  considerable  power  of  resistance, 
and  he  woidd  warn  the  Gk)yemment  that 
he,  for  one,  was  prepared  to  remain  at 
his  post  imtil  Cnristmas,  using  every 
Form  of  the  House  for  the  purpose,  rather 
than  a  shilling  should  be  voted  or  a 
single  British  soldier  should  be  sent  to 
Turkish  soil  before  the  English  people 
had  declared  it  to  be  their  will  that  men 
and  treasure  should  be  employed  in 
propping  up  the  worst  Government  the 
wond  knew  under  a  pretence  of  protect- 
ing so-called  British  interests.  He  cor- 
dially agreed  with  the  acknowledgment 
of  the  nime  Minister  that  in  the  policy 
which  he  was  pursuing  he  was  not  backed 
by  the  country,  and  he  hoped  the  countnr 
would  in  a  very  marked  manner  check 
the  career  of  a  Ministry  whose  policy 
might  land  England  in  one  of  the  most 
disastrous  wars  that  could  possibly  be 
undertaken.  He  protested  against  the 
supporters  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment  asserting  that  they  were  the  only 
exponents  of  true  patriotism  and  the  only 
persons  anxious  for  the  maintenance  of 
our  Lidian  Empire ;  but  he  contended,  on 
behalf  of  those  who  supported  the  Beso- 
lutions  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich,  for  the  simple  principle  that 
the  interests  neither  of  this  country  nor 
of  Lidia  could  be  promoted  by  depriving 
other  countries  of  that  liberty  and  that 
good  government  and  freedom  from  op- 
pression which  we  regarded  as  our  most 
precious  birthright. 

The  Mabquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Christchurch  (Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wol£f)  has  some  reason  to  com- 
plain of  the  course  which  this  debate 
has  taken,  because  until  the  speech  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
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for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Han»ini)  this 
evening,  scarcely  one  hon.  Member  who 
has  taken  part  in  thia  debate  has  ad- 
dressed hiinself  to  the  question  whidi  k 
immediately  before  the  House,  wbkh  is 
&at  raised  by  the  Amendment  of  tiie 
hon.  Member.  It  is,  in  my  opinion* 
worth  while  for  the  House  to  devote  its 
attention  for  one  or  two  minutes  to  ths 
consideration  of  the  issue  which  that 
Amendment  raises.  Whatever  may  be 
our  opinions  upon  the  Eeaolntioiis  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  £ar 
G^reenwich,  I,  for  one,  cannot  assent  to 
the  Amendment  which  has  been  moved 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  ChristehurdL 
I  think  that  that  Amendment  is  inaocs- 
rate  in  its  statement  and  inadequate  as 
a  declaration  of  the  policy  it  is  intended 
to  express.  The  Amendment  states  that 
the  House  is  unwilling  to  embarrass 
Her  Majesty's  (Government  in  the  nuon- 
tenance  of  peace  and  in  the  protection  of 
British  interests,  and  I  contend  that  if 
the  two  Eesolutions  which  the  ri^t  hoa. 
(Gentleman  proposes  to  submit  to  ths 
•judgment  of  the  House  are  moved,  thsj 
are  not  calculated  to  embarrass  Her 
Majesty's  (Government  in  the  maintsn- 
ance  of  peace  or  in  the  proteotioa  of 
British  interests.  And  I  ^irther  oon- 
tend,  as  my  hon.  and  learned  Fiiend 
has  pointed  out,  that  if  this  Amendment 
is  to  be  considered  a  summary  of  tiis 
policy  of  the  (Government  it  is  inadeqvais 
as  a  statement  of  what  that  policy  should 
be.  ''The  maintenance  of  peace"  is  sa 
inaccurate  expression,  because  peace  has 
not  been  maintained.  If  the  expiooaion 
refers  to  Europe,  the  words  that  should 
have  been  used  were  ''the  restoration  of 
peace,"  and  if  it  refers  to  England  alone 
the  words  should  have  been  "the  main- 
tenance of  neutrality."  But,  however 
this  may  be,  I  sav  that  the  Amendment 
is  an  inadequate  description  of  the  policy 
which  Her  Majesty's  (Government  ooffhl 
to  pursue,  because  it  omits  altogether 
any  reference  to  that  which  has  been 
throughout  maintained  to  be  the  leading 
and  cardinal  point  in  the  policy  of  the 
(Government — namely,  that  some  ade» 
quate  reform  should  be  effected  in  the 
(government  of  Turkey  and  that  some 
adequate  protection  should  bo  afforded 
to  the  subject-populations  of  the  Turkish 
Empire.  I  maintain  that  the  two  Ee- 
solutions of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
which  are  immediatdy  under  the  oon- 
sideration  of  the  House,  point  to  the 
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true  policy  wbioh  ouglit  to  be  that  pur- 
sued by  Her  Mcgeaty's  GK)Temment. 
What  do  these  BeeolutionB  assert  ?  Thej 
assert  that  the  policy  of  which  the  cele- 
brated despatch  of  the  21st  of  September 
was  the  most  strikinff  illustration,  and 
which  was  supported  by  Lord  Salisbury 
at  the  Conference,  is  a  reality,  and  not 
a  sham.  Her  Meyesty's  Oovemment 
have  asserted — and  I  have  no  doubt  that 
they  asserted  it  with  perfect  truth — that 
that  policy  was  not  adopted  in  deference 
to  the  demands  of  popular  clamour,  but 
was  Uie  result  of  their  deliberate  judg- 
ment under  the  changed  circumstances 
of  the  times.  If  that  be  so—and  I  am 
willing  to  believe  that  it  is — that  is  not 
a  policy  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment can  think  of  taking  up  at  one  time 
and  abandoning  at  another.  I  do  not 
do  Lord  Derby  or  Her  Majesty's  GK>- 
vemment  the  injustice  of  supposing  that 
their  policy  was  taken  up  merely  in  de- 
ference to  popular  clamour,  or  even  to 
that  of  humanitarian  and  sentimental 
agitation.  I  believe  that  if  that  policy 
was  adopted  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment it  was  because  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment believed  that  it  was  a  policy 
not  only  in  accordance  with  right  and 
justice,  but  was  also  a  policy  demanded 
by  the  true  and  real  interests  of  England. 
But  although  most  of  us  approved  the 
tendency  of  that  policy,  some  of  us 
thought  that  it  might  have  been  worked 
out  in  a  more  active  manner,  and  that 
it  might  have  found  its  expression  in 
action  rather  than  in  words  only.  But 
whatever  may  be  the  opinion  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  upon  that  point, 
this,  at  least,  they  must  concede — ^that, 
if  the  policy  which  they  have  sincerely 
and  frankly  adopted  be  the  true  one, 
then,  in  the  words  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  in  the  second  Besolution,  ''the 
Forte  has  lost  all  claim  to  receive  either 
the  material  or  the  moral  support  of 
the  British  Crown."  And  further,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  must  also  con- 
cede that  these  are  principles  which 
are  to  be  acted  upon,  which  are  not 
adopted  merely  in  deference  to  popular 
agitation,  but  which  are  to  become  the 
guide  of  their  conduct  for  the  future. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Yioe  President  of 
the  Council  (Yisoount  Sandon),  in  com- 
menting upon  the  speech  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  asked  why,  after  the  stric- 
tures which  he  thought  it  right  to 
make  upon  the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's 


Government,  he  had  not  followed  them 
up  by  moving  a  Vote  of  Censure  upon 
them  ?  Well,  I  have  had  an  opportunity 
before  now  of  stating  what  is  my  opinion 
of  the  rights  and  the  duties  of  the  Oppo- 
sition. I  think  that  among  the  few  and 
scanty  rights  which  belong  to  an  Opposi- 
tion is  undoubtedly  that  of  managing 
their  own.affairs  in  the  best  way  they  can. 
That  is  a  right  which,  as  far  as  I  know, 
has  been  daimed  by  every  Opposition, 
and  I  believe  that  numberless  instances 
might  be  quoted  to  prove,  if  necessary, 
that  it  is  not  the  invariable  duty  of  the 
Opposition,  even  when  they  condemn 
the  conduct  of  a  Government,  to  formu- 
late a  Vote  of  Censure  upon  them.  I 
will  only  refer  to  one  instance  in  point, 
which  I  conceive  bears  not  remotely 
upon  the  present  case.  Few  things 
could  have  been  more  severely  censured 
in  the  past  by  any  Opposition  than  the 
conduct  of  the  late  Government  in  con- 
nection with  the  Black  Sea  Treaty. 
Even  during  the  pro^ss  of  the  nego- 
tiations connected  with  that  Treaty,  and 
during  the  sitting  of  the  Conference  in 
London,  Lord  Cairns  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  Lord  Beaconsfield  in  this 
House,  thought  it  their  duty  very  se- 
verely to  call  in  question  the  conduct  of 
the  then  Government,  and  never  after 
the  conclusion  of  that  Treaty  was  an 
opportunity  lost  of  sneering  at,  and 
severely  censuring,  the  proceedings  of 
the  Government  with  regard  to  that 
Treatv.  I  do  not,  however,  recollect 
that  the  Opposition  of  that  day  thought 
it  to  be  their  duty  to  move  a  formal  Vote 
of  Censure  upon  the  Government.  And 
the  liberty  which  the  Opposition  of  that 
day  claimed  for  themselves  is  the  liberty 
which  we  daim  now;  and,  indeed,  I 
consider  that  our  case  is  a  great  deal 
stronger  than  was  the  case  of  the  Oppo- 
sition then.  What  was  the  chief  charge 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  brought 
against  the  policy  of  the  Government  ? 
It  was  not  that  they  were  absolutely 
wrong  in  direction,  but  that  their  policy 
had  been  ambiguous;  at  one  time  ap- 
pearing to  point  in  one  direction,  and 
at  another  time  appearing  to  point  in 
another  direction.  Would  it.  Sir,  in 
these  circumstances,  have  been  prudent 
or  wise  on  the  part  of  the  Opposition  to 
have  forced  the  House  of  Commons  to 
come  to  a  vote,  the  probable  result  of 
which  would  have  been  to  strengthen 
the  hands  of  those  who  were  opposed  to 
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us  and  to  weaken  the  hands  of  those 
who  were  most  disposed  to  agree  with 
us.    I  suppose  I  muist  not  saj  that  there 
was  any  difference  in  the  Oabinet,  for 
that  has  been  denied;  but  if,  as  we 
conceive,  there  were  any  difference  of 
opinion  in  the  minds  of  &ose  who  sup- 
port the  (Jovemment  —  if  there  were 
some  who  were  anxious  to  commit  the 
Government    and  the    country  to    the 
active  support  of  Turkey ;  and  if,  on  the 
other  hand,  there  was  a  Party  which 
was  desirous  of  setting  the  Government 
loose  from  all  connection  with  Turkey, 
would  it  have  been  prudent,  or  patriotic 
in  our  view  of  the  case,  for  us  to  force 
the  House  of  Oommons  to  come  to  a  de- 
cision, the  inevitable  effect  of  which, 
both  in  this  country  and  throughout 
Europe,  would  have  been  to  strengthen 
those  from  whom  we  differed,  and  have 
weakened  those  with  whom  we  agreed  ? 
But  I  trust  we  shall  not  hear  very  much 
more  of  the  desire  of  the  Government  to 
meet  a  direct  Vote  of  Censure.    The 
Besolutions  of  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
taken  as  a  whole,  as  they  were  originally 
placed  upon  the  Paper,  although  they 
did  not  constitute  a  Vote  of  Censure, 
were  undoubtedly  a  Vote  of  Want  of 
Confidence.     What  Government  could 
accept  a  policy  imposed  upon  them  by 
the  Opposition  ?    These  Besolutions  con- 
stituted a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence, 
and  how  did  Her  Majesty's  GK)vemment 
propose  to  meet  them  ?    Not  by  a  direct 
negative,    not  by  an  Amendment  ex- 
pressing confidence  in   Her  Majesty's 
Government,   but  by  assenting  to  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for   Maidstone    (Sir    John    Lubbock). 
Those  who  sat  near  me  who  thought  it 
was  inexpedient  that  these  Besolutions 
as  a  whole  should  be  brought  forward, 
took  shelter  under  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  and  Her  Majesty's  Government 
declined  to  meet  a  Motion  which  they  had 
just  admitted  was  a  Vote  of  Want  of 
Confidence  by  a  direct  negative.    I  hope. 
Sir,  after  these  tactics  we  shall  not  hear 
much  more  of  the  chivalrous  pugnacity 
of  the  Government,  and  their  desire  to 
meet  a  strong  issue.    If  it  had  been 
deemed  expedient  to  move  a  Vote  of 
Censure,  I  do  not  think  there  would 
have  been  any  want  of  nt>und  for  cen- 
suring Her  Majesty's  Government.    I 
will  not  go  back  upon  those  protracted 
negotiations ;  but  I  must  sav  that  these 
Papers  which  have  lately  been  issued 
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seem  to  me  to  comprise  everything  whkk 
it  was  my  duty  to  bring  forward  a  montk 
ago  as  to  the  negotiations  respecting  tliA 
IVotocol.    There  is  much  in  theee  Papen 
— I  will  not  quote  from  them  this  evening 
— to  confirm  the  view  which  I  took  then, 
that  it  was  the  ill-advised  penuteoce  of 
the  Government  in  raising  the  quertion 
of  demobilization  which  destroyed  Hm 
last  chance  of  peace  in  Europe.    There 
is  a  neat  deal  in  these  Papers  to  show 
that  Bussia  was  sincerely  anxious  to  act 
in  concert  if  it  were  possible.    There  is 
also  a  great  deal  to  show  that  Bassis 
was  sincerely  anxious  to  draw  back  if 
it  were  possible ;  there  is  a  great  deal  to 
show  that  Bussia  would  have  drawn  back 
upon    certain    conditions,    which  wers 
frankly  and  plainly  stated ;  there  is  much 
to  show  that  she  could  not  draw  back  ia 
the  face  of  the  positive  refusal  of  thoM 
conditions    with  which    she    was    m«t. 
There  is  nothing  to  show  that  the  Qo- 
vemment  were  inveigled  into  a  signatun 
of  the  Protocol  under  false  pretenoea 
It  has  been  asserted  that  the  IVotocol 
assented  to  by  Her  Majesty's  Govson- 
ment  in  the  interests  of  peace  was  sab> 
sequentiy  used  by  Bussia  as  an  emofs 
for  aggression.       There  is  nothing  ia 
these  Papers  to  support  that  allegatifltt. 
The  conoitions  which  Bussia  required, 
involving  some  substantial  oommeooe- 
ment  of  reform,  were  frankly  stated  by 
Bussia  and  were  known  from  the  basia- 
ning  of  these  negotiations  by  Her  Ma- 
jesly's  Government.    Thev  knew  under 
what  conditions — and  under  what  con- 
ditions alone— was  Bussia  prepared  to 
disarm,  and  with  that  knowledge  they 
signed  the  Protocol.     If  the  Protocol 
was  a  document  which  the  Gk>veminent 
were  able  in  honesty  in  and  good  faith  to 
sign,  I  want  to  know  why  was  it  that 
they  insisted  upon  raising  that  question  of 
demobilization,  why  it  was  that  they  pro- 
voked the  Bussian  Declaration — ^wnich 
has  proved  to  be  the  immediate  cause  of 
the  declaration  of  war?     I  msintain, 
Sir,  that  from  the  very  outset  the  Go- 
vernment knew  what  were  the  oonditiont 
of  peace.    They  had  known  that  what- 
ever they  might  be  willing  to  do  Bnana 
was  not  willing  to  accept  the  mere  pro- 
mise of  Turkey.   The  Government  them- 
selves assented  to  the  justioe  of  that 
position  in  the  Conference.      Nothing 
could  have  been  stronger  than  the  iwoi- 
tions  of  Lord  Salisbury  or  Lord  Derby 
himself  that  the  promises  of  Turkey 
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but  wliat  are  the  landmarks  which  are 

fiiiding  Her  Majesty's  Government  now. 
think  the  landmarks  up  to  this  time 
are  entirely  submerged.  An  ardent  de- 
fender of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Tamworth  (Sir  Eobert  Peel),  has  also 
indulged  in  figurative  language.  At  the 
conclusion  of  his  animated  speech  he 
said  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
placed  the  country  upon  a  pedestal  of 
pride  and  glory  which  had  not  been 
reached  for  a  good  many  years.  Well, 
Sir,  we  all  know  that  a  pedestal  is  not 
a  veiT  convenient  basis  of  operations. 
But  if  we  ti^e  the  figurative  language 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Tamworm,  and  of  the  Home  Secretary, 
and  combine  the  two,  we  shall  have  a 
not  very  inadequate  idea  of  the  position 
in  which  Her  Majesty's  Government  has 
placed  itself.  Britain  seated  on  a  pedestal, 
hopelessly  and  helplessly  gazing  upon 
the  submersed  landmarks  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  constitutes  a  not  very  in- 
adequate picture  of  the  position  of  the 
country  under  the  guidance  of  the  pre- 
sent Government.  I  will  refer  now  to 
the  Besolutions  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
A  p;reat  deal  has  been  said — and,  in  my 
opmion,  a  great  deal  has  been  very  un- 
justly said — about  the  course  my  right 
non.  Friend  has  taken  in  this  matter. 
He,  I  believe,  would  have  been  always 
perfectly  satisfied  if  the  first  two  Ke- 
lutionSy  or  any  Motion  equivalent  to 
them,  had  been  submitted  to  the  House, 
either  by  myself,  or  by  any  of  mv 
hon.  or  right  hon.  Friends  who  sit 
around  me.  For  reasons,  some  of  which 
I  have  already  stated,  we  most  of  ua 
were  not  of  opinion  that  it  was  desirable 
to  compel  the  House  to  give  a  vote  which 
would,  in  our  opinion,  nave  the  effect, 
both  in  this  country  and  in  Europe,  of 
strengthening  the  nands  of  the  oppo- 
nents of  these  principles.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  did  not  agree  in  that  view ;  and 
when  he  felt  himself  bound  to  act  alone 
in  the  matter,  he  naturally — and  rightly, 
I  think — developed  in  the  Kt'solutions 
which  he  placed  upon  the  Table  the 
whole  of  the  policy  which  he  submitted 
in  opposition  to  that  of  the  Government. 
I  wul  frankly  state  that  in  the  whole  of 
the  policy  which  he  so  submitted  I,  and 
many  of  those  who  sit  near  me,  were 
not  able  entirely  to  concur.     With  the 

g>liov  developed  in  the  third  and  fourth 
esolutionB  we  oould  not,  at  this  time, 
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not  a  sufficient  g^uarantee  to  be  re- 
lied apon.  You  knew  that  Sussia  was 
not  prepared  to  accept  i>romises  alone ; 
you  jcnew  also  that  Kussia  stood  armed 
upon  the  frontier  of  Turkey,  and,  fur- 
ther than  that,  you  traded  upon  it.  What 
was  the  utmost  degree  of  pressure  you 
oould  induce  yourselves  to  oring  to  bear 
upon  Turkey?  Why,  that  you  would 
notaupporther.  Not  support  nor,  against 
whom  r  Why,  against  Kussia.  It  was 
war  with  Bussia  which,  throughout  the 
negotiations  previous  to  and  at  the  Con- 
ference, was  always  held  out  as  a  threat 
against  Turkey.  Tet,  now  that  that  has 
oome  to  pass  which  you  knew  would 
inevitably  oome  to  pass  in  the  event  of 
Turkey  refusing  to  meet  the  demands 
of  Bussia — that  which  you  told  Turkey 
woold  oome  to  pass,  that  which  you 
threatened  Turkey  would  oome  to  pass, 
that  which  you  said  you  would  not  at- 
tempt to  prevent  coming  to  pass,  do  you 
think  it  wise  or  honest,  or  just  or  digni- 
fied, to  turn  upon  Bussia  and  reproach 
her  fbr  doing  that  which  you  have  al- 
ways known  she  would  do,  and  which  you 
told  Turkey  you  would  not  prevent?  Such 
has  been  some  part  of  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  It  was  aescribed 
in  njrorative  language  by  the  right  hon. 
Gendeman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  policy  of  the 
Oovemment  had  been  clearly  and  dis- 
tinctly marked  by  two  landmarks.  What 
are  those  two  distinct  landmarks  ?  The 
Honae  will  have  observed  that  when 
Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  make  a  very 
poeitiye  declaration,  it  usually  consists  of 
a  negative.  One  of  these  landmarks 
was,  that  they  would  not  sanction  a 
ibreign  Army  in  Turkey,  and  the  other 
was  that  they  would  not  sanction  mis- 
ffovemment  in  Turkey,  and  that  if  the 
Porte  were  obstinate  m  the  matter,  the 
responsibility  would  rest  upon  herself. 
Those  are  the  landmarks  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  they  may  have  been  very 
good  for  the  past ;  but  I  want  to  know 
what  guide  tney  have  for  the  present. 
Her  l£ijesty's  Government  cannot  con- 
•ent  to  the  introduction  of  a  foreign 
army  into  Turkey.  But  a  foreign  Army 
is  in  Turkey.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  not  sanction  misgovemment 
in  TnAey,  but  the  misgovemment  in 
Turkey  continues.  I  want  to  know  not 
so  miMh  what  are  the  landmarks  which 
have  guided  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
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altogether  agree.     I  believe  that  we 
agreed  in  all  the  objects  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  had  set  before  himself.  But 
we  were  doubtful  as  to  some  of  the 
means  by  which  he  proposed  to  accom- 
plish those  objects ;  and  the  course  which 
we  took  in  regard  to  his  third  and  fourth 
Besolutions  was  the  least  antagonistic 
which  we  could  have  taken,  and  that  was 
to  support  the  Motion  of  the  Previous 
Question.      But  when    my  ri^ht  hon. 
Friend  found  that  there  was  no  aifPerence 
between  us  on  the  first  and  second  Beso- 
lutions, he  took  the  course  not  of  with- 
drawing all  his  Resolutions,  but  of  sepa- 
rating the  policy  indicated  in  the  nrst 
and  second  from  the  policy  contained  in 
the  third  and  fourth,  and  of  inviting,  as 
he  now  does,  the  judgment  of  the  House 
upon  his  proposition    in    that    shape. 
Well,  Sir,  there  is  the  whole  difference 
of  opinion  between  my  right  hon.  Friend 
and  those  who  sit  near  him.    With  the 
whole  of   his  objects  we  can  cordially 
agree  and  heartuy  sympathize.     There 
was  some  difference  of  opinion  between 
my  right  hon.  Friend  and  myself  as  to 
the  expediency  of  challenging  the  direct 
vote  of  the  House  upon  them  at  this  time; 
but  that  was  a  difference  of  opinion  of 
which  neither  of  us  has  any  cause   to 
be  ashamed.    What  were  the  objects  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  ?    As  far  as  I  un- 
derstand, they  were  these  three — In  the 
first  place,  his  object  was  to  secure  this 
country  from  the  ^^It  and  shame  of 
being  placed  before  JQurope  in  the  posi- 
tion of  defender  of  the  dominion  of  the 
Turks;   in  the  second  place,  that  this 
country  should  become,  if  it  were  pos- 
sible, &ie  active  agent  in  giving  freeaom 
to  the  Provinces  of  Turkey  and  peace  to 
Europe ;  and,  in  the  third  place,  to  guard 
British  interests   in    the  only  wav  in 
which,   in  his  opinion,   they  coula  be 
adequately  guarded — namely,  by  making 
those  interests  identical  with   the  in- 
terests of  Europe,   with  the    interests 
of  peace,   and    with    the    interests    of 
freeaom,    by   detaching   them   from   a 
state  of  things  which,  in  his  opinion, 
is  not    only  corrupt,   but    rotten    and 
immoral.     What  are  the  means  which 
he  sets  before  himself  for  the  accomplish- 
ment of  these  obj  ects  ?    If  the  two  Keso- 
lutions  now  before  the  House  are  passed, 
we  shall  at  least  be  free  from  the  danger 
of  fightin^again  for  the  dominion  of  the 
Turks  in  llurope.    I  dare  say  I  shall  be 
told  that  there  is  no  such  danger.  The  old 
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formula  which  used  to  be  leDetted,  aot 
on  one  side  only,  but  on  botn  ttdM  of 
the  House— the  old  formula  that  was  ia 
sdl  our  mouths  not  long  ago— of  th«  in* 
tegrity  and  independence  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire,  no  douot,  has  not  been  modi 
heard  in  this  debate.    Bnt  it  has  becft 
replaced  by  a  new  one— by  the  fimmik 
about  the  protection  of  Britiah  intereets. 
[''  Hear,  hear  !"^    Yes,  I  knew  that  the 
mention  of  British  interests  was  likeij 
to  excite  a  cheer.    I,  like  the  hon.  0«n* 
tleman  who  cheers,  am  quite  ready  tD 
fight  for  British  interests  when  it  is  ne- 
cessary.   But  what  I  want  to  be  deniy 
understood — and  what  I  think  it  is  Im 
object  of  these  Besolutions  to  bring  di»- 
tinctly  before  the  House  and  the  ooontxy — 
is,  that  British  interests  are  not  iden^cal 
with  the  maintenance  of  the  xnteffrity 
and  independence  of  the  Ottoman  Em- 
pire.     There  have  been  indicatioas  m 
this  debate  that  in  the  opinion  of  ooom 
hon.  Members,  at  least,  British  intorMti 
and  the  integrity  and  independence  of 
the  Ottoman  Empire  mean  Terr  mneh 
the  same  thing.  I  have  heard  referemees 
made  to  our  traditional  polinr.    WaD, 
Sir,   what    is    our   tradifional    pcdicr? 
Why,  maintaining  the  integrity  and  m- 
dependence  of  the    Ottoman    Empira 
Therefore,  when    hon.    Members    talk 
about  British  interests  and  our  trtt£- 
tional  poUoy  in  the  same  breath,  ia  it 
not  reasonable  to  suppose  that  tboes 
hon.  Members  do  desire  still  to  adli«r» 
to  the  traditional  policy  of  maintaimag 
the  integrity  and  independence  of  the 
Ottoman  Empire  ?    Then,  Sir,  the  staple 
of  many  speeches  which  we  have  hearohi 
this  debate  has  been  violent  deniuict»- 
tion  of  Bussia.      Well,  I  want  to  Imofv 
what  that  means.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield  fMr.  Boebudc), 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,    the    hon.    Gentleman     the 
Member  for  Christchuroh,  and  a  great 
many  others,  have  made  the  great  stapleof 
their  speeches  the  maintenance  of  Brxtiah 
interests  and  dentmoiation  of  Boaaia. 
What  is  the  meaning  of  that  denuncia- 
tion of  Bussia,  and  what  has  it  to  do 
with  this  question  f    I  heard  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Sheffldd  aaj 
about  British  interests 

Mb.  BOEBUOK  :  I  beg  your  pardon, 
I  did  not  say  any  such  thmg.  I  did  not 
say  a  word  about  British  intere8faL__ 

Thb  Mabquess  op  HABTINQTON: 
I  thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
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if  this  reason  qannot  be  ^eged  for 
bringing  forward  denunciations  of  Eus- 
aia,  what  is  the  reason?  It  is  not  an 
unfair  inference  to  draw  when  one  hears 
speeches  in  support  of  Her  Majesty's 
Goyemment  which  extenuate  or,  at  all 
events,  do  not  refer  to  the  misgovem- 
ment  of  Turkey — speeches  in  which 
British  interests  are  loudly  talked  of, 
and  in  which  the  misdeeds  of  Eussia 
are  loudly  denounced — it  is  not  an  un- 
fair inference  to  draw  that  those  who 
deliver  those  speeches  desire  to  make 
identical  the  interests  of  Britain  with 
the  fate  and  future  of  that  country  the 
conduct  of  which  they  extenuate,  and  to 
draw  England  into  opposition,  if  not 
war,  with  the  country  whose  misdeeds 
they  so  loudly  denounce.  I  will  now 
refer  to  the  third  and  fourth  Eesolutions 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend.  They  point  to 
the  co-operation  of  Europe  in  the  ac- 
complishment of  certain  changes.  What 
were  those  changes  ?  Merely  the  effec- 
tive development  of  local  liberty  and 
practical  self-government.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
(Viscount  Sandon)  treated  all  ideas  of 
autonomy  for  the  revolted  Provinces  of 
Turkey  as  an  idle  and  impossible  dream. 
Are  those  ideas  of  autonomy  with  the 
assistance  of  Eussia  so  idle  and  impos- 
sible? Is  Servia  an  idle  dream?  Is 
Eoumania  an  idle  dream?  Is  Qreece 
an  impossibility  ?  And  have  those  three 
nationalities  not  been  established  with 
the  assistance  and  aid  of  despotic 
Eussia  ?  I  believe  that  before  the  out- 
break of  these  unfortunate  disturbances 
Servia  and  Eoumania,  at  all  events, 
were  enjoying  a  large  measure  of  real 
and  constitutional  freedom  and  of  real 
happiness  and  prosperity.  I  know 
it  will  be  said  that  these  nationalities 
are  under  the  influence  of,  and  are 
the  subservient  tools  of,  Eussia.  Why, 
of  course,  they  are  under  the  influ- 
ence of  Eussia  while  the  present 
state  of  things  continues.  With  Turkey 
on  the  other  hand  ruling  with  an  op- 
pressive sway  millions  of  their  fellow- 
countrymen,  and  with  Eussia  on  the 
other  hand  which,  with  all  her  faults 
and  crimes,  does  sympathize  with  and 
support  the  Slavs  in  their  national  and 
religious  aspirations — is  it  not  perfectly 
natural  that  these  new  nationalities 
should  be  under  the  influence  of  Eussia  ? 
But  extend  those  nationalities  in  the 
words  of  my  right  hon.  Friend— extend 


so.  I  can  only  say,  if  he  did  not, 
it  it  the  only  speech  I  ever  heard  from 
the  hon.  andleamed  Member  into  which 
British  interests  did  not  figure.  But, 
Sir,  it  will  not,  I  think,  be  denied  that 
the  great  staple  of  many  speeches  from 
the  other  side  have  consisted  largely  of 
denunciations  of  Eussia.  Well,  I  want 
to  know  what  we  have  to  do  with  the 
conduct  of  Eussia.  I  am  told  it  is  only 
in  the  spirit  of  fair  play,  if  you  hold  up 
the  misdeeds  of  Turk^  to  reprobation, 
that  the  misdeeds  of  Kussia,  who  hap- 
pens to  be  at  war  with  Turkey,  should 
also  be  held  up  to  equal  reprobation. 
But  that  is  not  an  answer.  What  have  we 
to  do  with  the  misgovemment  of  Eussia  ? 
Are  the  internal  a&irs  of  Eussia  under 
the  consideration  of  Europe  ?  Are  we 
prepared  at  present  to  interfere  with 
the  internal  condition  of  Eussia  for  the 
purpose  of  restoring  the  peace  of  Europe? 
Have  we  undertaken  to  redress  the  mis- 

Sovemment  of  Eussia?  Have  we  un- 
ertaken  to  grant  civil  and  religious 
liberty  to  Eussia,  and  establish  a  system 
of  constitutional  ffoverament  for  Eussia? 
Does  the  state  of  things  in  Eussia  con- 
stitute an  European  dimger  ?  [''  Hear, 
hear !  "]  Some  hon.  Chentlemen  oppo- 
site seem  to  think  it  does.  But  not 
even  from  the  benches  opposite  have  we 
heard  that  this  country  or  that  Europe 
should  take  into  its  consideration  the 
internal  affairs  of  Eussia.  Are  you 
going  to  hold  a  Conference  in  St.  Peters- 
burg to  decide  what  are  the  reforms 
that  are  necessary  for  Eussia  ?  Sir,  I 
say  we  have  no  more  to  do  with  the  in- 
ternal affedrs  of  Eussia  than  we  have  to 
do  with  the  internal  condition  of  Central 
Africa;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  we 
have  to  do  with  the  internal  condition 
of  Turkey.  The  internal  condition  of 
Turkey  constitutes  a  danger  to  the 
peace  of  Europe.  If  it  does  not,  what 
IS  the  meaning  of  your  Notes,  your  Me- 
morandums, your  Conferences,  and  your 
Protocols.  If  we  have  nothing  to  do 
with  the  misgovemment  of  Turkey,  the 
whole  course  of  your  negotiations  for 
the  last  12  months  or  more  amounts  to 
nothing  but  an  impertinent  interference 
with  the  afEoirs  of  an  independent  and 
friendly  State,  with  which  you  have  no 
right  to  deal.  Therefore,  the  answer 
tluit  it  is  only  fair  to  talk  about  the 
misdeeds  of  Eussia  when  you  talk  of  the 
misdeeds  d  Turkey  is  an  answer  that 
will  not  hold  water  for  a  moment.  Then 
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the  development  of  local  liberty  and 
praotical  self-goyemment  to  other  Slav 
nationalities — and  what  reason  have  we 
to  suppose  that  these  enfranchised  Slavs 
or  Greeks  will  be  any  longer  under  the 
influence  of  Bussia?  If  the  influence 
of  Russia  is  hostile  to  all  liberty,  whe- 
ther civil  or  religious,  is  it  likely  that 
communities  which  have  once  tasted  the 
benefits  of  real  and  practical  self-govern- 
ment, will  be  drawn  by  any  influence 
towards  the  despotic  Government  of 
Bussia?  But,  under  present  circum- 
stances, it  would  be  a  miracle  if  those 
nationalities  were  not  attracted  to 
Bussia.  The  Besolutions  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  pointed,  in  my  opinion,  to 
the  employment,  if  necessary,  of  force. 
Now,  there  was  a  time  when  I  believe 
Europe  might  have  interfered,  and  in- 
terfered with  force,  and  that  would  have 
been  the  true  and  right  policy,  and  the 
only  one  that  could  have  averted  war. 
But  there  is  no  argument  which  has 
been  brought  against  us  more  frequently 
or  with  more  success  than  that  the  in- 
tention of  my  right  hon.  Friend  was  to 
declare  war  against  Turkey,  except  the 
argument  that  his  intention  was  not  to 
declare  but  to  threaten  it.  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Oxford 
has  dealt  with  the  question  adequately, 
and,  in  my  opinion,  satisfactorily.  I 
concur  in  every  word  that  he  has  said ; 
but  I  must  say  for  myself  that  I  believe 
there  was  a  time,  when  the  proposition 
of  Bussia  was  made,  in  September  last, 
before  the  Moscow  Manifesto,  before  the 
mobilization  of  the  Bussian  Army,  that 
Europe  might  have  intervened,  and  in- 
tervened with  force,  without  bringing 
about  a  war.  At  that  time  it  would 
have  been  possible  to  have  defined  and 
limited  both  the  objects,  the  mode,  and 
the  means  of  that  intervention ;  and  sdl 
that  I  have  since  heard  and  read  leads 
me  to  believe  that  it  would  have  been 
possible  at  that  time  so  to  limit  the  in- 
tervention. I  do  not  believe  that  the 
employment  of  great  force  would  have 
been  necessary,  or  that  any  violent 
measure  would  have  been  necessary. 
I  believe  that  a  small  display  of  force 
would  have  been  necessary,  but  that 
would  have  been  backed,  and  would 
have  been  known  by  the  Turkish  (Jo- 
vemment  to  be  backed,  by  a  reserve 
of  force  which  w6uld  have  made  resist- 
ance on  her  part  hopeless,  and  I  do  not 
believe  it  would  have  been  met  with 

The  Marqueu  of  HwriingUm 


resistance.    Well,  when    I  am   ackad 
whether  the  policy  we  have  from  tiiM 
to  time  recommended,  and  which  mj 
right  hon.  Friend  is  disposed  to  reoon- 
mend  now,  means  a  declaration  of  war 
against  Turkey,  I  say  that  that  n«T«r 
was  intended.    I  say  there  was  never  a 
question  of  England,  or  of  England  ta 
combination  wim  Bussia  alone,  diddariiig 
war  against  Turkey.    If,  on  the  other 
hand,  I  am  asked  whether  it  was  possibb 
that  Turkey  in  her  folly,  in  her  madncsi, 
and  her  recklessness,  might  have  de- 
clared war  against  Europe,  I  say  that  it 
was  a  possible    contingency.      Bat   if 
Turkey  had  done  so,  would  it  have  bsea 
called  war?    Gould  Turkey  have  mads 
war  against  Europe,  or  woold  a  strapgk 
between    Turkey    and    the    oombmed 
Powers  of  Europe  have  been  worthy  ts 
have  been  dignified  by  the  name  of  war  f 
My  right  hon.  Friend  still  points  to  actica 
of  this  character.    In  my  opinion  every- 
thing is  now  changed ;  war  has  bioksa 
out.    The  outbreu  of  war  has  ohaoged 
the  circumstances  in  every  direction.    I 
can  conceive  no  prospect  of  such  a  oom- 
bination  amongst  the  Powers  of  Europe 
as  was  at  that  time  possible.    Gennaaj 
is  looking  forward  to  the  possibility  of  a 
campaign ;  Austria  is  engaged  with  her 
domestic  affairs;  France  is  oontemplatiaff 
the  chances  of  a  new  invasion ;  England 
is  looking  to  the  Suez  Canal  and  to 
India.    I  may  be  wrong ;  but  I  confsss 
that  these  positions  do  not  hold  out  vaA 
a  prospect  of  combination  as  once  was 
possible  for  the  establishment  of  peace. 
We  have  been  told  that  the  first  two 
Besolutions  do  not  mean  anything ;  ImH 
what  is  admitted  ?    In  my  opinion  they 
mean  a  great  deal.     The  Oovomineiit 
have  adopted  and  professed  a  pdicy  of 
strict  neutrality.     I    believe  that  the 
country  will  support  them  in  that  policy. 
But,  Sir,  there  never  was  a  case  of  hoe- 
tilities  between  Turkey  and  Bossia  in 
which  sooner  or  later  England  was  not 
in  some  way  or  other  called  upon  to  in- 
terfere.    Sooner  or  later  in  the  proacat 
case  you  will  be  called  upon  to  interlers. 
Whenever  that  time  comes,  and  in  what* 
ever  way  that  intervention  may  take 
place,  I  say  these  BeeolutionB  will  form 
a  guide  for  your  conduct  and  policy.    I 
maintain  they  will  constitute  a  tlurd 
landmark  for    your  policnr  which  will 
remain  distinct  and  clear  lonff  alter  tka 
Home  Seoretaxv's  landmarks  nave  bean 
submerged.    The  Besolutions  assert  that 


937        I%s  JEasUm  Questum.     {May  14,  1877)     JRmlutionB  {Ifr.  Gladstone).   938 


the  Turks  have  forfeited  all  claim  to 
moral  or  material  support.  Had  the 
hopes  of  the  Treaty  of  1 856  been  realized; 
had  Turkey  become  really  one  of  the  Euro- 
pean family  and  shown  the  power  and  the 
wish  to  reform  and  to  govern  justly ,  it 
would  have  been  different.  But  the  pro- 
gress she  has  made  has  been  in  a  wrong 
direction  altogether.  Turkey  has  not 
advanced,  the  dominion  of  Turkey  has 
not  improved ;  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
in  spite  of  all  obstacles,  the  Christian 
populations  subject  to  Turkey  have  ad- 
vanced, and  have  progressed,  and  have 
shown  that  not  they  but  their  Eulers 
were  to  blame.  Haa  Turkey  shown  any 
disposition  to  reform,  and  had  Eussia, 
in  the  pursuit  of  some  selfish  scheme  of 
aggrandizement,  attacked  that  youngest 
member  of  the  European  family,  then  I 
think  it  would  have  been  our  duty  and 
the  duty  of  Europe,  under  the  Treaty  of 
1856,  as  parties  to  that  Treaty,  to  have 
interfered  in  defence  of  that  youngest 
member.  What  these  Eesolutions  say, 
and  what  they  mean  is  that  that  is  not 
our  duty  now.  I  say  that  that  does 
form  a  practical  guide  for  our  policy  in 
the  future.  I  do  not  want  to  anticipate 
what  may  occur ;  but  one  of  three  events 
must  happen.  The  Turks  may  be  able 
to  maintain  their  ground  against  the 
attack  of  Eussia,  and  in  that  case  this 
weary  work  and  these  weary  struggles  will 
have  at  some  future  time  to  begin  again. 
But  I  will  not  believe  that  the  hopes  of 
liberty  and  of  nationality  which  have 
been  excited  in  these  Slav  and  Greek 
populations  will  be  extinguished  by  one 
repulse.  I  tiiiink  it  was  Byron  who  said 
that— 

''  Freedom's  battle  once  begun. 
Bequeathed  from  bleeding  sire  to  son. 
Though  baffled  oft  is  ever  won." 

If  the  Turks  maintain  their  ground 
against  Eussia,  why  then  they  will  only 
have  established  their  right  to  remain 
by  the  only  right  they  ever  possessed — 
namely,  that  of  the  sword,  and  the  work 
will  have  some  day  or  the  other  to  be 
recommenced.  But  the  more  probable 
event  is  that  your  mediation  will  be 
asked  for,  and  asain  you  and  the  Powers 
of  Europe  may  be  called  upon  to  inter- 
vene to  put  a  stop  to  the  war.  In  either 
of  these  results,  I  say,  the  Eesolutions 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  will  be  your 
guide.  Insist  that  there  shall  be  no  ter- 
ritorial aggprandizement  of  Eussia,  if 
you  like,  and  insist  on  British  interests ; 


but  by  these  Eesolutions  the  means 
which  were  held  to  be  indispensable  for 
the  accomplishment  of  that  object  are  not 
held  to  be  the  indispensable  means  now. 
The  maintenance  of  the  independence  and 
integrity  of  the  Ottoman  Empire  is  not 
now  the  sole  means  by  which  you  can 
secure  those  objects  which  are  considered 
indispensable  to  British  interests.  My 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Friends  who  sit  near 
me  have  not  shrunk  from  speaking  of 
those  interests;  and  I  do  not  beHeve 
there  is  a  Member  sitting  on  these 
benches  who  is  more  indifferent  to  the 
maintenance  of  British  interests  than 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  opposite.  I  do 
not  quarrel  with  the  definition  of  British 
interests  given  the  other  night  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  nor  with 
the  eloquent  language  in  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid-Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  identified  British  interests  with 
the  interests  of  the  world.  But  let  the 
House  not  forget,  rather  let  it  admit, 
that  a  vast  extension  of  British  interests 
over  the  whole  world  may  be  a  source  of 
weakness  rather  than  strength.  Our 
strength  abroad,  as  at  home,  consists,  I 
believe,  rather  in  defence  than  in  attack. 
In  India,  as  elsewhere,  I  believe  our 
true  policy  consists  in  consolidating  our 
dominion,  in  guarding  our  frontier,  and 
not  in  being  drawn  by  every  idle  rumour 
and  every  alarmist-pamphlet  from  a 
position  of  defence  which  is  already 
strong.  If  it  be  necessary  for  the  secu- 
rity of  our  Indian  dominions  that  we 
should  send  forth  armies  to  fight  in 
Central  Asia,  or  in  Asia  Minor,  I  believe 
we  shall  find  the  task,  I  will  not  say  too 
great  for  us,  yet  one  that  will  tax  our 
powers  to  the  uttermost ;  but  if,  for  the 
security  of  our  Indian  Empire,  it  should 
be  our  fortune  to  contend  against  the 
forces  of  nature  and  against  the  laws  of 
human  progress,  then  I  say  we  shall 
have  undertaken  a  task  that  will  prove 
beyond  our  powers  of  accomplishment. 
There  is  no  power,  I  say,  which  can  re- 
store the  sap  and  vigour  to  the  lifeless 
trunk,  and  there  is  no  power  which  can 
check  the  growth  of  the  living  although 
struggling  tree.  The  Turkish  domination 
is  the  lifeless  trunk,  the  struggling  na- 
tionalities are  the  livine  tree ;  and  this 
House  is  asked  to-nignt  to  assert  that 
with  these  nationalities,  and  not  with  the 
remnant  of  a  sad  and  shameful  past,  are 
the  sympathies  of  the  British  nation  and 
its  destinies  to  be  associated. 

IFifih  Night.'] 
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The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER:  Mr.  Speaker,  Sir,  I  think  no 
one  can  wonder  that  at  crises  like  the 
present,  when  events  such  as  those  which 
are  now  passing  abroad  are  attracting 
the  attention  of  Europe  and  of  the  world, 
those  events  should  form  the  subject  of 
a  debate  in  the  British  House  oi  Com- 
mons ;  and  no  one  can  say  that  a  debate 
even  of  the  length  of  that  which  is  now 
drawing  to  a  close  is  at  all  dispropor- 
tionate to  the  magnitude  of  the  interests 
involved  or  to  the  greatness  of  the  ques- 
tions which  have  been  raised.  But,  Sir, 
I  must  frankly  say  for  myself,  as  I  be- 
lieve I  may  say  for  a  great  many  others, 
that  while  we  have  entirely  recognized 
the  justice  and  propriety  of  raising  a 
debate  upon  this  question  at  the  present 
time,  and  while  we  admit  that  most  of 
the  speeches  which  have  been  made,  and 
the    sentiments  which  have  been   ex- 

Eressed,  and  the  explanations  which 
ave  been  given  in  tne  course  of  the 
past  week,  have  been  well  worthy  of 
attention,  we  have,  nevertheless,  felt 
somewhat  at  a  loss  to  know  precisely 
what  the  issue  was  which  had  been 
raised  for  our  decision.  And  in  the 
course  of  the  statesmanlike  and  far- 
seeing  and  very  comprehensive  speeches 
that  have  been  addressed  to  us  we  have 
listened  with  some  curiosity,  and,  I  may 
add,  with  some  disappointment,  for  a 
clear  indication  and  description  of  the 
nature  of  the  issue  that  is  placed  before 
the  House.  My  hopes  were  raised  when 
the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, at  the  commencement  of  his  ob- 
servations, drew  our  attention  back  from 
the  wider  field  over  which  the  debate 
had  been  travelling  to  the  words  of  the 
Bosolution  which  you.  Sir,  are  about  to 
put  from  the  Chair.  I  thought  the 
noble  Lord  would  throw  some  Cght  on 
the  difficulties  in  which  we  found  our- 
selves. The  noble  Lord,  however,  I  am 
bound  to  say,  rather  added  to,  than 
diminished  those  difficulties.  Undoubt- 
edly, he  had  a  perfect  right  when  he 
described  the  policy  of  the  Opposition  in 
this  matter  to  claim  that  they  should  be 
allowed  to  decide  how  they  should 
manage  their  own  affairs.  We  do  not 
for  a  moment  dispute  that  they  have  the 
most  complete  right  to  that  local  liberty 
and  practical  self-government  which 
they  have  throughout  the  debate  been  so 
exceedingly  anxious  to  magnify  and  en- 
force ;  but  if  wo  are  to  take  an  illustra- 


tion of  the  working  of  that  pctelieal 
self-government  from  the  prooeeidiagf  of 
the  great  Party  opposite  aurinff  the  lut 
fortnight,  I  must  aay  the  ilmstntka 
which  they  offer  to  ns  se^ms  to  me  to  be 
by  no  means  one  of  the  most  satiflfaoloiy 
or  encouraging.  We  are,  in  the  firft 
place,  confronted  with  the  great  diffieolty 
that  we  do  not  even  know  how  muj 
Resolutions  are  presented  to  our  ooon- 
deration.  It  is  admitted  that  there  is 
the  widest  possible  differenoe  betwueii 
the  first  two  Kesolntions  taken  by  tiiem- 
selves  and  when  taken  in  oonneotioQ 
with  the  two  or  three  whioh  fbOow.  We 
are  told  by  the  noble  Lord  that,  taking 
the  whole  series  of  five  t<M^ether,  ihitj 
amount  to  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Oonfideooe. 
It  is  stated,  on  the  other  hand,  that  if 
we  take  only  the  first  two  they  mn 
merely  an  expression  of  a  policy  wUeh 
has  already  oeen  adopted  and  alreaiff 
announced  by  the  (Government,  and  ^at 
there  can  be  nothing  in  them  in  t^ 
nature  of  such  a  vote.  That  is  a  Twy 
clear  and  intelligible  desoription;  Wt 
we  must  know  what  is  the  altematm 
which  is  submitted  to  ns.  We  were  toU 
in  the  first  instance  that  the  three  latter 
Resolutions  were  withdrawn  from  our 
notice,  yet  that  they  were  not  at  th« 
same  time  put  an  end  to,  and  they  indeed 
formed  the  staple  of  the  great  proportioB 
of  the  speeches,  and  certainly  of  the 
most  animated  speeches  to  whioh  we 
have  been  listening-  I  must  say  tiiej 
remind  me  of  the  ifiustration  of  a  great 
Roman  historian  who  deeoribing  the 
funeral  of  a  lady  who  was  the  wtdov 
of  Cassius  and  the  sister  of  Bratns,  telh 
us  that  when  the  images  of  her  family 
were  brought  forth  and  paraded  at  the 
Aineral,  it  was  the  images  of  Bratns  and 
Cassius  that  created  the  greatest  atten- 
tion, because  they  were  not  allowed  to 
be  brought  forward,  but  were  kept  in 
the  background.  In  the  same  way  mr 
right  hon.  Friend's  third  and  fottztk 
Resolutions  seem  to  have  exercised  mt> 
strong  and  potent  an  effeot  over  the  va- 
rious Speakers  in  this  debate,  and  eT«a 
upon  the  noble  Lord  himself,  that'ther 
felt  compelled  to  enter  upon  a  disensatoa 
of  them.  We  are  at  the  same  tone  told, 
however,  that  we  are  not  to  oonmder 
them,  inasmuch  as  they  are  no  lonnr 
before  ns — ^that,  as  my  noble  F^end  tae 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Yisoouit 
Sandon)  very  happily  said  the  other  dmj 
— assisted,  I  thuuc,  by  my  right  hen. 
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Fri«nd  the  Hembear  for  Greenwich  him- 
self— they  are  materially  dead,  although 
morally  alive.  The  matter  has  been 
treated  of  by  one  of  the  parodiBts  of  the 
present  day,  who  has  been  impressed 
with  Wordsworth's  great  poem.  We 
«r#  809i%^  and  who  Slows  that,  not- 
withstanding the  decease  of  three  of 
them,  there  still  remain  four  or  five— 

**  The  ant  that  diod  was  Numb«r  Three, 

Then  foUowed  Four  and  Five ; 
And  naught  bat  their  Taooity 

Has  kept  the  two  alive. 
*  How  many  are  there  then,*  I  laid, 

•If  only  two  survive  P* 
The  Stateeman  merely  shook  his  head, 

And  answered — *  there  are  five.' " 

Bat  which  of  the  two  alternatives  is  the 
one  submitted  to  us?    Because,  when 
we  oome  to  examine  the  question,  it  is 
of  real  importance  that  we  should  know 
whether  we  are  dealing  with  the  whole 
series  or  with  two  of  them  only.    In 
reference  to  the  manner  in  which  we 
should  meet  them,  we  have  been  taunted 
by  the  noble  Lord  with  meeting  a  Vote 
of  Censure  with  "the  Previous  Question." 
I  utterly  deny  that  we  did  anything  of 
the  aort.    The  truth  is,  that  it  was  a 
very  peculiar  piece  of  tactics  which  was 
ad(^»ted  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Greenwich  gave  Notice 
of  his  Besolutions.     When  one  Member 
of  the  united  Party  opposite  gave  Notice 
of  the  Besolutions,  he  was  followed  by 
another  Member  of  that  imited  Party — 
perhaps,  a  not  undesigned  coincidence — 
with  a  Notice  that  he  should  move  'Hhe 
Previous  Question,"   and,   in  point  of 
fsct,  that  Notice  was  kept  on  the  Paper 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Maidstone  (Sir 
John  Lubbock),  and  we  were  unable  in 
consequence  of  its  being  kept  there  to 
move  any  other  Besolution.  [''Oh,  oh!"] 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says 
'*0h;"  we,  of  course,  could  have  ffiven 
Notice  of  a  Motion,  but  we  could  not 
have  moved  it,  because  ''the  Previous 
Uueetion"  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Maid- 
stone took  precedence.  [  CrM«  o/ "  It  was 
to  be  withdrawn."]    Ay,  you  offered  to 
withdraw  it,  but  let  us  see  when  you 
offered  to  do  so.    The  hon.  Member  for 
Maidstone   kept  the    Question  on  the 
Paper,  so  that  it  was  not  possible  to 
move  any  Amendment,  until  my  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire 
(Lcmi  Eloho)  put  a  Notice  on  the  Paper 
without  communication  with  anybody, 
indicating  a  policy  which  he  was  per- 


fectly at  liberty  to  submit  to  the  House, 
but  which  was  not  one  that  could  be 
adopted  by  the  Government.  Then  you 
thought  you  had  us  in  a  trap,  and  that 
by  offering  to  withdraw  "the  Previous 
Question,  and  getting  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Christchurch  fSir  H. 
Drunmiond  Wolff)  to  withdraw  his  No- 
tice to  the  same  effect,  you  would  force 
us  to  choose  between  your  Besolution 
and  the  Amendment  of  my  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire.  We 
did  not  dispute  that  these  were  good 
tactics,  but  we  said  we  were  entitled  to 
meet  them  in  our  own  way.  But  to  turn 
from  that  point,  let  us  see  in  what  man- 
ner my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Greenwich  presented  his  case  to  the 
House.  I  was  a  good  deal  struck  by 
the  way  in  which  he  put  it.  He  said  he 
had  two  objects  in  bringing  forward 
these  Besolutions.  The  first  was  to 
make  the  Gt)vemment  change  its  policy, 
and  the  second  was  to  call  upon  them  to 
clear  up  their  policy,  which  he  thought 
was  ambiguous.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
has,  I  admit,  been  perfectly  consistent, 
from  the  first  moment  when  ho  began 
last  Autumn  to  discuss  this  question  up 
to  the  present  time,  in  urging  that  policy 
which  we  have  boon  equally  consistent 
in  refusing  to  adopt.  Ho  has  always 
urged  coercion.  He  has  always  urged 
in  some  form  or  other  something  more 
than  words  and  words  only  from  the  day 
when,  addressing  his  constituents  at 
Blackheath,  he  suggested  that  British 
ships  should  go  to  prevent  recruits  com- 
ing from  Asia  to  protect  their  Sovereign 
in  Europe.  They  were,  I  think,  to  be 
British  ships  only.  [Mr.  Gladstoxb  :  I 
did  not  say  British  ships  only,  but  that 
ships  should  be  employed.]  I  think  my 
rignt  hon.  Fri.end  said  that  they  were  to 
be  British  ships  and  Bussian  troops. 
However,  I,  of  course,  accept  the  con- 
tradiction, and  it  does  not  modify  what 
I  was  saying—namely,  that  my  right 
right  hon.  Friend  had  always  urged  the 
use  of  force,  while  we  have  as  consist- 
ently objected  to  the  use  of  force.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  calls  upon  us  to  ex- 
plain our  policy,  because  he  says  it  is 
ambiguous.  Now,  it  is  open  to  ^ou  to 
say  uiat  anything  you  dislike  is  am- 
biguous, and,  of  course,  if  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  say  they  do  not  understand 
what  our  policy  is,  they  have  a  right  to 
call  upon  us  for  explanations,  and  to  call 
for  them  over  and  over  again.    But  I 

injik  Night.-] 
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deny  that  there  is  any  justice  in  saying 
that  our  policy  is  ambiguous.  I  say, 
on  the  contrary,  that  it  has  been  distinct 
and  clear.  You  may  say  that  it  ought 
to  have  been  of  a  different  character. 
That  is  a  matter  of  opinion ;  but  when 
you  say  it  has  been  ambiguous,  I  would 
refer  you  back  to  the  definition  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary, 
which  gave  in  better  and  clearer  words 
what  many  of  us  have  been  saying  from 
time  to  time  in  the  course  of  the  Session. 
We  have  said  that  we  have  always  pur- 
sued a  policy  of  insisting  by  counsel,  by 
warning,  by  remonstrance,  and  by  re- 
proof upon  the  improvement  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  Turkey.  On  the  other 
hand,  we  have  said  that  we  will  not — 
because  we  do  not  think  it  right — have 
recourse  to  coercion  to  compel  them. 
That  may  be  in  the  eyes  of  some  people 
a  poor,  unmeaning,  and  unsatistactory 
policy,  and  we  know  we  are  met  by  the 
triumphant  and  crushing  argument  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  London  (Mr.  Lowe)  that 
it  has  been  unsuccessful.  Sir,  we  do  not 
deny  that,  speaking  in  the  sense  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  used 
the  term,  it  might  be  fairly  described  as 
unsuccessful.  I  will  not  go  into  all  the 
causes  of  that  want  of  success.  [i/ifit>- 
terial  cheers,']  I  will  not  ask  how  far  the 
conduct  of  others  may  have  interfered 
to  prevent  our  obtaining  the  success 
which  we  might  possibly  have  otherwise 
achieved.  I  abstain  from  that  line  of 
argument.  I  am  speaking  of  the  policy 
pursued  by  other  countries  with  whom 
we  were  obliged  to  act  in  this  matter.  I 
wish  to  lay  all  that  aside,  because  I  do 
not  wish  to  open  up  any  line  of  argu- 
ment of  a  provocative  character.  But  I 
will  say  this — that  whether  our  policy  was 
successful  or  not,  we  appeal  to  a  higher 
standard  than  that  of  success  or  failure, 
and  we  ask  whether,  judeed  by  the 
standard  of  International  rignt  or  wrong, 
it  was  not  a  policy  which  it  was  right 
for  us  to  pursue  ?  My  right  hon.  Friend 
is  never  tired  of  saying — and  very  justly 
— that  we  are  in  an  especial  manner  re- 
sponsible for  the  proceedings  of  Turkey 
— that  we  are  interested  in  seeing  that 
the  Government  of  Turkey  should  be 
improved ;  and  that  it  is  our  especial 
load  on  our  conscience  when  such  terri- 
ble things  occur  in  that  country  because, 
as  he  truly  says,  we  have  supported 
Turkey,  maintained  her    Government, 
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and  kept  her  alive  for  the  oomnritting 
these  things.  That  is  perfectly  true ;  b«t 
there  is  another  side  still  in  looking  at 
this  question — the  Government  of  Tuncj 
might  say  a  word  for  itself  on  tlui 
matter.  Can  we  not  ima^e  the  Go- 
vernment of  Turkey  saying— **  What 
have  you  done  for  us  in  times  past?  Tea 
have  upheld  us  when  we  were  quite  •■ 
bad  as  we  are  now.  You  have  fought 
for  us.  You  have  maintained  us,  ad* 
vanced  us  money,  encouraged  ns,  al- 
lowed us  to  go  on  in  what  yon  call  now 
our  shocking  and  wicked  way  with  iittl« 
reproof  and  no  interference.  Are  ytra 
now  turning  round  and  suddenly  throw- 
ing us  off,  not  only  without  a  word  of 
warning  or  counsel,  but  with  words  of 
insult  and  disdain?  "  I  cannot  oonoeir* 
that  any  generous  mind,  looking  back 
upon  the  connection  of  Turkey  with  thii 
country  for  the  last  quarter-of-a-oentoij, 
and  even  for  a  longer  period,  caji  aToid 
saying  that  we  ought  to  abstain  in  aU 
our  dealings  with  her  from  all  nnneoes- 
sary  use  of  harsh,  violent,  and  cruel 
language.  On  the  other  hand,  we  mj 
that  it  was  our  duty  to  the  extent  thts 
we  could  push  the  matter  to  endesroor 
to  put  that  unhappy  country  into  a  better 
tr^  of  government.  That  is  an  object 
which  has  always  been  before  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  You  talk  of  Bti> 
ring  up  the  country  in  consequence  of 
the  great  excitement  caused  by  the  Bul- 
garian outrages  of  last  Mav.  But  em 
before  that  period  Lord  Derby  had  girva 
warning  to  the  Porte  that  the  time  had 
gone  by  when  Turkey  could  expect  to 
receive  the  material  supnort  of  England. 
What  is  the  most  terrible  part  of  th«ee 
outrages  which  have  stirred  the  mind  of 
the  coimtry  so  deeply?  It  is  not  the 
horrors  enacted  during  that  particular 
week  or  fortnight  at  any  particular 
place,  but  it  is  the  illustration  they  ftirt 
of  the  condition  of  the  country  ana  of 
the  deep-seated  evils  that  affect  it  We 
feel  most  strongly,  and  we  have  felt  all 
through,  that  there  was  the  evil,  and 
until  that  evil  could  be  removed,  and 
Tinless  it  could  be  removed,  there  oouM 
be  no  hope  for  Turkey,  and  if  there  was 
no  hope  for  Turkey,  there  could  be  no 
hope  tor  peaoe^artictdarly  in  that  part 
of  Europe.  What  did  we  do  ?  Ditt  we 
neglect  that  state  of  things  ?  Not  at  all. 
We  exerted  ouraelvee  as  well  as  we  could 
bv  the  use  of  that  influence  whidi  by 
bloodshed  96  years  ago  and  by  a  bog 
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series  of  communications  in  the  past  we 
liad  acquired  to  improve  the  condition 
of  Turkey,  to  put  our  finger,  if  we 
cottld,  on  the  most  crying  evils,  and  to 
remove  the  cause  of  that  terrible  state 
of  things  to  which  I  have  referred.  We 
oould  not  but  see  it  was  from  the  pecu- 
liar weakness  of  Turkey  more  than  any- 
thing else  that  those  things  occurred. 
You  may  have  a  large  number  of  bar- 
barous and  brutal  people  in  Turkey  as 
you  may  have  in  any  imperfectly  civil- 
ized cotmtry ;  but  what  you  had  to  look 
to  was  the  condition  of  the  Oovemment, 
its  weakness,  the  cause  of  that  weak- 
ness, and  how  it  oould  be  removed  or 
mo^fied.  We  endeavoured  to  find,  and 
we  thought  by  the  inquiries  we  made 
we  were  able  to  find,  remedies  which 
were  worth  trying.  We  found  by  com- 
mon consent  in  the  evidence  of  those 
wlio  could  be  relied  upon  that  among 
the  causes  were  the  shortness  of  the 
tenure  of  office  by  Governors,  the  im- 
perfection of  the  judicial  system,  the 
police  system,  and  the  revenue  system, 
and  if  reforms  could  be  carried  out  in 
these  matters  we  might  yet  hope  for  the 
improvement  of  Turkey.  We  were  not 
alone  in  these  expectations;  but  they 
were  shared  by  other  Governments  at 
the  time  of  the  Andrassy  Note  and  the 
proposed  Consular  Convention,  and  even 
up  to  the  Conference  at  Constantinople 
and  the  latest  Protocol.  I  do  not  say 
that  from  time  to  time  there  were  not 
proposals  made  by  one  Government  or 
another,  and  especially  by  Eussia,  for 
the  use  of  force  and  coercion ;  but  up  to 
•  the  last  Governments  were  maintaining 
that  coercion  was  not  the  right  course, 
and  that  reforms  might  be  effected.  If 
you  look  at  the  parting  speech  of  General 
Ig^atieff  at  the  last  meeting  of  the  Con- 
ference, when  he  explained  the  meaning 
and  object  of  Eussia,  you  will  see  that 
that  meaning  and  that  object  was  not  to 
enforce,  but  to  advise  that  these  steps 
should  be  taken  under  the  eye  of  Europe. 
We  believe,  and  we  still  believe,  that 
was  an  experiment  worth  trving;  that 
it  was  fair  to  have  given  Turkey,  if  she 
had  not  obstinately  refused  it,  time  to 
try  to  effect  those  improvements  in  her 
Constitution  which  had  been  pointed  out 
to  her  under  the  eye  of  Europe,  and  to 
see  if  she  fairly  gave  effect  to  them. 
Did  she  refuse?  No;  she  did  not  refuse; 
but  it  is  true  Turkey  failed  to  comply 
with  the    advice  so   earnestly  pressed 


upon  her  in  so  disinterested  a  spirit  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government.    We  do  not 
defend  Turkey  for  that ;  we  admit  with 
sorrow  and  without  reserve  that  the  at- 
tempt we  made  to  induce  her  to  assent  to 
these  reforms  failed,  mainly  through  the 
deplorableobstinacy  of  Turkey,  andpcurtly 
— ^for  we  ought  to  speak  the  truth  in  this 
House,  without  being  afraid  of  the  inter- 
pretation that  may  be  put  on  our  words 
— through  the  deplorable  impatience  of 
Eussia.    I  do  not  wish  to  apologize  for 
the  errors  of  Turkey  in  the  matter  of  the 
Conference,  nor  do  I  wish  to  say  a  word 
in  the  nature  of  reproach  to  Eussia  for 
what  I  consider  her  imfortunate  im- 
patience.   The  position  of  Eussia  was 
a  difficult  one ;  uie  pressure  of  the  Slav 
element  in  her  population  was  a  pres- 
sure it   was  very   difficult  for  her  to 
resist.     The  firm  and  anxious  wish  of 
her  GK)vemment,  and  especially  of  the 
Emperor,  who  has  been  so  justly  and 
honourably  spoken  of  in  this  debate, 
and  of  whom  I,  for  one,  would  speak 
with  as  much  honour  as  any  man  who 
hears  me,  was,  if  possible,  to  avoid  re- 
course to  arms;  but  there  were  forces 
that  were  too  strong  for  them,  and  they 
have  entered  into  a  conflict  which  they 
must  carry  on  as  they  can.     Having 
gone  so  far  as  this,  we  have  arrived  at 
a  period  when  our  past  policy  is  a  thing 
of  the  past,  and  we  are  asked  what  is 
to  be  our  policy  for  the  future.     The 
noble  Lord  opposite  has  made  merry 
over  what  he  calls  the  submerging  of  our 
landmarks.    True,  the  landmarks  for  the 
time  are  submerged  because  the  tidal 
wave  has  broken  in  upon  them ;  but  we 
have  other  landmarks  for  the  future, 
and  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home 
Secretary  stated    distinctly  what  they 
were.    I  do  not  know  whether  the  noble 
Lord  forgot  them,  or  whether  it  was  in- 
convenient for  his  armment  to  name 
them;  but  my  rieht  hon.  Friend  laid 
down  these  as  our  landmarks  as  clearly 
as  any  man  in  this  House  could  desire. 
We  are  now  face  to  face  with  a  struggle 
which  has  been   begun   between   two 
great  Powers  which  may  have  conse- 
quences of  a  most  material  character, 
which  may  be  most  essential  to  us  and 
Europe.    They  have  entered  upon  that 
struggle  against  our  advice,  our  earnest 
warnings  and   counsel.     What  is  our 
position  ?    We  mean  to  stand  neutral  in 
that  struggle— we  shall  observe  a  strict 
neutrality.    The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
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ber  for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Haroourt) 
asked  what  we  meant  by  that.  He  eaid 
he  was  an  advocate  for  strict  neutrality, 
and  illustrated  what  was  meant  by  say- 
ing that  he  hoped  and  trusted  that  the 
Turkish  Empire  was  about  to  be  broken 
up.  That  is  not  exactly  the  strict  neutra- 
lity we  desire.  When  we  say  we  desire  to 
haye  neutrality  we  mean  neutrality.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  asked  early 
in  the  evening  if  our  attention  had  been 
called  to  a  ship  fitting  up  in  our  ports  for 
the  Turks,  and  our  answer  was  that  we 
were  aware  of  it,  and  steps  had  beem 
taken  to  prevent  that  ship  m>m  leaving 
this  country  until  we  have  ascertained 
what  our  rights  and  duties  as  neutrals 
are.  And  so  of  any  other  matter  that 
may  come  up,  he  may  be  sure  that  we 
shcdl  take  every  precaution  to  fulfil  our 
duty  as  a  neutral  Power  properly  and 
efiTeotually.  We  lay  that  down  as  one 
of  the  landmarks  we  are  obliged  to  lay 
down  for  ourselves.  When  we  say  this 
is  a  struggle  that  very  possibly  may 
not  be  connned  in  its  progress  or  con- 
sequences to  the  parties  principally  con- 
cerned— that  it  may  take  an  extended 
range  which  may  involve  us  in  conse- 
quences which  this  country,  at  any  rate, 
cannot  afford  to  disregard,  we  are  told 
when  we  speak  of  British  interests  we 
use  an  ambiguous  phrase,  and  are  sim- 
ply endeavouring  to  introduce  an  expres- 
sion imder  the  cover  of  which  we  may, 
if  we  please,  carry  this  country  into  a 
war  in  alliance  with  Turkey.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  went  a  little  further  than 
what  the  noble  Lord  called  asserting  a 
negative.  He  endeavoured  to  sketch 
out  to  the  House  what,  in  a  general  way, 
might  be  considered  specially  the  in- 
terests of  England  in  the  Eastern  Ques- 
tion. I  will  say  very  little  more  than 
was  said  by  my  right  hon.  Friend.  I 
will  only  point  out  that  these  are  interests 
which  we  have  in  common  with  most 
other  nations,  and  there  are  interests 
which  may  be  considered  more  peculiar 
to  ourselves.  As  regards  the  mterests 
we  have  in  common  with  other  nations, 
I  see  no  reason  why  we  should  put  our- 
selves forward  to  fight  for  these  alone, 
for  which  other  nations  may  fight  if  they 
think  it  necessary.  It  is,  of  course,  of 
interest  to  all  South  Eastern  and  Eastern 
Europe  that  the  greatest  possible  free- 
dom of  trade  and  of  navigation  should 
prevail  in  these  parts  oi  the  world. 
There  are  many  other  matters  which  are 
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of  interest  to  Europe  generally;  and  I 
think  we  may  feel  confident  that  thorn 
nations  which  have  closer  interests  than 
ourselves  in  these  matters  will  take  can 
at  the  time  they  think  best  and  moftt 
convenient  to  protect  their  interests, 
which  are  after  all  the  interests  of  lh« 
civilised  world.  If  caUed  upon,  we  shall 
not  be  found  wanting  in  taking  our  pert 
with  those  having  common  objects  with 
us.  But  there  are  other  interests,  whk^ 
are  in  a  manner  peculiar  to  oursahreiu 
When  I  say  peculiar  to  ourselves,  I  do 
not  mean  ihat  we  are  the  onlynatioB 
concerned  in  them,  but  we  are  intarastsd 
in  them  so  specially  that  in  a  sense  ihef 
may  be  said  to  be  peculiar  to  us.  1 
refer  more  especially  to  India.  Nov, 
our  road  to  India — whatever  that  rosd 
may  be — is  of  great  importaaoe  to  w. 
It  is  of  great  importance  that  that  road 
should  be  kept  open  and  safe.  It  is  not 
a  question  of  the  invasion  of  India  hj 
great  marches  to  be  made  from  places  si 
an  immense  distance,  and  through  t 
very  difficult  country,  with  I  do  not 
know  how  many  horses  and  cannons  ■ 
these  are  not  the  points  we  have  to  look 
at ;  but  you  have  to  look  to  keeping  opa 
the  direct  line  to  India  itself  and  see  thai 
it  is  not  blocked  or  stopped.  And  we  do 
attach  verv  great  importance  to,  aad 
nothing  will  escape  our  vigilant  attsn- 
tion  which  bears  upon,  the  protection  of 
the  Suez  Canal  and  Egypt  itself  in  s 
minor,  but  still  in  an  important  degree. 
It  is,  in  fact,  easy  to  see  many  ways  is 
which  our  interests  may  be  affected,  and 
it  is  equally  easy  to  say  that  we  ave  un- 
able to  foretell  what  points  may  poseiUT 
be  challenged.  We  must  wait  and  see. 
Of  course,  my  right  hon.  Friend  did  not 

Eretend  to  give  an  exhaustive  list,  bot 
e  indicated  in  a  clear  and  distinct  msn- 
ner  that  our  direct  road  to  India  shookl 
above  all  things  be  preserved.  Now,  Sir. 
I  hope  I  have  sufficiently  indicated  what 
the  present  policy  of  the  Govemmoit  is. 
We  desire  to  maintain  a  strict  neutra- 
lity. We  desire  to  watch  over  the  in- 
terests of  England;  and  in  the  main- 
tenance of  these  objects  we  desire  to  be 
vigUant,  and  at  the  same  time  not  to  be 
over-hasty.  Care  must  be  taken  to  keep 
everything  in  our  eyes — to  watch  and 
to  see  everything,  so  as  not  to  rash  sad- 
denlv  or  prematurely  against  dsnger 
whion,  after  all,  may  prove  to  be  on]|y 
imaginaiy ;  to  act  so  as  not  to  provoke 
a  contest  by  unwise  or  hasty  oondoot  on 
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oar  part.    I  rejoice  to  think,  Sir,  that 
'whatever  may  be  the  result  of  this  debate 
as  regards  the  Division  we  are  about  to 
enter  upon,  at  all  events  one  effect  of  the 
debate  will  have  been  very  much  to  dear 
the  mind  of  the  country  with  regard  to 
the  actual  position  of  this  matter ;  for  it 
isy   in  my  opinion,  of  the  highest  im- 
portance that  not  only  the  House  of 
Oommons,   but  the  country  should  be 
aware  of  the  attitude  which  the  Oovem- 
ment  recommend  the  country  to  take,  and 
which  the  GK^vemment  are  wiUing  to 
take,  in  connection  with  foreign  nations. 
We  are  told — "  Oh,  you  are  speaking, 
you  are  writing,  and  taking  steps  of  this 
kind  and  that  kind,  while  ouer  countries 
are  maintaining  a  discreet  and  prudent 
silence."    I  do  not  know  whether  silence 
or  outspokenness  be  the  best  policy  in 
these  matters  or  not,  but  this  I  know — in 
this  country  there  is  no  choice.    When 
we  have  come  to  such  a  time  as  the  pre- 
sent there  is  no  choice  for  us  but  to  speak 
openly  and  fruikly.    We  desire  to  have 
no  concealments,  no  mystifications  as  re- 
gards either  this  House,  the  coimtry,  or 
foreign  nations.    It  is  said  that  we  are 
alone.    Well,  I  do  not  know  whether 
other  nations  are  or  are  not  contemplating 
any  similar  action ;  but,  at  all  events,  we 
have  been  the  first  to  express  our  opinion 
in  iinmista^eable  terms,  terms  which  I 
cannot  acknowledge  to  have  been  pro- 
perly described,  as  some  speakers  have 
described  them,  as '' insulting"  or  '<  pro- 
vocative."   It  is  true  we  have  been  the 
first  to  express  our  dissent  from  the  con- 
duct which  Bussia  has,  unfortunately  we 
think,  thought  it  her  duty  to  pursue; 
but  when  we  did  so,  we  only  did  that 
which  it  was  our  duty  as  Englishmen  to 
do;  and  though  it  may  be  very  oon- 
venient  for  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
taunt  us  by  saying  that  this  was  ''  a  pro- 
vocative   despatch,"    and   that  it  was 
« one  of  the  worst  conceived  and  most 
improper  "  that  they  ever  remember,  yet 
I  have  not  made  out  whether  to  the 
mind  of  the  Great  Power  to  which  it  is 
addressed,   or  to  the   minds  of  other 
Great  Powers,  it  will  present  itself  in 
any  such  form.    I  think  they  will  rather 
say  that  Her   Majesty's  Government, 
having   adopted    a   particular   line  of 
policy,  and  impressed  it  upon  the  other 
rowers,  showed  that  they  were  prepared 
to  adhere  to  it.    At  all  events,  we  have 
used  no  expressions  against  which  any 
remonstrances  can  properly  be  made. 


We  have  said  nothing  that  is  not  con- 
sistent   with    our   perfect   respect    for 
Eussia,  while  we  nave  thought  it  our 
duty  to  protest  and  say  that  we  cannot 
approve  her  conduct,  and  that  she  must 
not  be  understood  as  going  forth  as  our 
Bepresentative.    The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford,  who  is  exceedingly 
ingenious  in  his  arguments,  has  said — 
**  How  you  condemn  yours^ves  in  that 
argument  of  yours  about  this  despatch 
when  you  say  it  was  necessary  to  write 
it  in  order  that  you  might  not  be  sup- 
posed to  acquiesce  in  the  policy  of  Russia ! 
Other  countries  did  not  answer,  and, 
therefore,  you  need  not  have  answered." 
It  has  also  been  said,  that  by  their  not 
answering,  therefore  they  must  be  sup- 
posed to  approve  of  the  policy  which  has 
been  followed.    I  see,  1  confess,  no  sig- 
nificance in  that  arg^ument.    This  I  will 
point  out — that  we  were  in  a  special 
manner  bound,  and  it  lay  more  on  us 
than  on  any  other  nation  to  write  in  this 
matter,  because  Her  Majesty's  (Govern- 
ment was,  as  it  were,  the  spokesman  of 
Europe    in  these  latter  arrangements. 
It  was  very  much  in  consequence  of  the 
arrauKements    going    on   between  the 
Briti£  Government  and   the  Russian 
Government   -that    the    Protocol   was 
brought  into  existence.    You  condemn 
that  Protocol  in  language  which  would 
lead   one  to  think  that  the    Protocol 
orififinated  with  us.    It  did  not  originate 
wim  us ;  the  Protocol  was  the  proposal 
of  Russia,  and  embodied  her  views  of  an 
arrangement  which,  if  it  were  accepted, 
would,  she  said,  enable  her  to  demobilize 
her  Forces  and  to  disarm.    In  that  pro- 
posal there  was  not  one  word  aoout 
force,  and  yet  we  are  told  tiiat  Russia 
firom  the  first  said  that  force  and  nothing 
but  force  would  answer.  The  noble  Lord 
opposite  told  us  that  we  knew  Russia 
would  not  aocept  promises  only;  but  does 
he  mean  to  say  we  were  notto  believe  Rus- 
sia when  she  told  us  that  this  Protocol 
would  so  far  satisfy  her  that  she  would 
be  willing  to  withdraw  her  Forces  to  give 
Turkey  an  opportunity  of  trying  the  ex- 
periment she  was  about  to  try?    That 
was    the    language    deliberately    and 
voluntarily  used  by  Russia,  and  in  ac- 
cepting the  Protocol  proposed  b^  Russia 
we  were  not  ourselves  proposing  any- 
thing in  the  nature  of  a  sham  but  were 
accepting  that  which,  even  now,  I  be- 
lieve was   honestly  proposed   and  in- 
tended by  Russia  as  a  means  of  putting 
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off  the  unfortunate  struggle  whioli  we  so 
much  deplore.    I  beHeve  I  have  touched 
upon  nearly  all  that  is  necessary  to  refer 
to  in  this  part  of  the  debate.     One  word 
now  as  to  the  very  able  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Court- 
ney).   No  man  who  has  spoken  in  this 
debate  has  put  his  points  so  neatly,  or 
brought  out  his  arguments  more  logi- 
cally ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  no  man  has 
produced  arguments  so  little  acceptable 
to  what  I  believe  to  be  the  general  sense 
of  the   House.     The  hon.    Gentleman 
said — **  I  do  not  shrink  from  the  argu- 
ment which  you  use  that  coercion  must 
mean  war.    I  do  mean  war  if  necessary. 
I  am  prepared  not  only  for  war,  but  for 
dismemberment.''      The  hon.    Gentle- 
man has  the  courage  of  his  opinions, 
and  he  went  on    to    say  one   or  two 
things  which  from   one  point  of  view 
I    was    sorry   he    should    have    said, 
though  it    is    not   altoeether  unsatis- 
factory to    us   who    hold    a   different 
opinion  that  such  observations  should 
come  from  so  able  an  opponent.    He 
went  on  to  say  that  he  recommended 
war  because  it  would  be  ''  very  easy  and 
safe."    He  told  us  that  there  woidd  be 
no  risk,  and  that  combining  with  the 
other  Powers  of  Europe  we  could  carry 
on  such  a  war  in  safety.    And  then  he 
proceeded  to  refer  to  the  jealousies  and 
dangers  of  quarrels  which  exist  between 
the  different  Powers,   and  to  ask,    in 
effect — **Why  do  not  you  throw  the 
carcase  of  Turkey  to  this  great  pack  of 
dogs  to  prevent  them  fighting  with  each 
other  ?  '*  That  is  the  noble  policy  advo- 
cated by  the  hon.  Member ;  ana  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  it  was  the  logical 
conclusion  of  his  speech.   Well,  we  have 
been  told  that  we  might  safely  have 
joined  with  other  Powers  in  threatening 
coercion,  because,  as  some  say,  the  ap- 
pHoation  of  pressure  would  have  secured 
its  object ;  and  because,  as  others  say, 
our  force  would  have  been  so  great  as 
to  secure  the  accomplishment  of   our 
object.    But  we  already  know  something 
as  to  what  it  is  to  act  with  other  Powers. 
Are  there  not  some  hon.  Members  here 
who  remember  what  happened  in  the 
case  of  Mexico?    We  entered  into  an 
Expedition  with  others  to  that  country 
in  order  to  obtain  certain  results ;  but 
we  had  not  gone  very  far,  when  it  was 
found  that  one  of  our  Allies  had  other 
objects  in  view  with  which  we  could  not 
agree,  and  so  the  Expedition  had  to  turn 
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back.  If  in  connection  with  this  Eaatcn 
Question  we  had  joined  with  oUmt 
European  Powers  in  coercion,  mi^  vt 
not  have  found,  afber  we  had  been  laiilT 
entangled,  that  we  were  mixed  up  with 
those  who  had  other  designs  in  view^ 
that  the  improvement  of  the  oonditi« 
of  the  Bulgarians  or  the  BosniaiiB  wu 
not  the  omy  object  sought  to  be  ac- 
complished? In  that  case  we  ihoald 
certainly  have  found  ourselves  in  a  diffi- 
culty which  would  have  been  of  a  venr 
embarrassing  oharaoter.  Ithinkwewvrv 
prudent  and  wise  in  what  we  did,  aad 
that  the  country  may  conffratolate  itielf 
upon  the  course  we  have  followed.  W# 
have  not  entered  into  any  a1liaiH>e  is 
this  matter.  We  have  kept  ounelTei 
perfectly  free ;  so  that  in  whatever  pen- 
tion  we  may  find  ourselves — ^whether  it 
be  in  connection  with  any  settlemwit 
which  I  hope  we  may  speedily  be  calkd 
upon  to  take  part  in,  or  whether  it  be  i& 
any  other  way — England  shall  be  frv* 
to  act  for  herself.  I  believe  that  tht 
interests  of  England  in  this  matter, 
thouffh  they  may  be  in  a  certain  soim 
selfish,  are  at  the  same  time  very  hsmI- 
fish — that  is  to  say,  they  are  interetli 
which  are  not  peculiar  to  herself  bot 
interests  which  she  has  in  common  witk 
all  other  countries.  The  interests  of 
England  consist  in  the  maintenanos  of 
peace  and  prosperity  throughout  th^ 
world ;  and  depend  upon  it,  in  whalefvr 
position  we  may  find  ourselves,  and 
whatever  may  be  the  complicationt  ix 
which  we  may  be  placed,  we  shall  pana« 
that  policy  wnich  we  believe  to  be  aKk^ 
good  for  this  country  and  for  the  worid 
at  larffe,  without  fear  and  witboat 
reproaoi. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  am  not 
able  to  concur  in  the  accuracy  of  the  re- 
cital given  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  of 
the  circumstances  under  which  we  anirtd 
at  the  present  debate.  He  has  laid  his 
version  before  the  House ;  I  will  pro« 
ceed  to  lay  mine ;  it  will  be  for  others  to 
judge  between  us.  It  will  be  admitted 
that  I  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  t 
series  of  Resolutions  containing  matter 
which  challenged  the  policy  of  the  Oo- 
vemment.  Immediately  there  were  giren 
two  Notices  of  Motion  for  the  Prsrioai 
Question ;  one  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Maidstone  (Sir  John  Lob* 
bode),  and  the  other,  at  an  earlier  dats 
—even  in  anticipation  of  the  exact  termi 
of  my  Resolutions — ^bj  the  hon.  Geo- 
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ileman  the  Member  for  ChnBtohtircli 
(Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff).  In  xnoying 
the  Previous  Question,  an  issue  upon 
the  policy  of  the  Government  was  dis- 
tinctly declined;  and  my  right  hon. 
Friend  now  complains  that  he  was  pre- 
vented from  enabling  us,  through  an 
Amendment  on  the  merits,  to  join  issue 
with  the  Government  in  consequence  of 
the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Maidstope,  who  only  offered  to  withdraw 
his  Notice  of  the  Previous  Question, 
when  an  Amendment,  likely  to  be  incon- 
venient to  Ministers,  had  been  announced 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Had- 
dingtonshire (Lord  Elcho).  That  is  an 
inaccurate  statement.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Maidstone  distinctly  offered  to  with- 
draw his  Notice  of  the  Previous  Ques- 
tion, in  order  to  make  way,  either  for 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Hadding^nshire,  or  for  any 
other  Amendment  which  would  raise  a 

fractical  issue.  [  CHmtb,  and  ''  No,  no ! "] 
t  is  futile  to  question  my  statement. 
The  words  of  my  hon.  Friend  are  in  the 
recollection  of  many  besides  myself.  I 
can  further  prove  them  by  reference  to 
what  I  myself  at  once  said  on  hearing 
them.  On  hearing  his  words  I  rose  in 
my  place,  and,  considering  the  Notice  of 
the  non.  Member  for  Maidstone  as  vir- 
tually withdrawn,  I  asked  my^ght  hon. 
Friend  whether  he  would  use  his  influ- 
ence to  induce  the  hon.  Member  for 
Christchurch  to  withdraw  his  Notice,  in 
order  that  the  ground  might  thus  be 
cleared.  My  right  hon.  Friend  distinctly 
declined  so  to  use  his  influence.  [  Cheers, 
and ''No,  no Vn 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  The  Notice  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire  was 
on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Certainly  it  was. 
And  what  then  ?  It  was  itself  open  to 
any  Amendment  you  might  move,  if  the 
noble  Lord  adhered  to  it ;  but  who  can 
believe  that  a  Member  so  devoted  as  the 
noble  Lord  to  the  interests  of  the  (Go- 
vernment, would  not  have  given  way, 
as,  indeed,  he  has  now  given  way  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Christchurch  ?  The  fact, 
then,  stands  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Maidstone  was  ready  to  give  way ;  that 
the  (Government  declined  to  ask  the 
Member  for  Christchurch  to  give  way ; 
and  that  the  statement  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  is  not  accurate.  Finding,  then, 
Sir,  that  my  series  of  Besolutions  was 


not  to  be  allowed  to  be  debated  on  the 
merits,  but  that  I  was  to  be  smothered 
by  the  Previous  Question,  I  certainly  did 
in  my  own  mind  decide  not  to  imdergo 
such  risks,  without  any  compensating 
advantage  whatever  in  proraiect,  as  1 
mieht  incur  if  I  asked  you.  Sir,  to  put 
each  of  these  Besolutions  from  the  Chair ; 
but  to  be  satisfied  with  a  decision  of  the 
House  on  the  first  of  these  Besolutions. 
It  was  that  announcement  which  I  made 
immediately  before  the  debate  began, 
extending,  however,  my  intention  to  the 
second  Resolution.  This  involved  no 
change  of  opinion  or  proceeding  what- 
ever on  my  part  as  to  the  later  Besolu- 
tions, but  it  relieved  my  noble  Friend 
near  me  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington), 
and  others  who  objected  to  the  later 
Besolutions,  from  any  difficulty  on  that 
score ;  and  as  to  the  limited  difference  of 
opinion  between  us,  which  prevented 
my  noble  Friend  firom  supporting  my 
entire  proposal,  I  need  not  attempt  to 
describe  or  dwell  upon  it,  for  I  can  dis- 
tinctly say  that  I  accept  without  any 
qualification  the  account  given  by  my 
noble  Friend  himself  in  ms  most  able 
and  manly  speech. 

It  will  not  be  possible  for  me,  in  the 
circumstances  of  this  evening,  to  dis- 
charge the  duty,  which  respect  for  hon. 
Members  would  make  me  anxious  to 
discharge,  of  noticing  the  various  and 
numerous  references  to  myself,  and  to 
my  speech  on  a  former  occasion,  which 
have  entered  so  largely  into  this  debate. 
I  am  sure,  then,  that  they  will  not 
ascribe  my  silence  on  any  of  these  mat- 
ters to  disrespect.  I  must,  however,  say 
one  word  with  regard  to  the  speedi  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Christchurch.  I 
believe  that  in  my  reference  to  his  de- 
clared sentiments  I  quoted  him  with 
perfect  accuracy ;  but  perhaps  we  do  not 
agree  on  that  subject.  I  do  not  refer  to 
his  speech  now  for  the  sake  of  discussing 
it;  but  he  introduced  into  the  debate 
certain  rumours,  which  he  seemed  to 
have  gathered  in  the  streets,  without  the 
smallest  semblance  of  authority,  in  re- 
gard to  correspondence  and  conversations 
of  mine.  Those  rumours  were  totally 
unworthy  to  be  brought  before  this 
House,  and  were  as  pure  trash  as  ever 
proceeded  from  the  mouth  of  man.  I 
hope  my  hon.  Friend  will  in  future  be  a 
litUe  more  particular  as  to  matter  which 
he  thinks  worthv  to  obtain  the  attention 
of  the  House,  for  I  do  not  deem  it  de- 
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sirable  that  our  time  should  be  oooupied 
by  such  trivial  ramoiirs,  and  by  rather 
summary  and  strong  denials  such  as  I 
am  obliged  to  give  to  them. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF:  I 
rise  to  Order.  I  did  not  mention  those 
statements  at  all  as  against  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman.  I  said  that  those  re- 
ports obtained  currency,  and  I  have 
heard  them  in  every  circle  where  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  is  talked  about. 
At  the  same  time,  I  said  I  should  not 
believe  them  unless  they  were  confirmed 
by  the  right  hon.  Oentleman.  I  said, 
also,  that  the  conduct  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  certainly  gave  a  certain  con- 
firmation to  the  rumours. 

Mr.  OLADSTONE  :  I  do  not  under- 
stand  in  what  sense  that  speech  is  a 
speech  to  Order.  It  really  appears  to 
me  that  as  the  rumours  were  mere 
rumours  and  utterly  worthless,  it  was 
not  convenient  that  refuse  of  that  kind 
should  enter  into  our  discussions.  I 
think  it  right  also  to  refer  to  a  point 
which  was  raised  by  a  strong  adherent 
of  the  Oovemment,  though  ne  sits  on 
this  side  of  the  House— I  mean  the  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  the  Member  for 
Stoke-upon-Trent  (Dr.  Kenealy).  He 
stated  that  the  course  I  had  taken  was 
one  opposed  to  Parliamentary  usase, 
and  that  it  was  not  the  practice  of  wis 
House  to  advert  to  the  proceedings  of 
foreign  Oovemments.  My  answer  is, 
that  on  grave  occasions  it  is,  and  always 
has  been,  the  practice  of  the  House  so  to 
do.  Her  Majesty,  at  the  commence- 
ment, for  example,  of  the  Orimean  War 
in  March,  1854,  was  pleased  to  notice 
the  conduct  of  the  Emperor  of  Bussia  in 
a  Message  to  this  House,  and  in  the 
Address  from  this  House  we  animad- 
verted severely  on  the  aggressive  spirit 
of  the  Emperor  of  Bussia,  and  upon  the 
danger  wnich  would  attend  the  indul- 
gence of  that  ag^eesive  spirit.  Her 
Majesty,  on  the  occasion  with  which  we 
are  now  dealing,  introduced  to  us  in  like 
manner  the  conduct  of  the  Turks  who 
committed  the  Bulgarian  massacres,  in 
connection  with  the  Eastern  Question,  in 
the  Speech  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Session.  The  House  was  thus  regularly 
seized  of  the  subject  by  the  proper 
authoritv,  and  was  perfectly  entitled,  in 
conformity  with  usage,  to  address  Her 
Majesty  upon  it,  either  then  or  now.  At 
that  time  we  contented  ourselves  with  a 
formal  Address,  and  I  now  ask  you  to 
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present  an  Address  whidi  is  one  of  nb- 
stance.  One  word  more  befare  I  eoae 
to  the  general  argument.  ThM  nobk 
Lord  the  Member  for  Haddingtoa^nr* 
touched  me  upon  a  point  on  whkh  I 
confess  I  am  g^^.  He  said  that  aerei 
might  be  covered  by  mv  pamphleta,  let- 
ters, and  speeches  on  this  su^ect.  Sir, 
I  must  confess  that  I  feel  myself  open 
to  the  rebuke,  and  I  kiss  the  rod  whidi 
the  noble  Lord  presents  to  me ;  fiir  I 
believe  all  my  pamphlets,  all  my  letten, 
and  all  my  speeches  on  the  subjaot  would 
almost  equal  in  their  length  the  speecbsi 
delivered  by  the  noble  Lord  himself  on 
the  Army  Purchase  Bill.  I  do  not  think 
it  very  desirable  that  these  things  thtmUd 
happen.  I  must  plead  the  enomoai 
difficulty  of  the  question,  its  raat  %xtmt 
and  the  neoessi^  under  which,  im  ooo- 
mon  with  many  more,  I  have  ftitt  mjmU 
to  lie,  of  carrying  on  a  popular  aetka 
for  the  avowed  purpose,  under  eztri- 
ordinary  circumstanoes,  of  modifying  sad 
influencing  the  action  of  Her  Majsstj'i 
Government. 

Now,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  €^entlaasa 
the  Home  Secretary  has  referred  to  tlM 
recent  expressions  of  popular  opinioiL  I 
think  he  said  that  the  meetings  wnichhsvt 
recently  been  held  were  meetings  to  oidsr. 
Well,  i£  they  were  meetings  to  order,  I 
wonder  whether,  with  all  the  infloeoo* 
of  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment,  he  eoold 
order  some  sinular  meetings.  The  Oo- 
vemment does  not  commonly  de^ia* 
popular  manifestations.  On  the  con- 
trary, in  this  and  that  Conservative  si> 
sociation,  and  in  the  large  gathenags 
and  combinations  of  these  assooiatiosi, 
there  is  an  incessant  activity  whenever 
it  can  be  brought  to  bear.  I  sacked 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  fth 
himself  in  a  condition  to  obtain  dedan- 
tions  from  meetings  in  support  of  his 
view,  he  would  not  have  spoken  of  tfaosi 
meednes  as  meetings  to  order.  Hs 
cannot  imitate ;  therefore  he  disparagei 
No  doubt  as  to  sonie  of  them — those 
connected  with  strictly  Party  organisa- 
tions— ^you  can  call  them  meetings  to 
order  if  you  like.  But  many  of  thsm 
also  were  called  in  the  regular  way  by 
the  local  authorities,  and  were  th«T 
meetings  to  order  ?  [An  hon.  Mum: 
Tes.]  Then  why  did  you  not  attsod 
them  f  As  you  sometimes  say  that  ths 
heart  and  sentiment  of  the  ooontry  a 
with  you,  why  did  not  your  adhsreati 
present   theniselves  and  overbear  the 
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audaoioos  minority,  wlio  have  been,  as 
you  say,  misrepresenting  the  coimtry? 
If  you  complain  of  the  mischief  the 
meetings  have  done,  why  do  yon  not,  by 
demonstrations  of  your  own,  neutralize 
that  mischief?  At  many  of  those  meet- 
ings opposition  was  offered;  but  the 
sense  of  the  meeting  in  support  of  the 
Hesolutions  was  indicated  by  most  over- 
whelming majorities.  Do  you  really 
think  that  the  gentlemen  of  Trinity 
College,  Cambridge,  met  to  order,  for 
the  purpose  of  petitioning  this  House  ? 
Why,  me  very  Peace  SSoieties  of  the 
connlry  did  not  shrink  from  supporting, 
not  one  or  two,  but  the  whole  of  the 
Kesolutions.  I  hold  in  my  hand — I 
will  not  trouble  the  House  with  it  now 
— an  account  of,  I  beliey^,  some  800 
meetings — a  greater  number  than  was 
held  within  the  same  time  in  the  sum- 
mer or  Autumn,  for  they  all  were  both 
prepared  and  convened  in  the  course  of 
about  a  week;  and  I  have  reports  of 
meetings  of  societies  devoted  to  the 
maintenance  of  peace  who,  notwith- 
standing, saw  or  Delieved  they  saw,  in 
the  poHcy  of  the  Eesolutions  the  only 
mooe  of  making  peace  secure,  or  rather 
of  restoring  it  now  that  it  has  been 
broken. 

So  much.  Sir,  for  the  manifestations 
of  omnion.  But  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  l^chequer  seems 
not  quite  to  understand  the  issue  which 
has  been  raised  on  this  occasion;  and 
the  Home  Secretary  complained  griev- 
ously that  we  had  represented  the  Go- 
vernment as  not  being  an  united  Qto- 
vemment.  Such  a  thing  he  thinks  in- 
tolerable. Many  things,  however,  are 
intolerable  which,  nevertheless,  have  to 
be  borne,  and  in  this  case  justly.  Such 
a  thing,  he  said,  ouffht  not  to  be  done, 
unless  evidence  of  the  fact  were  forth- 
coming. Well,  I  have  produced  evi- 
dence; but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
took  no  notice  of  it  whatever.  I  have 
already  shown  at  the  opening  of  this 
debate,  in  lono^,  and  I  fear  wearisome, 
detail,  the  conflict  of  speech  with  speech, 
of  despatch  with  despatch.  I  have 
shown  the  conflict  between  Sir  Henry 
Elliot  and  Lord  Derby — no,  Lord  Salis- 
bury— nay,  but  it  is  the  conflict  between 
Sir  Henry  Elliot  and  Lord  Derby — 
there  have  been  so  many  of  those  con- 
flicts. The  conflict  between  Sir  Henry 
Elliot  and  Lord  Derby  turned  upon  the 
declaration   of  the   Ambassador — that 


British  interests  were  to  determine  the 
British  estimate  of  the  massacres  in 
Bulgaria.  Lord  Derby,  on  the  other 
hand,  said  that  British  interests  could 
determine  no  such  thing.  He  declared 
in  manly  terms  that  there  were  no  in- 
terests which  could  justify  the  toleration 
of  such  enormities.  This  was  very  good 
and  very  fine.  But  time  passed  on. 
The  echo  of  these  words  died  away.  Sir 
Henry  Elliot  has  now  the  best  of  it.  For 
the  massacres  are  tolerated;  the  Turk 
refuses  to  pimish  them ;  and  you  are 
now  refusing  to  complain  of  this  re- 
fusal— refusing  to  adopt  measures  to 
to  prevent  their  repetition,  and  con- 
demning the  only  Power  which  has 
shown  a  disposition  to  adopt  such 
measures.  Our  estimate  of  the  mas- 
sacres has  gradually  receded  into 
the  shade,  while  the  maintenance  of 
British  interests  is  again,  by  the  vote  of 
to-night,  to  be  placed  in  the  foreground. 
This  conflict  between  the  Minister 
and  the  Ambassador  who  served  him 
was  the  first  which  I  pointed  out.  I 
went  on  to  point  out  many  more.  I 
will  say  that,  although  several  Cabinet 
Ministers  have  spoken,  not  one  of  them 
has  attempted  to  show  that  their  several 
declarations  are  in  harmony.  I  listened 
with  satisfaction  to  several  parts  of  the 
Home  Secretary's  speech,  because  it  was 
evidently  the  speech  of  a  man  who 
spoke  with  manly  sincerity.  But  the 
speech  was  of  a  spirit  entirely  at  variance 
with  the  spirit  of  the  despatch  to  Prince 
Gortchakoff,  which  was  issued  to  us  on 
the  same  day.  The  speech  of  the  Home 
Secretary  emphatically  cast  off  the  de- 
fence of  Turkey.  But  that  was  not  the 
case  with  the  despatch  to  which  I  al- 
lude. My  right  hon.  Friend  says  that 
the  despatch  is  not  regarded  as  hostile 
to  Eussia  in  the  other  European  Courts ; 
but  it  is  somewhat  remarkable  that  none 
of  the  other  Courts  have  written  any 
despatch  of  the  kind  to  Eussia.  There 
can  be  no  doubt,  at  any  rate,  of  this — 
that  when  the  Conference  was  sitting  at 
Constantinople,  Lord  Salisbury  was  in- 
structed to  warn  the  Sultan  that  the 
consequeuces  of  a  declaration  of  war 
with  Kussia  wotdd  be  on  his  own  head. 
He  did  so  warn  the  Porte.  He  charged 
upon  it  the  entire  responsibility  of  the 
consequeuces.  But  of  what  consequences? 
Only  of  those  which  could  reasonably 
follow.  Turkey  could  not  be  responsible 
for  any  consequences  which  might  flow 
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from  either  the  selfishness  or  the  rash- 
ness of  other  Powers.  War  was  the 
consequence  intended,  and  intended  as 
the  probable  and  natural  result  of  the 
refusals  of  Turkey.  War  has  followed ; 
and  now  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
forgetting  all  they  had  said  about  the 
responsibility  ofTurkey,  denounce  Eussia 
as  oreaking  a  Treaty,  as  acting  without 
any  reasonable  warrant,  and  in  effect  as 
responsible  for  the  war. 

In  the  reply  to  Prince  Oortchakoff, 
we  are  told  an  entirely  different  story 
from  the  story  told  by  Lord  Salisbury 
at  Constantinople:  We  are  told  that  it 
was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the  hope 
of  obtaining  reforms  in  Turkey  through 
Turkish  aeency  was  an  imreasonable 
one,  and  that  they  would  probably  be 
obtained  by  the  exercise  of  patience  and 
moderation.  This  is  a  flat  contradiction 
of  the  whole  basis  upon  which  the  pro- 
posals for  the  Conference,  and  the  Con- 
ference itself,  were  arranged  and  carried 
through.  With  this  contrariety  of  pro- 
ceeding on  the  part  of  the  Goremment, 
it  is  impossible  that  there  should  not  be 
a  theory  raised  to  the  effect  that  there 
were  differences  among  its  Members. 
When  the  speeches  of  "Lord  Beaconsfield 
are  compared  with  the  speeches  and 
letters  of  Lord  Salisbury,  it  is  impossible 
not  to  see  that  they  have  not  been  oiotated 
by  the  same  spirit.  The  speech  of  the 
Home  Secretary  was,  in  certain  respects, 
very  satisfactory,  and  that  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  some  similar 
features ;  but  who  can  tell  whether  their 
declarations  may  not  be  qualified  or  re- 
versed to-morrow?  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  told  the  House  what 
was  thought  of  the  Answer  to  Prince 
Gortchakoff  in  other  countries,  but  he 
omitted  to  say  what  had  been  its  effect 
in  Turkev.  Li  the  newspaper  which 
most  faitnftdly  and  consistently  repre- 
sents in  this  country  Turkish  views,  ap- 
parently pure  and  fresh  from  the  foim- 
tain  head,  a  telegram  has  recently  ap- 
peared announcing  from  Constantinople 
that  the  Answer  had  at  once  revived  the 
hopes  of  Turkey.  It  has  brought  back 
into  the  Turkish  mind  that  most  mis- 
chievous belief  that  she  might  relv  upon 
England  in  the  last  resort  A  telegram 
of  to-day  alleged  that  that  most  sage 
political  body  called  the  Turkish  Par- 
liament had  thought  it  worth  while  to 
refer  to  this  subject,  and  if  that  tele- 
gpram  be  authentic,  it  is  evident  that  the 
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Answer  of  Lord  Derby  has  drawn  fortK 
expressions  of  gratitude  from  Turkey. 
I  wish  to  know  whether  that  is  an  mu- 
thentic  telegram,  and  I  am  sorry  not  to 
witness  any  sign  that  it  is  otherwise. 
In  these  circumstances.  Her  Maje«Cj*t 
Government  cannot  be  fmrprised  wliea  I 
say  that  a  kind  of  dualism  appeaxv  tu 
me  to  pervade  all  their  later  policy 
The  earher  policy,  until  after  the  c\nim 
of  the  last  Session,  was  nearly  nnilbm 
in  badness.  Since  it  was  changed,  a 
good  and  an  evil  spirit  seemed  to  be  ia 
constant  struggle  for  the  determination 
of  its  character.  The  result  has  been  a 
constant  shifting  of  aspects.  It  hmM 
been  the  policy  of  the  doable-minded 
man,  unstable  in  all  his  ways.  W« 
ought,  then,  to  make  endeavours  to  dear 
that  policy  from  ambiguity. 

And,  Sir,  I  must  go  a  step  furtber. 
These  endeavours  can  hardly  end  witL 
the  present  debate.  For  we  believe  w 
have  with  us  the  convictions  of  the 
country ;  and  with  this  belief  it  is 
duty  to  labour  to  give  effect  to 
convictions  in  the  action  of  the  Gorem- 
ment.  Finding,  then.  Sir,  an  entir* 
want  of  oonsecutiveness  and  oonsietei^ey 
in  the  proceedings  of  the  last  six  mrfcwrti^ 
I  naturally  ascribe  to  this  cause  what 
has  actually  happened.  It  is 
that  in  all  their  purposes,  from  _ 
ning  to  end.  Her  Majeshr's  Gk>venun«Bt 
have  entirely  failed.  I  will  give  yoa 
the  shortestpossible  catalogue  of  tliieaL 
When  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheoacr 
first  opened  his  lips  during  the  last  bes- 
sion,  he  evidently  spoke  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  as  a  whole,  and  on  thtt 
great  subject  he  said,  we  intend  to  ob- 
serve neutrality  ourselves,  and  we  ex- 
pect it  to  be  observed  by  others.  What 
answer  did  Bussia  give  to  that  dedaxa- 
tion?  She  gave  an  answer  by  direct 
and  palpable  interference  in  the  Serriaa 
War.  My  right  hon.  Friend's  declara- 
tion was  made  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment. We  have  been  waned 
against  those  who  are  willing  to  me 
strong  words,  but  are  not  willing  to 
carry  those  words  into  effect.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  himself  has  repeateolj  laid 
down  the  rule  that  you  soould  never 
use  strong  lan^age  unless  you  are  pre- 
pared to  carry  it  into  action.  I  can  rad 
very  little  in  the  history  of  the  last  mx 
months  on  the  part  of  Her  Miyeatj's 
Government  except  successive  iti«»a^^*,|, 
of  strong  language,  sometimes  in  favovr 
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of  Turkey,  sometimes  a^^ainst  Turkey, 
which  has  never  yet,  in  either  case,  be^ 
carried  into  effect. 

What  was  the  first  declaration  of 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  from  the 
mouth  of  the  Prime  Minister?  That 
they  desired  and  would  endeavour  to 
re-establish  the  status  quo  in  Turkey. 
Do  we  hear  now  of  the  re-estabUshment 
of  Uie  status  quo  in  Turkey?  They 
were,  next,  to  maintain  the  independence 
and  integrity  of  Turkey.  I  am  afraid 
that  they  have  saorificea  a  great  deal  of 
their  own  duty  in  order  to  maintain  the 
independence  and  integrity  of  Turkey, 
and  that  they  have  shrunk  from  the 
redemption  of  honourable  obligations 
which  this  nation  has  incurred;  but 
have  they  maintained  Turkey's  integrity 
and  independence  ?  Turkey  herself  has 
something  to  say  upon  that  subject.  She 
says  that  in  the  Conference  at  Constan- 
tinople proposals  were  made  which  went 
directly  against  her  integrity  and  inde- 
pendence. Nor  was  this  the  only  blow 
you  struck  at  her.  On  the  occasion  of 
the  recent  Protocol,  she  declared  that 
by  that  Protocol  her  independence  and 
integrity  were  violated  and  destroyed, 
and  this  she  declared  truly ;  for  the  sur- 
veillance, which  by  that  Protocol  you 
declared  yourselves  ready  to  estabush 
over  the  government  of  her  Christian 
subjects,  was  beyond  all  doubt  funda- 
mentally at  variance  with  the  indepen- 
dence of  the  Ottoman  Government. 
Well,  then,  we  were  to  maintain  the 
Treaties  of  1856.  I  want  to  know  what 
became  of  the  Treaty  of  Paris  when  the 
Protocol  of  last  March  had  been  siened  ? 
After  that  announcement  of  surveiUance, 
which  is  interference,  by  the  joint  action 
of  the  Powers  of  Europe,  what  became 
of  ihe  Treaty  of  1856,  under  which  the 
Powers  had  formally  renounced  every- 
thing in  the  nature  of  a  Treaty-right  to 
intenere  ?  Well,  what  were  the  other 
objects  ?  Another  object  was  to  improve 
the  condition  of  the  Christians.  But, 
Sir,  their  condition  has  never  been  so 
bad  as  during  the  last  12  months.  In- 
stead of  its  being  improved,  the  passions 
of  the  dominant  caste*  and  the  licence  of 
the  servants  and  agents  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  have  been  let  loose  on  the  Christians 
without  limit  or  restraint ;  and  the  first 
dawn  of  mitigation  and  alleviation  in 
their  condition,  as  to  the  Province  of 
Bulgaria,  has  been  since  Bussia  set 
her  Armies  in  motion ;  and  yet  we  were 
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Exchequer.    Mj  noble  Friend  near  me 
has  explained  the  amount  of  difference 
between  himself  and  me  in  regard  to  a 
portion  of  these  Besolutions.   My  noble 
friend  thinks,   and  I  respectfully  pre- 
sume to  differ  from  him,  tnat  the  time 
has  passed  when  the  attempt  to  settle 
this  matter  bj  the  authority  of  Europe 
could  usefully  and  successfully  have  been 
made.    I  see  no  eyidence  which  should 
bring  me  to  that  conclusion.     I  hare 
spoken  of  the  yery  remarkable  expres- 
sion of  feeling  in  the  country  during  the 
last  few  days.    There  are  other  indica- 
tions which  may  proye  more  conyincing 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  as  they  arise, 
in  connection  with  local  elections  from 
time  to  time ;  but,  for  myself,  I  am  bound 
to  say  I  haye  been  profoundly  struck  by 
the  courage  and  promptitude  with  which 
the  country  has  shown  a  disposition  to 
recogpiize  its  entire  obligations,  and  to 
look  at  the  question  in  all  its  breadth. 
We  haye  a  minor  and  a  major  issue  be- 
fore us  on  this  occasion.     The  minor 
issue,  which  appears  to  me  yaluable  and 
necessary  in  itself,  and  which  is  also  the 
first  in  order  of  the  two,  is  set  out  in  the 
first  two  Resolutions.   The  major  is  that 
which  is  principally  contained  in  the 
fourth '  Besolution,  and  to  which  I  feel 
myself  unalterably  attached.    It  cannot 
be  too  dearly  imderstood  that  with  re- 
gard to  these  Besolutions  I  withdraw 
nothing,  and  I  alter  nothing.  If  they  are 
not  put  from  the  Chair   successiyely, 
froxn  first  to  last,  that  is  a  pure  matter 
of  form,  and  a  yery  common  method  of 
procedure  when  the  House  has  giyen  a 
decisiye  yerdict.      Our   duty  and    our 
honour,  as  I  think,  bind  us  to  that  which 
I  haye  called  the  major  issue.    The  ma- 
jor issue  is  this  oonUngent  coercion  by 
united  Europe,  or  by  an  adequate  com- 
bination of  European   Powers,  is  the 
liffitimate  weapon    by  which,  and    by 
which  alone,  we  can  reasonably  expect 
to  arriye  at  a  safe  and  satisfactory  set- 
tlement of  the  Eastern  Question.    My 
right  hon.  Friend   committed  a  yenicd 
error  in  quoting  a  passage  from  a  speech 
of  mine  on  this  point.    1  most  distinctly 
stated  in  that  speech,  deliyered  on  the 
9th  of  last  September,  that  in  my  yiew 
no  settlement  could  be  entirely  satisfac- 
tory unless  it  was  effected  by  measures 
taken  on  the  part  of  united  Europe.  The 
noble  lord  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  (Yisoount  Sandon)  spoke  in  this 
debate  in  a  tone  of  which  no  one  could 
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complain,  and  with  an  ability  whkh  I 
am  glad  to  see  is  heredituy  in  kis 
fami^.  He  made  a  peremptorr  dsinaad 
upon  me.  **  Do  you  mean  war  r  Do  70a 
mean  war  by  England  in  ooneert  wi^ 
Buasia  ?    Let  me  haye  Yet  or  No— no 
other  answer  will  suffice ;  and  I  dsmaad 
an  answer."    He  shall  haye  one.    ICj 
answer  is,  No.    Here  let  me  atata  at  tk« 
outset  that   these  Reeolutiona  do  not 
contemplate  England's  sole  alliance  with 
Eussia.  All  theDestargamentainlaTQo 
of  a  combination  with  Buasia  imidy  that 
Eussia  should  be  placed  in  onion  with 
influences  weightier  in  the   aggraoat* 
and  more  powerful  than  her  own.   Suk 
action  as  that  I  belieye  would  be  m£t ; 
but  I  am  by  no  means  prepared  to  mj 
that  t^e  iidAuence  of  Fmgland  in  sole 
combination  with  Bussia  would  be  ci 
that  entirely  safe  and  satiafiEurtoiy  cha- 
racter.   I,  therefore,  suspend  any  jiidf- 
ment  on  a  question  which  reaUy  has  not 
arisen.  But  I  will  meet  the  ohalkiigt  d 
the  noble  Lord,  although  I  mi^t  ob- 
ject to  being  put  to  say  **  Yea  "  or  "  No** 
to  any  question  whateyer.     I  think  that 
was  the  form  in  which  the  peopk  d 
France  were  called  upon  to  yote  thsir 
plebiscites.     I    might   point    oat  thtt 
I  had  been  trained   in  an    axoelkct 
political    school,   one   of    the    ftrnda- 
mental  maxims  of  which  was  that  no 
one  should  be  content  with  two  ooonH. 
but  should  haye  at  least  three.    I  do  aot 
deny  thdt  coercion  inyolyet  the  pomfai* 
lity  of  war ;  but  I  say  that  history  ahoii 
that  coercion  adequately  supported  «ai 
in  a  good  cause,  need  not  be  followed  hf 
war.     I  hope  the  Under  Seoretaiy  d    I 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bouk*;    | 
has,  after  the  speech  of  my  hen.  and 
learned  Friend  tne  Member  for  Oxkti 
City  (Sir  William  Haroourt),  giyen  np 
all  attempts  to  maintain  that  Mr.  Ou- 
ning,  in  the  case  of  the  Oreek  Berdn- 
tion,  did  not  contemplate  the    use  d 
force.    Although  the  Treaty  of  1 837  did 
not  use  the  word  **  force,"  yet  in  its  ad- 
ditional Articles,  it  as  plwdy  oontsn- 
plated  force  as  if  the  word  nad  bssB 
actually  employed.    In  the  InstmotioQc 
which  were  giyen  to  the  admirals  a  law 
days  after  the  signing  of  the  Treaty,  tht 
implication  was  quite    as  clear;  aad 
again,  in  the  further  instmotionA  which 
were  subsequently  giyen  to  the  admirmlti 
under  the  administration  of  Lord  God*- 
rich,  and  when  Lord  Dudley  was  itOl 
the  Foreign  Minister,  the  word  *'  foivt " 


965        lUEoitem  Quettian.        {May  14,  1877}  Besolutum  {Mr.  Gladstone).  966 

in  Europe  has  been  occupied  by  bostile 
troops,  but  Turkey  has  neyer  waited  for 
the  oeoupation  of  her  capital.  Long 
before  her  enemy  has  reached  Constan- 
tinople, she  has  taken  care  to  make  her 
peace.  Therefore,  from  our  whole  expe- 
rience of  Turkey,  it  is  an  idle  and  Tision- 
ary  pretext  to  suppose  that  war  between 
Turkey  and  united  Europe,  or  war  even 
between  Turkey  and  any  great  combina- 
tion of  the  Powers  would  have  been  the 
result  of  a  threat  of  coercion.  No  country 
in  the  world  is  less  troubled  with  the 
fever  of  chiyalry  than  the  Turkey  of  to- 
day. But,  Sir,  is  there  an  united  Europe  ? 
There  is  not,  there  never  has  been  an 
united  Europe;  but  only  because  you 
haveprevented  it.  Bussia  said  to  Turkey 
— "Tou  must."  Austria  was  willing, 
and  proposed,  in  the  Autiimn,  that  Europe 
shomd  imdertake  coercion  by  naval  ope- 
rations, which  she  believed  would  be 
effectual.  We  have  no  evidence  that 
France  would  have  declined ;  but  in 
November  France  had  evidently  become 
aware  that  England  would  have  no  coer- 
cion, and  France  then  held  aloof. 

Another  entirely  arbitrary  doctrine 
has  been  set  up  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  He  says  that  no  country 
obtains  any  benefit  from  the  use  of 
foreign  arms. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QTJEK :  I  said  that  you  cannot  improve 
the  Government  of  any  country  by  the 
use  of  foreign  arms. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  But  if  a  country 
has  a  t3rrannical  Government  and  you 
substitute  for  it  a  free  Government,  you 
make  what  I  think  a  very  great  improve- 
ment. This  is  not  a  matter  only  of  opi- 
nion, to  be  bandied  this  way  and  that. 
I  brinff  it  to  the  test  of  history.  Look 
abroad  over  the  face  of  the  world,  and 
you  will  find  that  few  are  the  nations 
which  have,  in  recent  times  at  least, 
established  their  own  liberties  without 
foreign  aid.  Liberty  was  established 
for  Spain  by  England  in  the  Peninsular 
War.  The  same  was  done  for  Belgium 
bv  France  and  England  in  1830.  The 
Uoerties  of  Greece  and  Italy  were  esta- 
blished by  the  aid  of  foreign  arms ;  in 
the  case  of  Italy  by  the  arms,  first  of 
France  and  then  of  Germany.  The 
liberties  of  Portugal  were,  if  not  esta- 
blished, yet  preserved  by  Mr.  Canning 
in  1826,  and  by  the  use  of  foreign  arms. 
The  liberties  of  the  United  States  them- 
selves were  only  established,  at  the  date 


actually  used.  The  biattle  of  Nava- 
rino,  although  a  result  of  the  employ- 
ment  of  force,  was  not  war.  Moreover, 
the  baide  of  Navanno  was  not  an  en- 
gagement ordered  by  either  Government. 
It  was  an  unforeseen  and  in  this  sense 
accidental  event,  and  was,  probably  on 
this  aoooont,  called,  in  the  King's  Speech 
of  1828,  an  untoward  event.  Coercion 
by  menace,  justly  and  wisely  used,  need 
not  lead  to  war.  The  whole  of  recent 
history  is  full  of  such  examples  of  coer- 
cion. In  1882  there  was  coercion  of 
Holland  by  the  united  action  of  England 
and  France;  while  France  took  the 
citadel  of  Antwerp,  England  on  that  occa- 
sion blodtaded  the  Scheldt.  Another 
instance  occurred  in  1850,  when  Greece 
was  compelled  to  submit  to  the  principal 
daims  of  England  in  the  case  of  Don 
PiBcifioo,  by  the  undisguised  use  of  coer- 
cion. I  quote  this  case,  not  as  believing 
in  the  justice  of  the  claim,  but  it  none 
the  lees  sustains  my  proposition.  Coer- 
cion was  again,  in  1853,  applied  to 
Greece  to  prevent  her  &om  taking  any 
part — ^her  action  would,  of  course,  have 
been  adverse  to  Turkey-r-in  the  Cximean 
War.  In  1860,  too,  in  the  case  of  Turkey 
herself  coercion  was  used  as  a  threat  by 
England  and  the  other  Powers ;  and  it 
was  that  threat  of  coercion  which  in- 
duced her  to  a§nree  to  the  occupation  of 
the  Lebanon.  Now,  in  not  one  of  those 
four  instances  did  there  ensue  a  state  of 
war. 

Now,  Sir,  among  the  strangest  fic- 
tions which  have  b^n  adoi>ted  and  pro- 
pagated on  the  other  side  is  one  which 
has  received  the  countenance  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  He  says,  I  think, 
that  he  cannot  help  admiring  &e  '^  indo- 
mitable pluck"  of  Turkey.  It  is  be- 
lieved that  the  Turks  of  to-day  are 
animated  by  a  daring  and  head-strong 
valour,  which  will  listen  neither  to  rea- 
son, nor  to  fear.  On  what  fact  of  history 
does  this  theory  rely  ?    Where  are  the 

§  roofs  ?  Indomitable  pluck !  Most  in- 
omitable  imdoubtedly  in  destroying 
women  and  children  in  Bulgaria.  Most 
indomitable  in  campaigns  against  the 
scarcely-  drilled  and  scarcely  -  armed 
plougmnen  and  swineherds  of  Servia. 
Bat  where,  I  would  ask,  is  this  indomi- 
table plodL  when  Turkey  has  to  meet 
the  heoroio  soldiers  of  Montenegro,  and 
is  almost  uniformly  discomfited  by  greatly 
inferior  numbers  ?  In  the  course  of  years 
and  of  revolutions,  almost  every  capital 
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when  their  emancipation  took  effect,  by  the 
powerful  aid  they  received  firom  foreien 
arms.  That  proposition  vanishes  entirSy 
into  thin  air.  So  much,  therefore,  for 
the  twin  propositions — that  coercion  by 
Europe  means  war  with  Turkey,  and 
that  the  liberties  of  a  countnr  cannot 
be  established  by  the  aid  of  foreign 
force. 

I  must.  Sir,  say  another  word  on  a 
subject,  of  the  very  name  of  which  the 
House  must  be  weary,  the  subject  of  the 
Treaty  of  Kainar^ji.  I  had  hoped  this 
matter  was  disposed  of.  But  me  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  gallantly 
returns  to  the  charge.  Let  me  at  once 
thank  him  for  his  goodness  in  withdraw- 
'  ing  the  words  wmch  he  had  inadver- 
tently been  led  to  use  in  reference  to  me 
when  addressing  his  constituents.  He 
paid  me  a  compliment  which  I  accept 
with  pleasure,  and  I  can  in  return  assure 
him  that  I  have  sat  in  this  House  with 
satisfaction  to  hear  him  on  a  point  of 
law,  at  that  particular  hour,  too,  of  the 
night  when  other  inducements  are  apt  to 
draw  us  from  our  seats.  I  must,  how- 
ever, venture  to  say  that  in  this  case  the 
hou.  and  learned  Gentleman  sets  him- 
self in  face  of  all  the  authorities.  I  say 
there  was  before  the  Crimean  War  by 
Treaty  a  title  in  the  hands  of  Eussia,  by 
means  of  which  she  was  able  to  exercise 
a  contingent  power  of  interference  on 
behalf  of  the  Christians.  I  must  press 
the  importance  of  the  evidence  on  the 
subject.  I  cannot  admit  that  others  than 
lawyers  are  unable  to  understand  the 

{>lain  language,  which  the  hon.  and 
earned  Gentleman  thrusts  aside ;  while 
he  dismisses  the  first  living  jurist  on  the 
Continent  with  the  observation  that  he 
forgets  his  name,  and  substitutes  for  the 
original  of  the  Treaty  a  translation  which 
is  not  quite  accurate.  The  Porte  engages 
to  protect  the  Christian  religion  and  its 
churches;  and  it  also  gives  a  rieht  of 
representation  to  the  Kussian  Ambassa- 
dor on  behalf  of  a  particular  church. 
These  are  the  two  stipulations  contained 
in  the  seventh  article  of  the  Treaty  of 
Kainardji.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman holds  that  they  are  one  stipula- 
tion. They  are  connected  in  the  English 
version  by  the  word  **  also."  The  word 
in  the  original  Italian  is  aneora :  and  I 
can  state  on  the  highest  authority  that 
this  word  absolutely  separates  the  two 
stipulations.  It  sigfnifies  not  the  appli- 
cation of  something  which  has  gone  be- 
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fore,  but  the  introdnctioii  of  loniflllusf 
altogether  separate  and  apart 

As  to  the  authorities,  nothing  ou  b* 
brouffht   against   me  except 
wholly  insi&cient  at  beet  for 

Eose.  Lord  Stratford  do  Reddiflb 
een  quoted  by  the  Home  Seentar^; 
the  noble  Lord,  however,  was  not  givia^ 
his  own  oonstruotion,  but  he  was  qaotm^ 
the  Article  which  referred  to  the  mbiwt. 
I  say  this  not  at  a  venture,  bat  be- 
cause it  appears  from  the  passage  cited. 
It  does  not  appear  that  he  had  read  tW 
Treaty.  He  save  he  is  informed  that 
only  certainly  Articles  of  it,  whiidi  b* 
names,  refer  to  the  subject  EvidortH 
he  proceeded  upon  information  aoppliad 
to  him  by  some  gentleman  of  the  £n- 
bassy.  I  grant  tlutt  the  Home  Secictai; 
cited  a  passaee  from  a  speech  of  Locd 
Clarendon,  which  seemed  to  denj  that 
Eussia  had  any  rights  in  relation  to  the 
Christians  at  large.  Lord  GlareDdon 
made  that  speech  for  himself,  and  milBr 
the  war  haa  broken  out.  But  I  haw 
proved  that  when  he  expressed  the  viev* 
of  the  Cabinet  in  1853,  he  admitted  tb* 
possession  of  such  rights  by  Rnasia; 
and,  further,  I  am  in  a  condition  to  quoit 
the  distinct  evidence  of  Lord  RoaaelL 
who  says  distinctly  that  the  ^^wf  d 
Eussia  to  the  protection  of  the  Christiaaf 
were  warranted  by  Treaty.  He,  too, 
was,  I  believe,  writing  as  Foreign  SaGr»> 
tary,  in  the  name,  and  with  the  sanctiaa 
of  the  Cabinet.  Thus  I  am  armed  witk 
the  dicta  of  jurists,  the  testimony  of  Id*- 
torians,  and  the  declarations  of  the  re- 
sponsible Ministers  at  the  date  of  ^ 
(Mmean  War.  Under  these  cxrcnm* 
stances  I  must  really  hold  that  it  wm  ' 
not  reserved  for  the  hon.  and  leezned  j 
Gentleman  to  construe,  in  1877, 
historical  and  international 
framed  and  applied  in  1774. 
have  not  waited  for  the  apparitioa 
of  such  an  Attorney  General  to  come  to 
an  understanding  on  the  sense  of  flndi  s 
document.  That  most  important  instru- 
ment has  received  a  construction  kaf 
ago,  and  that  construction  it  is  a  gres: 
deal  too  late  to  shake. 

It  stands,  then,  as  proved  that  wt 
destroyed  certain  powers  of  interrentka 
which  formerly  existed  on  the  pert  of 
the  Christians.  I  say,  then,  bj  all  mfam 
maintain,  in  your  present  poattion«  • 
strict  and  honest  neutrality ;  out  do  no( 
for^^et  the  obligation  of  honour  wider 
which  you  placed  yourselves  towards  thf 


969        TheEastdm  Question.        (May  14,  1877)  Resolutions  {Mr.  Gladstone).  970 


subject-races  of  the  Ottoman  Empire 
when  you  took  upon  you  to  destroy  the 
Treaty  of  Kainardji.  Europe  is  now  in 
a  condition  to  judge  what  would  be  a 
fair  airang^ment  oetween  the  parties. 
If  such  a  Mr  arrangement  were  declined 
by  Bussia,  we  shotud  stand  in  no  worse 
position,  but  Eussia  would  stand  much 
worse,  because  she  would  have  declined 
an  arrangement  coming  horn  a  compe- 
tent and  authoritative  source;  and  in- 
stead of  fighting  to  enforce  the  conclu- 
sions of  Europe,  would  fight  only  to 
enforce  her  own.  She  womd  lose  the 
moral  weight  and  force  of  her  position. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  Turkey  were  to 
refuse,  then  the  Powers  of  Europe, 
by  the  very  simple  measure  of  establish- 
ing that  naval  cordon  of  which  I  have 
formerly  spoken,  would  bring  this  war 
to  an  end  in  a  fortnight.  What,  on  the 
other  hand,  is  the  course  we  have  taken? 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  cheered  more 
loudly  the  declaration  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth  (Sir 
fiobert  Peel)  than  anything  else  that 
has  been  said  in  the  course  of  the  debate. 
It  appears  he  succeeded  in  touching  a 
deeper  and  more  sonorous  chord  than 
any  other  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
spoken  on  that  side.  It  was  when  he 
denounced  in  immeasured  terms  the 
aims  and  acts  of  Eussia.  But  I  think 
you  will  lay  your  account  ill  with  human 
nature  if  you  suppose  that  Bussia  is 
nothing  else  but  a  mass  of  deceit  and 
oormption.  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
foreign  policy  of  Bussia  has  been,  on  the 
whole,  worse  and  more  ungenerous  than 
that  of  the  neighbouring  Powers.  The 
fhnperor  of  Bussia  is  a  gentleman,  a 
Christian  gentleman,  and  a  ereat  bene- 
factor to  his  people ;  and  I  believe  the 
people  of  Bussia  to  be  as  capable  of 
noble  sentiments  as  any  people  in  Europe. 
In  the  government  of  Kussia,  however, 
in  its  official,  military,  and  ruling  classes, 
I  am  not  disposed  to  place  much  confi- 
dence. Indeed,  it  was  weU  said  by  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  that  we  can  hardly 
admit  confidence  in  foreign  Gbvemments 
as  a  rule  of  action.  With  regard  to  the 
deeds  of  Bussia  in  Poland,  the  Govern- 
ment of  Lord  Palmerston,  of  which  I 
was  a  Member,  pushed  diplomatic  re- 
monstrances to  the  farthest  point.  We 
failed  in  those  remonstrances;  and  if  we 
stopped  at  that  point,  it  must  be  re- 
membered, that  we  could  only  act  with 
others,  that  our  means  of  action  were 


equivocal;  that  our  own  title,  and  cer- 
tainly our  obhgatiou  to  act  under  any 
Treaty  might  be  questioned.  But  now 
the  case  is  reversed.  It  is  obligation 
arising  out  of  our  destruction  of  K>rmer 
Treaty  rights  that  binds  us  with  respect 
to  Turkey.  And  now,  Sir,  I  will  suppose 
that  we  are  engaged  in  a  dialogue  with 
Bussia ;  and  I  wish  to  know  what  lan- 
guage we  shall  hold.  Are  we  to  say  to 
Bussia — ''Because  you  have  done  evil 
formerly,  you  are  not  now  to  do  good  ?  " 
Are  we  to  say — "  Your  hands  are  too 
deeply  stained  with  blood ;  you  are  not 
fit  lOT  this  holy  work  ?  "  Surely  Bussia 
may  and  will  reply — "  Very  good ;  but 
as  die  work  is  holy,  as  you  have  declared 
your  own  concurrence,  your  own  zeal  in 
regard  to  it,  do  it  yourselves."  And 
then  our  answer  is,  Sir — **No,  though 
we  wish  it  done,  though  we  think  it 
should  be  done,  we  will  not  do  it  our- 
selves, and  if  you  undertake  to  do  it, 
we  will  cavil,  we  will  snarl  at  you."  Is 
it  possible  to  conceive  a  deeper  humilia- 
tion than  the  adoption  of  the  policy  im- 
plied in  such  a  course  as  this  ? 

But  I  will  now  ask  leave  to  suppose 
that  another  dialogue  is  likely  to  be 
held.  This  will  be  a  dialogue  between 
Bussia  and  Turkey.  When  for  a  suffi- 
cient time  they  have  poured  forth  each 
the  other's  blood,  when  the  stock  of 
Turkey's  ''indomitable  pluck"  is  run- 
ning low,  some  Ignatieff,  ever  on  the 
watch  for  the  mollia  tempora  fandi^  may 
seize  his  opportunity,  and  invite  a  col- 
loquy, Bussia  may  ask  of  her  antago- 
nist— "  Why  should  we  two  thus  inflict 
damage  and  mischief  on  each  other, 
when  we  might  perhaps  agree  on  some- 
thing that  may  be  for  the  good  of  both  ?  " 
And  Turkey  might  answer  that  really 
she  did  not  very  well  know  ;  but  then 
there  is  the  concert  of  Europe.  Bussia 
may  rejoin — "  I  owe  nothing  to  Europe. 
With  great  solemnity  and  show  she 
arrived  at  her  conclusions,  declined  to  do 
anything  to  give  them  effect,  and  left 
upon  me  the  care,  the  burden,  and  the 
charge.  Nay,  from  one  at  least  of  the 
Powers,  whose  judgment  I  am  striving 
to  enforce,  I  receive  only  censure  and 
condemnation."  With  equal  justice 
Turkey  might  reply  —  "If  you  owe 
nothing  to  Europe,  I  owe  less  than 
nothing ;  and  less  than  nothing  to  Eng- 
land in  particular.  She,  beyond  all 
others,  has  buoyed  me  up  with  false, 
delusive  hopes ;  she,  by  her  Fleets  and 
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her  Ambassadors,  sometimes  in  aadible 
language,  sometimes  in  imder-tones, 
when  I  was  on  the  point  of  giving  in, 
has  led  me  to  persist.  She  has  buojed 
me  up,  and  led  me  on,  and  then  left  me 
to  face  you  in  the  field  alone.  The  tra- 
ditions of  the  Crimean  War  are  for- 
gotten; the  moral  and  even  material 
support  of  1875  and  1876  exist  no  more.'' 
''Let  us  then,"  both  may  conolude  in 
chorus,  **  examine  the  matter  from  our 
own  point  of  view,  and  determine  upon 
some  agreement  which  may  be  for  own 
mutual  benefit,  let  Europe,  and  let  Eng- 
land, approve  of  it  or  not."  It  would 
not  be  oi^Jftcult  to  indicate  the  particulars 
of  such  an  arrangement.  It  is  only  from 
motives  of  prudence  that  I  advisedly  re- 
frain ;  but  I  wish  to  press  upon  the 
minds  of  the  majority  of  this  House 
some  idea  of  the  danglers  into  which 
they  may  be  carrying  us.  Suffice  it  to 
say,  peace  may  be  given  to  the  East,  and 
liberty  to  the  Slavonic  Provinces,  and 
arrangements  may  be  made  about  some 
other  Provinces,  and  about  matters  other 
than  territorial,  as  to  which  Europe  may 
be  indifferent,  but  which  might  leave 
England  in  hopeless  and  impotent  dis- 
satisfaction. 

However,  Sir,  I  well  know  that  all 
this  is  vain,  so  far  as  the  vote  of  to- 
night is  concerned.  Tou  will  not  con- 
sent to  vote  that  even  the  united  autho- 
rity of  Europe  ought  to  prescribe  to 
Turkey  her  duty,  and  to  require  its  ftil- 
filment;  nor  that  British  influence  ought 
to  be  used  in  favour  of  practical  self- 
government  for  the  disturbed  Provinces 
of  Turkey,  although  I  have  adopted  the 
very  phrase  which  was  chosen  by  Lord 
Salisbury  to  express  his  meaning;  nor 
that  moral  as  well  as  material  support 
can  no  longer  be  claimed  by  Turkey, 
although  it  has  been  shown  how,  by 
equivocal  acts  and  conflicting  dedara- 
tions,  we  are  running  the  nsk  of  de- 
luding that  Power  to  her  own  heavy 
damage,  and  our  not  less  serious  dis- 
credit. Not  even  will  you  declare  your 
just  dissatisfaction  with  the  conduct  of 
the  Porte  in  regard  to  the  Bulgarian 
massacres,  for  fear  it  should  embarrass 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  And  yet 
how  can  it  possibly  embarrass  them, 
except  by  its  tendency  to  make  their 
sounding  words  into  solid  realities, 
and  to  bind  them  to  do  some  effective 
acts  in  conformity  with  their  profes- 
sions? 

Mr.  Okdstone 


However,  such  will  be  the  vaj  ia 
which  you  will  use  your  power.    And 
without  doubt  your  majority  is  powvfsl; 
but  it  is  not  omnipotent.    Belivviiig  thst 
we  have  the  people  of  ICngUni^  whh  ns, 
we  may,  we  must,  reopeotrallj  dedine  ts 
yield  to  it  a  final  obedianee;  wemnik 
use  all  lefffd  and  oonstitutiooAl  mesM  to 
hold  the  Government  to  the  better  put 
of  their  declarations ;  to  detech  thai 
from  the  worse,  to  avert  oalamifty  and 
dis^aoe,  to  induc&a  due  regard  to  tht 
national  honour.    This  debi^,  I  think, 
has  done  something  to  assist  the  prtvm- 
lenoe  of  the  healthier  influenoee  withia 
the  Cabinet    I  must  ofiSsr  the  Hoim 
Secretary  a  compliment  which  I  know  he 
will  not,  and  he  cannot,  aooept ;  we  kxik 
upon  ourselves  as  his  alliee.  But  we  an 
engaged  in  a  continuous  effort ;  we  nil 
the  stone  of  Sisyphus  against  the  ak^ 
and  the  moment  the  hand  shall  be  w& 
drawn,  down  it  will  begin  to  ran.  Hov- 
ever,  the  time  is  short;  the  sands  of  tkt 
hour-glass  are  running  out    The  kngcr 
you  delay,  the  leas  in  all  likelihood  tm 
will  be  able  to  save  from  the  wreek  of 
the  intemty  and  independence  of  tht 
Turkish  Empire.    If  Eossia  ahoold  fiuL 
her  failure  would  be  a  disaster  to  maa- 
kind ;  and  the  condition  of  the  euflEHiaf 
raoes,  for  whom  we  are  supposed  to  hava 
laboured,  will  be  worse  than   it  wai 
before.    If  she  succeeds,  and  if  her  ooe- 
duct  be  honourable,  nay,  even  if  it  U 
but  tolerably  prudent,  the  perfoimaDM 
of  the  work  she  has  in  hand  will,  not- 
withstanding all  your  jealoosiee  and  all 
your  reproaches,  secure  for  her  an  os* 
dying  fame.     When  that  work  shall  be 
accomplished,  though  it  be  not  in  th% 
way  and  by  the  means  I  would  hare 
chosen,  as  an  Bnglial^Tpf^T^  I  ahall  hid* 
my  head,  but  as  a  man  I  shall  rejoic*. 
Nevertheless^  to  my  latest  day  1  wiH 
exclaim :  Would  Qod  that,  in  this  crisif» 
the  voice  of  the  nation  had  been  BoS&nd. 
to  prevail;  would  Qod  that  in  this  ^ 
this  holv  deed,  England  had  not' 
refused  her  share ! 

Majob  O'GOBMAN:  I  shaU  only 
detain  you  five  minutes.  I  merely  wish 
to  say — to  make  one  obsenration,  and  it 
is  with  regard  to  the  Bulgarian  atrocitiss, 
and  with  respect  to  those  who  oommittrd 
those  atrocities.  I  think,  Sir,  that  it  is 
understood  by  this  House  that  these 
atrocities  were  oommitted  by  the  Bashi 
Basouk  troops.  I  want  to  ask  this  Hoive 
who  are  the  bashi  Basouks  ?    What  are 


ATES. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Alien,  W.  8. 
'Anderson,  Q. 
Anstruthor,  Sir  R. 
Aflhley,  hon.  £.  M. 
Backhoufle,  E. 
Balfour,  Sir  Q. 
Barclay,  A.  C. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Barran,  J. 
Baas,  A. 


Earp,  T. 
Edwards,  H. 
Eprerton,  Adm.  hon.  F. 
Errington,  G 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Eyton,  P.  E. 
Fawcett,  H. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  E. 
Fletcher,  I. 
Foljambe,  F.  J.  S. 


973        1%0  EuUm  Qimtum.        (Mat  14,  1877)  Retohtum  {Mr.  OladiUmi).  974 

the  Bad&i  BAsooks  f    Twenty  yean  ago, 
aUa!  I  did   know    aomething    of  the 
BAshi-BaaEoakB,  and  we  were  all  told  at 
that  time  that  the  Baahi  Bazouks  were 
the  8oum  of  the  Levant.    The  scum  of 
the  Lerant  is  the  scum  of  every  portion 
of  the  Mediterranean ;  therefore  it  may 
he  said  as  perfectly  true  that  the  Bashi 
Baaoaks  are  the  crkme  de  la  crhne  of  the 
Lerant.     Now,  I  want  to  know  the  na- 
tionalitj  of  the  Bashi  Bazouks?    We 
were    told   in    those    days  they    were 
composed    of    Spaniards,    Portuguese, 
Welshmen— rXiiK^A/tfr]— Eh  ?  [Bsn&wed 
Uu^ht^r.']    I  humoly  beg  pardon  of  my 
Welsh  Friends — I  meant  Frenchmen, 
HoUanders,  Prussians,   Germans,  Aus- 
trians,    Hungarians,   Italians,    Greeks. 
There     were     also    Maltese,    Cretans, 
Cyprians  by  the  thousand,  Hhodians, 
Samians,  and  eren  Trojans.    Were  there 
any  Buseians  there  from  Balaclava,  Be- 
bastopol,  Simferopol,  and  Odessa?  Yes, 
Sir,  by  the  thousand.     Well,  Sir,  these 
troops  committed  the  atrocities  which  all 
Europe  complained  of.    Who  mustered 
these  troops  the  next  day  ?    Who  was 
the  colonel  of  the  regiment  that  paraded 
them?     Was  there  no  complaint  from 
this  country  about  them?     Yes;   but 
it  was  impossible  to  punish  them,  for 
not   one  answered   to  the  roU-call  of 
their  names.    We  have  never  yet  dis- 
covered  who  they  are.      I    have    not 
the  slightest  hesitation  in  saying  that 
if  these    men  were   paraded   in  Wel- 
lington Barracks,  there  would  be  76  per 
cent  of  them  turn  out  to  be  Eussian 
troops.     I  am  perfectly  certain  of  it. 
And  those  Russian  troops  were  sent  there 
by  Alexander  of  Bussia  for  the  purpose 
of  committing  these  atrocities.    I  can 
prove  it  as  well  as  you  can  prove  that 
they  are  Turks.    Is  it  not  true  that 
for  years  the  Bussian  myrmidons  were 
tent  into  Bulgaria  for  the  purpose  of 
doinff  those  tlungs  ?    Is  it  not  true  that 
the  Bussian   troops  were   employed  to 
fight  against  the  iWkish  troops  without 
any  declaration  of  war  ?    I  am  perfectly 
certain  that  the  vast  majority  of  those 
troops  who  committed  these  massacres 
were    Turkish    troops;   I   mean   Bus- 
sian troops,  paid  with  Bussian  money, 
and  probably  commanded  by  Bussian 
officers. 


Question  put. 

The  House  d%9%d$d  :^kyw  223 ;  Noes 
364:  Majority  131. 


Baxter,  rt.  hon.  W.  B.  Forster,  Sir  C. 

Bazley,  Sir  T.  Forster,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 

Beaumont,  Major  F.  GladBtone,rt.  hn.  W.E. 

Beaumont,  W.  B.  Gladstone,  W.  H. 

Bell,  I.  L.  Goldsmid,  J. 

Biddulph,  M.  Gordon,  Lord  D. 

Blake,  T.  Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 

Blennerhassett,  R.  P.  Gourley,  E.  T. 

Bolckow,  H.  W.  F.  Gower,  hon.  E.  F.  L. 

Brassey,  H.  A.  Grey,  Earl  de 

Brigffs,  W.  E.  Grieve,  J.  J. 

Bright,  J.  Grosrenor,  Lord  R. 

Bright,  rt.  hon.  J.  Ilarcourt,  Sir  W.  V. 

Bristowe,  8.  B.  Uarrison,  C. 

Brocklehurst,  W.  C.  Harrison,  J.  F. 

Brogden,  A.  Hartington.  Marq.  of 

Brown,  A.  H.  Ilavelock,  Sir  H. 

Brown,  J.  C.  Ilayter,  A.  D. 

Burt,  T.  Henry,  M. 

Cameron,  C.  Horscholl,  F. 

Campbell,  Sir  G.  Hibbort,  J.  T. 

Campbell -Baxmerman,  lliU,  T.  R. 

U.  Holland,  K. 

Carington,hon.Col.W.  Holms,  J. 

Cartwright,  W.  C.  Hohns,  W. 

Cave,  T.  Hopwood,  C.  H.   , 

Cavendish,  Lord  F.  C.  Howard,  hon.  C. 

Cavendish,  Lord  G.  Howard,  E.  S. 

CTiadwick,  D.  Hughes,  W.  B. 

(Tiamberlain,  J.  Hutchinson,  J.  D. 

(^mbers,  Sir  T.  Ingram,  W.  J. 

Childers,  rt.  hon.  H.  Jackson,  Sir  H.  M. 

Cholmeley,  Kir  H.  Jami^fi,  Sir  H. 

Clarke,  J.  C.  James,  W.  H. 

Clifford,  C.  C.  Jenkins,  I).  J. 

Cogan,  rt.  hn.  W.  H.  F.  Jenkins,  E. 

Colo,  H.  T.  Johnstone,  Sir  H. 

Collins,  E.  Kingflcote,  Colonel 

Colman,  J.  J.  Kinnaird,  hon.  A.  F. 

Conyngham,  Lord  F.  Knatchbull-Hugesticn, 
Corbott,  J.  rt.  hon.  E. 

CottMi,  C.  C.  Laing,  8. 

Courtney,  L.  H.  Lavorton,  A. 

Cowan,  J.  Law,  rt.  hon.  H. 

Cowen,  J.  lAwrence,  Sir  J.  C. 

('owpor,  hon.  H.  F.  liawson,  Sir  W. 

(^wforfl,  J.  S.  Lcjitham,  E.  A. 

Cross,  J.  K.  lioeman,  (i. 

Davie.  Sir  H.  R.  F.  Lefevre,  G.  J.  8. 

Davios,  R.  I^'ith,  J.  F. 

Delahunty,  J.  Lloyd,  M. 

Dickson,  T.  A.  Ijocko,  J. 

Dilko,  Sir  C.  W.  Lowe,  rt.  hon.  R. 

DillwyTi,  L.  L.  Lubbock,  Sir  J. 

Dodds,  J.  Lush,  Dr. 

Dodson,  rt.  hon.  J.  G.  Lusk,  Sir  A. 

Downing,  M*('.  Macdonald,  A. 

Duff,  M.  E.  G.  Macduff,  Viscount 

Duff,  R.  W.  Macgregor,  D. 

DunduB,  J.  C.  Muckintosh,  C.  F. 

IFifth  NtghL^ 
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M'Arthur,  A. 
M*Artiiur,  W. 
M*Lagan,  P. 
M*Laren,  D. 
Maitland,  J. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 

joribanks,  Sir  D.  C. 
Marling,  8.  S. 
Martin,  P.  W. 
Massey,  rt.  hon.  W.  N. 
Middleton.  Sir  A.  E. 
Milbank,  F.  A. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
Morgan,  G.  O. 
Morley,  S. 
Mundella,  A.  J. 
Muntz,  P.  H. 
Muro,  Colonel 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Noel,  E. 
Norwood,  C.  M. 
O'Conor,  D.  M. 
O'Conor  Don,  The 
O'Donoghue,  The 
O'Shaughnessy,  R. 
Palmer,  C.  M. 
Poaae,  J.  W. 
Peel,  A.  W. 
Pennington,  F. 
Perkina,  Sir  F. 
Philips,  R.  N. 
Playiair,  rt.  hon.  L. 
Portman,  hon.  W.  H.  B. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Price,  W.  E. 
Ralli,P. 
RamBay,  J. 
Raahleigh,  Sir  C. 
Rathbone,  W. 
ReodI  E.  J. 
Richard,  H. 
Robertaon,  H. 
Russell,  Lord  A. 
Rylands,  P. 


St.  Aubyn,  Sir  J. 
Samuda,  J.  D'A. 
Samuelson,  B. 
Samuelson,  H. 
Seely,  C. 
Shell,  E. 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
SherriflF,  A.  C. 
Simon,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Sinclair,  Sir  J.  G.  T. 
Smith,  E. 
Smyth,  R. 

Stansfeld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Stanton,  A.  J. 
Stevenson,  J.  0. 
Stuart,  Ck>lonel 
Swanston,  A. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tavistock,  Marquess  of 
Taylor,  D. 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Temple,  rt   hon.  W. 

CJowper- 
Torrens,  W.  T.  M*C. 
Trevelyan,  G.  O. 
Vivian,  A.  P. 
Vivian,  H.  H. 
Waddy,  8.  D. 
Walter,  J. 
Waterlow,  Sir  8. 
Watkin,  Sir  E.  W. 
Whalley,  G.  H. 
Whitbread,  S. 
Whitwell,  J. 
Whitworth,  B. 
Williams,  W. 
Wilson,  C. 
Wilson,  Sir  M. 
Yeaman,  J. 
Young,  A.  W. 

TBLLBB8. 

Adam,  rt.  hon.  W.  P. 
Kensington,  Lord 


NOES. 


Adderley,  rt.  hn.  Sir  C. 
Agnew,  R.  V. 
Alexander,  Colonel 
Allen,  Major 
Allsopp,  C. 
Allsopp,  H. 
AnstruUier,  SirW. 
Archdale,  W.  H. 
Arkwright,  A.  P. 
Arkwright,  F. 
Ashbury,  J.  L. 
Assheton,  R. 
AsUey,  Sir  J.  D. 
Bagge,  Sir  W. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Balfour,  A.  J. 
Bame,  F.  St.  J.  N. 
Barrington,  Viscount 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  E. 
Bateson,  Sir  T. 
Bathurst,  A.  A. 
Beach,rt.hn.  SirM.H. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bonett-Stanf  ord,  V.  F. 


Bentinok,  rt.  hn.  G.  C. 
Bentinck,  G.  W.  P. 
Beresf  ord,  Lord  C. 
Beresford,  G.  dela  Poer 
Beresford,  Colonel  M. 
Birley,  H. 

Blackbume,  CoL  J.  I. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Bourke,  hon.  R. 
Bourne,  Colonel 
Bousfield,  Colonel 
Bowen,  J.  B. 
Bowver,  Sir  G. 
Brady,  J. 
Bright,  R. 
Brisc,  Colonel  R. 
Broadley,  W.  H.  H. 
Brooks,  W.  C. 
Browne,  G.  E. 
Bruce,  hon.  T. 
Bruen,  H. 
Brymer,  W.  E. 
Bulwer,  J.  R. 
Burrell,  Sir  W.  W. 
Buxton,  Sir  R.  J. 
Callan,  P.  • 


Cameron,  D. 
Campbell,  C. 
Cartwright,  F. 
Cave,  rt  hon.  8. 
Cecil,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  G. 
Chaine,  J. 
Chaplin,  Colonel  E. 
Chaplin,  H. 
Charley,  W.  T. 
Christie,  W.  L. 
Churchill,  Lord  R. 
Clifton,  T.  H. 
Clive,  CoL  hon.  G.  W. 
Close,  M.  C. 
Clowes,  8.  W. 
Cobbold,  T.  C. 
Cochrane,  A.  D.W.R.B. 
Cole,  Col.  hon.  H.  A. 
Coope,  O.  E. 
Cordes,  T. 

Corry,  hon.  H.  W.  L. 
Corry,  J.  P. 
Cotton,  W.  J.  R. 
Crichton,  Viscount 
Cross,  rt  hon.  R.  A. 
Cubitt,  G. 

Cunin^iamo,  Sir  W. 
0u8t,H.  C. 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  C. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Deedes,  W. 
Denison,  C.  B. 
Denison,  W.  B. 
Denison,  W.E. 
Dick,  P. 

Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Digby,  hon.  Capt.  E. 
Douglas,  Sir  G. 
Drax,  J.  8.  W.  8.  E. 
Duff,  J. 
Dunbar,  J. 
Dyott,  Colonel  R. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Edmonstone,   Admiral 

SirW. 
Egerton,  hon*  A.  F. 
Egerton,  Sir  P.  G 
Egerton,  hon.  W. 
Eloho,  Lord 
EUiot,  Sir  G. 
EUiot,  G.  W. 
Elphinstone,  SixJ.D.H. 
Emlyn,  Visooun  t 
Eslington,  Lord 
Ewing,  A.  O. 
Fellowes,  K 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Floyer,  J. 

Folkestone,  Viscount 
Forester,  C.  T.  W. 
Forsyth,  W. 
Foster,  W.  H. 
Eraser,  Sir  W.  A. 
Fremantle,  hon.  T.  F. 
French,  hon.  C. 
Freshfield,  C.  K. 
Gallwey,  Sir  W.  P. 
Ghdway,  Viscount 
Gardner,  J.  T.  Agg- 
Gardner,  R.  Ri(£iird« 

son- 
Gamier,  J.  C. 


Gibson,  it.  hon.  E. 
GiiEud,  Sir  H.  8. 
Goddard,  A.L. 
Goldney,  G. 
Gooch,SirD. 
Gocdon,  Sir  A. 
Gordon*  W. 
GorBt,J.  £. 
Goulding,W. 
GranthwD,W. 
GreenAll,ffirO. 
Greene,  E. 
Gregory,  G.  a 
GoineT,  rt  hon.  E. 
Hall,  A.  W. 
Halser,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lead  C  J 
Hamilton,  I.  T. 
Hamilton,  LordO. 
Hamilton,  Mnqnevof 
Hamilton,  hon.  R.  E 
Hamond,  C.  F. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hardcastla,  E. 
Hardy,  rt  hon.  0. 
Hardy,  J.  8. 
Harvey,  Sir  E.  E 
Hay,  ri^t  hon.  fir  J. 

C.  D. 
Heath,  R. 
Helmaloy,  Visooont 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Herbert,  hon.  8. 
Hermcm,  E. 
Honrey,  Lord  F. 
Heygate,  W.  U. 
Hick,  J. 

ffildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hill,  A.  8. 
Hinchingbrook,  Yiact 
Holfopd,  J.  P.  G. 
Holker,  Sir  J. 
Holland.  Sir  H.  T. 
Holmesdale,  VisootBt 
Holt,  J.  M. 
Home,  Oqitain 
Hood,  hon.  Csptain  i. 

W.  A.  N« 
Hope,  A.  J.  B.  B. 
Hubbard,  E. 
Hunt,  rt  hon.  G.  W. 
Isaac,  8. 

Jenkmson,  SirO.  & 
Jervis,  Colonel 
Johnson,  J.  G. 
Johnston,  W. 
Johnstone,  SirF. 
JoUiffe,  hon.  8. 
Jones,  J. 
Kenealy,  Dr. 
Kennard,  C(donel 
Kennawmy.  8ar  J.  H. 
King-Hanian,  E.B. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Knightley,  Sir  B. 
Knowles,  T. 
Laoon,  Sir  S.  S>  S* 
Lambert,  N.  G. 
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li^h,  W.  J. 
Leighton,  S. 
Liennox,  Lord  H.  O. 
Ijealie,  Sir  J. 
liewu,  0.  K 
Xiewis,  O. 
Lindsay,  Col.  R.  L. 
Tiindaay,  Lord 
LJoyd,  8. 
Uoyd,  T.  E. 
Liopes,  Sir  M. 
Liorne,  Marqaess  of 
Liowther,  hum,  W. 
Lowther,  J. 
Macartney,  J.  W.  E. 
Mac  Iver,  D. 
M'Garel-Hogg,  Sir  J. 
M'Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
Maiendie,  L.  A. 
MaJritiM,  Colonel 
Malcolm,  J.  W. 
Manners,  rt.  hn«  Lord  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marten,  A.  G. 
Maxwell,  Sir  W.  S. 
MeUor,  T.  W. 
Merewcther,  C.  O. 
MiUs,  A. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
Monckton,  F. 
Montagu,  rthn.  Lord  R. 
Montgomerie,  R. 
Montgomery,  Sir  O.  G. 
Moore,  S. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  J.  R. 
MnlhoUand,  J. 
Mtmcaster,  Lord 
Naghten,  Lt.-CoL 
Newport,  Viscount 
Noel,  rt  hon.  G.  J. 
Nolan,  Captain 
North,  Colonel 
Northoote,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

8.H. 
0*Beime,  Captain 
O*  Byrne,  W.  R. 
O'Gorman,  P. 
O'Leary,  W. 
0*Lo^en,  rt  hon.  Sir 

0*Neilli  hon.  E. 
Onslow,  D. 
Paget,  R.  H. 
Pai,SirL. 
Parker,  Lt-CoL  W. 
Pateshall,  E. 
Peek,  Sir  H. 
Peel,  rt  hon.  Sir  R. 
Pell,  A. 

PeUy,  Sir  H.  C. 
Pemberton,  E.  L. 
Pennant,  hon.  G. 
Peploe,  Major 
Percy,  Earl 
Phipps,?. 
Pirn,  Captain  B. 
Plonket,  hon.  D.  R. 
Plonkett,  hon.  R. 
Polhill-Tumer,  Capt. 
PoweU,  W. 
Power,  R. 
Praed,  C.  T. 


Praed,H.  B. 
Price,  Captain 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Raikes,  H.  C. 
Read,  C.  8. 
Rondlesham,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W. 
RicUey,  M.  W. 
Ripley,  H.  W. 
Ritchie,  C.  T. 
Rodwell,  B.  B.  H. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Rothsdiild,  Sir  K.  M.  de 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
Ryder,  G.  R. 
Sackville,  S.  G.  8. 
Salt,T. 

Sanderson,  T.  K. 
Sandford,  G.  M.  W. 
Sandon,  Viscount 
Sdater-Booth,  rt.hn.G. 
Scott,  Lord  H. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,   Sir 

H.J. 
Seveme,  J.  E. 
Shaw,  W. 
Shirley,  S.  E. 
Shute,  General 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Simonds,  W.  B. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  F.  C. 
Smith,  S.  G. 
Smith,  W.  H. 
Smollett,  P.  B. 
Somerset,  LordH.  R.  C. 
Sotheron-EIstcourt,  G. 
Spinks,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Stanhope,  hon.  £. 
Stanhope,  W.  T.  W.  S. 
Stanley,  hon.  F. 
Starkey,  L.  R. 
Starkie,  J.  P.  0. 
Steere,  L. 
Stewart,  Bi.  J. 
Storer,  G. 
8ykes,0. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  rt  hon.CoL 
Tennant,  R. 
Thomhill,T. 
Thwaites,D. 
Thynne,  Lord  H.  F. 
Tollemache,  hon.  W.  F. 
Torr,  J. 

Tremayne,  J.        « 
Trevor,  Lord  A.E.  Hill- 
Tumor,  E. 
Twells,  P. 
Vomer,  E.  W. 
Walker,  O.  O. 
Walker,  T.  E. 
Wallace,  Sir  BL 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Walsh,  hon.  A. 
Warburton,  P.  E. 
Ward,  M.  F. 
Waterhouse,  8. 
Watney,  J. 
Watson,  W. 
Welby.Gregory,SirW. 


Wellesley,  Colonel 
Wells,  E. 
Wethered,  T.  O. 
Wheelhouse,  W.  8.  J. 
Whitelaw,  A. 
Williams,  Sir  F.  M. 
Wilmot.  Sir  H. 
^\^lmot.  Sir  J.  E. 
^\^lson,  W. 
Wolff,  Sir  H.  D. 

Words  added. 


Woodd,  B.  T. 
Wroughton,  P. 
WyncQiam,  hon.  P. 
Wynn,  C.  W.  W. 
Yarmouth,  Earl  of 
Yorke,  hon.  E. 
Yorke,  J.  R. 

TELLERS. 

Dyke,  Sir  W.  H. 
\Vinn,R. 


Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

BMohedf  That  this. House  declines  to  enter- 
tain any  Resolutions  which  may  embarrass  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  the  maintenance  of 
peace  and  in  the  protection  of  British  interests, 
without  indicatmg  any  altemaUre  line  of 
policy. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  lie  gave 
Notice  to  move  the  second  Eesolution 
in  order  that  it  mieht  be  amended,  and 
the  sense  of  the  House  taken  upon  it ; 
but  at  that  time  a  Notice  of  the  Pre- 
vious Question  was  standing.  Since 
that  time  the  position  had  materially 
changed,  and  the  House  had  adopted  by 
a  lai^  majority  words  which  declared 
its  intention  and  disposition  not  to  en- 
tertain any  Eesolution  of  the  nature  of 
those  which  he  had  proposed.  Under 
those  circumstances  he  was  inclined  to 
think,  although  he  was  in  the  hands  of 
the  House,  that  it  would  be  more  re- 
fipectfU  to  the  majority  of  the  House 
that  he  shoiUd  not  move  his  Besolution. 


WAYS  AND  MKAKS. 

Ooniidered  in  Ck>mmittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Retohtd,  That,  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1878,  the  sum 
of  £5,900,000  be  granted  out  of  the  Ckmsolidated 
Fund  of  tiie  United  Kingdom. 

Besolution  to  he  reported  To-morrow  ; 

Cknnmittee  to  sit  again  upon  Wedtusday. 


FAOTOBS  ACT  BILL. 

Con9idtr$d  in  Cknnmittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Re$olvedf  That  the  Chairman  he  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Factors  Act. 

Besolution  rtporttd :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  hy  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Sir  James 
M'Gaiol-Hooo,  Sir  Cha&lxs  Mills,  and  Mr. 
Watkik  Willtams. 

TSiilpreMentedf  and  road  the  first  time.  [Bill  168.] 
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PIEB  AND  HABBOUB  0RDEB8  CONFIBMATIOir 

(no.   3)    BILL. 

Comidtr§d  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

R$tolv0dy  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  he  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  made  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  under  "  The  (General  Pier 
and  Harbour  Act,  1861/'  relating  to  Carnarvon. 

Resolution  reported  :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Edward  Stanhopb  and  Sir 
Charles  Addbrlbt. 

BHipresefUedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  166.] 


SAINT  Stephen's  green  (dublin)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Michabl  Hicks-Bbach, 
Bill  to  vest  Saint  Ste|)hen*8  Qreen,  Dublin,  in 
the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works  in  Ireland ; 
for  maintaining  and  regulating  the  same  as  a 
public  park ;  and  for  other  purposes,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Sir  Michabl  Hicks-Bback 
and  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 

BiMpresented,9iid  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  167.] 

House  adjourned  at  half 
after  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    L0ED8, 

TMtday,  15/A  May,  1877. 

MINXJTES.]— Public  Bills— fir#<  Reading^ 
Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries  Orders  Confir- 
mation (73),  and  referred  to  the  Examiners ; 
Married  Women's  Property  Act  (1870)  Amend- 
ment* (74) ;  Norfolk  and  Suffolk  Fisheries,* 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

Second  Beading — High  Court  of  Justice  (Costs)  • 
{26)^  dieeharged ;  Public  Libraries  Act  (Ire- 
land) Amendment*  (66). 

Cbmmi^<«f--Sottlod  Estates*  (49);  Solidtora 
Examination,  &c*  (62-76). 

Seport^South  Africa  (67-77) 

Third  J2#<u^>^— Removal  of  Wrecks*  (69). 

SOUTH  AFRICA  BILL. 
(The  Earl  of  Carnarvon.) 

[no.  67.]    eepobt  of  amendments. 

Amendments  reported  (aooording  to 
Order). 

On  Motion  of  Earl  of  Oabnabyon, 
Clause  added,  after  Olause  48 — 

(Appropriation,  &o.  of  provincial  revenue.) 

**  It  shall  not  be  lawful  for  the  ooundl  of  any 
province  to  adopt  or  pass  any  vote,  resolution, 
address,  or  law  for  the  appropriation  of  any 
part  of  the  provincial  revenue,  or  of  any  tax  or 


impost,  to  any  purpose  that  ha«  not  §g^ 
recommended  to  the  council  by  the  chief 
tive  offioer." 


On  Motion  of  Earl  of  OAurAXTcnr,  to 

Olause  63  after  ("Union")     Fnmn 

added — 

(**  Provided  always,  that  no  Act  cd  Urn  mad 
Union  Pariiament  shall  extend  or  be  imrirtiMi' 
to  extend  to  take  away  orabridjiTf  the  vDdoakfenl 
right  and  authority  ot  Her  Majesty,  hsr  hmt% 
ami  successors,  upon  the  humble  pititioa  <d  or 
person  or  persons  aggrieved  bv  anyjiiituwt 
decree,  order,  or  sentence  of  tke  mud  Oman. 
Court  of  Appeal,  to  admit  his,  her,  cr  tknr 
appeal  to  Her  Mj^estv  in  Council  from  aayrik 
judgment,  decree,  order,  or  senteoi 
terms  and  securities,  limitaaons. 


and  regulations  as  Her  Maiesty  in  GoaaciL  btr 
heirs  wad  successors,  shall  think  fit.") 

The  Eabl  of  OAENAEYON  mond 
to  insert,  after  Clause  69,  a  claiue  cb- 
powering  Her  Majesty  in  Oonndl  to 
authorize  annexation  to  Cape  or  Nstal. 
of  territories  in  South  Afiica,  famuBj; 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  possedona,  but  dU 
already  included  in  either  Colony.  T^ 
noble  Earl  said  the  main  object  of  th* 
Bill  was  to  secure  a  Confederation  of  thn 
British  Colonies  in  South  Africa  by  their 
own  consent ;  but  the  time  at  which  tb* 
desired  union  might  be  effected  migkt 
be  more  or  less  distant;  and  in  thr 
meanwhile  there  might  arise  a  pTewirg 
necessity  of  making  prorision  for  tW 
good  goyemment  of  territories  whif-k 
were  under  the  dominion  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty, although  not  included  in  the  pro- 
posed union.  Though  on  the  prenou* 
evening  he  had  had  the  satinfactiftn  rf 
announcing  to  their  Lordships  satis- 
factory intellig^ce  in  reference  to  th^ 
annexation  of  theTruasraal,  stall  thestata 
of  things  was  necessarily  such  that  it  wu 
desirable  to  take  every  precaution.  For 
this  reason  he  had  thought  it  advisable 
to  frame  the  olause  which  he  now  pvo- 
posed ;  but  the  olause  contained  a  pro- 
vision that  no  Proclamation  for  ew^ 
annexation  should  be  issued  untfl  the 
Legislature  of  the  Colony  to  which 
territory  was  to  be  annexed  should  hare 
passed  a  law  providing  that  the  par- 
ticular territo^  should  become  part  (d 
the  Colony.  Me  might  add  that  within 
the  last  fortnight  the  LegisUturs  of 
Cape  Colony  had  passed  a  law  in  hrtm 
of  the  union  of  wiqualand  with  thai 
Colony.  The  Bill,  therefore,  as  it  nov 
stood  provided  for  the  admission  into  Um 
Union  of  any  Colony,  State,  or  Tsfri* 
tory  applying  to  be  admitted ;  next,  it 
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would  giT6  power  for  the  annexing  of 
tcnTitorv'  to  Gape  Colony  or  the  Oolonj 
ot  Natal ;  and,  lastly,  it  gare  power  to 
divide  the  Union  into  gooh  proyinoee, 
with  auoli  namea  and  boundaries,  as  the 
Qaeen  might  direct.  He  might  oh- 
■erre  that  there  was  now  before  Par- 
liament a  large  Tolume  of  Papers  on 
this  aubject  oovering  the  transactions 
of  1876,  and  dealing  with  the  delicate 
relations  which  daring  the  whole  of  that 
time  had  prevailed  between  the  Dutch 
State  of  the  Transvaal  and  tibe  Zulus 
on  ita  eastern  frontier.  He  hoped  it 
would  be  in  his  power  shortly  to  pro- 
duce a  shorter,  but  not  less  important, 
volume,  which  would  carry  on  the  his- 
tory of  the  war  from  the  beginning  of 
1877  to  the  present  date;  and  this  vo- 
lume would  also  contain  the  authority 
under  which  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone 
had  acted.  As  soon  as  there  was  suf- 
ficient matter  for  the  House  to  pro- 
nounce an  opinion  upon,  it  should  be 
laid  npon  the  Table.  He  thought 
it  right  to  observe  that  he  had  no- 
ticed that  a  question  had  been  raised 
whether  the  annexation  of  the  Zulu 
country  was  lil^ely  to  follow  upon  the 
annexation  of  the  Transvaal.  There  was 
no  wish  whatever  on  his  part  for  any 
luoh  annexation^^n  the  contrary,  he 
should  stronffly  deprecate  it.  The  time 
would  doubUess  come  when  it  would 
become  necessazy ;  but,  for  the  present, 
he  would  sooner  trust  to  the  gradual 
influence  of  British  laws  and  civiliza- 
tion under  the  reasonable  swav  of  Eng- 
land, ao  as  to  make  the  bordeir  safe — 
and  he  considered  that  the  risk  of  our 
being  compelled  under  existing  circum- 
stances to  take  over  the  Zulu  country 
was  lessened  rather  than  increased  by 
the  annexation  of  the  Transvaal,  because 
the  real  danger  and  difficulty  had  arisen 
from  the  frequent  encroachments  of  the 
Boers  upon  the  Zulu  territory. 

Movtd  to  insert,  after  Clause  69,  new 
Uauae— 

(Power  to  Her  Hajofty  to  anthoriM  Annexation 
to  Cape  or  Natal  of  certain  territoriee.) 

"*  It  ihaU  be  Uwf ul  for  the  Qaoen,  by  and 
vhh  the  advice  of  Her  liajeat^'a  Moet  Honour- 
ahle  Priry  Council,  to  aathonae  the  OoTemor 
fw  \h»  Mmp  being  of  the  Capo  of  Good  Hope  or 
of  Natal,  by  proclamation,  to  dedare  that  tho 
whole  or  any  portion  or  portiona  of  any  torn- 
tntiee  in  Sooth  Afrioa  forming  part  of  Her 
M^Jeaiy'a  pneteewiom,  but  not  aTrciady  included 
ia  ttthcr  itf  the  laet-mentionod  ooloniea,  ahall  be 


annexed  to  and  form  part  of  sooh  colonies  or 
either  of  them,  and  the  said  territories  or  por- 
tions shall  be  annexed  accordingly;  provided 
always,  that  no  such  proclamation  shall  be 
issued  until  the  Legislature  of  the  colony  to 
which  such  territories  are  to  be  annexed  shall 
have  passed  a  law  proridinff  that  the  said  terri- 
tories shall  become  part  of  the  coiouy"— (The 
Earl  of  Carnarvon,) 

The  Eabl  of  IQMBEBLET  approved 
the  clause.  He  presumed  that  if  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment  contemplated  an- 
nexing the  Transraal  to  one  of  the  two 
Oolomes  now  organized  in  South  Africa, 
that  step  would  not  be  made  before  it 
was  ascertained  that  such  annexation 
would  be  affreeable  to  the  feelings  and 
wishes  of  me  Dutch  inhabitants.  He 
was  glad  to  hear  that  Qriqualand  was 
likely  to  be  annexed  to  the  Gape  Colony, 
and  he  rejoiced  to  hear  ^m  his  noble 
Friend  that  he  did  not  regard  the  an- 
nexatbn  of  Zululand  to  the  British  do- 
minions as  a  desirable  measure.  We 
had  enough  of  South  AMcan  territonr 
on  our  hands  at  present — especially  with 
the  most  recent  annexation — and  it  would 
be  a  real  misfortune  if  we  should  have 
to  interfere  with  the  independence  of  the 
Zulu  tribes.  Zululand  was  inhabited  by 
a  singularly  independent  and  warlike 
race ;  out  under  the  admirable  manage- 
ment of  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone  our 
relations  with  that  race  had  long  been  of 
a  most  friendly  character.  There  was  a 
large  independent  territory  between 
Cane  Colony  and  the  Colony  of  Natal, 
and  he  thought  it  quite  possible  to  pre- 
serye  friendly  relations  with  the  inhabi- 
tants of  that  territory  without  interfering 
with  their  independence. 

Clause  agr$ed  to.  and  imorUd  in  the 
BiU. 

Thb  Eabl  of  CAENAEVON  said,  he 
would  take  that  opportunity  of  answer- 
ing a  Question  which  was  put  to  him  the 
other  eyening  by  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Belmore),  who  asked  why  there 
was  not  in  this  Bill  some  power  to  the 
Goyemor  to  issue  moneys  out  of  the 
Treasury ;  and  his  noble  Friend  said  he 
asked  that  Question  in  consequence  of  a 
difficul^^  which  had  occurred  in  New 
South  Wales.  The  facts  of  that  case 
were,  that  in  the  Constitutional  Act  of 
New  South  Wales  there  was  a  clause 
which  required  that  all  public  moneys 
should  be  issued  upon  the  warrant  of  the 
Ooyemor,  it  haying  rested  in  the  Trea- 
surer.  A  Vote  was  passed  in  the  Parlia- 


8«Uet    CommtU^^Asami  HonnauBti*  [U*^ 

nominutsd, 
Committu — Uniyenities  of   Oxford  and  Cam- 

bridge  (rt'ComtnJ)  [113] — a.p. 
OommitU^—Meport'-'Mmwd  Woomo*!  rfenpfstr 

(Sootland)  •  [41-169]  ;  Quartar  Sawn  (^l 

roughs)  [144]. 
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ment  which  was'  not  strictly  in  accord- 
ance with  the  law ;  and  his  noble  Friend 
who  was  at  that  time  Oovemor  of  New 
South  Wales,  exercised  his  discretion  by 
not  issuine  his  warrant.  That  was  ob- 
jected  to  by  his  Ministry.  His  noble 
Friend  referred  the  matter  to  this  coun- 
try, and  he  was  supported  by  the  CK)- 
Temment  of  the  day.  The  difference 
between  the  two  cases  was  this — that  in 
that  case  there  was  a  clause  reauiring 
the  warrant  of  the  Gbvemor,  while  in 
this  Bill  there  was  no  such  clause ;  and 
therefore  the  difficulty  which  arose  in 
New  South  Wales  could  not  arise  in 
South  Africa. 

The  Eahl  of  BELMOEE  said,  that 
his  Question  was  how,  there  being  no 
such  dause  in  this  Bill,  the  public 
moneys  would  be  issued  ?  as  they  must 
be  issued  by  some  authority.  If  not  by 
the  warrant  of  the  (]K)yemor  it  must  be 
by  some  other  officer,  otherwise  the 
moneys  could  not  be  paid  out  of  the 
Treasury. 

Th£  Eahl  of  OARNAEVON  appro- 
bended  that  there  would  be  no  difficiuty, 
as  they  could  be  issued  by  oral  instruc- 
tion. 

OYSTEB    AND    HITSSEL    FISHERIES     ORDER 

CONFIRMATION    BILL    [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  conjBrm  an  order  made  by  Uie  Board 
of  Trade  under  The  Sea  Fisheries  Act,  1868, 
relating  to  Falmouth — Was  presented  by  The 
Lord  Elphinbtonb  ;  read  1*,  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners.    (No.  73.) 

MARRIED  women's  PROPERTY  ACT  (1870) 
AMENDMENT  BILL    [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Married  Women's  Pxt>- 

garty  Act  (1870)— Was  pretented  by  The  Lord 
oLB&inoB ;  read  1*.    (No.  74.) 

House  a<iyoumed  at  a  Quarter  past  Six 

o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Ikieiday,  \5th  May,  1877. 


MINUTES.]  — Wats  and  Mmass— considered 
in  Committee — Resolution  [May  14]  reported* 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Bioding — 
ConsoUdated  Fund  (£5,900,000)  •. 

Second  Reading ^Vxxhhc  Works  Loans*  [146]; 
PubUc  Works  Loans  (Ireland)  [139]. 

The  Earl  of  Carnarvon 


DERBY  CORPORATION  (EXTENSION  OF 
BOROUGH,  Ac.)  BILL  (ly  Order,) 

OOKSmXBL^TIOV. 

Bill,  as  amended,  ooneidmred, 

Mb.  MEREWETHEB  said,  the  Bui 
proposed  to  take  into  the  boronglL  of 
Derby  the  hamlet  of  litchun^  haTug  % 
population  of  15,000  and  four  oner 
hamlets,  and  also  to  include  this  lam 
district  within  the  district  of  the  Denj 
School  Board,  although  it  was  amoh 
provided  with  schools,  and  if  inclnOfd 
would  be  subjected  to  a  considertblj 
increased  rate.  The  11th  section  of  thf 
Education  Act  of  1873  gaye  to  anj  sucb 
district  a  right  to  say  whether  it  vouU 
be  so  annexed  or  not.  The  diuises  wliici 
were  objected  to  were  inserted  by  tlkd 
Oommittee  at  the  instance  of  the  Edocs- 
tion  Department ;  and  the  House,  mw: 
the  matter  beinff  brought  before  it,  uJ 
referred  the  BiU  back,  after  a  debvU 
and  division,  to  the  Select  Oommittev. 
for  the  purpose  of  omitting  those  claasea, 
or,  at  any  rate,  re-considering  thccL 
The  Committee  had  re-considered  thcco. 
and  reported  that  they  saw  no  reaaoo  for 
making  any  alteration  in  the  Bill.  Hud 
decision  was  one  which  he  thought  th« 
House  would  not  concur  in.  He  then- 
fore  moved  to  leave  out  Clauses  42  to  46, 
inclusive. 

Add  the  following  new  dauses,  to 
follow  Clause  41 : — 

(Borough  Bohool  board.) 

''  Until  such  time  after  the  oommenoomant  d 
this  Act  as  the  Eduoatioxi  Department  ii^ 
iasae  an  order  for  uniting  any  one  or  mow  of  U« 
oonstitaent  parts  of  the  added  area  to  the  tAni 
district  of  the  eristing  borough,  such  ootutitwai 
parts  of  the  added  area  shall  not  be  included  a 
the  school  district  of  the  borou^  and,  vbn 
such  order  is  issued,  the  school  district  of  Ur 
existing  borough  shall  be  enlarged  aooordiiifH'-" 

(Until  school  district  extended  achool  board 
rate  to  be  borne  by  existing  boroogfa.) 

"  In  estimatinff  the  boroup;h  rate  to  bo  IfvM 
in  the  borough,  the  Corporation  shall  rhargp  tV 
expenses  of  the  school  board  for  the  time  pon^ 
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payable  out  of  the  borongli  rate  ezdnnTely  upon 
the  exiwting  borough,  or  upon  the  existing  do- 
rou^h  and  such  put  or  parts  of  the  addea  area 
aa  inay  be  inclnded  in  the  school  district  of  the 
ftTJating  borough  under  any  order  issued  by  the 
Education  Department  by  yirtue  of  this  Act  (as 
the  case  may  be)»  and  the  Corporation  are  hereby 
empowered  to  vary  the  borough  rate  accord- 
ingly" 

(Portions  of  parishes  included  in  extended 
area  to  be  school  districts.) 

''So  much  of  each  of  the  several  parishes, 
townships,  hamlets,  or  places  following  (that  is 
to  say) : — 

The  hamlet  or  township  of  litchurch,  in 

the  paridi  of  Saint  Peter,  Derby ; 
The  hamlet  or  township  of  Little  Chester, 

in  the  parish  of  Saint  Alkmund,  Derby ; 
The  township  of  Markeaton,  in  the  parish 

of  Mackworth ; 
The  township  of  littleover,  in  the  parish 

of  Mickleover ; 
The  township  of  Normanton,  in  the  parish 

of  Saint  Peter,  Derby ; 

as  is  by  this  Act  added  to  the  existing  borough 
and  existing  sanitary  district,  shall  in  each  case 
respectively  be  taken  to  be  for  all  the  purposes 
of  the  Education  Acts  1870  and  1873  a  parish  by 
itself,  and  the  ratepayers  thereof  may  meet  in 
vestry  in  the  same  manner  in  all  respects  as  if 
they  were  the  inhabitants  of  a  parish;  every 
such  meeting  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  vestry, 
and  save  as  provided  J)y  '  The  Elementary  Edu- 
cation Act,  1870,'  be  subject  to  the  Act  of  the 
fifty-eighth  G^rge  the  Third,  chapter  sixtv- 
nine,  and  the  Acts  amending  the  same,  and,  sub- 
ject as  aforesaid,  shall  be  summoned  by  the  per- 
sons and  in  the  mode  prescribed  by  the  Educa- 
tion Department,  and  the  overseers  of  the  whole 
parish  uiallbe  deemed  to  be  the  overseers  of  any 
such  part  of  a  parish." 

Clause  (Borough  School  Board,) — 
{Mr,  Meretpether,y--'hrou^ht  up,  and  read 
the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mb.  HIBBERT,  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  to  whom  the  Bill  was  re-com- 
mitted, said,  that  no  additional  evidence 
had  been  brought  before  them,  either  by 
the  opponents  or  the  promoters  of  the  Bill. 
The  Committee  had  not  been  actuated 
by  any  pressure  from  the  Education 
Department,  and  he  claimed  for  Com- 
mittees on  Private  Bills  their  right  to 
insert  or  reject  such  clauses  as  the  cir- 
cumstances and  the  facts  justified  them 
in  adopting  or  rejecting.  After  hearing 
the  evidence  given  by  the  gentlemen  of 
the  Education  Department,  the  Com- 
mittee could  come  to  no  other  conclusion 
than  that  it  was  undesirable  to  insert  in 
the  Bill  such  provisions  as  the  Cardiff 


and  Stafford  dauses;  and  no  other 
dauses  were  proposed.  He  thought  the 
question  ought  not  to  be  viewed  as  one 
of  school  boards  or  of  voluntary  school 
management  simply.  When  they  had  an 
opportunity  of  extending  a  borough  care 
should  be  taken  that  wiuun  proper  limits 
the  local  government  should  be  kept  in 
the  same  hands  for  aU  purposes.  Tnere 
were  several  anomalies  connected  with 
this  subject  with  which  the  House  would 
be  asked  before  very  long  to  deal.  The 
clauses  which  it  was  proposed  to  insert, 
although  a  little  less  objectionable  than 
the  Stafford  and  Cardiff  clauses,  would 
not,  in  his  view,  meet  the  case,  and 
therefore  he  opposed  their  insertion  in 
the  Bill. 

Mb.  BALFOUB,  as  a  Member  of  the 
Select  Committee,  supported  the  pro* 
posal  to  insert  the  new  clauses,  as  he 
wished  to  see  the  borough  extended 
without  destroying  the  administrative 
freedom  of  Litchurch.  He  protested 
against  too  much  of  departmental  inter- 
ference in  the  self-government  of  dif- 
ferent localities. 

Mb.  M.  T.  bass,  as  representing  the 
borough  of  Derby,  remarked  that  that 
borough  had  been  made  a  battle  ground 
between  the  Education  Department  and 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.  It 
was  immaterial  to  his  constituents  which 
way  the  matter  was  determined,  as  long 
as  the  Bill  was  passed ;  but  his  personal 
conviction  was  that  the  course  recom- 
mended by  the  Committee  was  a  very 
sound  one. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  had  advised  the  reference 
back  to  the  Committee,  because  they  did 
not  appear  to  have  considered  themselves 
quite  free  to  examine  the  clauses  pro- 
posed by  the  Education  Department, 
but  that  reference  was  not  to  be  con- 
sidered in  the  nature  of  an  Listruction 
to  the  Committee.  They  had  taken  the 
evidence  of  the  Department,  and  had 
sent  the  Bill  back  imaltered ;  and  now 
the  House  had  to  consider  the  matter 
upon  its  merits.  He  thought  the  ques- 
tion was  one  of  too  much  importance  to 
be  decided  by  clauses  in  a  Private  Bill ; 
and  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Oorst)  had  a  Public  BiU 
before  the  House  dealing  with  the  same 
subject,  he  thought  the  wisest  course 
would  be  to  omit  clauses  from  42  to  46 
inclusive,  and  thus  throw  the  parties 
back  upon  the  existing  law.    Tnat,  he 
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belieyed,  would  be  a  solution  of  rather 
a  difficult  question. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  if  these 
clauses  were  inserted  they  would  infringe 
upon,  and  to  a  certain  extent  repeal,  tne 
Act  of  1 870.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
follow  the  suggestion  of  the  Ohanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  which,  he  understood, 
the  Ohairman  of  Oommittees  was  quite 
willing  to  accept. 

Mb.  RATKfS  explained  that  this  con- 
troversj  had  been  originated  not  by  him 
but  by  a  former  Ohairman  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  of  Ways  and  Means.  His  object 
in  supporting  the  clauses  was  to  secure 
harmony  in  the  proceedings  of  the 
various  Oommittees.  The  suggestion 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Ohancellor 
of  the  ^chequer  to  omit  Olauses  42  to 
46  inclusiye,  which  the  Oommittee  had 
inserted  on  the  suggestion  of  the  Educa- 
tion Department,  would  commend  itself 
to  the  House,  and  their  omission  would 
not  damnify  the  Department.  He  thought 
that  the  Oommittee  should  have  shown 
more  respect  to  the  opinion  which  the 
House  indicated  on  the  last  occasion, 
and  that  if  they  could  not  adopt  these 
clauses  they  should  have  accompanied 
their  decision  by  a  statement  of  the 
reasons  on  which  they  acted.  He  con- 
sidered that  the  clauses  proposed  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Merewether)  would 
be  a  great  improvement. 

Sib  OEOEQE  OAMPBELL  expressed 
his  concurrence  in  the  proposal  of  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He 
thought  it  was  a  full  justification  of  the 
Oommittee  for  not  accepting  the  decision 
of  a  fortnight  ago,  as  forcing  upon  them 
the  views  of  the  Ohairman  of  Ways  and 
Means.  

Mb.  SOLATER-BOOTH  expressed 
concurrence  in  the  view  of  the  Ohan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer. 

Mb.  PELL  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate,  in  order  that  further  time 
might  be  afforded  for  the  Ml  considera- 
tion of  the  new  proposals  suggested  by 
the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Mb.  J.  O.  TALBOT  seconded  the 
Motion  for  adjournment.  The  best 
course  would  be  to  adjourn  the  matter, 
in  order  that  it  mi^ht  be  thoroughly  un- 
derstood by  both  sides  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 

--{Mr,  Pdl) 

The  Chaneellcr  of  ih$  StccUiwr 


Mb.  EVANS  hoped  that  the  Hum 
would  accept  the  very  reason aMf»  pro- 
position of  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exioe- 
quer,  which  had  taken  awa j  tfaa  oaly 
bone  of  contention.  There  wtmld  bt 
no  advantage  in  adjourning  the  d«- 
bate. 

Mb.  HEYOATE  avowed  his  inahOity 
to  make  out  what  would  be  the  eflect  of 
the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer's  sof- 
gestion. 

Mb.  MEEEWETHER  said,  the  efleci 
of  the  proposal  of  the  right  hxm*  0«o- 
tleman  would  be  to  lead  to  a  long  1st- 
suit  If  it  were  the  wish  of  the  Boom 
he  would  consent  to  the  adjoummaat  d 
the  debate;  but  should  the  oontnrf 
opinion  prevail  he  had  no  option  but  to 
accept  what  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Ei* 
chequer  had  suggested. 

ThbOHAK  cSiLOR  OF  THB  EXCHB^ 
QUEB  observed  that  the  clauses  whicb 
the  Oommittee  had  inserted  in  the  BiS 
were  now  fought  on  the  question  of  tht 
construction  of  the  eeneral  law,  and  k* 
thought  it  would  be  oetter  not  to  embsr- 
rass  the  Bill  with  the  consideratiao  of 
that  question.  The  House  was  now  it 
a  position  to  decide  whether  it  wotid 
complicate  the  question  of  the  eomtno- 
tion  of  the  general  law  by  the  intzodno- 
tion  of  those  clauses  into  the  Ball,  sad 
no  advantage  would  be  gained  hj  si 
adjournment. 

Mb.  HIBBERT,  while  assenting  t» 
the  proposal  of  the  Ohanoellor  of  t2k» 
Exchequer,  suggested  an  alteration  d 
Olause  52. 

Mb.  BEBESFOHD  HOPE  remarM 
that  the  House  had  three  or  ibor  croii 
issues  to  deal  with,  and  the  only  ratwail 
thing  they  could  do  now  was  to  a^om 
the  matter. 

Question  put. 

The  House  ifi&jM;— Ayes  152 ;  Noes 
183:  Majority  81.  —  (Division  list 
No.  121.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  aiysfvM. 

Mb.  MEREWETHEB  moved  to  leavt 
out  Olauses  42  to  46,  inclusive. 

Olause  53,  paffe  19,  line  9,  to  kavs 
out  from  ''  years/'  to  end  of  OImss. 

Ameiidments  ^grni  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 
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QUESTIONS. 


CRIMINAL  LAW— HANDCUFFS  — CASE 
OF  THOMAS  YARWOOD.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  aaked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  case  of  Thomas  Yarwood,  of  Knuts- 
f  ord,  auctioneer's  clerk,  arrested  there  on 
or  about  the  2drd  ultuno,  and  charged 
with  being  drunk  and  assaulting  the 
police,  kept  there  that  night,  and  re- 
moved in  handcuffs  the  following  morn- 
ing to  Altrincham,  and  there  sentenced 
to  two  months'  imprisonment  widi  hard 
labour ;  whether  the  removal  to  Altrin- 
cham or  the  handcufiing  was  justifiable; 
whether  the  man  was  wounded  and  ill- 
used  by  the  police  to  the  extent  that 
the  doctor  in  the  prison  in  consequence, 
after  sentence,  advised  that  he  was  unfit 
to  undergo  nkrd  labour ;  whether  Yar- 
wood  requested  an  adjournment  to  pre- 
pare his  defence  and  it  was  refused; 
whether  there  is  not  evidence  now  forth- 
coming that  the  man  was  not  guilty  of 
the  offence;  and,  whether,  considering 
that  local  feeling  is  greatly  aroused  on 
the  subject,  he  will  deal  witiii  the  case  by 
inquiiy,  or  otherwise,  at  once  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  his  attention  had  been  called  to  the 
case  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.  He  had  no  reason  to  think 
that  the  treatment  of  the  man  was  ille- 
gal in  any  way.  He  had  more  than 
once  expressed  his  own  opinion  that 
handcuffs  ought  never  to  be  used  except 
when  absolutely  necessary  to  prevent 
escape.  In  the  present  case  he  did  not 
think  there  had  been  the  slightest  neces- 
sity for  using  them.  He  must  also  say 
that,  while  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  man  had  committed  an  assault  upon 
the  police,  he  had  suffered  more  violence 
than  was  absolutely  necessarv  and  thao 
was  justifiable.  The  magistrates  in- 
formed him  that  every  opportunity  had 
been  given  to  the  prisoner  to  produce 
witnesses  and  have  his  case  properly  de- 
fended. The  prisoner  had  c^ed  one 
witness,  but  the  evidence  had  not  satis- 
fied  the  magistrates,  and  the  charge  had 
been  substantially  proved.  In  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  he  had,  after 
commumcati(m  with  the  magistrates, 
decided  that  one-half  of  the  sentence 
should  be  remitted. 


GfROCERS'  LICENCES  (SCOTLAND)— 
APPOINTMENT  OF  A  COMMISSION. 

QTJESTIOK. 

Mb.  M'LABEN  (for  Sir  Eobebt 
Akstbitthbb)  asked  theSecretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  If  he  will 
state  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  inquiry 
which  he  has  intimated  that  he  intends 
to  institute  regarding  grocers'  licences 
in  Sootlfuid;  sdso  when  and  where  the 
Commission  will  sit  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  Commission  would  be 
issued  without  delay — at  least  without 
any  ^rther  delay  wan  was  necessaiv 
for  the  purpose  of  communicating  witn 
those  gentlemen  whom  it  was  proposed 
to  miuce  members  of  the  Commission. 
The  terms  of  the  Order  of  Beference  to 
the  Commission  had  not  yet  been  ad- 
justed; but  he  might  say  generally 
that  they  would  embrace  all  those 
matters  connected  with  gpx>cers'  licences 
which  had  been  put  forward  in  the  re- 
cent discussion  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Bobert  Anstruther).  As  to 
the  places  where  the  Commission  would 
sit,  he  thought  that  was  a  very  proper 
matter  for  the  Commissioners  themselves 
to  determine  in  the  course  of  their  in* 
quiry. 

FISHERIES  (SCOTLAND)— APPOINT- 
MENT OF  A  ROYAL  COMMISSION. 

QUESTION. 

YisoousT  MACDQEF  asked  theUnder 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether,  considering  the  time 
whidi  has  elapsed  since  the  Koyal  Com- 
mission on  the  Sea  Fisheries  in  1863, 
and  the  persistent  complaints  of  the 
Scotch  Fishermen  since  that  Commission, 
and  considering  also  the  unsatisfactory 
results  of  the  Herring  Fishery  in  the 
Firths  of  Scotland,  and  notably  in  the 
Moray  Firth  and  lie  Firth  of  Forth,  he 
will  cause  an  inquiry  into  the  whole  sub- 
ject to  be  made  by  a  Boyal  CJommission, 
or  odierwise ;  and,  whether  he  will  un- 
dertake to  do  so  without  delay  ? 

SiE  HENEY  SELWm-IBBETSON, 
in  reply,  said,  the  Home  Secretary  was 
not  prepared  to  make  an  inquiry  into  the 
effect  of  all  the  legislation  which  had 
taken  place  on  this  subject ;  but,  looking 
to  the  complaints  that  haid  been  made 
since  the  Sea  Fisheries  Commission  sat 
in  1863,  he  was  prepared  to  grant  an 
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inqourj  into  those  oomplaints  and  ihoee 
fisheries.  That  inquiry,  however,  would 
not  be  confined  to  the  sea  fisheries  on 
the  Sootoh  coast,  but  would  extend  to 
those  of  the  whole  of  Ghreat  Britain. 
With  regard  to  the  last  part  of  the 
Question,  the  Home  Secretary  was  de- 
sirous of  causing  the  inquixr  to  be  made 
without  any  unnecessary  delay. 

RUSSU  AND  TURKEY— ENGLISH 
SHIPPING  ON  THE  DANUBE. 

QTTESnOK. 

Mb.  T.  E.  smith  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AfiDEurs, 
Whether  any  steps  have  been  taken,  or 
instructions  sent  to  Her  Majesty's  Con- 
suls, with  a  view  to  protect  the  lar^ 
amount  of  British  capital  invested  m 
river  craft  in  the  Danube,  under  a  be- 
lief that  the  management  of  the  naviga- 
tion of  that  river  was  in  the  hands  of 
the  European  Commission  ? 

Mb.  BOUEEE:  Sir,  I  can  answer 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  Question  in  the 
afi&rmative.  Bepresentations  have  been 
made  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
the  Porte  on  the  subject,  and,  in  conse- 
quence, the  Porte  nas  jriven  orders  to 
the  Conmiander-in-Chiefon  the  Danube 
that  as  many  facilities  as  are  possible 
shall  be  ^ven  for  the  protection  whiLst 
in  transmission  up  and  down  the  Danube 
of  vessels  belonging  to  British  subjects. 
Bepresentations  have  also  been  made 
to  the  Bussian  Government  respecting 
the  detention  of  vessels,  and  such  farther 
instructions  will  be  given  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Diplomatic  Consular  Agents  as 
may  appear  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, after  consultation  with  the  Law 
Officers,  to  be  necessary  for  the  protec- 
tion of  British  interests. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— TASHKEND. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  C.  B.  DENISON  asked  the  Under 
Secreta^  of  State  for  Foreign  AfifiEtirs, 
If  the  Foreign  Office  has  received  from 
the  Indian  Government,  or  otherwise,  any 
confirmation  of  the  telegraphic  news 
(from  Berlin)  published  on  Saturday 
last,  of  the  Bussian  Ctovemment  having 
assembled  a  large  military  force  in 
Tashkend  for  o£fensive  operation  in  the 
district  of  Pamir.  The  said  district  com- 
prising on  the  west  the  sources  of  the 

Sir  Himry  Selwin-Uhison 


Oxus  and  its  tributaries,  and  on  Am 
and  north  the  mountain  passes  of  Tsr- 
kand? 

Mb.  BOTTBKE  :  In  reply  to  my  Imb. 
Friend  the  Member  for  ihe  West  Bidisf . 
I  need  hardly  remind  him  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  no  Amiu 
in  these  quarters.  The  Foreign  Office 
have,  therefore,  no  means  of  oommmd' 
eating  wiUi  the  district;  but  I  bar* 
made  inquiries  at  the  India  Offiee,  tad 
they  have  heard  nothine  of  the  aUsgtid 
movement  of  troops  in  uose  parts. 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTEB^-CABRUGi 
SHELTER.— QUESTION. 

Sib  WILLIAM  FRA8EB  asked  tW 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whstkc 
he  will  provide  shelter  for  the  carrisg* 
of  Memoers  of  this  House  in  one  of  t^ 
courts  of  the  Palace  of  Westminster  ? 

Mb.  GERABD  NOEL:  Sir,  eaihc 
the  Session  my  attention  was  called  ti 
the  matter  referred  to  in  the  Qaestiaa  d 
the  hon.  Baronet,  and  upon  inmetiaf 
the  various  courts  of  the  Palace  of  We^ 
minster,  I   found  it  was  impoasibk  w 

Srovide  shelter  for  the  carriages  of 
[embers  without  causing  the  grestirt 
inoonvenienoe  and  confiision  in  tho« 
courts,  and,  I  mieht  add,  annoyance  sc 
the  persons  who  nave  residences  in  tb* 
Houses  of  Parliament.  If  yoa  ooren^ 
over  one  of  the  courts  it  would  hold  a 
very  limited  number  of  carriages,  tad 
would  not,  therefore,  justify  the  azpM- 
diture  which  would  have  to  be  incnnei 
In  these  circumstances,  I  cannot  sBtv- 
tain  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Baronet 

EDUCATION    DEPARTMENT  —  SCHOOL 
BOARD,  ATTLEBOROUOH. 

QUSSnON. 

Mb.  OOLMAN  asked  the  ^ce  P^* 
dent  of  the  Council,  Whether  the  attaa- 
tion  of  the  Education  Department  hsi 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  at  the  recast 
triennial  election  of  the  Attleboroag^ 
School  Board  a  candidate  having  bm 
duly  nominated  and  returned  at  the  hssd 
of  ^e  poU,  the  returning  officer  n>fWi 
to  dedare  him  elected,  on  the  groori 
that  he  had  absented  himself  during  sii 
successive  months  from  the  meetingi  d 
the  Board  going  out  of  office ;  and,  whe- 
ther such  refusal  is  aooordmg  to  law? 

VisoouHT  SANDON:  We  have  n- 
ceived  a  letter   from  a  gentleman  tt 
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AttleboroDgh  informing  ub  that  lie  was 
duly  nominated  for  the  school  board  of 
that  place,  and  was  returned  at  the  head 
of  the  poll,  but  that  the  returning  officer 
refused  to  dedare  him  elected  on  the 
g^und  that  he  had  absented  himself  for 
six  suooeesive  months  from  the  meetings 
of  the  board  then  goin^  out  of  office. 
We  are  advised  that  we  haye  no  power 
to  decide  in  such  a  case,  and  that  the 
question  whether  such  refusal  is  accord- 
ing to  law  must  be  decided  by  the  ordi- 
nary tribunals. 


THE      MAGISTRACY  —  WELSHPOOL 
BOBOUQH  JUSTICES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  MOHOAN  LLOYD  asked  the 
Secretanr  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment»  If  he  will  inquire  whether  it  be 
true  that,  on  the  third  instant,  one  Albert 
Jones,  aged  eight  years,  was  committed 
to  Montgomery  Uaol  by  two  of  the 
Welshpool  Borough  Justices,  to  be  kept 
on  remand  tmtil  that  day,  on  a  charge 
of  stealing  twenty-four  shillings — bail 
Imng  refined ;  whether,  as  stated  by  the 
boy's  mother  to  one  of  the  Visiting  Jus- 
tices, she  was,  on  the  10th  instant,  re- 
quested to  induce  her  husband  to  vote 
for  the  Conservatiye  candidate  at  the 
now  pending  election,  and  declined  to  do 
so  because  her  boy  was  kept  in  prison ; 
and,  whether,  on  we  following  day,  the 
boy  was  released  by  an  order  signed  by 
one  of  the  committing  magistrates  on 
the  express  stipulation  that  the  boy's 
father  would  vote  for  the  Oonsenratiye 
candidate? 

Mn.  ASSHETON  OBOSS:  I  have 
no  information  on  this  subject,  and  I  do 
not  belieye  a  word  of  it.  Till  I  receiye 
some  positiye  assurance  on  which  I  can 
rely  as  a  foundation  for  the  fact,  I  cer- 
tainly shall  not  feel  it  my  duty  to  inter- 
fere. 

Mr.  MOEOAN  LLOYD  said,  he 
would  show  the  r\Ai  hon.  Gentleman  a 
letter  from  one  of  the  Visiting  Justices 
which  would  bear  out  the  facts  indicated 
in  his  Question. 


PARTiTAMENT  —  ARRANGEMENT    OF 
PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*ThAt  the  Notices  of  Motion  be  postponed 
unto  after  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Uniyenitiee  of  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge BiU."— (Jfr.  Cktmetihr  ofth$  Exchsqtiir,) 

YOL.OOXXXiy.  [thibi)  sBBixs.] 


Mb.  OOSCHEN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether,  as  the  Uni- 
▼ersities  Bill  was  to  be  proceeded  with 
that  evening  in  Committee,  it  would  not 
be  for  the  convenience  of  hon.  Members 
generally  that  the  discussion  of  the 
Amendments  relating  to  Clerical  Fellow- 
ships should  be  deferred  ? 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  said,  by 
the  kindness  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Marylebone  (Mr. 
Forsyth)  his  Amendments  to  Clause  17 
would  not  be  brought  forward  till  after 
Whitsuntide,  and  he  proposed  to  post- 
pone Clause  18,  so  that  both  could  be 
discussed  at  the  same  time. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOOHLEN  wished 
to  enter  his  protest  against  the  encroach- 
ments that  were  being  made  on  the 
rights  of  private  Members  by  the  post- 
ponement of  their  Motions  in  favour  of 
Government  Business.  He  did  not  see 
why  the  time  occupied  in  the  important 
discussion  of  the  JBastem  Question,  on 
the  Beeolutions  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Greenwich, 
should  be  made  a  ground  for  asking 
private  Members  to  give  up  their  time 
to  compensate  the  Government,  who 
ought  to  be  very  fflad  that  it  afforded 
them  an  opportunily  for  securing  by  a 
large  majonty  the  Vote  of  Confidence 
they  had  so  long  wished  for.  He  would 
wilHngly  concede  the  present  day  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  proposed  to  take 
any  important  Business  of  a  pressing 
character ;  but  the  Bill  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  take  was,  in  his  opinion,  not 
one  of  such  a  character  as  to  justify  the 
Government  in  asking  private  Members 
to  give  up  their  rights  in  order  to  make 
way  for  it.  It  had  already  occupied  a 
considerable  time  and  could  not  be  dis- 
posed of  to-night.  He  also  objected  to 
the  form  in  which  the  thing  was  now 
done.  Formerly  it  used  to  be  a  matter 
of  private  conference  with  the  Members 
concerned — now  it  was  done  by  a  Motion 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  post- 
poning the  Notices. 

Thb  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEE  said,  the  present  proposal  was 
not  made  in  consequence  of  Monday 
having  been  taken  up  in  the  discussion 
of  the  Eesolutions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich. 
What  he  had  stated  with  regard  to 
Monday  was  that  in  the  event  of  the 
Government  giving  it  up,  they  would 
be  driven  to  propose  either  to  take  to- 
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day  for  the  TJmver^ties  Bill  or  to  pro- 
pose an  abridgpnent  of  the  Whitsuntide 
EeceM.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was,  he  understood,  willing 
to  respond  to  the  appeal  of  the  Oovem- 
ment ;  and  as  he  had  not  g^ven  Notice 
of  the  Motion  he  intended  to  move,  he 
could  not  have  moved  it  to-night,  what- 
ever the  Government  Bill  brought  for- 
ward might  be. 

Bin  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
told  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  that 
he  would  be  willing  to  give  way  if  the 
Government  wanted  the  nidbt  for  any 
pressing  Public  Business.  He  did  not 
regard  the  Universities  Bill  in  that 
light. 

Thb  OHANOELLOE  OF  THE  EXCHE- 
QIJEB  said,  he  would  not  dispute  with 
Ihe  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
whether  the  Universities  Bill  was  a  mea- 
sure of  more  or  less  importance.  At  all 
events,  it  was  one  of  the  Government 
measures  of  the  Session,  and  until  it  was 
got  out  of  the  way  they  could  not  pro- 
ceed with  the  Business  which  the  ng^t 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  wished  to 
see  expedited.  The  Government  must 
take  one  thing  at  a  time ;  and  it  was  not 
from  indifference  to  the  claims  of  Irish 
or  Scotch  Business  that  they  had  thought 
it  better  first  to  finish  the  Oommittee  on 
the  Universities  Bill.  

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILEE  oould  not 
forget  that  in  the  last  Parliament  there 
was  a  combination  on  the  part  of  Mem- 
bers opposite  to  prevent  the  Government 
from  taking  private  Members'  nights. 
A  debate  of  five  nights  was  by  no  means 
without  precedent.  The  second  reading 
of  the  Army  Purchase  Bill  was  discussed 
for  five  Government  nights,  and  occupied 
three  weeks  of  Government  time  witnout 
any  attempt  to  appropriate  the  nights 
of  private  Members.  It  was  impossible 
that  this  Bill  should  get  through  Oom- 
mittee before  Whitsuntide,  and  he  denied 
that  it  was  of  so  pressing  a  nature  as  to 
justify  the  claim  now  set  up. 

Mr.  MAEK  STEWABT,  although 
he  did  not  think  that  the  situation  with 
regard  to  private  Members  was  suffi- 
ciently reooenized  by  the  Government, 
expressed  his  readiness  to  postpone  the 
Motion  which  stood  on  the  Paper  in  his 
name  with  reference  to  the  Gattie Plague, 
although  at  the  present  time  he  held  it 
to  be  vexy  important  to  call  attention  to 
that  question.  He  reserved  his  rights, 
however,  in  the  event  of  otber  Meimbers 
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who  had  Motions  <m  the  Pfeper  aol  ptiif 
way. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  be  had  al- 
ready  privately  informed  the  ChaanQor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  he  was  wiOiBf  to 

Sve  wav  with  his  Motion  rdalinff  lo  t^ 
unkeld  Bridge  aooounts,  and  be  took 
that  course  b^uae  the  Qofeiamet  • 
willinglv  consented  to  the  adjoonmci 
of  the  debate  on  the  Beaolutioaa  of  tk 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  fa 
G^nwich  from  Friday  to  Moadav ;  Ut 
he  must  remind  the  right  hon.  0«diK 
man  that  postponing  a  Motion  at  tha 
period  meant  relegating  it  to  the  tins  d 
Morning  Sittings,  and  Momiiig  Sxtlififi 
too  often  meant  evening  oounts,  ui 
therefore  he  trusted  that  when  privik 
Members'  Motions,  that  had  been  fira 
up  in  this  way,  came  on  the  Qovemaci: 
would  keep  a  House  for  them. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  hoped  that  tk 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  eae- 
sider  the  proprietv  of  clearing  away  ^ 
Tichbome  case  m>m  the  Paper.  B* 
had  both  an  Order  of  the  Day  aad  i 
Notice  of  Motion  on  the  Pap^  for  tbs 
evening,  and  both  would  be  eacrificed  It 
givine  precedence  to  the  Govermnl 
The  nghts  of  private  Members  were  beii| 
destroyed  by  the  deliberate  and  arhiteiiT 
attacks  that  were  being  made  upon  Ums. 

Mb.  LYON  PLATFATB  called  ■^ 
tention  to  an  irregularity  whidi  tu^ 
furnish  a  very  inconvenient  precedsH 
The  first  Notice  of  Motion,  that  of  tk* 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  ICorayshxit 
(Viscount  Macduff)  for  a  Commiesion  tc 
consider  and  report  as  to  the  pnsos 
unsatisfactory  state  of  the  Heno; 
Fishery  on  the  East  Coast  of  ScotlflBd. 
the  Government  had  g^t  rid  of  by  ooih 
senting  to  the  appointment  of  a  Coo- 
mission  before  the  opinion  of  the  IBsmm 
had  been  expressed.  There  were  na&j 
Members  who  would  have  objected  % 
the  Motion  on  the  ground  that  the  9^ 
ject  had  been  already  investinted  bf 
two  Boyal  Commissions,  and  uere  w» 
no  necessi^  for  the  appointment  of 
another.  They  had  no  power  to  pre- 
vent the  appointment  of  another  don- 
mission  ;  but  it  would  have  been  wr 
desirable  that  they  should  know  ezadh 
how  the  matter  stood,  and  with  whi^ 
motives  and  for  what  purposes  it  waa  tn 
be  formed.  A  sreat  industry  like  ths: 
of  fisheries  should  not  be  disturbed,  as- 
leas  grave  causes  were  shown  for  pro^ir 
tive  Tegialafa've  {^aiiges. 


ORDERS   OF  TEE  DAY. 


997         UimerniiSB  rf  Oxford       {Mat  16,  1877)        and  Cambridge  Bill 

Mr.  WADDT  said,  thai  wlien  the 
pit>po— 1  was  made  by  the  Ohanoellor  of 
the  Ezdiequer  that  the  QoTemment 
Bhould  hare  io^-nidbt,  it  was  tacitly  as- 
sented to  by  the  Mofuse.  He  thought 
that  in  all  fiumeM  it  belonged  to  them. 

Mb.  PAOET  regarded  the  oooaaion  as 
quite  exceptional. 

LowEdlilNaTON  did  so  too,  while 
admitting  that  the  rights  of  private 
Members  should  be  jealously  watched, 
and  that  this  occasion  should  not  be  re- 
garded as  a  precedent. 

Mb.  DILLWTN  oould  not  see  any 
reaaoQ  toft  the  demand  of  the  Qorem- 
ment,  and  protested  against  it. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVKE  potested 
against  another  inquiry  beine  granted 
as  to  the  Scotch  Fisheries.  Two  Oom- 
miHSions  had  sat  already. 

Mb.  G.  B.  DENISON  said,  tiiat  when 
the  arrangement  was  proposed  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  said  it  was  a  fair  one, 
and  he  hoped  that  a  division  would  not 
be  Dressed. 

Mb.  BTLANDS  said,  that  if  the 
rights  of  ixidependent  Members  were  to 
be  bartered  awa^  between  the  two  front 
benches,  those  rights  would  rapidly  dis- 
appear. He  complained  that  the  riffht 
hon.  Oentleman  seemed  to  think  uat 
private  Members  ought  to  give  time  be- 
cause the  Qovemment  did.  But  it  was 
part  of  the  duty  of  the  Gbvemment  to 
find  time  for  important  disoussionB  like 
that  on  the  Eastern  Question. 

Mb.  grant  duff  said,  that  he 
thought  the  Qovemment  was  not  going 
to  appoint  a  Boyal  Commission  on  the 
Bootdi  Fisheries,  but  to  hold  a  separate 
inquiry.  

Mb.  H.  B.  SAMUSLSON  said,  that 
some  of  the  Notices  on  the  Paper  were 
of  much  greater  importance  tnan  the 
Universities  Bill. 

Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOB  protested  against 
the  invasion  of  the  rights  of  private 
Members.  He  sugg^ted  that  when 
they  came  to  Morning  Sittings,  the  Oo- 
vemment  should  take  the  Evening  Sit- 
ting, leaving  the  Morning  Sitting  to 
private  Members.  This  would  involve 
very  little  loss  to  the  Government,  and 
be  highly  advantageous  to  private 
Members. 
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The  House  iKMM:— Ayes  819;  Noes 
62 :  Minority  167.— <Div.  list,  No.  138.) 


XJNIVERSITIB8  OP  OXFORD  AND  CAM- 
BRIDGE {rf-tmmittdd)  BILL— [Bill  113.] 
{Mr,  Gtthvme  MMrdf,  Ur.  Auheton  Cro$$, 
Mr,  W4lpok,) 

coiootTEX.      \Prt>gr$»9  Zrd  MayJ] 

Bill  eomidsred  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  17  (Objects  of  statutes  for  Col- 
leges in  themselves). 

Me.  TBEVELYAN,  in  moving,  in 
page  6,  line  27,  after  ''  conditions/'  to 
msert  ''including,  where  it  seems  fit, 
those  relating  to  age,"  said:  This  Amend- 
ment is  dedgned  to  meet  a  great  and 
growing  abuse.  I  lately  paid  a  visit  to 
Cambridge,  and  found  that,  whatever 
might  be  the  opinion  of  the  gentlemen 
engaged  in  testohing  whom  I  talked  to 
there  with  regard  to  other  matters,  on 
one  point  they  appeared  to  be  agreed. 
The  more  they  had  to  do  with  practical 
education,  the  more  strongly  they  held 
that  our  Undergraduates,  and  especi- 
ally the  Underg^ttduates  who  contend 
for  honours,  come  up  to  the  University 
far  too  old,  and  they  almost  all  allowed 
that  the  age  was  still  tending  to  rise. 
Fifly  years  ago— in  the  days  when  there 
were  such  scholars  as  Thirlwall  and 
Blomfield,  and  such  mathematicians  as 
Whewell,  and  Airey,  and  Herschel  — 
men  used  to  enter  into  residence  at  18 
vears  of  age.  In  my  own  day  the  age 
nad  risen  to  19 ;  and  the  thing  has  now 
got  so  far  that  the  upper  forms  of  our 
public  school  are  full  of  hulking  young 
men  of  nearly  20.  Now,  the  opinion  of 
those  who  know  best  is  that  all  the  time 
which  is  spent  at  school  over  Latin  and 
Gbreek  after  the  age  of  18  is  lost  time. 
Certainly  the  two  most  successful  scholars 
of  my  own  day  came  up  to  Cambridge 
nearer  17  than  18.  Some  go  so  far  as 
to  say  that  after  that  age  a  young  man 
rather  deteriorates  than  improves  if  he 
stays  on  at  school ;  that  he  becomes  a 
sort  of  Triton  among  the  minnows,  and 
grows  conceited  and  idle,  and  that  his 
first  vear  at  College  is  spent  in  bringing 
him  back  to  the  point  that  he  was  at  18 
months  before  he  left  school.  What 
else  can  be  expected  from  this  inversion 
of  the  order  of  things,  when  a  young 
man,  at  an  age  when  his  grandfather 
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was  fighting  in  the  Peninsula,  or  pre- 
paring to  stand  for  a  borough,  is  still 
banging  on  at  school,  with  his  mind 
half  taken   up  with  Latin  yerses,  and 
the  other  half  divided  between  his  score 
in  the  cricket  field  and  his  score  at  the 
pastry-cook's.    Now,  the  main  cause  of 
this  is  that  the  Colleges,   out  of  the 
superfluity  of  their  wealth,  offer  such 
rich  prizes  to  boys  in  the  shape  of  minor 
Scholarships    and    Scholarships.      One 
College  gives  £80  a-year,  another  £100 ; 
and  these  may  generally  be  gained  by 
all  who  have  not  yet  completed  their 
20th  year.      The  consequence  is  that 
ambitious  young  men  who  are  anxious 
not  to  lose  a  chance,  hang  on  at  school 
up  to  the  very  latest  moment  that  they 
can  stay  there.     The  main  object  of 
these    full-grown    bearded  individuals, 
who  are  mis-named  schoolboys,  is  to  go 
up  to  College  laden  with  incomes  from 
Exhibitions  and  Scholarships,  and  edu- 
cation is  degraded  more  and  more  into 
an  ignoble  system  of  pot-hunting.    But 
the  evil  does  not  end  here.    It  is  not 
only  that  young  men  stop  too  long  at 
school;    but  that,  as  a  natural  conse- 
quence, they  stay  too  late  at  College. 
Men  of  three,  four,  or  five-and-twenty 
are  still  employed  on  a  course  of  studies 
suited  to  men  of  20  or  21.  The  evidence 
on  this  point  is  very  remarkable.    Hon. 
Members  are  aware  that  an  institution 
has  recently  been  founded  at  Cambridge 
called  the  Cavendish  College,  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  lads  from  middle 
class  schools  to  enjoy  the  advantage  of 
University  life  at  a  cheaper  rate  than  in 
the  older  Colleges.     The    students  of 
Cavendish  College  cannot  afford  to  waste 
their  time.    They  come  into  residence  at 
16  and  17  years  of  age;  and  we  have 
now  the  singular  and  almost  humiliating 
spectacle  of  Undergraduates,  educated 
at  an  enormous  cost  at  Eton,  Harrow, 
and  other  great  public  schools,  who  at 
the  age  of  22  are  still  dawdling  over  ex- 
aminations which  other  Undergraduates,* 
who  have  been  educated  at  a  third  of  the 
expense,  have  already  passed  easily  at 
the  age  of  19.    I  think  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers will  admit  this  to  be  a  r$duetio  ad 
ahturdum    of   this    system    of   keeping 
grown  men  pottering  over  Euclid  and 
Paley's  Evidences  till  they  are  almost 
too  old  for  success  at  the  Bar,  and  quite 
too  old  to  adapt  themselves  to  the  habits 
of  commercial  life.    Now,  Sir,  the  only 
means  by  which  this  evil  can  be  checked 

Jfr.  Trevelyan 


is  that  the  age  at  which  entraaoe  6Mo> 
ships  can  be  obtained  should  b«  lovcuid 
from  20,  to  19.  or  even  18  jean,  li 
would  be  ea^  to  make  special  exoiptwu 
in  the  case  of  those  self-taught  gcuun 
whom  none  of  us  would  wish  to  dis- 
courage. But  the  Colleges  otBoot,  <i 
rather  dare  not,  take  this  step  far  thn* 
selves.  The  competition — mb  hmxi- 
able  competition — between  OoUag*  uc 
College  to  get  hold  of  young  mee  wW 
are  likely  to  distinguish  theoMelTM  k  k 
keen  that  they  do  not  venture  to  la«e 
their  chance  of  getting  such  mm  h 
lowering  the  age,  unless  they  are  «» 
that  all  other  Colleges  wiU  agree  >: 
follow  suit.  It  is  for  the  ComnunioDei 
to  take  the  matter  into  their  own  kasdi 
and  put  a  stop  to  a  state  of  thinn  vfaid 
is  bad  for  our  public  schools  and  for  oc 
Universities,  and  still  worse  for  th«  c- 
dividual  interests  of  our  students.  Wc 
these  views  I  have  placed  on  the  Fifc 
the  Amendment   which  standi  ia  cr 

• 

name,  to  which  I  beg  the  Committei  i 
give  a  favourable  consideration. 

Mb.  OATHOBNE  HABDT  said,  tk 
the  words  the  hon.  Member  propoeed  ac 
insert  were,  in  substance,  mdodedii 
the  word  '*  conditions"  already  in  t» 
clause ;  but  he  agreed  with  whst  bi 
been  said  by  the  hon.  Member,  tad  e 
it  was  well  that  attention  should  l* 
called  to  the  matter,  he  would  accept  tb 
Amendment. 

Mb.  CLIFFOBD  supported  the  obiflf. 
the  Amendment  had  in  view,  and  b 
was  glad  to  find  that  the  Secrettrjc' 
State  for  War  approved  of  its  pitoap 

Mb.  BRISTOWE  considewd  ti- 
matter  important,  and  thought  thsttb 
attention  of  the  Commissioners  shoii 
be  directed  to  the  point.  The  inteoti: 
of  the  founders  of  Cavendish  CoU^ 
was  that  young  students  should  tib 
their  degrees  at  the  age  of  19,  aad  i' 
thought  that  if  the  proposed  dtentu 
were  made  those  stuoents  would  bt  li* 
unfairly  weighted  in  the  matter  of  %^ 

Mb.  BEKESFORD  HOPE  thsukk 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  his  ctt- 
cession.  It  was  a  matter  that  deeerr^ 
the  serious  attention  of  the  Univenit^ 
It  was  desirable  that  some  check  shocU 
be  put  upon  the  threatened  raid  of  robo< 
men  who  might  come  to  the  Umtersn 
from  the  North  of  the  Tweed. 

Mb.  BALFOUB  thought  that  the  kt 

Member  opposite  (Mr.  £i9Telyao)  wv « 
little  hard  on  the  public  school  bqji;  ^ 
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r«ooDeotion  of  them  was  diflbrent.  He 
raggetted  that  the  Uniyenities  should 
Hare  the  power  to  settle  the  limit  of  age 
for  Scholarships,  the  OoUeges  being  un- 
able to  do  so  oxi  aooount  of  the  riyalry 
between  them. 

Ma.  DODSON  was  very  slad  to  find 
that  the  Seoretanr  of  State  lor  War  in- 
tended  to  adopt  the  Amendment. 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
laid,  that  his  impression  was  that  the 
vont  offenders  in  point  of  age  were  the 
Scotch  students  and  the  priyate  students, 
and  not  the  public  school  bojs. 

Ma,  LYON  PLAYFAIB  said,  that 
ths  reason  Scotch  undergraduates  at 
Eoglish  Uniyersities  were  oomparatiyelj 
old  was  that  Scotch  degrees  were  not  re- 
quired td  0und0m  at  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge, so  that  Scotch  M.A's.  had  to 
t&roT  themselyes  as  if  they  had  no  pos- 
Mtfion  of  a  degree. 

Mm.  BEBESFORD  HOPE  said,  that 
the  §d  tundem  degree  conferred  no  pri- 
rileges  except  wearing  the  g^wn. 

IUl  BABINO  said,  that  the  limit  of 
sgs  ought  only  to  apply  to  Scholarships. 

Amendment  a^eed  to. 

Ma.  DODSON  (for  Mr.  Gosohen) 
mored  in  page  6,  line  31,  after 
"thereof,"  to  insert— '* Proyided,  That 
•very  such  emolument  shall  be  conferred 
scoording  to  personal  merit  and  fitness." 
The  object  of  this  Amendment  was  to 
tsTS  the  spirit  and  intention  of  the  Act 
of  1654,  tnat  Fellowships  should  be  the 
roward  of  merit  and  competition. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  ptg«  e,  line  81,  after  th&  word  "  thereof," 
tn  loeeK  the  worde  **  Prorided,  That  erery  each 
foolBment  ehall  be  conferred  aooording  to  per- 
Koal  merit  and  fitneat."— (ifr.  Dodton.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Ma,  OATHOENE  HAEDT  thought 
it  would  be  unwise  to  put  in  these  words. 
They  already  existed  in  the  original  Act, 
which  would  be  read  together  with  this 
Ad  Any  guiding  principle  that  was 
necessary  for  the  (Commissioners  was 
contained  in  the  existing  Act,  and  to 
require  that  the  oompetitiye  principle 
thould  apply  in  all  cases  woum  be  m- 
spposite,  because  there  were  offices 
where  such  an  examination  would  not 


'* 


»aD  FSANdS  HERYET  opposed 
the  Amendmenti  and  instanced  the  office 


of  bursar  as  one  to  which  the  principle 
of  competition  would  be  inapplicable. 

Mb.  UAYTEB  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  case  of  All  Souls'  College  would  not 
be  lost  sight  of.  Since  the  passing  of 
the  Act  of  1854  the  candidate  who  passed 
best  in  the  general  examination  was  not 
elected  Fellow,  but  the  candidate  who, 
hayinff  passed  the  general  examination, 
passed  best  in  law  and  modem  history. 

Mb.  CLIFFORD  regarded  the  words 
proposed  to  be  inserted  as  superfluous. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  contended 
for  the  insertion  of  the  words  as  neces- 
sary, and  adyised  the  right  hou.  Oentle- 
man  to  go  to  a  diyision. 

Mb.  DODSON  pointed  out  that  there 
were  no  words  in  the  Bill  requiring  it 
to  be  read  with  the  Act  of  1854,  and 
that  there  was  nothing  to  preyent  the 
Commissioners  if  they  chose  reyersing 
the  policy  of  that  Act. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  34  > 
Noes  70:  Majority  36.  —  (Diy.  List, 
No.  123.) 

Mb.  HAYTER  moyed,  in  page  6,  line 
31,  after  ''thereof,'*  to  insert— 

"  Proridedf  That  no  emolument  unattached  to 
any  office  either  in  the  University  or  its  Colleges 
shall  be  tenable  for  a  longer  period  than  seren 
yean." 

He  was  anxious  to  see  that  a  limit 
should  be  giyen  to  the  tenure  of  these 
emoluments,  so  that  there  should  not  be 
a  life  tenure  of  an  emolument  gained 
by  a  single  examination.  At  present 
there  were  six  Colleges  in  Cambridge 
at  which  the  tenure  of  Fellowships  was 
was  limited  to  seyen  years;  whilst  in 
the  case  of  all  Scholarships,  eyen  in- 
cluding the  Crayen  and  the  Tretand,  the 
blue  nbbons  of  Oxford  Uniyersity,  a 
strict  limit  was  imposed.  His  object 
was  not  to  curtail  the  number  of  these 
Prize  Fellowships,  but  to  increase  them 
by  more  frequent  circulation,  and  to 
render  them  a  support  to  a  larger  num- 
ber of  the  poorer  men  during  the  ordi- 
nary struggles  of  their  early  professional 
life. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MOROAN  supported 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  could 
not  accept  the  insertion  of  the  words. 
He  thought  it  would  be  best  to  leaye 
the  Commissioners  appointed  under  the 
Act  to  inquire  on  the  spot,  and  make 
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regulations  in  reference  to  the  tenure  of 
Fellowships  which  should  be  suitable  to 
each  individual  case  or  set  of  oases. 

Mr.  8TAVELEY  HILL  thoroughly 
agreed  in  the  object  of  the  Proviso. 
The  Commissioners,  however,  were  the 
proper  persons  to  deal  with  the  principle 
involved. 

SiK  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  on  the 
other  hand,  thought  that  the  hands  of 
the  Commissioners  should  be  tied  by  in- 
serting the  principle  of  the  Proviso  in 
the  BUI. 

Mb.  HAYTER  would  not  press  his 
Amendment,  but  hoped  that  the  unani- 
mous expression  of  opinion  by  the  House 
would  find  its  way  to  the  Commissioners. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mtkdrawn, 

Mb.  DODSON  (for  Mr.  Goschto) 
moved,  in  page  7,  line  8,  after  sub- 
section (7)  to  insert— 

'*  (8.)  For  modifjring  the  trasts,  conditions,  or 
directions  affecting  any  College  endowment, 
foundation,  or  gift,  or  any  property  belonging 
to  or  held  in  trust  for  the  College,  so  far  as  the 
Commissioners  think  necessary  or  expedient  fOj. 
giving  effect  to  statutes  made  for  the  College." 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  quite 
agreed  with  the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment, but  said  that  the  words  proposed 
were  unnecessary.  Rather,  however, 
than  waste  time  he  would  accept  the 
Amendment 

Amendment  a^eed  to. 


LoBD  FRANCIS  HERVET  moved, 
in  page  7,  line  7,  after  "same,"  to 
insert—- 

**  (9.)  For  regulating  the  times  during  which 
residence  in  the  College  shall  be  required  lor  the 
purposes  of  study  and  instruction. 

**  (^10.)  For  modifying  the  trusts,  conditions, 
or  directions  affecting  any  College  endowment, 
foundation,  or  gift,  as  far  as  the  Conmiissioners 
think  the  modification  thereof  necessary  or  ex- 
pedient for  giving  effect  to  statutes  made  by 
them  for  the  College." 

He  thought  the  magnates  of  the  Uni- 
versity should  be  ccQled  upon  in  some 
degree  to  retrench  the  enormous  holiday 
which  they  enjoyed,  and  which  extended 
over  30  weeks  in  the  year.  It  was  in 
this  direction  that  his  Amendment  would 

operate.       

Mb.  MOWBRAY  objected  to  the 
Amendment,  as  the  question  involved  in 
it  had  already  been  settled  in  the  Com- 
mittee. ' 

Mr.  Oaihomo  Mardjf 


LoBD  FBAN0I8  HEETBT^lhs 
would  withdraw  his  AmmndmmKi  if  hs 
were  to  have  an  opportiiBity  of 
it  at  some  fttture  tune  whan  hoiL 
bers  were  not  at  dinner,  baenan  if  th« 
division  bell  rang  at  prassnt  ihm 
porters  of  the  Qofwrmnewt  wtnud  < 
nocking  in  and  defeat  h. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mtM'mtm. 

LoBD  FREDEBIOK   OAVENDffii 
moved,  in  page  7,  line  7,  after  ** 
to  insert — 


**(9.)  For  enabling  the  OoUegtt  to iril 
sons  of  benefloei,  the  patronage  whenofis 
vested  in  it,  and  for  resrulating  the 
of  the  purohaie-numey  ior  say  sooii 


Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  ailt 
OoUege  already  had  power  to  adl  adror- 
sons,  out  there  was  no  provision  fbr  ti* 
application  of  the  money  for  the  pmpos* 
of  the  College.  He  somstod  dial  ti# 
Amendment  should  be  Reeled  only  to 
the  regulating  of  the  application  of  tb 
purchase  mon^.  

LoBD  FREDERICK  OAVENDIEfi 
accepted  the  suggestion. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  mfrmd  is. 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAITRICI 
moved,  in  page  7,  after  line  7,  to  iasBrt— 


*«Far  trsaifefTiBg  the  viritorial  _ 
exercised  hy  any  eodesiastioal  pcnioa  or  My 
over  or  in  any  College  to  the  Cmrm." 

The  noble  Lord  said,  the  visitorialpowfn 
which  were  now  possessed  bv  the  mbc^ 
of  Bishops  were  chiefly  of  a  jndidiJ 
character,  and  invested  Uie  persoas  vii 
held  them  with  a  jurisdiction  more  m- 
sponsible  in  some  ways  than  thai  ef  s 
Judge  sitting  in  an  ordinary  Oowl  W 
Law  or  Equity.  He  did  not  deairB  tv 
say  anvthing  disrespeotfU  of  the  Bmtck 
of  Bishops;  but  it  seemed  to  kimlte. 
the  time  had  oome  when  the  jndiBsI 
powers  and  duties  with  which  they  wm 
now  entrusted  should  be  transfemd  U 
a  lapr  body.  He  altogether  demnrrsd  t  *< 
a  Bishop  sitting  as  visitor  and  adjudi- 
cating upon  matters  which  inTolv«4 
points  of  law  as  much  as  any  whkk, 
could  be  bronght  before  any  Ooart  h. 
the  country.  It  would,  no  doubt,  be 
said  that  he  could  not  bxin^  Corward  asr 
evidence  to  prove  that  the  juriadicCka  «f ' 
the  Bishops  had  been  nnsatiifkctoxT. 
Well,  he  would  not  mention  names;  bat 
he  could  easily,  if  he  liked,  noht  to 
certain  oases  in  which  the  dedrawof 
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the  Bishopa,  acting  as  yi8itor%  had  been 
a  oaoM  of  much  discontent. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Clause,  to  add  the  words 
**  For  transferring  the  Tisitorial  powers  now 
exercised  by  any  ecclesiastical  person  or  body 
over  or  in  any  college  to  the  Crown." — (lord 
Sdmtmtt  FUttmamri^.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  OSfiOENE  MOBGAN  supported 
the  Amendment.  There  could  be  no 
doubt,  he  said,  that  a  great  change  had 
taken  j^ace  in  the  character  of  the  Epis- 
copal Bench  since  the  time  when  the 
Bishops  were  first  made  Visitors  of  Col- 
leges. Therehadalsobeen  a  great  change 
in  the  oharaotOT  of  these  Colleges  them- 
selves; and  that  being  the  case,  he 
thought  there  was  sufficient  ground  for 
taking  away  iroxD.  the  Bishops  the  im- 
portant jurisdiction  with  which  they  had 
Deen  originally  vested,  and  transferring 
it  to  that  power  which  was  the  natural 
repository  of  law  and  justice  in  this 
Kingdom. 

Mb.  OATHOBNE  HAEa)Y  was  sorry 
he  could  not  accept  the  noble  Lord's 
Amendment.  He  considered  that  the 
Bishops  were  perfectly  well  qualified  and 

Serfectly  weU  able  to  discharge  the 
uties  which  had  so  long  devolved  upon 
them.  He  should  certainly  not  be  in 
favour  of  any  alteration  of  the  present 
system  unless  it  were  found  that  the 
Visitors  were  not  adequately  performing 
their  functions.  For  his  part,  he  thought 
the  Visitors  did  their  duty  most  tho- 
roughly, both  in  investigating  cases  and 
in  giving  decisions  upon  them. 

Mb.  BBISTOWE  trusted  that,  as  the 
Bill  effected  an  entire  change  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Universities,  there 
would  be  no  objection  on  the  part  of 
the  (Government  to  the  adoption  of  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  MOWBEAY  thought  that  there 
was  no  incongruity  in  a  Bishop  being  a 
visitor,  and  opposed  the  Amendment. 
No  practical  case  had  been  made  out  for 
the  change^  and  he  therefore  trusted  that 
the  proposal  would  not  be  adopted. 

16l  DODSON  said,  that  if  every 
College  in  Oxford  had  the  same  power 
as  Baliol  of  electing  its  visitor,  there 
would  be  little  to  complain  of;  but  it 
was  very  different  with  Colleges  of  which 
Bishops  were  Visitors  virUUe  officii  and 
by  the  will  of  the  founder. 


Mb.  BALFOUE  sympathized  with 
what  he  believed  to  be  the  object  of  the 
Amendment,  but  could  not  support  it  in 
its  present  form,  by  which  it  was  directed 
against  eodesiastioed  Visitors  exclusively. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  39  ; 
Noes  84:  Majority  45. — (Div.  list, 
No.  124.) 

Mb.  STAVELEY  HILL  moved,  in 
page  7,  line  7,  at  end,  to  add — 

"  Proyided  always,  That  nothing  in  this  Act 
contained  shall  authorize  or  enahle  the  Commis- 
sioners to  deal  with  the  funds  of  any  Fellowship 
when  such  funds  do  not  exceed  the  clear  annual 
value  of  two  himdred  and  fifty  pounds,  and  when 
such  Fellowship  is  held  for  no  longer  a  term 
than  eight  years,  or  until  marriage ;  and  if  such 
FeUowahip  is  of  a  spreater  clear  annual  value 
than  two  hundred  ana  fifty  pounds,  or  is  tenahle 
for  a  longer  term  than  aforesaid,  then  the  Com- 
missioners may  make  provisions  with  regard  to 
the  amotmt  so  in  excess,  and  may  reduce  the 
future  tenure  of  such  Fellowships  to  such  term 
of  ei^t  years,  or  tmtil  marriage." 

The  hon.  and  learned  Member  said, 
the  Amendment  related  to  the  most 
important  part  of  the  Bill.  Nothing 
had  so  much  helped  to  place  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford  in  its  present  position 
as  these  Fellowships,  which  enabled 
young  men  to  distinguish  themselves  at 
the  University  and  afterwards  to  pursue 
their  profession  with  credit.  They  had 
been  well  described  as  the  prima  mohilit 
of  the  University.  His  Proviso  would 
prevent  these  Fellowships  from  being 
utterly  annihilated ;  while,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  Commissioners  would  have  the 
power  to  deal  with  any  superfluity  of  Fel- 
lowships. With  regard  to  the  amount,  he 
thought  that  these  Fellowships  should 
not  exceed  £250  a-year.  When  a  young 
man  obtained  one  of  that  amount  it 
would  be  enough  to  carry  him  through 
the  rest  of  his  University  career  and  the 
first  stages  of  his  professional  life.  If 
he  went  to  the  Bar,  for  example,  he 
would  have  no  occasion  to  marry  a  "  rich 
attorney's  daughter."  He  had  put  the 
time  during  which  the  Fellowships  might 
be  held  at  eight  years.  The  term  of 
seven  years  might  be  adopted  for  Cam- 
bridge, as  being  more  suited  to  that 
University.  Where  they  were  held  for 
a  greater  length  of  time,  the  Commis- 
sioners were  to  fix  the  tenure  to  eight 
years,  or  until  marriage.  He  held  that 
marriage  was  on  many  accounts  a  suit- 
able limit  to  the  ttoure  of  a  Fellowship. 
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The  hon.  and  learned  Member  concluded 
by  moving  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  WALPOLE  objected  to  the  Pro- 
viso on  the  ground  that  it  would  do  more 
harm  than  good  to  the  Fellows.  The 
Bill  enabled  the  Commissioners  to  make 
regulations  in  reference  to  the  tenure 
and  conditions  upon  which  Fellowships 
should  be  held,  and  in  the  manner  most 
conducive  to  the  interests  of  each  College; 
but  by  this  Proviso  it  was  proposed  to 
cut  down  the  value  of  the  Feuowships  to 
a  minimum ;  and  thus  the  Commissioners 
would  consider  that  it  would  be  their 
duty  to  raise  some  and  to  reduce  others 
by  placing  them  all  on  a  common  level. 
He  submitted  that  it  would  be  better  to 
leave  the  clause  as  it  stood. 

Mr.  morgan  LLOYD  also  con- 
tended that  the  Amendment  was  very 
objectionable  and  ought  not  to  be  ac- 
cepted by  the  Committee. 

Mb.  8TAVELEY  HILL,  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  did  not  propose  that  all 
Fellowships  should  be  no  more  than 
£250,  but  that  when  they  were  as  low 
as  that  they  should  not  be  touched  by 
the  Commissioners. 

Amendment  negatived. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  1 8  (Provision  for  religious  in- 
struction, &c,)  poetponed. 

Clause  19  (Objects  of  statutes  for 
Colleges  in  relation  to  University). 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  moved 
the  omission  of  the  first  sub-section, 
which  enables  the  Commissioners  to 
make  provision  for  annexing  any  emo- 
lument held  in  the  College  to  any  office 
in  the  University  or  in  a  Hall  on  such 
tenure  as  they  may  deem  fit,  and  for  at- 
taching to  the  emolument  in  connection 
with  the  office  conditions  of  residence, 
study,  and  duty. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7, 
line  18,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"them,"  to  the  word  *' them,"  in 
line  23,  inclusive. — (Sir  Charles  W. 
JHike.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

Mb.  BRISTO  WE  disliked  the  principle 
of  this  sub-section  exceedinglv.  He  be- 
lieved that  at  Oxford  it  had  been  in 
practice ;  but  at  Cambridge  it  would  be 

Mr.  Stavehy  ffill 


entirely  new,  and  he  was  nire  it  wooli 
be  very  objectionAble.  At  prawpt  ^ 
Governing  Bodies  of  the  CoUegw  ekctoA 
their  own  Fellows.  If  this  sub  ssrtioa 
were  passed,  the  Colleges  mig^  have 
Fellows  imposed  upon  them  by  tbc 
authoritieB  of  the  Univenity.  Sock 
Fellows  would  be  in  the  enjoymsnt  of 
the  funds  of  the  College,  but  being  uk 
pointed  by  an  independent  antiSgrty 
and  not  by  the  College  would  not  lis 
likely  to  consider  themselves  salnsot  to 
the  control  of  the  Governing  Bodies  of 
such  College.  He  hoped  the  snbssctins 
would  be  struck  out. 

Mb.  MOWBRAY  said,  the  suns  sys- 
tem which  it  was  now  proposed  to  iBtn>- 
duce  into  Cambridge  naa  woritsd  vsH 
in  some  of  the  OoU^^at  Oxford,  widi- 
out  giving  rise  to  any  inoongmitj  or 
want  of  harmony. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  asked 
what  was  the  practical  purpose  of  tht 
sub-section  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDT  said,  tksi 
in  case  of  Fellowships  not  being 
for  the  working  of  the  College,  it 
proposed  that  power  should  be  gives  to 
attiush  them  to  University  offlcse. 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  thoogk 
such  a  change  as  the  sub-seotion  woeid 
seem  to  allow  might  quite  revolatioain 
the  character  of  the  OoUeges.  ThsH 
Professor  Fellows  would  reallv  have  10 
direct  connection  with  the  ondergreds* 
ates,  nor  personal  familiarity  with  tkt 
customs  or  conditions  of  ths  OoUsgc, 
and  would  rather  be  an  incubus  iipoe 
its  discipline  than  otherwise.  It  was 
all  very  well  to  apneal  to  Oxford  pte- 
cedents— those  of  Cambridge  wars  is 
direct  opposition. 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
could  not  look  with  any  jealousy  vpoa 
this  provision,  which  he  thought  woeld 
be  of  great  benefit  to  the  Colleges. 

LoBD  FRANCIS  HERYET  sdd,tk» 
important  point  was  whether  thess 
University  Fellows  would  have  a  share 
in  the  government  of  the  College,  the 
emoluments  of  which  they  received,  aad 
yet  of  which  they  miffht  not  be  resi- 
dents. He  wanted  to  Imew  whether  it 
was  intended  to  use  College  emolnmeati 
to  prop  up  the  HaUs  which  were  the 
sink  of  the  University,  and  no  kagsr 
serving  any  useMpuipose ? 

Mb.  BRISTO  we  oontended  that  un- 
der the  sub-section  the  Colleges  wert 
rendered  powerless  in  the  matter.    The 
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-Ayes  114; 
(IHt.  List, 


Oommiimonera  would  have  absolate 
power  to  take  away  from  the  ordinary 
porpoaea  of  a  College  a  certain  num- 
MT  of  Fellowships  and  annex  them  to 
the  enjorment  of  a  Uniyersity  Fellow- 
■hip,  and  although  it  might  be  said  that 
the  Oommissioners  were  only  to  deal 
with  superfluous  funds,  still  it  was  to  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  Commissioners 
themselyes  were  to  judge  whether  a 
College  had  superfluous  fimds  with 
which  they  would  deal. 

M&.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  expressed 
surprise  at  the  language  of  the  noble 
Lora  the  Member  for  Bury  St.  Edmund's 
(Lord  Francis  Heryey)  with  regard  to 
Halls.  He  thought  it  was  a  wise  proyi- 
sion  to  giye  power  to  the  Commissioners, 
if  they  thought  fit  to  annex  Fellowships 
toaHaU. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : 
Noes  53:  Majority  61.- 
No.  125.) 

Olaoae  20  (Increase  of  additional 
income  to  be  regarded),  agreed  to. 

GUnse  21  (Power  to  allow  continu- 
ance of  yoluntary  payments). 

Mm.  DODSON  (for  Mb.  Gh)scHSif) 
moyed  in  page  8,  at  end,  to  add — 

**  Prorided,  That  in  estimatiiig  the  income  of 
the  College  for  any  parpoee  of  thi^  Act,  no  such 
pejmeot  ihAll  be  taken  into  aocoont  as  part  of 
the  neneewiry  or  ordinary  expenditure  of  the 
CoQege." 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Clanae,  to  add  the  wordi 
**  Provided,  That  in  eetimating  the  inoome  of 
the  ooUege  for  any  pnrpoee  of  thia  Act,  no  inch 
payment  ahall  be  tiucen  into  acooont  aa  part  of 
the  miff— ly  or  ordinary  expenditure  of  the 
ooOeg^**— (ifr.  JMUon.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mm.  OATHORNE  HABDT  said,  he 
could  not  agree  to  the  Amendment.  He 
admitted  that  in  many  cases  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  might  be  a  yery 
just  one ;  but  in  other  cases,  it  would 
operate  unjustly.  The  clause  only  au- 
thorized the  CoUeges  to  continue  such 
yoltintary  payments  as  might  be  recog- 
nized by  the  Commissioners  as  part  of 
the  necessary  or  ordinary  expenditure 
of  the  College. 

8iB  CHABLE8  W.  DTTiKE  said,  he 
under  the  impression  that  this  clause 
ras  intended  to  coyer  large  yoluntary 


Eayments  for  the  increase  of  College 
ymgs  to  which  he  and  many  on  that 
side  of  the  House  objected.  They  thought 
that  the  Colleges  ought  to  sell  their 
liyings. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :-- Ajqb  62; 
Noes  127:  Majority  76. — (Diy.  List, 
No.  126.) 

Lord  FEEDEMCK  CAVENDISH 
proposed  to  add  at  the  end  of  the  clause 
—  **Proyided  that  no  such  payment 
shall  be  made  obligatory  on  the  Col- 
lege." 

Me.  GATHOENE  HARDY,  desiring 
time  to  consider  the  Amendment,  sug- 
gested that  it  should  be  moyed  on  the 
Keport. 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  withdraum. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  22  (Proyision  for  accounts, 
audit,  &c.). 

Mb.  DODSON  proposed  that  in  the 
part  giyin^  the  Commissioners  power  to 
make  proyision — 

**  For  the  form  of  accounts  of  the  Unirernty 
and  of  a  College  relating  to  funds  adminiftered 
either  for  Renmd  purpoees,  or  in  truft,  or  other- 
wise,  and  for  the  audit  thereof,'* 

there  should  be  inserted  after  **  audit" 
the  words  **  and  publication."  In  Ox- 
ford, he  mentionea,  there  was  no  account 
published  with  regard  to  the  trust  fund 
of  the  Uniyersity,  nor  were  any  of  the 
accounts  of  the  Colleges  published, 
although  he  belieyed  they  were  all 
audited. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8, 
line  16,  after  the  word  ''audit,"  to 
insert  the  words  ''and  publication." — 
(Mr.  Dodion.) 

Me.  OATHOENE  HARDY  was  not 
prepared  to  assent  to  the  Amendment 
unless  it  was  explained  what  was  meant 
by  "  publication."  With  respect  to  the 
dolleges,  he  thought  that  the  careful 
audit  suggested  by  the  Commissioners 
and  others  who  had  looked  into  the 
matter  was  all  that  was  desirable.  As 
to  public  money,  it  was  obyiously  proper 
that  the  accounts  relating  to  it  shoula  in 

I  some  manner  be  published. 

j  Mb.  DODSON  thought  the  form  of 
publication  might  be  left  to  the  Com- 
missioners ;  but  he  suggested  that  pub- 


1011        Unwmities  of  Oxford        {COMMONS}         <md  CamkrHgB  JBOL  1012 


lication  might  be  by  sending  round  to 
the  different  members  of  the  Colleges 
an  abstract  of  the  aooounts. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
could  not  see  any  valid  reason  against 
the  publication  of  these  accounts.  The 
Colleges  ought  not  to  shrink  ftom,  it. 

Mb.  WALPOLB  said,  the  Inns 
of  Court  were  not  required  to  pub- 
lish accounts.  Why  should  the  CoUeges 
be  required  to  do  so  ? 

Sm  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  the 
University  of  London  did  publish  ac- 
counts, and  though  there  was  a  broad 
distinction  between  that  University  and 
the  Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge, he  thought  so  valuable  a  feature 
in  connection  with  the  one  institution 
might,  with  advantage,  be  extended  to 
the  other  two. 

Mb.  JAMES  saw  no  good  reason  why 
the  accounts  of  the  Colleges  should  not 
be  published.     

Mb.  COURTNEY  urged  that  the  same 
reasoning  by  which  they  required  the 
accounts  of  the  Colleges  to  be  audited 
equally  applied  to  having  the  accounts 
published.  By  requiring  the  accounts 
to  be  audited  they  acknowledged  that 
the  Colleges  had  a  certain  responsibility 
to  the  public.  Then  why  should  their 
accounts  not  also  be  published?  The 
two  things  must  stand  or  fall  together. 

Mb.  STAVELEY  HILL  asked  the 
hon.  Member  for  liskeard  what  was 
meant  by  publication  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY  pointed  out  that 
the  word  '^  publication ''  was  used  in 
the  next  sentence  of  the  Bill  itself. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  thought  it  was  de- 
sirable that  all  the  members  of  the  Uni- 
versities and  the  Colleges  should  know 
how  those  large  funds  were  disposed  of. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
had  no  desire  whatever  that  the  Colleges 
should  conceal  their  accounts  or  that 
there  should  be  any  attempt  made  on 
their  part  to  do  so ;  but,  as  uieir  expen- 
diture was  of  a  domestic  character,  he 
did  not  think  their  accounts  should  be 
published  in  the  same  manner  as  those 
of  the  University. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  denied  that  the  Col- 
leges at  Oxford  could  be  treated  as  do- 
mestic institutions.  They  had  public 
duties  of  importance  to  perform,  and  he 
knew  that  fliere  were  Colleges  which 
would  be  perfectly  willing  to  publish 
accounts  showing  how  they  administered 
their  funds. 

Mr,  Dodion 


Mb.  STAYELEY  HILL  said,  thai 
anybody  who  thought  there  had  beeo 
any  improper  expenditure  had.  ample 
opportunity  of  finding  it  out  on  inqoirr ; 
and  he  saw  no  reason  why  the  domeetic 
expenditure  of  the  Coll^^  should  be 
published  to  the  world  at  kurg^. 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  it  should  be  r^ 
membered  that  these  Collegea  'wme 
exempted  from  the  operations  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  and  as  hjB  ocrald 
see  no  reason  why  they  should  not  pub- 
lish these  accounts,  he  ahodld  go  to  a 
division. 


Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
'  and  publication '  be  there  inserted.'' 

The  Committee  divided: — Ajes  64; 
Noes  117:  Majority  58.  — (Di^.  Idsty 
No.  127.) 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOQHLEN  moved 
to  report  Progress,  as  the  hour  was  get- 
ting late,  and  everybody  was  tired. 

Mb.  QATHOENE  HAKDY  said, 
they  were  in  the  middle  of  a  clause,  mnd 
he  hoped  to  be  allowed  to  finish  it  to- 
night. 

Mb.  DODSON  also  appealed  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  not  to 
press  his  Motion,  as  he  had  two  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper  which  he  desired  to 
move. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOOHLEN  said,  he 
had  no  desire  to  obstruct  the  BctsuMH 
of  the  House,  and  would  withdraw  his 
Motion  to  enable  this  dause  to  be  dis- 
nosed  of 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  should  hare 
no  objection  to  the  Motion  b^ng*  with- 
drawn, on  the  understanding  that  tb€ 
Amendments  of  the  right  hon.  (ientb- 
man  would  not  take  a  long  time. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthirmipn. 

Mb.  DODSON  moved,  in  page  8,  at 
end,  to  add — 

**  2.  For  regulating  the  exerciae  of  the  bor- 
rowing powers  of  the  Uniyernty  or  of  a  Col- 
lege; 

'*3.  For  regulating  the  conditioni  under  whidi 
beneficial  leases  may  be  renewed  by  the  Toi- 
venrity  or  a  College.^' 

Mb.  OATHOBNE  HARDY  nointid 
out  that  the  object  sought  to  be  obtained 
was  already  provided  S>t  in  other  paiii 
of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  thought  it  desxabl* 
that  the  Commissioners  themselveeshouU 
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hare  the  power  to  deal  with  the  cases  as 
they  arose. 

Amendment  a^^resd  to. 

Clause^  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

On  Motion,  ''That  Progress  be  re- 
ported," 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Qoschkn, 

Mb.  QATHOENE  HAEDT  said,  he 
proposed  to  eo  on  with  the  Bill  on 
Thnrsday,  till  he  came  to  the  post- 
poned clanses,  whatever  time  that 
might  be.  If  these  clauses  were  not 
reached  by  10  o'dock,  which  he  did 
not  think  they  would  be,  he  would 
not  take  them  that  night.  If,  how- 
eyer,  they  were  reached  before  that 
time,  he  should  propose  to  oonmience  the 
discussion  upon  them  on  Thursday. 

Oommittee  report  Progress;  to  mt 
again  upon  Thwnday, 

QTJAKTER  SESSIONS  (BOROUGHS)  BILL. 
{Ur.  Torr,  Mr.   JFheelhoute,  Mr,   Chambirhin, 

Mr,  BirUy.) 

[bill  144.J      OOHMITTEB. 

Bill  eonsidored  in  Committee. 

Mb.  TOEB  explained  that  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  enable  an  "  assistant 
barrister  "  to  be  appointed  to  assist  the 
Recorder  for  four  days  at  a  time,  instead 
of  two,  as  now,  and  also  to  enable  the 
Corporation  of  the  town  where  he  was 
appointed  to  vote  his  remuneration  for  a 
whole  jrear,  instead  of,  as  now,  session 
by  session. 

CoLOKXL  NAOHTEN  moved  the  fol- 
lowing clause : —  , 

(Notice  to  jniymen  not  to  attend  sessions  when 
there  are  no  prisoners  to  be  tried.) 

'*  When  the  clerk  of  the  peace  or  other  official 
acting  in  that  capacity  for  any  corporate  city  or 
town  for  which  there  is  a  Court  of  Quuter 
Sessions  shall  ascertain  on  the  day  next  pre- 
ceding the  day  on  which  the  said  Quarter  Ses- 
sions are  about  to  be  held  that  there  is  not  any 
prisoner  waiting  for  trial  at  such  Quarter  Ses- 
■ions,  he  shall  thereupon  notify  the  fact,  in 
writing  under  his  hand,  to  the  members  of  the 
grand  jury  and  the  petty  jury  who  haye  been 
Bunimoned  to  attend  at  such  Quarter  Sessions, 
and  shall  in  and  by  such  notice  inform  them 
that  their  attendance  will  not  be  required." 

In  some  ''moral"  boroughs  and  cities 
this  happy  state  of  things  occurred  fire* 
quently,  and  it  was  not  neoesaazy  to 
summon  Qrand  Juries  and  Petty  Juries 


to  see  the  Secorder  presented  with  a 
pair  of  white  gloves. 

Mb.  HEBSCHELL  supported  the 
clause,  as  the  Becorder  of  a  moral  city 
(Durham),  where  more  than  once  there 
had  been  no  prisoners  for  trial. 

Mb.  D.  Onslow  opposed  the  clause, 
because  Orand  Juries  liked  to  see  their 
Becorder,  whether  there  was  anything 
to  do  or  not. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  objected  to 
the  dause,  because  anyone  had  a  right 
to  go  before  the  Ghrand  Jury  with  a  bill, 
but  urged  that  it  should  be  postponed, 
in  the  absence  of  the  Attorney  General, 
until  the  Beport. 

Mb.  HEBSCHELL  replied  that  the 
right  was  so  seldom  exercised  and  was 
so  contrary  to  the  tendency  of  recent 
legislation  that  it  might  very  well  be 
required  that  two  or  three  days'  notice 
should  be  given. 

Sm  COLMAN  O'LOQHLEN  sup- 
ported the  clause.  In  Ireland,  when  it 
was  known  that  no  prisoners  were  to  be 
tried,  Qrand  Juzvmen  paid  the  fine  of 
£2  rather  than  tase  the  trouble  of  going 
to  the  sessions  for  no  purpose  what- 
ever. 

CoLoirsL  NAOHTEN  consented  to 
defer  the  new  clause  until  the  Beport. 

Bill  reporUd;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Fridaif  1st  June. 


PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  (IRELAND) 

BILL.— [Bill  189.] 

(Jfr.  Raiket,  Sir  Michael  Hieks-Beaeh,  Mr. 

Attorney  Oemralfor  Ireland,) 

SBOOND  BBADIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
stated  that  it  authorized  the  advance  of 
£700,000  for  public  loans  in  Ireland, 
and  also  remitted  certain  sums  amount- 
ing to  about  £500,000,  which  had  pre- 
viously been  advanced  by  the  Treasury 
on  inadequate  security. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Jfr.  W.  M.  Smtih.) 

Mb.  ANDEBSON  objected  to  the  Bill 
on  account  of  the  proposed  remissions. 

Mb.  COUBTNeT  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr,  Courtney,) 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  7 ;  Noes 
60:  Majority  53.— (Div.  List,  No.  128.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday  7th  June. 
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ANCIENT  ICONUMENTS    BILL. 

Select  Committee  nominated : — ^Lord  Francis 
Hervxt,  Mr.  Herschbll,  Earl  Percy,  Mr. 
Beresford  Hope,  Mr.  Sullivan.  Sir  Philip 
EoBRTON,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  Mr.  Rodwbll, 
Mr.  Grant  Duff,  Sir  Charles  Leoard,  Sir 
Richard  Wallace,  ^Ir.  Arthur  Moore,  and 
Sir  John  Lubbock  ;  Five  to  be  the  quorum. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Ancient  Monuments  BiU  hare  power  to  send 
forpersons,  papers,  and  records. 

Inat,  subject  to  the  Rules,  Orders,  and  Pro- 
ceeding of  this  House,  all  persons  legally  inte- 
rested m  any  of  the  propeities  included  in  the 
Schedules  have  leave  to  appear,  by  their  Agents, 
Counsel,  and  Witnesses,  in  support  of  any  Peti- 
tion which  they  may  have  presented  praying  to 
be  heard  against  the  BilL —(ifr.  0r$ei%4.) 

WAYS  AND  ICBANS. 
CONSOLIDATED    FUND    (£5,900,000)    BILL. 

Resolution  [May  14]  reported,  and  agreed  to : 
—  BiU  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Raises,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith. 

Bill  pretentedf  and  read  the  first  time. 

SITTINOS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Reeolvedy  That  whenever  the  House  shall  meet 
at  Two  of  the  dock,  the  Sitting  of  the  House 
shall  be  held  subject  to  the  Resolutions  of  the 
House  of  the  30th  day  of  April  1869.— (ifr. 
Chuneellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

House  adjourned  at  half 
after  One  o'clock. 


ORDERS    OF    THE   BAT, 


COUNTY  TRAININO  SCHOOUS  A5D 
SHIPS  BILL— [Bill  71.] 
(CupteUn  iVM,  Mr,  Coope,) 
SBOOND  BXADDIO. 

Order  for  Second  Beadinir  read. 


HOUSE    OF    OOMMONS, 

Wednesday,  leth  May,  mi. 

MINUTES.]  —  Select  Committbe  —  Parlia- 
mentary and  Municipal  Elections  (Hours  of 
Polling),  Mr.  Murpby  ditch,,  Mr.  Arthur 
Moore  added. 

Public  Bills  —  Reeolution  in  Committee  — 
Ordered  —  Firet  Reading  —  Companies  Acts 
Amendment*  [1711. 

Ordered— Firtt  J^«i^>»^— Medical  Act  (1858) 
Amendment  (No.  2)  •  [1721;  Local  Govern- 
ment Provisional  Orders  (Bridlington,  &c)  * 
[170]. 

Second  Reading — County  Training  Schools  and 
Ships  [73],  put  of;  Mercantile  Marine  Hos- 
pitfd  [79],  put  of;  Poor  Law  Ghiardians  Elec- 
tions (Ireland)  [46],  put  of;  Pier  and  Har- 
bour Orders  Confirmation  (No.  3)*  [166]; 
Consolidated  Fund  (£6,900,000)  •. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  propowd. 
<'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  teoood 
time." — {Ct^tain  Pirn,) 

Mb.  PHIPPS,  on  rising  to  raon 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  tfat: 
day  six  months,  said,  he  would  not 
haye  taken  the  course  if  he  could  hits 
thought  that  the  efficiency  either  of  tiw 
Army  or  the  Nary  was  likely  to  be  xoh 
prored  by  the  proposed  legislation.  Not 
only  was  he  unable  to  see  this,  but  iv> 
ther,  he  held  that  if  sacrifices  were  to  b« 
made  to  secure  an  end  which  was  de•i^ 
able  in  order  to  promote  Imperial  inte- 
rest, the  sacrifice  should  be  made  Ij 
taxpayers  in  general,  and  should  b<^ 
be  imposed  upon  the  ratepayers  i£ 
particular  localities.  He  apprecistsd 
the  importance  of  proriding  a  good 
supply  of  well-trained  bovs  for  tl» 
Army  and  Nary;  but  he  drought  thit 
Acts  already  upon  the  Statute  Book 
were  amply  powerful  for  the  purpose,  if 
they  were  only  put  in  force,  feoys  codd 
easily  be  proyided  by  a  deyelopmeot  of 
the  existing  system  of  pauper  district 
schools.  The  Bill  would  impose  cons- 
derable  burdens,  mainly  compulsory,  ob 
the  local  ratepayers  at  the  option  erf  the 
justices,  who  would  have  power  to  mort- 
gage the  rates  for  the  support  of  th« 
schools  contemplated  in  the  Bill,  thn* 
indefinitely  inoreasinff  local  indebted- 
ness, which  was  already  too  great  Th« 
general  tendency  of  the  Bifl  would  b* 
to  proyide  what  was  a  purely  Impvitl 
matter  by  a  newly-created  charge  on 
local  rates.  As  far  as  the  Mercantile 
Marine  was  concerned,  it  was  simply  t 
priyate  trade,  and  he  saw  no  more  res- 
son  why  boys  should  be  specially  trmin«d 
at  the  public  charge  for  that  than  for 
any  other  trade.  He  therefore  bened 
to  moye  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
giyen  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leaye  out  ths 
word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  ths 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  thii 
day  six  months.''— (ifr.  Phippe,) 
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Mb.  GK)TTBLET  tboughi  there  were 
seyeral  good  points  in  the  Bill,  but  he 
was  of  opinion,  on  the  whole,  that  the 
subject  was  too  large  a  one  to  be  dealt 
with  in  an  ofiHiand  manner.  The  present 
Bjstem  of  training  boys  was  quite  suffi- 
cient for  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Mercan- 
tile Marine.  He  would,  therefore,  sug- 
gest that  the  matter  should  be  referred, 
for  inquiry,  either  to  a  Boyal  Commis- 
sion or  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House. 
As  it  stood,  the  Bill  inyolyed  the  prin- 
ciple of  conscription  in  an  indirect  form, 
a  principle  which  was  most  repugnant 
to  the  felings  of  the  English  people.  He 
therefore  hoped  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  would  not  press  it  to  a  division. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  supported  the  Bill, 
and  pointed  out  that  it  had  been  before 
the  House  during  two  or  three  Sessions, 
and  had  been  the  subject  of  much  con- 
sideration by  those  persons  who  were  en- 
gaged in  the  useful  work  of  training 
boys  for  the  Navy.  He  might  remind 
the  House  that  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
oonmiitted  itself  to  the  principle  of  the 
measure  by  undertaking  to  give  material 
assistance  in  cases  where  Toluntary 
offers  of  money  were  made  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  training  ships.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  would  welcome  such 
offers  whenever  they  were  made,  and 
would  recognize  the  patriotic  motiyes 
which  animated  •  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill. 
It  was  all  yery  well  to  educate  boys 
intended  for  the  Military  or  Naval  Ser- 
vices of  the  country  in  the  three  H's ;  but 
they  ought  also,  if  they  were  to  become 
practically  useful,  to  be  trained  in  the 
three  D's — duty,  drill,  discipline. 

Mb.  WHEELHOUSE  said,  he  did 
not  think  that  there  could  be  any  sound 
objection  to  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill,  seeing  that,  if  it  became  law,  its 
operation  would  still  remain,  under  the 
2nd,  3rd,  and  4th  clauses  of  the  mea- 
sure, in  the  hands  of  the  justices,  and 
wholly  permissively  under  their  control ; 
leaving  it  for  them  to  decide  whether  or 
not  there  was  in  the  districts  over  which 
they  presided  a  sufficient  necessity  for 
them  to  carry  its  provisions  into  opera- 
tion, and  to  require  the  erection  of 
schools  for  the  training  of  boys  for  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Mercantile  Marine. 
For  his  own  part  he  could  not  see  how 
in  many  ports  of  the  country  it  could  be 
otherwise  than  a  very  desirable  thing  for 


such  sohools  to  be  founded.  The  Legis- 
lature had  already  proceeded  to  some 
extent  in  the  direction  of  the  principle 
contained  in  the  present  Bill.  They  had 
chosen  years  ago  to  say,  whether  rightly 
or  wrongly,  wisely  or  unwisely,  that 
there  should  be  a  general  education  ap- 
plicable to  the  whole  of  the  countzy ;  and 
that,  in  order  to  carry  out  the  system  of 
education  established  by  that  Act,  there 
should  be  school  boards  elected  by  the 
ratepayers  throughout  the  length  and 
breadt^L^of  the  Kingdom.  This  being 
so,  the  Le^slature  h^  already  conceded 
the  principle  on  which  this  Bill  was 
founded,  and  the  measure  now  before 
the  House  was  consequently  only  an 
endeavour  to  cany  out  with  regard  to 
the  children  of  our  seamen  that  which 
the  general  Act  for  the  elementary  edu- 
cation of  the  country  had  been  doing  for 
the  rest  of  the  community.  He  would 
ask  the  House — Did  the  children  of  our 
seamen  stand  in  a  different  position  from 
that  which  was  occupied  by  the  children 
of  the  rest  of  the  community ;  and,  if  so, 
why  should  that  continue  to  be  so? 
Something  had  been  recently  said,  and 
something  he  was  glad  to  find  was  about 
to  be  done,  with  regard  to  the  children 
of  those  who  were  employed  on  the  canal 
boats  of  this  country;  and  all  these 
things  showed  the  intention  of  the  Legis- 
lature to  provide  an  effective  education 
for  the  children  of  all  classes.  Havine 
said  this,  he  could  not  see  why  this  BiU 
should  not  receive  a  second  reading,  so 
that  the  House  might  deal  with  it  after- 
wards. If  there  were  alterations  that 
were  desirable,  they  might  be  made  in 
Committee.  The  House  should  not  for- 
get that  if  this  BiU  became  law,  as  he 
sincerely  hoped  it  might,  it  would  still 
be  for  the  justices  of  the  different  mari- 
time districts  and  counties  throughout 
the  country  to  say  whether  they  thought 
the  requirements  of  the  neighbourhood 
over  which  they  presided  rendered  the 
establishment  of  such  schools  necessary, 
they  being  the  assessing  bodies  to  aid 
them  in  providing  training  schools  for 
those  localities.  Li  his  opinion,  if  the 
legislation  the  House  was  asked  to 
initiate  by  passing  this  Bill  were  once 
carried  into  effect,  they  would  find  that 
the  justices  of  every  maritime  county,  or, 
at  all  events,  in  every  maritime  area  of 
three  or  four  counties  throughout  the 
country,  would  be  ready  and  willing  to 
support  the  action  proposed  by  the  mea< 
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Bore,  bj  doing  what  would  be  neoesMij 
on  their  parts  to  oany  it  into  operation ; 
at  any  rate,  it  was  worth  while  trying. 
He  should  therefore  give  his  Tote  most 
oordially  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Billy  whioh  he  trusted  would  reoeive  the 
assent  of  Her  Majesty's  Govemment, 
and  that  of  the  House  generally. 

Sib  OHAELES  ADDEBLKT  said, 
that  not  only  had  the  principle  been 
conceded,  but  the  practical  apphoation  of 
it  had  been  conceded  also.  The  Bill  was 
simply  a  repetition — in  better  phraseo- 
logjf  perhaps — of  Acts  already  on  the 
Statute  Book.  Why  was  it  that  mari- 
time countries  had  not  availed  them- 
selves of  the  facilities  ready  to  their 
hand?  They  were  all  agreed  as  to  the 
importance  of  keeping  up  a  supply  of 
well-trained  boys  for  the  Army  and  r^avy, 
but  the  question  was,  whether  the  pre- 
sent Bill  would  achieve  that  end.  The 
Industrial  Schools  Act  enabled  the  au- 
thorities to  contribute  to  the  establish- 
ment of  schools  which  came  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Act,  whether  such  schools 
were  afloat  or  ashore.  This  Act  had 
been  used,  no  doubt,  but  not  so  exten- 
sively as  it  might  have  been.  The  Me- 
tropolitan Poor  Act  contained  similar 
provisions.  It  was  only  recently  that 
the  Lord  Mayor  and  a  number  of  wealthy 
and  benevolent  individuals  contributed 
the  necessary  funds  for  establishing  a 
trainine  ship  upon  the  Thames,  and  it 
would  be  most  mischievous  to  pass  any 
measure  that  would  interfere  with  volun- 
tary efforts.  By  a  recent  statute  power 
was  given  to  the  local  authorities  not 
only  to  contribute  to,  but  actually  to 
establish  these  ships.  He  therefore 
maintained  that,  as  far  as  pauper  chil- 
dren were  concerned,  the  powers  con- 
ferred by  the  existing  Acts  were  amply 
sufficient.  The  Bill  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  however,  went  much 
further  than  the  existing  statutes,  and 
proposed  to  bring  up  children  at  the 
expense  of  the  ratepayers  to  a  particular 
trade,  that  of  the  Mercantile  Marine,  and 
he  thought  that  such  a  proposition  would 
not  receive  the  assent  of  the  House,  for 
if  it  did,  it  would  form  a  precedent  for 
similar  propositions  on  behalf  of  other 
trades.  Me  frilly  reoognized  the  value  of 
the  object  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
had  in  view — ^that  of  providing  trained 
boys  for  the  Mercantile  Navy,  and  he 
could  assure  him  that  that  subject  had 
occupied  a  considerable  share  of  his  own 

Mr.  Whtelhm%e 


attention.    He  was  anzkms  to  proaots 
that   obieot  on  various   grooiias,   ist 
merely  K>r  the  purpose  of  innr easing  Ife 
supply  of  mercannle  seamen  and  ocib- 
provine  their  quality,  but  in  ofdsr  t» 
make  mat  Service  a  more  effeotoal  §mia 
of  the  Boyal  Navv,  to  enter  whidi  aboald 
be  a  legitimate  oDJeot  of  ambitioa  to  aD 
these  tndned  boys.  He  was  alsoanxkai 
that  the  number  of  industrial  sdiools  ol 
all  kinds  should  be  increased,  and  alM 
tiiat  the  Leffidature  should  deal  wift 
them  as  not  being  in  any  sense  otimiiil 
establidiments,  but  institutions  ptovidcd 
for  such  children  as  were  too  poor  to 
obtain  any  means  of  education,  except  wX 
the  pubhc  expense.    He  had  made  s 
proposal  some  years  ago  that  the  Msr- 
cantile  Marine  itself  should  contribute  to 
the  maintenance  of  these  shipe,  and  ht 
trusted  that  with  the  aid  of  that 
high-spirited  Service,  of  which  the 
try  might  be  proud,  that  an 
the  number  of  training   ships  wtniH 
shortly  be  made.    The  right  hoa.  6ea- 
tlemen  the  Home  Secretary  and  the  Fizit 
Lord  of  the  Admiraltv  had  sxpteMeH 
their  willingness  to  afford  every  enoov- 
ragement  in  their  power  toward*  tlks 
es&blishment  of  these  marine  sAoels, 
and  the  latter  espedallv  had,  by  tlks 
number  of  ships  ne  haa  given  for  this 
purpose,  and  by  the  constitution  Of  a 
new  dass  of  Naval  Boys  Beeerve,  Rxves 
proof  of  his  being  aesirous  of  giriBg 
material  aid  to  this  scheme.    He,  bow- 
ever,  could  not  say  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  that  th^  were  prepared  to 
support  this  Bill.    He  objected  to  the 
multiplication    of    different    kiads    of 
schools  of  this  class  which  would  result 
from  the  operation  of  the  Bill,  tiie  pio- 
visions  of  which  he  thought  woula  be 
mischievous  and  calculatea  to  oonfaes 
the  Statute  Book  and  deceive  the  public 
Mr.   mark   STEWABT   said,    be 
entirely  concurred  in  the  view  takeo  of 
this  subject  by  the  right  hon.  Oentlemn 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  aad 
would  vote  against  the  BiU.    He  was 
fflad,  however,  the  measure  had  been 
brought  forward,  because  he  thought  the 
discussion  would  have  its  advantagea  1^ 
opening  people's  eyes  to  the  fact  tbat 
there  were  already  many  Acto  on  tbe 
Statute  Book  on  ti&e  subjeot  whic[ 
might  avail  themselves  of.    He 
the  work  done  by  the  preeit 
ships,  the  CkMrnkr,  the  ArHhm, 
others,  would  not  be  taken  o«t  of 
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hands   of    the   charitable    institaiioiifi 
which  at  present  performed  it,  and  in 
which  work  Mr.  Williams  figured  so 
prominently,  because  he  was  snre  that 
if  it  were,  the  county  taxation  would 
be  increased,  and  the  charitable   feel- 
ingB  of  those  persons  who  supported 
these  schools  would  be  dried  up.    He 
beliered  also  that  justices ,  of  the  peace 
would  hesitate  yery  much  before  they 
put  in  operation  its  expensiye  provisions. 
Gaftaik  PIM  said,  in  reply,  it  was 
most  extraordinary  and  unprecedented 
to  find  tiie  Gt>Temment  offer  opposition 
to  snch  a  Bill  as  that  now  under  con- 
sideration.    It  was  a  measure  which 
had  been  long  called  for,  and  which,  in 
relation  to  the  mercantile  objects  of.  the 
great  shipping  interests  of  this  country, 
would,  if  passed  into  an  Act,  prove  of 
the    greatest  value.     He  warned    the 
House  that  in  the  event  of  this  country 
being  engaged  in  war,  unless  some  pre- 
liminary steps  were  taken  to  keep  up 
ihe  supply  of  British  sailors  for  the 
Navy  and  the  Mercantile  Marine  Ser- 
vice, the  country  would  be  in  a  most 
deplorable  state.    It  was  admitted  Ihat 
the  shipping  interest  was  deficient  of  a 
very  large  number  of  sailors,  but  by  the 
provisions  of  his  Bill  the  want  could  be 
supplied.      The  Board  of   Trade   had 
said,  in  opposing  his  BiU,  that  they  had 
a  means  of  providing  the  expenses  of 
obtaining  the  necessary  amount  of  hands. 
What  was  the  scheme  of  that  Depart- 
ment ?    It  was  to  apply  the  balance  in 
hand  of  the  Merchant  Seamen's  Marine 
Fund  to  the  object.    But  to  what  ex- 
tent was  it  proposed  to  provide  hands 
for  the  Service  f     It  was  said  that  there 
was  a  deficiency  of   20,000  men  who 
were  required  for  the  Service,  and  it 
was  proposed  to  provide  means  to  obtain 
16,000  boys.     Well,  to  do  that  the  ba- 
lance of  the  MercantQe  Marine  Fund 
would  be  a  mere  drop  in  the  ocean.    He 
felt  strongly  and  earnestly  on  this  ques- 
tion.   He  had  worked  day  and  night  to 
Erpmote  the  success  of  a  scheme  which 
e  was  convinced,  if  adopted  by  the 
Government  and  die  House,  would  prove 
of  the  greatest  advantage  to  the  mer- 
chant eiiipping  interests  of  the  country 
and  of  the  Eoyal  Navy.    He  would  re- 
mind the  House  that  400  venels  were 
engaged  in  the  grain  trade,  and  that, 
owing  to  our  defective  system,  most  of 
them  were  manned  by  fbreigners — Bus- 
sian  Fins — who,  in  case  of  war,  would 


scutile  their  ship  and  run  them  ashore. 
Upon  the  Mercantile  Marine  the  coun- 

Sf  depended  fbr  many  necessaries  of 
e,  and  it  was  of  the  greatest  import- 
ance that  we  should,  in  the  face  of  ex- 
isting events  in  the  East,  have  true 
British  seamen  on  board  our  ships.  He 
must  protest  against  the  Mercantile  Ma- 
rine being  rerarded  in  the  same  light 
as  a  mere  trade.  The  waste  of  men  in 
our  Mercantile  Marine  was  calculated  at 
16,000  per  annum,  and  the  country  had 
only  16  training  ships,  which  supplied 
but  1,036  men  for  our  Navy  in  the  last 
year.  He  considered  the  system  of  county 
training  ediools  for  boys  for  our  Navy, 
which  worked  so  admirably  in  Middle- 
sex, most  important  to  supply  the  de- 
ficiency, and  that  it  ought  to  be  ex- 
t^ided.  If  something  were  not  done  to 
keep  up  the  supply  for  the  protection  of 
our  dependencies  at  home  and  abroad, 
Ihe  consequences  might  prove  most  dis- 
astrous. The  operation  which  the  Bill 
would  also  have  of  preventing  poor  chil- 
dren from  returning  from  school  to  the 
criminal  atmosphere  surrounding  their 
homes  would  be  most  beneficial  to  the 
community  at  large.  In  conclusion,  he 
must  say  he  could  not  understand  how 
any  hon.  Member  could  propose  the  re- 
jection of  this  Bill,  which  he  trusted  the 
House  would  read  a  second  time,  and 
alter  as  much  as  they  thought  necessary 

in  Committee.  

Sm  EAEDLEY  WILMOT  was  sorry 
the  Bill  was  opposed  by  the  Qovem- 
ment;  but  he,  for  one,  was  ready  to 
support  the  second  reading.  He  thought 
that  the  thanks  of  the  community  were 
due  to  die  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
having  introduced  this  measure.  It  had 
been  said  that  legislation  on  the  subject 
diould  be  Imperial,  and  that  a  measure 
should  be  introduced  by  the  Govern- 
ment; but  a  Bill  was  brought  forward 
in  a  former  Session  to  carry  out  the  ob- 
ject Tdiich  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
had  in  view,  and  the  Government,  oti 
that  occasion,  said  they  would  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  deal  with  the  matter,  but  m>m 
that  time  to  this  they  had  not  taken  any 
step  in  the  matter.  The  Bill  was  an 
extension  <^  a  principle  already  recog- 
nised throughout  the  country.  There 
were,  no  doubt,  some  objections  to  the 
Bill;  but  he  thought  mey  might  be 
met  One  was  that  ratepayers  would 
be  called  upon  to  suppOTt  what  miffht 
be  considereii  an  Imperial  measure ;  but 
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bad  not  thai  principle  been  sanctioned 
by  the  Education  Act  ?  Defects  of  de- 
tail might  be  remedied  in  Committee. 
Knowing  the  sincerity  of  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  on  the  subject,  he  felt 
great  pleasure  in  supporting  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Sm  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
contended  that  the  course  taken  by  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was 
in  accordance  with  the  observations  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secre- 
tary in  1875,  who  then  said  tiiat  if  such 
a  Bill  were  necessary,  they  ought  to 
amend  the  Industrial  and  Reformatory 
Schools  Act.  That  was  what  he  (Sir 
Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson)  now  felt  should 
be  done,  and  if  it  could  be  shown  that 
those  Acts  required  amendment,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary 
would  be  Rlad  to  press  it  forward.  He, 
however,  thought  that  the  House  would 
not  be  prepared  to  lay  down  as  a  rule 
that  every  local  autiiority  should  be 
obliged  to  establish  a  training  ship  in 
each  county.  Under  the  present  system 
they  had  power  to  do  so  if  they  chose, 
and  ha.  thought  that  was  sufficient.  By 
adoptinp^  this  Bill  the  House  would  be 
intertenn^  with  voluntary  effort,  upon 
which  rehance  had  been  so  justifiably 
placed,  and  which  had  produced  such 
satisfactory  results.  Schools  could  be 
maintained  at  a  far  more  reasonable 
rate  by  voluntary  management  than  by 
that  of  local  authorities,  and  that  was 
eminentiy  the  case  with  regard  to  the 
existing  industrial  schools.  For  instance, 
the  net  cost  of  each  boy  in  the  voluntary 
schools  in  his  county  was  £17,  while 
that  of  each  boy  in  the  Middlesex  school 
was  £27.  He  contended  that  before 
passing  this  Bill  the  whole  subject  of 
industrial  reformatory  schools  and  train- 
ing  ships  should  be  considered  together. 
He  thought  that  the  House  would  run  a 
great  ri^  if  they  adopted  this  measure 
of  destroying  voluntary  efforts;  and, 
under  these  circumstances,  he  trusted 
that  the  hon.  and  jzallant  Oentieman 
would  not  press  his  Bill. 

Mb.  OOBST  could  not  but  say  that 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had  a  right 
to  complain  of  the  opposition  offered  to 
his  Bill.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
was  sensible  that  it  was  necessary  to 
have  training  schools  for  boys  int^ded 
for  the  Mercantile  Marine  Service,  and, 
having  studied  the  question  well,  his 
measure  was  met  with  opposition.    The 

Sir  Bwrdley  WOmot 


principle  of  the  Bill  was  admitted.  Tba 
why  snould  the  second  readinir  of  tki 
BiU  be  opposed  by  the  Oovenu&fBt? 
He  would  suggest  that  hit  boa.  vA 
gallant  Friend  should  withdrtw  tlu 
Bill,  otherwise  the  country  or  thoM  is- 
terested  in  the  subject  would  be  mil- 
led, as  the  division  would  be  taken  oa  i 
false  issue.  This  was  a  fjuestkn  d 
great  and,  indeed,  national  importaaee. 
and  he  contended  that  provision  ihooU 
be  made  by  law  for  the  better  trtinbr 
of  boys  for  the  Mercantile  Marine  ul 
for  the  Boyal  Navy.  The  OovearniiMas 
might  have  a  Bill  in  their  "ptgeoi- 
hole,''  but  why  was  it  not  brou^  In*- 
ward? 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  oov* 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  17;  Noei 
83:  Majority  66.— (Div.  list.  No.  1«. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  pot,  od 
agreed  to. 

Second  Beading  put  off  tot  six  moa^ 


MEBCANTH^  MARINE  HOSPITAL 

BILL— [Bill  79.] 

{CapUin  ^m,  Mr,  WhmlMoum.) 

SXOOKB  BXADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propowi 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  uoaei 
time." — {Captain  Pirn,) 

Mr.  WHITWELL,  in  moving  thu 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  ^ 
six  months,  said,  the  hon.  and  gtDist 
Member  who  had  charge  of  the  messon 
had  on  a  recent  occasion  expressed  nm- 
pathy  with  the  overburdenea  shipownttt 
and  yet  by  this  Bill  he  would  impose  & 
additional  tax  upon  them ;  and  he  sot 
only  proposed  to  do  that,  but  he  pro- 
posed to  levy  a  tax  on  the  poor  saikni 
amounting  to  5  per  cent  of  their  waf» 
In  carrying  out  his  scheme  the  hon.  tk 
gallant  Member  inserted  provisions  r^ 
quiring  the  assistance  of  the  Boaxd  d 
Trade.  He  was  of  opinion  that  tha  ksa 
and  gallant  Member  had  not 
the  assent  of  that  Department  to 
provisions.  It  seemea  to  hin  . 
the  wages  of  seamen  engagedin  the  Ihr 
chant  Shipping  Service  at  iB^^MUW 
a-year,  a  tax  of  6  per  oeiA  VMtihl 
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would  amount  to  £250,000  a-year,  and 
it  was  proposed  by  that  means  to  raise 
a  Amd  simoient  for  the  establishment 
and  maintenance  of  Mercantile  Marine 
hospitals  for  sailors.    The  Bill,  which 
was  full  of  objections^  provided  that  a 
Medical  Board  should  oe  established, 
and  that  medical  inspectors  should  be 
appoiDted  at  different  seaports,  to  whom 
the  sailor  should  submit  nimself  for  in- 
spection every  time  he  got  eng^aged  for  a 
voyaffe,  Ions  or  short.    No  matter  how 
heal&y  and  vigorous  the  man  or  boy 
miffht  be,  he  should  submit  himself  to 
sooi  inspection;  and  even  a  stewardess  on 
board  a  passen^r  ship  would  be  required 
to  submit  to  this  examination.    The  Bill 
provided    that    10   medical    inspectors 
should  be  apjK)inted  at  London,  (traves- 
end,  Hull,  ohields,  Southampton,  liver- 
pool,  and  other  ports— one  at  each  port 
— and  the  sailor,  within  seven  days  of 
havinfi;  signed  articles  of  service,  would 
probably  have  to  go  to  a  flEtr  distant  port 
to  undergo  a  medical  examination,  ^us 
from  Swansea  to  Liverpool  there  was  no 

g revision  for  the  establishment  of  a 
ospital.  The  Bill  also  professed  to 
provide  for  the  inspection  of  ships'  medi- 
cine-chests ;  and,  in  short,  for  the  general 
medical  superintendence  of  the  whole  of 
our  seamen.  There  were,  however,  only 
10  towns  included  in  the  Schedule,  and 
the  whole  machine^  of  the  measure  was 
utterly  inadequate  ior  the  objects  it  con- 
templated. Li  conclusion,  he  must  say  he 
never  recollected  so  arbitrarv  and  unjus- 
tifiable an  interference  witn  individual 
rights  as  was  suggested  by  most  of  the 
clauses  of  the  BiU.  He  therefore  trusted 
the  House  would  reject  such  a  Bill, 
which  even  contained  a  provision  for 
the  inspection  of  women  who  might  get 
situations  in  the  hospitals. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
he  word  **  now, '  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this 
lay  six  months." — {Mr.  WhiUoM.) 

Mb.  WHALLET  thought  that  the 
ion.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
or  Ghravesend  was  highly  qualified  to 
leal  with  this  importcmt  question.  It 
ras  a  subject  of  the  greatest  interest, 
ud  he  regretted  that  the  hon.  Member 
or  Kendfu  had  exnressed  himself  in 
rhat  he  ^Mr.  WhaUey)  considered  an 
nfair  ozitidsm  of  the  provisions  of  the 
(ilL  The  objections  taken  to  its  details 
y  the  hon.  Member  were  matters  for 
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consideration  in  Oommittee,  and  did  not 
at  all  affect  its  principle,  which  the  House 
would  do  well  to  sanction.  The  fact  of 
the  condition  of  the  health  of  seamen 
was  of  great  importance,  as  was  well 
known  to  everyone  who  eng^aged  them 
for  voyages.  He  might  state  an  instance 
wherein  he  himself  had  engaged  a  crew 
for  his  yacht.  The  vessd  got  into  a 
position  of  imminent  danger,  and  owing 
to  the  condition  of  three  or  four  of  the 
sailors,  who  were  diseased,  they  were 
utterly  helpless  and  unable  to  work ; 
and  the  yacht  and  the  lives  of  those  on 
board  narrowly  escaped  being  lost.  Oon- 
sidering  the  special  temptations  to  which 
our  seamen  were  often  exposed,  he 
thought  the  medical  examination  to 
whi<£  tibe  Bill  proposed  to  subject  them 
involved  no  greater  interference  with 
their  personal  rights  than  was  justifiable 
for  their  own  good  under  the  circum- 
stances. With  regard  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  their  incompetency  and  indispo- 
sition to  take  the  necessary  steps  for 
providing  a  remedy  to  obtain  an  efficient 
supply  of  sailors  was  to  be  regretted; 
and  he  therefore  hoped  the  House  would 
not  longer  postpone  the  matter,  and 
would  support  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Oravesend. 

Ms.  OOUBLEY  complained  of  such  a 
measure  being  presented  to  the  House 
without  any  reason  assigned  for  it.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  was  really  to  apply  to 
seamen  the  principle  of  the  Oontagious 
Diseases  Acts — a  principle  which  was 
quite  opposed  to  the  feelings  of  the 
masses  of  the  people.  Moreover,  the 
measure  was  totally  unnecessary.  The 
amount  of  inefficiency  arising  from  sick- 
ness among  seamen  was  in  point  of  fact 
very  small,  and  the  evil  it  proposed  to 
remedy  was  already  treated  by  uie  ordi- 
nary institutionsof  the  Service.  The  great 
evil  with  which  we  had  to  contend  in 
connection  with  that  class  was  intemper- 
ance, and  it  would  be  well  if  the  existing 
temptations  to  drink  were  diminished. 
At  a  public  meeting  of  seamen  held 
last  year  in  Sunderlaod,  every  one  held 
up  his  hand  in  opposition  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  Bill. 

Mb.  WHEELHOUSE  took  exception 
to  the  arguments  which  had  been  urged 
a|;ainst  the  Bill.  These  had  all  been 
directed  to  matters  of  detail.  For  in- 
stance, if  it  were  found  desirable,  it 
would  be  easy  to  introduce  a  few  words 
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in  the  dause  exemptiiiff  the  stewardeed 
from  the  provisions  of  me  Bill.  Beally, 
if,  on  the  second  reading,  the  Bill  ooiud 
only  be  met  with  objection  on  matter  of 
details — if  nothing  else  could  be  shown 
than  that,  it  would  indicate  that  such  a 
Bill  or  such  a  principle  as  that  involved 
was  a  necessity  to  the  Mercantile  Marine. 
He  did  not  think  there  could  be  any 
doubt  in  the  mind  of  any  human  being 
that  something  should  oe  done  in  re- 
ference to  this  particular  evil.  When 
he  heard  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
land just  now  speak  of  New  York,  he 
was  reminded  that  there  was  something 
like  the  principle  of  this  Bill  actually  in 
operation  there,  and  owing  to  that,  among 
other  causes,  shipowners  in  New  York 
found  it  more  easy  to  man  their  vessels 
effectively  than  we  did  at  this  moment 
in  this  country.  With  regard  to  certain 
classes  of  disease  among  sailors,  it  was 
desirable,  not  to  say  necessary,  to  take 
some  steps.  Surely,  without  going  into 
the  details  of  the  JBill,  or  squabblmg  as 
to  whether  women  should  be  included  in 
these  examinations,  the  House  should 
assent  to  the  principle  of  the  measure, 
6md  so  mould  it,  even  at  the  instance  of 
a  private  Member,  failing  the  Govern- 
ment  taking  it  in  hand,  as  to  be  a  per- 
manently useful  measure.  He  confessed 
he  would  much  rather  see  a  matter  of 
this  kind  introduced  with  Qovemment 
influence  though  on  the  lines  indicated. 
It  should  be  an  efficient  measure,  dealing 
with  a  great  evil.  No  one  who  had  any 
knowledge  of  our  Mercantile  Marine 
would  say  that  relatively  it  was  a  worse 
class  than  any  other  in  the  country,  and 
certainly  he  had  no  wish  to  depreciate 
it ;  but  it  was  a  profession  beset  with 
temptations  on  all  hands,  and  without 
saying  the  Bill  was  everything  that  could 
be  desired,  he  was  extremely  anxious 
that  somet^iing  should  be  done  to  pro- 
vide for  the  health  of  those  going  to  sea. 
He  cared  very  little  if  that  were  done  by 
this  Bill,  or  effected  by  any  Gk)vemmental 
action ;  but  he  would  be  content  if  by 
ventilating  this  question  now  or  here- 
after, either  the  Government,  or  a  pri- 
vate Member,  should  take  into  con- 
sideration the  fulfilment  of  a  duty  which 
he  regarded  as  a  public  one.  But  whe- 
ther it  were  so  or  not,  it  was  one  essen- 
tially necessanr  for  the  well  being  of  the 
seamen  and  of  our  Mercantile  Marine. 

SiE  HENEY  HAVELOCK  thought 
the  measure  one  of  the  most  impracti- 

Mr.  WheelhoHse 


cable  which  had  ever  been  xntrodaeBdn 
that  House,  and  stated  duit  boA  bjKs. 
men  and  by  shipowners  its  pri&dohi  tad 
details  had  been  universalqr  oaDOODBid. 

Ms.  GOR8T  also  opposed  the  BOL 
which  contained  two  principles— tkt  qm 
was  the  compulsory  examination  of  •«• 
men,  and  the  other  was  a  tax  of  6  pi? 
cent  upon  them  for  such  exammaboD. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  both  prindpis 
were  highly  objectionable,  ana  oppond 
to  the  principle  of  civil  libertj.  & 
argued  tnat  there  was  no  puUic  mm- 
sity  for  the  proposed  eTaimnation ;  nd 
even  if  such  a  neoeesity  existed  it  ▼« 
not  the  seamen,  but  the  oonntiy,  ftc 
should  be  taxed  fbr  the  purpoee. 

Sir  EAJtDLEY  WILMOT  said,  tkm 
was  nothine  extraordinarr  in  reonmac 
men  to  undergo  a  medical  exammata 
for  their  own  good.  It  was  done  iitk 
case  of  candidates  for  the  Indian  Gn 
Service.  In  the  present  matt«r  ^ 
country  which  was  most  jealous  of  (m 
liberty — namely,  the  United  Statw-** 
us  an  example,  and  made  the  veiy  au» 
deduction  rrom  the  waffee  of  th»  ■»• 
men  which  was  proposed  in  the  BiB  l^ 
fore  the  House.  He  hoped  the  v^ 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Bov^ 
of  Trade  would  take  the  queetioa  ist- 
serious  consideration. 

Sir  OHAELES  ADDERLET  ot- 
served  liiat  the  object  in  view  wai  n- 
doubtedly  similar  to  that  of  the  Ota- 
tagious  Diseases  Acts,  it  beinff  fbr  ^* 
interest  of  the  public  to  guard  ue  bttlti 
of  the  men  enraged  in  &e  eerviee  of  tk- 
Mercantile  Id^nne.  The  present  BiU 
proposed  a  compulsory  inspection  of  ^ 
men  at  the  time  of  engagement,  and  tk* 
he  opposed  on  the  simple  ground  fim  r 
was  impossible.  Was  it  hkelpr  tint  tSi 
owners  or  the  masters  of  dupe  wook 
endure  a  system  which  forbad  the  otr 
to  sign  the  articles  till  they  had  sb- 
mitted  to  a  medioal  examination  ?  Wm 
the  shipping  service  of  the  ooaatxy  to  br 
stoppea  for  such  a  reaaon  as  that?  I: 
was  true  tiiat  the  evil  which  it  vv 
sought  to  remedy  was  a  secioot  on* 
He  believed  a  very  large  propuiiion  d 
the  aoddents  at  sea  were  due  to  seamn 
being  unfit  fbr  service  when  tiiey  wvt 
on  l^ard.  Frequently  it  was  neesaavt 
for  ships  to  put  mto  port  aimidy  fer  iS» 
purpose  of  getting  rid  of  «a(tt  mea  n^ 
putting  others  in  tiieir  pktce.  It  mU 
be  weU  if  this  elate  of^thinga  oolMW 
remedied,  but  uufbrtonatefy  te  |ln 
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proposed  bj  Ids  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
▼M  not  pvaetioable,  and  on  this  ground 
he  ditapprored  the  Bill.  If  the  seaman 
refbsedtne  examination,  the  hon.  and  gal- 
Unt  Member  had  not  provided  hj  his  Bill 
anr  poUoe  force  to  proceed  to  bind  and 
itm  nim  for  the  pmpose  of  undergoing 
ntoQ  examination.  If  the  House  passed 
nioh  a  Bill  it  would  remain  inoperatiTe. 
The  existing  law,  he  might  mention,  pro- 
Tided  for  the  inspection  of  seamen  Tolun- 
tarilj.  In  connection  with  every  ship- 
pioff  ofllce  in  the  countij  there  was  a 
medioaloffieer  whose  semoesthe  master 
of  a  shin  might  procure  for  a  very  small 
fee— a  snilling  an  inspection,  he  thought. 
He  did  not  see  what  else  could  be  done 
tmless  it  might  be  to  offer  an  absolute 
inducement  to  the  seamen  to  undergo 
examination.  With  regard  to  the  pro- 
posal which  was  also  contained  in  ttie 
Bin  Oat  hospitals  should  be  established 
•t  certain  ports  in  the  Kingdom  at  the 
<ncpeiise  of  aQ  seamen — in  other  words, 
that  in  particular  places  a  special  and 
loeal  norision  should  be  made  bv  a  tax 
leriedupon  sailors  in  general — hetnouffht 
it  was  a  nropoeal  so  manifestly  unfair 
that  the  Mercantile  Marine  could  hardly 
be  expected  to  concede  or  even  to  enter- 
tain it  fbr  a  moment. 

Ml.  BIQOAB  hoped  that  the  measure 
vould  be  read  a  second  time. 

8ia  HAEOOUBT  JOHNSTONE  pro- 
tested most  strongly  against  this  Bill 
becoming  law. 

Oaptaik  PDC  denied  that  seamen 
▼ere  hostile  to  the  Bill,  for  Petitions  in 
rapport  of  it  had  been  adopted  at  large 
meeidngB  of  sailors,  and  urged  that  there 
was  a  great  necessity  for  such  a  measure 
being  passed.  He  held  that  at  the  pre- 
■ent  time  the  Mercantile  Marine  of  this 
country  was  in  the  most  disgraceftil  con- 
dition of  which  it  was  Dossible  for  anpr 
mni  to  conceiTe ;  and  he  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  saving  that  if  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  haa  be«n  in  force  in  tnis  countiy 
many  and  many  a  ship  which  was  now 
Iji&g  at  the  bottom  of  the  sea  would 
hare  been  saved.  It  had  frequently 
been  found  that  awing  to  the  sicloiess  of 
Mitsfai  men  the  rest  of  a  crew  were  un- 
equal to  the  work  of  managing  a  vessel 
fai  a  gale  of  wind.    His  Bill  was  founded 

rthe  Amerioan  plan  of  dealing  with 
sal>jeet,  and  tnat  plan  haa  been 
fimad  to  work  most  satisfactorily.  If 
the  House  endorsed  the  principle  of  the 
nsasore  by  aaaentbg   to  the   second 


reading,  he  should  be  willing  to  agree 
to  the  introduction  of  Amendments  in 
Oommittee, 

Mb.  T.  E.  smith  thought  the  Bill 
would  be  quite  unworkable.  It  would, 
in  his  opimon,  be  utterly  impossible  to 
cany  such  a  measure  into  execution. 
He  denied  that  there  had  been  any  de- 
terioration of  the  men  in  the  Merchant 
Service  during  the  last  25  years.  In- 
deed, anyone  who  made  suoh  an  asser- 
tion only  showed  his  ignorance  of  the 
whole  subject. 

Mr.  JAmES  entered  a  protest  against 
the  attempt  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Gravesend  to  Americanize 
our  Merchant  Navy. 

Question  put,  ''  That  the  word  '  now  ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided : — Aves  1 1 ;  Noes 
212 :  Majority  201.— (Div.  List,  No.  180.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Beading/m^  off  tor  six  months. 

POOR  LAW  GUARDIANS  BLEOTIONS 

(IRELAND)  BILL— [Bill  46,] 

(Sir  Colman  (yLoghUn^  Mr,  Callattf 

Mr,  M,  Brookif  Mr,  McCarthy  Ihuming,) 

8E00XD   BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Sm  OOLMAN  O'LOGHLEN,  in 
movinff  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
second  time,  said  its  object  was,  as 
stated  in  the  Preamble,  to  nrovide  that 
the  election  of  Poor  Law  (jmardians  in 
Ireland,  who  were  now  elected  by  voting 
papers,  should  for  the  fiiture  be  elected 
Dy  Ballot.  He  confessed  that  he  could 
not  understand  why  this  principle 
should  not  be  adopted.  Members  of 
Parliament,  members  of  mimicipal  cor- 
porations, and  members  of  school  boards 
were  elected  by  Ballot,  and  he  could  not 
see  any  reason  why  Poor  Law  Ghiardians 
should  not  be  elected  in  the  same  way.  He 
might  be  told  that  if  the  Ouardians  were 
elected  by  Ballot,  persons  having  pro- 
perty who  were  not  present  could  not 
vote,  as  they  now  could  by  voting 
papers;  but  the  House  must  remem- 
ber that  property  was  represented  on 
Boards  of  Guardians  by  a  certain  number 
of  ex'OfUio  Ouardians  on  the  Board,  and 
the  Bui  did  not  propose  to  interfere  in 
any  way  with  them.    He  had  received 
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letters  from  all  parts  of  Ireland,  approv- 
ing of  the  principle  of  his  measure,  and 

sajring  that  under  the  present  system 

intimidation  to  a  vast  extent  was  stiLl 

carried  on  in  many   districts;    that   a 

large  quantity  of  voting  papers  were 

signed  under  compulsion,  and  tha^  if  the 

Boards  of  Ouardians  were  to  represent 

the  ratepayers  the  same  privileges  must 

be  given   to  persons  voting  for  their 

election  that  were  given  to  those  who 

voted  at  other  elections — namely,   the 

privilege  of  the  Ballot.    Since  the  Bill 

had  been  printed  he  had  also  received 

a  number  of  letters  from  various  towns 

in  England  approving  of  the  principle 

of  his  measure,   and   saying  that  the 

principle  ought  to  be  adopted  in  Eng- 
land.   It  was  then  too  late  to  propose 

and  introduce  a  Bill  for  England;  but 

he  need  not  say  that  if  the  pnnciple  was 

adopted  in  Ireland,  it  must    also   be 

adopted  in  England,  and  he  would  give 

all  the  support  in  his  power  to  anyone 

who  would  bring  in  a  similar  Bill  for 

England.     The  mil  provided  that  the 

Local  Government   Board   of   Ireland 

should  issue  a  sealed  Order,  regulating 
the  manner  in  which  the  election  of  the 

Guardians  shouldbecarried  out  by  Ballot. 
The  object  of  this  was  to  prevent  a  large 
quantity  of   details  being  put  in  the 
£il],  which  would  have  been  necessary 
if  he  had  proposed  a  plan  of  electing 
Poor  Law  GKiardians  m  Ireland.     He 
gave  the  power  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  and  in  doing  so  he  had 
only  followed  the  plan  adopted  in  Eng- 
land when  school-board  members  were 
to  be    elected,    which  gave  the  same 
power  to  the  Privy  Oouncil  in  England. 
The  Bill  also  provided  that  school-rooms, 
police  barracks,  and  court-houses  should 
be  used  for  the  purposes  of  elections 
free  of  charge.    Tne  object  of  this  pro- 
vision was  to  save  as  much  expense  as 
possible,  in  order  to  meet  the  argument 
which  had  been  raised — that  if  the  plan 
proposed  in  the  BiU  was  adopted  the 
elections    of  Poor  Law   Guardians  in 
Ireland  would  become  more  expensive 
than  they  were  at  present.    The  other 
two  clauses  of  the  Bill  simply  related  to 
matters  of  detail,  which  ne  need  not 
now  go  into.    He  only  asked  the  House 
to  affirm  by  the  second  reading  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill.    He  hoped  the  Bill 
would  not  be  talked  out,  because  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  anxious  that  a 
division  should  be  taken  upon  it. 

Sir  Cohnan  (yZoghlen 


Motion  made,  and  Quettkm  pnponi 
<<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  nanl 
time."— (5ir  Colman  (Tl^Jdm.) 

Me.  6.  MOOBE,  in  moving,  that  tb 
Bill  be  read  a  seoond  time  that  dsT  u 
months,  said,  he  oould  not  quite  h^tn 
that  intimidation  existed  to  aajtiuai 
near  the  extent  stated  by  the  right  W 
and  learned  Member  for  Clare  (Sir  Col- 
man  O'Loghlen).    His  great  objeetia 
to  the  Bill  was  on  the  ffrounds  of  t^ 
expenses  it  would  entail,  becatm  it  wu 
dear  that  if  the  measure  was  ptnei  t 
very  expensive  machinery  would  b«  B^ 
oessary  for  the  election  of  Fbor  Lit 
Guardians  in  Ireland.    If  in  eveiy  piae* 
where  Guardians  were  elected,  acbo^ 
houses  or  police  barracks  wars  requin^ 
it  would  be  most  expensive.    In  hA 
the  same  machinery  would  be  zeouM 
for  the  election  of  Poor  Law  GuaxdiiHk 
who  were  only  elected  for  one  year,  n 
was  required  for  the  election  of  a  Mo^ 
ber  of  Parliament.    Agents  and  dob 
would  be  required  at  every  plaoe,tti 
if  there  were  several  candidates  cioHh 
contesting,  the  expense  would  be  mm^ 
enormous.    He  aid  not  think  that  tk 
country  would  care  to  bear  all  ths  a- 
pense  which  would  be  imposed  hj  tb 
Bill,  and  he  did  not  believe  tiist  tb 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  woq2 
like  to  put  it  on  the  Guardians  tim- 
selves.    There  was,  frirther,  in  hit  opn 
nion  no  necessity  for  changing  the  {n- 
sent  system,  and  for  the  various  jaasaw 
he  had  stated,  he  would  move  tiis  xt^ 
jection  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  tb 
word  ''now,"  ana  at  the  end  of  tL» 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  t^ 
day  six  months.'' — (i/r.  St4pM$n  Mm* 


Mb.  M'CAETHT  DOWNING  wi 
he  believed  the  change  proposed  hj  ^ 
Bill  to  have  Poor  Law  Giiardians  ekcti^ 
by  Ballot  to  be  absolutely  noccsnTy. 
Me  had  had  some  experience  in  t^ 
matter,   and  he  was  exoeedindy  mt- 

?rised  to  hear  the  Iy>n.  Meii^«r  £or 
ipperiury  (Mr.  S.  Moore)  say  that  he 
was  not  aware  that  intimidation  had 
been  practised  at  the  election  of  Poor 
Law  Guardians  in  Irehuid.  He  (Mr. 
M'Carthj  Downing)  knew  of  hia  own 
knowledge  of  voting  papers  being  asat 
to  certain  tenants  on  oertain  propertiai, 
and  no  sooner  were  they  deuvered  by 
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the  poUoe  than  they  were  taken  up  by 
the  Imndlordy  who  took  them  to  his 
own  house,  and  then  the  tenants  had 
to  Tote  as  he  wished.  That  was  a  case 
which  came  under  his  knowledge,  and 
he  undertook  to  prove  it.  In  another 
case  the  same  thing  occurred ;  while  in 
other  oases  voting  papers  were  altered. 
He  remembered  wnen  the  Ballot  Bill 
was  passing  through  that  House  he 
took  upon  nimself  to  put  down  some 
Amendments  to  that  Bill.  One  of  his 
Amendments  was  that  the  Bill  should 
spply  to  the  election  of  Town  Oommis- 
Boners,  so  that  the  votine  for  members 
of  those  Bodies  should  be  by  Ballot. 
He  also  put  down  an  Amendment 
upon  the  Paper  to  the  efifeot  that  the 
voting  for  the  election  of  Poor  Law 
Guardians  ^ould  be  by  Ballot.  The 
result,  however,  was  that  he  was  told  if 
he  presaed  both  his  Amendments,  both 
mi^t  be  lost,  and  upon  a  reoommen- 
dstion  being  made  to  him  he  did  not 
press  the  latter  Amendment.  He  wanted 
to  know  how  the  Attorney  Oeneral 
for  Ireland  couldpossibly  object  to 
the  present  Bill.  TVliy  should  not  the 
•ame  protection  be  g^ven  in  Ireland 
to  the  persons  who  voted  for  the  elec- 
tion of  Boards  of  GKiardians  as  was 
Ipven  to  persons  who  voted  for  the  elec- 
tion of  Town  Oommissioners  ?  The 
House  knew  pretty  well  the  coercion 
which  now  existed,  that  it  was  very 
great,  and  in  many  respects  equal  to 
what  was  used  in  elections  for  certain 
boroughs  or  counties.  There  was  the 
landhmi  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  priest 
on  the  other.  The  landlord  came  to  the 
tenant  and  said — "  Vote  for  so-and-so;'' 
and  the  clergyman,  on  the  other  hand, 
came  and  said — ''Do  not  be  intimi- 
dated; vote  for  the  best  man;  vote  as 
Tou  please."  He  knew  of  nothing  which 
had  caused  so  much  disunion  in  Ireland 
u  the  present  system  of  electing  Poor 
law  Guardians.  Under  the  present 
ijatem  the  landlord  had  six  votes  as 
occupier  of  the  land,  and  six  votes  as 
owner  in  fee,  making  in  all  12  votes. 
Independent  of  this,  Uie  landlords  tried 
to  coerce  their  tenants ;  and  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that,  in  his  opinion, 
it  was  most  unjust  that  the  same 
protection  was  not  ^ven  to  those  who 
voted  for  the  election  of  Poor  Law 
(hiardians  which  was  given  to  those 
who  voted  for  the  election  of  Members 


of  Parliament.  As  to  the  expense,  it 
would  be  much  less  under  the  Bill  than 
it  was  at  present,  and  so  insignificant  as 
not  to  be  considered. 

Mb.  BSUEN  said,  he  could  not  sup- 
port the  measure  before  the  House.  His 
experience— which  he  believed  to  be  that 
of  most  Irishmen — of  the  election  in  Ire- 
land of  Poor  Law  GKiardians  did  not  nm 
in  the  same  line  as  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  spoken,  and  who 
had  over-stated  the  matter.  He  believed 
that  in  the  greater  part  of  the  country 
there  was  an  absence  of  intimidation  in 
connection  with  such  contests.  He 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  ought  to  have 
given  the  name  of  the  gentleman  to 
whom  he  referred  as  having  been  inti- 
midated. The  election  of  Poor  Law 
GKiardians  was  not  at  all  the  same  as 
that  for  Members  of  Parliament,  and  he 
submitted  that  logically  there  was  no 
necessity  for  the  Ballot,  the  system  of 
voting  papers  being,  as  he  thought,  not 
open  to  much  abuse.  The  Biu  would 
render  a  veir^  expensive  machinery  ne- 
cessary, and  it  would  not  be  easy  to  got 
a  sufficient  number  of  returning  officers 
and  polling  places.  In  short,  the  pro- 
sent  system  was  much  more  convenient. 

Captaiit  NOLAN  said,  that  in  the 
speeches  made  by  the  hon.  Members  who 
opposed  the  measure,  he  fancied  he  heard 
the  speeches  which  were  made  on  the 
Ballot  Bill  in  1872.  Many  Oonsorvative 
Members  then  took  the  same  objection  to 
the  Ballot  Bill,  and  said  the  machinery 
was  expensive  and  cumbersome,  and  was 
not  required.  He  was  not  surprised  that 
the  same  arguments  should  be  trottod 
out  again,  because  this  was  practically 
the  same  question — namely,  wnethor  the 
landlord  snould  be  allowed  to  use  his 
influence,  or  the  voter  should  be  allowed 
to  vote  as  he  liked.  He  was  quite  cer- 
tain there  would  be  no  expense  atten- 
dant upon  the  adoption  of  tne  Ballot  at 
elections  in  Poor  Law  Unions.  In  the 
majority  of  cases  with  which  he  was 
acquainted,  the  Ballot  would  take  place 
at  ordinary  polling  stations.  The  ex- 
pense of  adaition(hl  stations  would  bo 
very  small,  as  the  existing  Ballot  Act 
required  that  there  should  be  a  Ballot 
station  within  four  miles  of  every  voter, 
except  in  mountains  or  thinly-populated 
distncts.  In  eveiy  Poor  Law  Union 
there  were  at  least  30  or  40  officials  who 
could  manage  the  election  without  charge 
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to  the  Poor  Law  Board.  He  thought 
that  if  Irish  yoters  grudged  to  walk  one 
or  two  miles  to  record  their  votes,  they 
did  not  deserve  to  have  votes.  Suoh  an 
objection  was  hardly  one  that  an  oppo- 
nent of  the  Bill  should  take,  unless  he 
wanted  to  fall  back  upon  an  attack  on 
the  machineryof  the  Bill  instead  of  its 
principles.  He  thought  the  case  was 
rather  stronger  for  the  Bill  than  it  was 
for  the  existing  Ballot  Act,  as  the  sys- 
tem proposed  was  much  simpler  than  the 
existmg  one,  under  which  the  voting 
papers  sometimes  miscarried,  or  were 
tampered  with.  Territorial  influence 
must  be  stronger  in  proportion  as  the 
area  in  which  it  was  exercised  was  cir- 
cumscribed. A  candidate  putting  up  for 
election  for  the  Board  of  Ouardians 
would  be  well  known  to  landlord  and 
agent,  whilst  a  candidate  to  represent 
the  county  in  Parliament  would  probably 
not  be  so  weU  known ;  and,  moreover, 
a  Parliamentary  Election  ozily  occurred 
eveiT  four  or  five  years.  Oonsequently, 
the  Ballot  was  absolutely  more  necessary 
in  elections  for  Boards  of  Guardians  than 
in  Parliamentary  Elections.  A  case 
which  had  recently  come  before  the 
Clifden  Union,  in  the  county  Oalway, 
showed  the  necessity  for  the  Ballot. 
This  was  a  case  in  which  the  Union  had 
to  decide  whether  a  child  should  be  edu- 
cated in  the  Catholic  or  the  Protestant 
religion.  When  the  Poor  Law  Board 
had  to  decide  upon  such  a  case  as  that, 
it  was  very  important  that  the  elections 
should  be  perfectly  free  from  all  suspi- 
cion or  doubt. 

Mb.  W.  BEACH  thought  the  present 
mode  of  electing  Ouardians  was  very 
satisfiEUjtory,  and  that  there  was  no  ne- 
cessity for  making  any  change. 

Mb.  HIBBEBT  said,  he  did  not  feel 
competent  to  speak  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  elections  were  carried  on  in  Lre- 
land ;  but  he  knew  that  there  was  in 
England  a  strong  feeling  in  favour  of 
improving  the  present  system  of  electing 
Poor  Law  Guardians,  and  that  must  be 
his  excuse  for  saying  a  few  words  on  an 
Lrish  Bill.  Nay,  he  ^would  go  further, 
and  say  that  gpross  abuses  prevailed  in 
England  in  connection  with  these  elec- 
tions. If  that  were  so  in  England,  he 
had  no  doubt  the  same  might  be  ac- 
cented as  beine  the  case  in  Ireland.  He 
did  not  think  the  system  expensive, 
as  there  were  few  contests;  but  in  any 

Captain  Nolan 


case  he  thought  there  ought  to  be,  nl 
hoped  the  Government  wmild  gmk,  a 
inquiry  by  a  Committee  of  the  Hoom 
into  Poor  Law  Elections  in  Ea^iBd. 
Ireland,  and  probably  in  SootlaDd. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
said,  that  if  he  could  have  svpnMd 
that  there  was  any  piobabilitv  oc  lla 
question  being  brought  under  toa  notiBi 
of  ^e  House  on  that  oocasion,  hewoiU 
have  armed  himself  with  statistioi  a 
the  subject,  which  would  saffiowth 
establish  not  only  the  statement  of  tk 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  HibUrt 
as  to  the  comparative  unfreausocj  d 
contests,  but  wnich  he  thoaght  vould 
satisfactorily  have  shown  now  tbt 
rarely  in  these  contests  such  sosom  o> 
curred  as  those  which  had  been  d*> 
scribed.  They  were  not  unfreqiMBth 
a^ed  by  hon.  Members  for  Ireuad  t> 
assimilate  the  lawto  that  of  RnglamI  Hi 
wiedied  to  call  the  attention  of  theHovi 
to  the  fact  that  in  this  matter  thej  mn 
asked  to  go  in  another  direotjon,  sadb 
make  a  change  in  reeaid  to  thslsvi 
electing  Poor  Law  Guardians  in  In- 
land whidh  had  not  been  8eriooihpr»- 
posed  by  anyone  for  England.  I: 
must  not  be  forgotten  that  the  liv 
regulating  the  eleotion  of  Ousi&a 
was  practically  identical  in  both  oob&- 
tries,  and  no  diange  should  be  ib>^ 
unless  the  House  was  satisfied  thst  tb 
whole  Poor  Law  system  should  W 
changed,  or  that  there  were  ctrcumiteM 
in  Ireland  calling  for  a  chanfls  v^ 
did  not  exist  in  England.  HeuioaUb» 
disposed  to  dispute  both  proponfiou 
He  did  not  see  that  there  was  aoj  »- 
eessity  for  a  change  in  the  Poor  Liv 
in  both  countries,  and  he  was  bjr  w 
means  satisfied  that  there  was  anytiuif 
in  the  oiroumstances  of  Ireland  m^ 
would  justify  the  adoption  of  a  diflM 
system  in  that  countiy  to  that  preisilbf 
in  Engluid.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Vefr 
her  for  Galway  (Captain  Nolan)  told  thi 
House  that  they  hacl  under  their  cask- 
deration  precisely  the  same  questioa  m 
Parliament  had  already  dealt  wxtk  £ 
ParliamentaiT  and  municipal  elsotiou 
But  the  Ballot  had  been  introdocvi 
into  Parliamentary  and  municipal  ^ 
tions  mainlv  because  it  was  alhg*^ 
not  merely  by  Members  of  the  Hoa*L 
but  before  a  Select  Oommittoe  tktf 
bribexT,  intimidation,  and  odur  CD^ 
rupt    practices    largely    pretttlsd  ia 
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those  eleotions.  They  had  no  suoli  proof 
whmtorcr  in  regard  to  Poor  Law  eleo* 
tioni  in  Ireland  or  England.  It 
ihoold  alflo  be  remembered  that  there 
adrantagee  in  the  present 


▼tre 


ijitem  of  election  of  Poor  Law  Guar- 
dians in  the  two  countries,  which  cer- 
tainly ought  not  to  be  overlooked  by 
those  who  paid  attention  to  the  question. 
To  begin  with,  the  system  was  undoubt- 
edly a  cheap  one.    Whatever  arrange- 
ments might  be  made,  such  as  those 
suggested    in    the    Bill,    for    utilizing 
ichool-houaes,     any    adoption    of    the 
Ballot    would   materially   increase  the 
cost  of  elections.    The  present  sprstem 
elicited  the  whole  of  the  votes,  which  no 
MTstem  of  balloting  was  likely  to  do. 
In  comparatively  few  cases  was  there 
any  pohtical  or  religious  issue  at  stake 
as  in  Parliamentary  or  municipal  elec- 
tions.   In  Poor  Law  elections  the  real 
question  generally  was  the  proper  and 
impartial  administration  of  the  Poor  Law. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  present 
system  of  the  voting  papers  being  left  at 
the  houses  of  voters,  and  being  called 
for  by  the  proper  officers,  did  afford  to 
the  voter  a  means  of  recording  his  vote 
with  less  trouble  than  any  other.  It  was 
said  that  the  system  was  abused,  or  at  any 
rate  that  it  was  liable  to  abuse.    He  ad- 
mitted that  cases  had  been  known  in 
Enfi^and  and  Ireland,  where  the  system 
had  been   abused.     In  Ireland   there 
were    nearly    3,500    separate    electoral 
diritions,  and  considering  that  there  was 
a  fresh  election  eveiy  year,  it  was  won- 
derftil  how  few  contests  took  place  in 
which  the  returns  were  disputed   and 
eventually  set  aside  by  the  Poor  Law 
Board.    The  Mover  of  the  Bill  had  not 
touched  upon  the  plural  voting  for  Poor 
Law  Guardians,   which  rendered  that 
machinery  necessarily  different  from  that 
of  Parliamentary  or  mimicipal  elections. 
He  left  all  questions  of  this  kind  in  the 
hands  of  the  Local  Ck)vemment  Board, 
who  would  have  no  little  trouble  in 
dealing  with  that  matter,  and  would  be 
certain  to  receive  censure  from  a  great 
many  quarters  in  whatever  wav  they 
attempted  to  settle  it.  The  hon.  Member 
lor  Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert)  said  ho  ap- 
imted  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill  sum- 
ciantlv  to  enaole  hun  to  support  the 
seoond  reading.     In   saving  that,  the 
hon.  Member  had  guarded   himself  to 
a  certain  extent  by  admittinflr  that  an 
iAqniry  into  the  subject  ought  first  be  in- 


stituted. He  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
spoke  for  himself  alone,  and  without 
committing  his  Colleagues,  but  his  own 
individual  feeling  was  that  he  should  be 
extremely  glad  to  see  such  an  inquiry. 
If  malpractices  existed,  he  should  liko 
facts  to  be  laid  before  the  House  and  the 
country  to  show  that  they  prevailed  to 
such  an  extent  as  had  been  described. 
He  was  not  convinced  that  there  was 
any  necessity  for  a  change,  and  ho 
thought  there  would  be  ereat  difficulty 
in  finding  adequate  machinery  for  the 
purpose.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  was  unable  to  support  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Me.  PLUNKET  said,  that  no  case 
on  which  to  found  a  change  in  the  pre- 
sent system  of  election  had  been  made 
either  by  a  Commission,  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, or  by  any  other  official  inquiry. 
It  was  shown  that  wherever  there  was  a 
contest  for  the  election  of  a  Poor  Law 
Guardian  the  election  under  the  pro- 
posed system  would  be  attended  with  a 
considerable  increase  of  expense. 

Question  put,  ''  That  the  word  '  now  ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question.'' 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  109 ;  Noes 
174 :  Majority  65.— (Div.  List,  No.  181.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
oj^eedto. 

Second  Beading  put  off  for  six  months. 


MSDIOAL    ACr    (1858)  AMBKDIfXirr 

(no.  2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Bir.  EuanfOTON,  Bill  to  amend 
"The  Medical  Act,  1858/*  or(f#r#</  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  EaaiHOToif,  Mr.  Dillwtn,  and  Mr. 
John  Mahxan d. 

Bill  j9rM#M<«tf,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 72.] 


LOCAL  ooTVBNwarr  provisional  obdxbs 

(BRIDLnrOTON,    fto,)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Halt,  Bill  to  conflrm 
certain  Proriiional  Orden  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  relating  to  the  Local  Government 
difltriots  of  Bridlington,  IKnaa,  and  Grange,  the 
boroogh  of  Uaatings,  and  the  Local  Govemmont 
distri^  of  Pudsey,  Tunbridge  Weill,  and 
Whittington,  ortUrtd  to  be  broaght  in  by  Mr. 
Halt  and  BIr.  Hixatbr- Booth. 

Bill  p/YJr/t/rt/,  and  road  tho  first  time.  [Bill  170.  J 
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Consolidation  BiU. 


GOHPAmES  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Considered  in  Gomxnittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Beeohedf  That  the  Ghairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Companies  Acts  of  1862  and 
1867. 

Eesolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Edwabd  Stanhopb  and  Sir 
Chables  Aodbrlby. 

Bill/)rMen^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  171.] 


House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 


Thursday,  llth  May,  1877. 


MINUTES.]  — -S'a^  First  in  Parliament —The 
Marquess  of  Northampton,  after  the  death  of 
his  Brother;  the  Lord  Sudeley,  after  the 
death  of  his  Brother. 

Sblect  Committbe — Second  Beport — ^Intemper- 
ance. 

Public  Bills — Firtt  J2«k?t«^— Provisional  Or- 
ders (Ireland)  Confirmation  (Artisans  and 
Labourers  Dwellings)  ♦  (78),  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners ;  Provisional  Orders  (Ireland) 
Confirmation  (Ennis,  &c.)  ♦  ^79),  and  referred 
to  the  Examiners;  Metropolis  Improvement 
Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Great  Wild 
Street,  &c.)  ♦  ^81),  and  referred  to  the  Exa- 
miners ;  City  01  London  Improvement  Provi- 
sional Order  Confirmation  (Gulden  Lane, 
&c.)*  (82),  and  referred  to  the  Examiners; 
Greenock  Improvement  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  *  (83),  and  referred  to  the  Exa- 
miners. 

Committee — Burial  Acts  Consolidation  (27-80). 

Meport — Solicitors  Examination,  &c.*  (76J. 

Third  Reading — Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment* 
(41) ;  South  Africa*  (77),  Bsnipaeeed, 

Royal  Assent — Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 
(Duties  on  Offices  and  Pensions)  [40  Viet, 
c  10] ;  Judicial  Proceedings  (Batinig)  [40  Vict, 
0.  11]. 


PBIVATE  BILLS. 
Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  92.  and 
93.  be  suspended ;  and  that  the  time  for  depo- 
siting petitions  praying  to  be  heard  against 
Private  and  Provisional  Order  Confirmation 
Bills,  which  would  otherwise  e^^re  during  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  at  Whitsuntide,  be 
extended  to  the  first  day  on  which  the  House 
shall  sit  after  the  recess. 


BUBIAL  ACTS  CONSOLIDATION 
{^The  Lord  Frt$%d$9U,) 

(no.  27.)     ooiocrrrsB. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House 
put  into  Oommittee,  read. 


to  be 


Moved,  ''  That  the  HouBe  do 
Bolye  itself  into  Oommittee  on  Uie  aaid 
Bill."— (7%(>  Lord  President.) 

Ths  Eabl  of   EEDESDATiE:    said, 
that  as  lie  would  not  be  able  to  address 
their  Lordships  on  the  Bill  when  tbe 
House  was  in  Oommittee  (bein^  Cliair- 
man  of  the  Oommittee),  and  as   lie  bad 
not  spoken  on  the  second  reading-,  ver- 
haps  their  Lordships  would  permit  iiiin 
to  say  a  few  words  on  the  Motion  nor 
before  the  House.    In  the  first  pisce,  l^ 
wanted  to  point  out  that  no  one  bad  n 
absolute    and   unconditional    Tigbt   d 
burial  in  the  parish  churobyaxd — the 
right  each  parisnioner  had  was  a  xi^ 
subject  to  certain  conditions;    and  tht 
object  of  this  BiU  was  to  deal  with  tbe 
conditions  under  which  the    xig^bt  wts 
now  possessed.     The  parish  cburel^Bid 
was  not  the  property  of  the  parish,  bsc 
the  property  of  the  Ohurch — ^in  the  sub' 
way  that  the  building  in  which  Diriit^ 
service  was  performed  and  tbe  reotOTT 
or  parsonage  was  the  property,  not  d 
the  parish,  but  of  the  Qmroh.    2& 
question,  ttien,  for  their  Lordsh^M  to 
consider  was — ^were  the  conditions  ts- 
nezed  to  right  of  burial  in  tbe  chmch- 
yard  reasonable  or  unreasonable  cona- 
tions ?    The  churchyard  was  oonsecnfe^ 
to  Gk>d  for  the  burial  of  those  who  be 
longed   to  the    Ohurch,  and   the  tfh 
existing  condition  was  that  tbe  fanenl 
service  should  be   performed    by  tk 
clergyman  of  the  church  to  whidi  tb 
burial  place  belonged.    That  was  a  fv? 
important  point  to  consider  in  cofflof 
to  a  conclusion  on  this  subject.      It  wu 
unreasonable  to    demand  an  unooodi- 
tional  right  of  burial,  and  many  penoss 
thought  that  if  it  were  conceded  it  wosU 
only  be  the  prelude  to  farther  clanas* 
The  demand  now  made  on  behalf  of  th« 
Dissenters   involved   within    itsdf  1^ 
right  of  Dissenters  to  perform  the  boml 
service,  the  service  of  matrimonj,  t}i« 
service  of  baptism,  and  the  ordiniiy  8e^ 
vices  of  Dissenters  in  the  parish  fSaxa^- 
He  said,  therefore,  that  the  demand  ^ 
a  monstrous  one.    To  show  that  he  tool 
no  extravagant  view  as  to  the  d€mtf^ 
of  the  Dissenters,  he  begged  to  ctO 
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their  Lordships' attention  to  this  passage, 

from  a  speech  reported  to  have  been 

made  on  me  18th  of  April  last  by  Mr. 

]B.  W.  Dale,  one  of  the  accredited  libe- 

rationist  leaders,  at  a  meeting  held  in 

Sinningham.    It  was  in  these  terms — 

"  Nonconf orfiiBts  had  not  concealed  what 
their  real  intentionB  were.  What  tl^ey  were 
ffoing  in  for  was  complete  religiouB  equality  in 
Bf  e  as  well  as  in  death ;  and  as  they  assarted 
that  the  grayeyards  helonged  to  the  parish,  so 
they  asserted  that  the  Church  belon^^  to 
the  pfurish.  They  did  not  intend  to  disguise 
how  fax  their  principles  carried  them." 

It  was  clear  to  him  that  this  movement 
concerning  the  churchyards  was  a  purely 
political  movement — it  had  been  got  up 
to  promote  political  excitement.  He  did 
not  believe  there  was  a  bit  of  conscience 
about  it — it  was  got  up  for  political  ex- 
citement, and  for  nothing  else.  The  noble 
£arl  (Earl  Granville),  on  the  occasion 
of  the  second  readmg,  alluded  to  a 
pamphlet  written  40  years  ago,  in  which 
the  Dissenters  urffea  their  grievances. 
That  was  at  a  tmie  when  they  were 
agitating  for  the  abolition  of  Church 
rates,  in  respect  to  which  he  ventured 
to  think  they  regarded  their  pockets 
more  than  their  consciences.  The  only 
objection  ever  raised  to  the  Burial  Ser- 
vice of  the  Church  of  England  was  that 
it  was  too  charitable.  The  present 
movement  had  been  ^t  up  to  keep  a 
political  fiction  in  existence,  and  that 
fiction  was  called  ''  the  Great  Liberal 
Party."  It  was  a  fiction  for  this  reason : 
— What  was  a  Party  ?  An  association 
of  men  who  maintained  the  same  prin- 
ciples. There  might  be  shades  of  dif- 
ferences in  their  opinions,  but  they  all 
maintained  the  same  principles.  Did 
"the  Great  liberal  Party ''^  maintain 
the  same  principles  ?  A  large  number 
of  the  members  of  that  Party — all  their 
LiOrdships,  he  believed— even  those  who 
sat  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  were 
Monarchical,  and  bore  true  allegiance  to 
the  Queen ;  but  many  of  the  meifibers 
were  Eepublicans — but  both  belouKed  to 
"  the  Greatliberal  Party."  Not  a  few  of 
that  Party  supported  the  Church  Estab- 
lishment ;  large  numbers  of  them  were 
bitterly  opposed  to  it,  and  would  uproot 
it  altogether;  but  both  sections  were 
still  members  of  "the  Great  Liberal 
Party."  The  fact  really  was,  that  it 
was  not  a  ffreat  political  Party,  but 
a  great  political  humbug.  It  was  kept 
up  only  Dy  a  succession  of  cries,  such 
as  that  of  throwing  open  the  church- 


yards to  Dissenters  and  their  ser- 
vices*  Under  the  appellation  of  Liberal 
principles,  measures  were  adopted  at 
one  time  which  were  repudiated  at  an- 
other, as  the  only  means  of  keeping  "  the 
Great  Liberal  Party  "  together.  At  one 
time  the  demand  of  the  Dissenters  for 
opening  the  churchyards  was  viewed 
with  horror  by  a  leading  exponent  of 
the  opinions  of  ''the  Great  Liberal 
Party."  Here  was  what  was  stated  by 
The  Edinburgh  Review  in  1834,  when  the 
Beform  Government  was  still  in  exist- 
ence; when  Earl  Grey  was  Prime  Minis- 
ter; when  Lord  Broueham  was  Lord 
Chancellor;  Lord  Lansdowne,  President 
of  the  Council ;  and  Lord  Althorp,  Leader 
of  the  House  of  Commons — 

'*  We  muBt,  however,  in.  passinff,  remark  that 
nothing  can  exceed  the  want  of  mimees  and  of 
common  reason  shown  by  some  among  the  sec- 
taries  in  discussing  these  questions.  Thus  they 
claim  the  right  of  ourial  in  the  very  churchyards 
which  they  refuse  the  means  of  supporting. 
*  Let  there  be  no  rates,*  say  they ;  *■  let  Church- 
men keep  up  the  churchyard;  but  let  us  who 
nay  nothing  towards  it  have  the  privilege  of 
bundng  our  dead  in  it.'  Except  among  Irish 
landowners  and  the  accomplices  or  dupes  of 
Irish  agitators,  was  ever  so  glaring  a  want  of 
fairness  as  in  this  pretension  ?  We  trust  it  is 
confined  to  a  small  body  of  the  F.ngli>>i  soc- 
taries." 

What  was  the  course  now  taken  by  the 
representatiyes  of  the  statesmen  he  had 
just  mentioned  ?  What  their  Predeces- 
sors condemned  they  found  themselves 
forced  to  support  for  the  sake  of  ''  the 
Great  Liberal  Party,"  and  were  led  on 
from   bad  to   worse.     Let  them  take 

timely  warning.  

The  Abohbishop  of  CANTERBUEY: 
My  Lords,  I  find  myself  in  considerable 
difficulty  in  reference  to  this  matter,  and 
unless  I  took  this  opportunity  of  ex- 
plaining the  position  m  which  1  stand,  I 
should  not  be  doing  justice  to  myself 
and  those  whom  I  represent.  On  two 
or  three  occasions  I  felt  it  my  duty  to 
speak  against  Eesolutions  proposed  by 
the  noble^Earl  opposite  (Earl  Oranville), 
and  on  every  one  of  those  occasions  I 
took  the  opportunity  of  saying  that  I 
thought  it  was  a  mistake  in  the  noble 
Earl  to  proceed  by  way  of  Besolution 
insteadof  by  endeavouring  to  introduce  in 
the  Bill  when  it  got  into  Committee  such 
Amendments  as  would  make  the  mea- 
sure satisfactory  to  all  parties.  It  is  not 
desirable,  my  Lords,  nor  would  it  be 
respectful  to  your  Lordships  any  more 
than  to  the  Clergy  and  others  interested 
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in  this  questioiiy  that  the  words  which  I 
utter  on  this  matter  should  have  any  un- 
certain sound,  and  that  being  so,  I  am 
desirous  of  explaining  before  the  House 
g^s  into  Committee,  the  views  generally 
which  I  entertain  on  the  Amendments 
before  your  Lordships.  My  Lords,  my 
opinion  is  that  the  time  has  undoubtedly 
come  when  this  matter,  for  the  sake  and 
in  the  interest  of  the  Church  of  England, 
should  be  settled.  I  was  in  hopes  when 
this  measure  was  laid  before  your  Lord- 
ships that  there  was  every  prospect  of 
the  question  being  settled.  The  74th 
clause,  which  in  its  present  shape  is  ob- 
jected to  by  many  persons,  seemed  to 
me,  if  not  in  itself  entirely  satisfactory, 
to  afford  the  means  by  which  a  satisfac- 
tory settlement  might  be  obtained.  I 
am,  therefore,  placed  in  a  position  of 
some  difficulty  when  I  find  that  the  74th 
clause,  if  it  has  not  actually  disappeared, 
is  very  likely  to  disappear  from  the 
Bill.  The  cause  of  mv  difficulty  I  shall 
state  very  briefly.  Nobody  who  listened 
to  the  debate  and  who  has  considered  the 
division  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  could,  I  think,  have  failed  to  come 
to  the  conclusion  expressed  by  my  most 
rev.  Brother  (the  Ajchbishop  of  York) 
in  speaking  against  the  noble  Earl's 
Kesolution — namelv,  that  the  time  when 
this  question  must  be  settled  is  near  at 
hand;  and  that,  at  the  same  time,  no  one 
could  doubt  that  no  settlement  was 
possible  except  in  the  direction  of  some 
greater  concession  to  the  Dissenters  than 
that  embodied  in  the  74th  clause.  Look- 
ing to  the,  discussion  on  the  second  read- 
ing, and  to  the  reasons  given  in  that 
discussion  by  those  of  your  Lordships 
who  spoke  in  support  of  the  Bill,  I  think 
that  what  occurred  on  the  occasion  to 
which  I  am  referring  pointed  to  the  ex- 
pediency of  maintaining  the  74th  clause 
and  amending  it,  and  therefore,  my 
Lords,  I  cannot  but  think  it  a  mistake 
to  withdraw  that  dause  altogether, 
because,  defective  as  that  clause  was,  it 
promised  to  give  us  some  sort  of  solu- 
tion of  the  difficulty;  and  its  withdrawal 
leaves  the  Bill  one  dealing  only  with 
matters  of  sanitary  reform,  which  have 
very  little  to  do  with  the  question  which 
is  exciting  so  much  interest  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.  I  have  always  spoken 
with  a  certain  amount  of  hesitation  on 
this  subject,  because  I  felt  myself  op- 
posed to  the  feeling  of  a  large  body  of 
the  Clergy ;  but,  on^the  other  hand,  I 

The  Archbishop  of  CanUrlury 


must  say  that  it  is  not  an  easr  miteto 
ascertain  the  opinion  of  the  whole  Qmj 
on  such  a  question.     Though,  if  tu 
Clergy  were  ]^Ued  on  the  8d>J6ci,  I 
believe  the  opinion  of  a  large  minority 
would  be  found  oj^poeed  to  any  oompo- 
mise  on  this  question ;  yet  I  venture  tko 
to  say  that  there  iaii  large  and  inftnn- 
tial  minority  of  them  who  are  of  opiuA 
that  it  would  be  a  dangerous  mattor  ti 
delay  the  settlement  of  this  queidcML 
As  strong  evidence  of  this  I  may  mm- 
tion  that  two    newnpupen  whidi  m 
known  as  Clerical  or  Church  piqpen,  tad 
which  respectively  repreaj^t  yen  dif- 
ferent sections  of  opimon  in  the  CWcL 
of  England  have  bctii  within  the  Ivt 
two  or  three  weeks  expreoed  vayd»- 
cided  views  in  favour  of  settling  tkit 
question.    I  was  in  hopes  that  a  mv 
class  of  Besolutions  wnich  have  ben 
before  your  Lordships  for  some  dip 
would  afford  a  satismctory  solation  d 
the  question ;  but,  at  the  same  ttme.  I 
felt  that  as  soon  as  we  began  to  m^ 
with  the  work  of  setdement,  and  otc 
to  the  point  of  making  conoeeaioiu  to 
the  Dissenters,  then,  on  the  other  tide. 
concessions  must  be  made  to  the  Qa^ 
of  the  Church  of  England,  who  han  • 
considerable  and  practical  ffrievanc*  ii 
connection  with  the  Burial  Laws,  wlui 
would  not  have  been  removed  br  t^ 
Resolutions  on  the  Paper.    Tour  usA- 
ships  will  remember  that  as  £ar  beck  » 
the  year  1863  there  was  a  long  and  ia- 
portant  discussion  in  this  House  ti  ^ 
the  relief  which  should  be  g^ven  to  thi 
Clergy  in  respect  of  the  compulsoir  dstr 
of  reading  the  whole  Church  Serm 
over  persons  at  whose  fbneral  there  n 
a  rehgious  service  in  the  ehorchjard. 
but  who  were  not  in  communion  with  & 
Church.    It  was  to  meet  such  difficnltk* 
that  my  most  rev.  Brother  and  mjc^ 
gave  ifotice  of  Amendments,  with  iIm 
view  of  bringing   about  what  I  thiai 
every  one  would  ^[roe  to  be  only  a  &ff 
concession  to  the  (9er^.    Passing  free 
that,  let  me  say  a  wora  on  the  pivpoii| 
of  the  noble  Earl  near  me  (die  £iri 
of  Harrowby).     The   noble  Earl  b* 

fiven  Notice  of  an  Amendment  which  I 
ad  hoped  would  have  proved  a  sdatioa 
of  the  question,  but  which  has  not,  ii 
appears,  received  from  Her  Hi^esty'tOo- 
vemment  that  amount  of  support  which 
ho  had  hoped  for — ^they  thought  Alt  ^ 
did  not  contain  sufficient  aafegoMdi ;  1^ 
the  noble  Earl  has  exproastd  Ul  vB* 
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lingneM  to  provide  addititional  safe- 
gOArdSi  and  therefore  it  ia  withia  the 
boonda  of  possibility  that  the  Oovem- 
ment  may  not  oppose  the  proposal  of  the 
noUe  EarL  If  we  discuss  this  point 
now  I  think  we  shall  be  better  able  to 
midentand  the  relations  in  which  these 
rlansos  stand  to  eaoh  other.  I  repeat, , 
m^  Lords,  that  it  is  not  desirable  the 
Bill  ahoold  go  forward  as  a  simple 
matter  of  sanitary  reform.  It  mignt, 
perhaps,  be  carried  in  this  House  in 
sodi  a  form  eren  bv  a  considerable  ma- 
jority:  but  I  shoula  be  much  surprised 
thoma  we  hear  any  more  of  it  after 
that  triumphal  progress.  I  have  ex- 
pressed my  desire  to  have  this  matter 
settled — my  reason  is  my  belief  that  it 
will  be  dangerous  to  the  Ohurch  of 
England  to  leave  the  mattor  open  any 
longer.  I  do  not  say  it  is  desirable  in 
the  abstract  to  make  the  concession;  but 
I  do  say  that  it  is  inevitable.  Every 
Speaker  who  addressed  your  Lordships 
on  the  second  reading — even  those  who 
were  in  favour  of  Uie  Bill — said  that 
this  concession  must  sooner  or  later  be 
made.  If,  then,  it  must  be  made,  surely 
it  would  be  better  to  make  it  with  a 
good  grace.  Oorrespondinff  concessions 
might  now  be  obtained  tor  our  own 
Clo^  which  it  may  be  impossible  to 
obtain  hereafter.  I,  for  one,  should  regret 
if  we  went  to  a  General  Election  with 
this  question  open  before  the  country. 
It  is  not  desirable  that  the  whole  country 
should  be  divided  upon  a  question  which 
ought  not  to  enter  into  apolitical  contest 
at  all.  Great  injury,  I  cannot  help 
thinking,  will  be  done  if  the  impression 
should  get  abroad  in  the  country  that 
the  Ohurch  of  England  is  tmable  to 
accept  in  a  generous  spirit  any  proposal 
for  toe  settlement  of  a  question  Bke  that 
now  before  your  Lordsmps. 

Tnm  Bishop  of  rETEEBOEOUGH : 
My  Lords,  I  ask  your  Lordships'  indul- 
gence before  the  House  goes  mto  Com- 
mittee on  this  Bill.  As Idifier  from  the 
most  rev.  Primate  I  am  anxious  to  ex- 
press my  views  to  your  Lordships.  I 
oeeply  lament  that  I  am  obliged  to  differ 
from  his  Grace,  but  I  am  sure  that  no 
one  win  more  heartily  pardon  me  for 
that  diflSarence  than  the  most  rev.  Pri- 
mate himself.  I  feel  most  thankfbl  to 
him  for  having  afforded  us  an  oppor- 
tunity of  puttii^  before  your  Lorosnips 
the  tml  situation  in  whion  we  are  placed 
bdbre  we  are  called  upon  to  go  into 


Oommittee  on  this  Bill.  My  Lords,  I 
hope  you  will  pardon  me  for  a  few 
moments— especially  as  I  had  not  an 
opportuni^  of  addressing  the  House  on 
the  second  reading — if  I  endeavour  to 
state  my  views  in  reference  to  the  Bill 
and  to  the  Amendments  now  on  the 
Paper — for  no  definite  conclusion  can  be 
arrived  at  before  it  is  clearly  settled 
what  relation  there  is  between  the  Bill 
and  the  Amendments.  I  think  I  cannot 
better  describe  the  position  in  which  the 
House  is  placed  tnan  this  —  We  are 
called  upon  to  vote  for  the  second  read- 
ing of  a  perfectly  new  Burials  Bill.  The 
Amendment  of  the  most  rev.  Primate, 
if  Clause  74  is  struck  out,  will  make  an 
entirely  new  Bill,  which  will  not  have  any 
necessary  connection  with  that  presented 
by  the  Government.  I  hope  that  if  I 
point  out  the  difference  which  exists  be- 
tween my  views  and  those  of  the  most 
rev.  Primate  I  shall  not  be  imderstood 
asuunderrating  the  importance  of  what 
he  has  said  in  the  observations  whidi'  he 
has  just  addressed  to  your  Lorddiips. 
Now,  will  not  this  be  practically  a  new 
Bill?  In  the  object  sought  to  be 
effected  I  entirely  sympathize  with  every 
word  which  has  fallen  from  the  most 
rev.  Primate.  I  feel  it  is  important  for 
the  Church  of  England — ana  I  will  say 
for  the  Christianity  of  this  country — that 
as  soon  as  possible  we  should  close  this 
miserable  controversy  which  is  now  being 
carried  on  over  the  open  graves  of  this 
country.  I  am  also  happy  to  agree  with 
the  most  rev.  I'rimate  that  if  ever  this 
controversy  is  settled  it  must  be  by  a 
compromise.  Butwhen  the  most  rev.  Pri- 
mate sketches  the  compromise,  there  I 
must  part  with  him.  In  his  sketdi  the 
most  rev.  Primate  says  that  the  measure 
of  concession  consists  of  two  parts — first 
a  great  concession  is  made  to  the  Dis- 
senters, and  then  a  great  concession  is 
made  to  the  Clergy ;  and  he  calculates 
that  those  concessions  so  balance  one 
another,  that  the  Clergy  may  be  induced 
to  agree  to  the  concession  made  to  the 
Dissenters  in  return  for  the  concession 
of  them.  Now,  my  Lords,  I  am  entirely 
in  favour  of  a  compromise.  But  a  com- 
promise should  have  two  elements.  It 
should  be  a  satisfactory  compromise, 
and  it  should  be  a  lasting  one.  A  com- 
promise  that  will  not  last  beyond  the 
nour  in  which  it  is  made,  and  that  is  not 
based  on  a  satisfactory  principle,  is  not 
one  which  ought  to  be  adopted.    In  my 
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opinion  the  compromise  of  the  most  rev. 
Primate  is  of  that  class.    It  has  not  the 
element  of  being  satisfactoiy,  and  I  am 
convinced  it  has  not  that  of  beinj^  lasting. 
But  allow  me  to  state  to  your  lordships 
why  I  think  that.    The  most  rev.  Pn- 
mate's  settlement  or  compromise  may  be 
considered  in  respect  of  the  manner  it 
affects  Ohurchmeni  and  it  may  be  con- 
sidered in  respect  of  the  manner  it  affects 
the  Dissenters.    I  propose  to  examine  it 
in  both  respects.    The  most  rev.  Primate 
proposes  that  the  Clergy  and  Laity  of 
the  Church  —  for  this  is  not  solely  a 
Clerical    question;  the    Laity    feel    as 
strongly  in  the  matter  as  the  Clergy — 
should  receive  a  certain  concession,  and 
that  there  should  be  a  concession  to  the 
Dissenters.    Now  what  is  the  concession 
to    the   Dissenters?     It   is    absolutely 
everything  against  which  the  Clergy  have 
been  contenoing.    Whether  rightly  or 
wrongly  it  concedes  this  is  a  question 
which  for  the  moment  I  do  not  argue ; 
but  I  do  say  that  with  the  Amendments 
of  which  we  have  heard,  this  Bill  will  be 
what  is  known  as  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan's 
Bill.    Well,  that  is  what  it  is  proposed 
the  Clergy  should  accept.     Obviously 
this  is  extremely  distasteful  to  many  of 
the  Clergy  and  Laity  of  the  Church,  and 
for  this  reason  —  They  believe  that  a 
plain  principle  in  involved  in  this  ques- 
tion.   The  Clergv  have  been  subjected 
to  cruel  injustice  m  connection  with  this 
question — they  have  been  accused  of  a 
'*  bigoted  sacerdotalism ''  and  **  clerical 
tyrannv;"  but  it  should  be  borne  in 
mind  that  their  feelings  are  deeply  in- 
terested.   The  Clergy  are  a  much  more 
liberal  body  than  they  are  represented 
to  be,  and  in  this  case  they  act  on  what 
they  conceive  to  be  a  plain  principle. 
They  assert  that  churchyards  belong  to 
the  Church ;  and  there  never  has  been  a 
serious  attempt  to  disprove  that.  I  know 
it  is  flaunted  daily  in  our  faces  that  the 
churchyard  belongs  to  the  parish ;  but  I 
repeat  that  there  has  been  no  attempt 
to  prove  this.    Then,  I  say  that  the  pro- 
posal now  made  in  respect  of  the  church- 
yards will  deeply  distress  many  of  the 
Clergy ;  and  what  is  offered  them  by  way 
of  compromise  to  induce  them  to  accept 
it?    What  gliding  is  there  round  this 
bitter  pill  which  t£ey  are  called  upon  to 
swallow  ?    I  take  first  the  two  Amend- 
ments of  the  most  rev.  Prelates,  which 
profess  to  be  large  concessions  to  the 
-Clergy.     The    Clergy    first   asked    for 
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the  relief  which  those  oonoeasioBi  m 
meant  to  afford  them.  Long  ago  nd 
repeatedly  the  Clergy  askra  it;  \m 
again  and  amin  most  rev.  ud  ngkt 
rev.  Prelates  delayed  to  give  it  tothn; 
but  now  the  most  rev.  PreUtai  oocu 
forward  and  say-r-"  You  shall  hate  vbt 
is  just  and  right  and  expedient,  hot  jtn 
shall  not  have  it  onlees  with  it  you  oot- 
cede  what  is  unjust,  unri^teooi,  umI 
inexpedient.''  I  do  not  thmk  that  it « 
very  conciliatoiy  policv  towards  tfc* 
Clergy.  I  do  not  think  it  will  tend  to 
the  peace  of  the  Church  that  the  mat 
rev.  Bench  should  come  forward  with  i 
vast,  enormous,  perilous,  and  dannou 
concession.  The  relief  propoaed  bj  the 
most  rev.  Primate  of  whom  I  hatt  ^ 
honour  to  be  a  suffiaffan  (the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury)  is  that  the  clergTmic 
who  holds  that  the  perfbrmanoe  of  thf 
services  of  the  Churcn  of  England  wooU 
imder  the  particular  droumstanoet  of 
the  case  be  scandalous  and  offenan. 
may  omit  to  perform  it ;  but  he  mij  ^ 
refuse  unless  he  transmits  a  stateottt 
of  the  ffrounds  of  his  refusal  to'  th^ 
Bishop  of  the  Diocese ;  who  is  to  deoUrr. 
in  writing,  whether  it  has  been  shoviti> 
his  satisfaction  that  there  were  retioc* 
able  grounds  for  such  refiuaL  Whj, 
my  Lords,  this  is  to  ^ve  the  C^m 
poit-mortem  exoommumcataon,  and  t& 
right  to  pronounce  posthumous  libeli  oa 
the  parisnioners.  This  would  be  simpti 
to  transfer  from  the  necks  of  the  Viy 
senters  a  yoke  which  they  deem  into- 
lerable to  the  necks  of  the  Churohmea 
The  present  scandab  would,  in  fact,  b* 
succeeded  by  other  infinitely  K'^*^ 
The  burial  scandals  between  DisMot- 
ers  and  the  Church  of  England  m 
to  be  done  away  with,  and  burial  sosft- 
dais  between  the  clergy  and  p*^ 
rishioners  substituted  in  meir  stead.  I 
verv  much  doubt  whether  the  Ckm 
will  accept  this  concession,  and  I  dooK 
whether  the  Laity  in  your  Lordship' 
House  and  the  oUier  House  of  Ptxhi- 
ment  will  accept  it.  The  most  rrr 
Prelate  reminds  me  that  this  is  sn  «o- 
largement  of  a  plan  which  I  mjwU 
prepared.  I  am  oblip^  to  his  Orsn. 
for  that  forms  the  basis  of  my  azgomsat. 
What  I  proposed  was  a  oonceMum 
to  the  Dissenters,  and  not  what  this  i*— 
a  concession  to  the  Clergy.  Mypiopoiil 
was  intended  to  meet  tne  case  of  tiboM 
Christians  who  defer  baptism  till  slt« 
the  age  of  infancy.    In  order  to  mwt 
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their  case,  and  therefore  as  a  oonoession 
to  them,  I  made  the  proposal  which 
-would  have  enabled  the  dersy  to  read 
a  different  service  over  the  (Suldren  of 
those  persons  when  such  children  died 
without  baptism.  That  was  a  concession 
to  the  Baptist  communion,  and  I  regret 
that  the  Lower  House  of  Convocation 
rejected  it.  This  concession  to  the  Clergy, 
coming  from  the  most  rey.  Prelate  is 
quite  a  different  thing,  and  the  moment 
the   House    adopts   the   noble   Earl's 
Amendment  it  becomes  perfectly  need- 
less.   Then,  putting  together  the  con- 
cessions of  the  most  rev.  Prelates  and 
the  Amendments  of  the   noble  Earls, 
you  have,  on   the    one   hand,  an   ex- 
asperating and  humiliating  concession 
to  the  Clergy,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  a 
concession  alarming  to  the  feelines  of 
the  Laity  and  repugnant  to  the  fedings 
of  the  Clergy.  I  have  the  greatest  resp^ 
for  anything  coming  from  the  most  rev. 
Prelates,  but  the  proposal  which  has 
their  approval  on  this  occasion  appears 
to  me  to  he  a  sort  of  tripartite  partition, 
very  like    the   tripartite   operation  of 
opening  an  oyester.    Li  this  ease  it  ap- 
pears to  me  that  while  the  oyster  itself 
IS  handed  to  the  Dissenters,  the  most 
rev.  Prelates,  with  fatherly  kindness  and 
episcopal  gravity,  hand  the  clergy  and 
I^ty  of  the  Church  the  two    empty 
shells.    But  will  the  Dissenters  accept 
what  is  offered  ?    I  hope  they  will  not — 
if  they  are  true  to  their  religious  and 
political  honesly  they  cannot.     What 
Las   been   their  demand  ?     Beligious 
equality.    Again  and  again  have  they 
told  us  that  their  demand  is  reli^ous 
equality  for  all  Her  Majesty's  subjects. 
I  ask,  will  the  Eesolution  which  the 
noble  Earl   (Earl  Oranville)   proposes 
give  that  equaliihr  ?    It  will  do  nothing 
of  ^e  kind.      This  proposal  for  equfd 
rights  stops  short  at  *'  Christian."    tin- 
fortunately,  my  Lords,  there  are  many 
subjects  of  Her  Majesfy  who  are  not 
Christians.    Will  the   Dissenters  who 
support  this  compromise  deprive  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  who  are  not  Christians 
of  privileges  which  are  to  be  conferred 
on  orthodox  Nonconformists  ?   I  should 
Le  sorry  to  believe  of  them  that  all  their 
religious  equality  is  to  be  confined  to 
religious   Nonconformists;    that   when 
they  level  down,  they  level   no  lower 
than  themselves;  and  that  whenthev 
demand  equal  rights  of  burial  for  aU 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  they  have  no  in- 


tention of  giving  those   rights  to  the 
imorthodox.    I  cannot  believe  that  this 
measure  will  be  satisfactory  to  them, 
unless  you  wipe  the  word  ''  Christian  " 
out  altogether.    No — I  believe  that  in 
this  proposal  the  Nonconformists  are 
perfectly  sincere,  and  when  I  read  be- 
tween the  lines  I  think  I  can  see  very 
clearly  what  they  mean.    It  is  said  that 
in  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl 
there  is  the  safeguard  of  a  ''  Christian  " 
service.  That  word  affords  no  safeguard. 
The  proposal  for  full  equality  in  the 
matt^  of  burial  is  carried  between  the 
lines  to  the  heart's  content  of  those  who 
are   agitating  for  the   change  in  the 
present  law.    But  the  noble  Earl  pro- 
poses   that    the    service    must    be  a 
*' Christian"  one,  under,  if  I  mistake 
not,  the  penalty  of  misdemeanour.    But 
who  is  to  define  what  a  ''  Christian  Ser- 
vice "  is  ?    Is  it  within  the  capacity  of 
Parliament,  with  all  its  combined  wis- 
dom, to  define  what  is  a  Christian  ser- 
vice?   Can  you  define  Christianity  by 
Act  of  Parliament?    How  are  you  to 
secure  that  the  services  shall  be  Chris- 
tian ?    The  noble  and    learned    Lord 
opposite    (Lord    Selbome)    said    that 
might  be  safely  lefb  to  the  tribunals 
of  the  country.    Certainly,  it  might  be, 
if  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  were 
to  be  the  Judge  in    all  cases — there 
is    enough    of    law    and    enough    of 
Christianity  in  the  mind  of  the  noble 
and  learned   Lord  to  secure  a  rieht 
decision  on  the  point ;  but  how  will  it 
be  when  you  throw  down  the  question 
to  be  decided  by  the  ordinary  tribu- 
nals throughout  the  country — before  un- 
learned magistrates  or  before  a  jury,  the 
foreman  of  which  would  perhaps  teU  you 
that  he  **does'nt  believe  in  nothing." 
To  have  the  definition  of  Christianity 
defined  by  such  tribunals  is  a  proposal 
that  I  cannot  sufficiently  characterize. 
Of  the  gentlemen  of  the  long  robe  I 
wish  to  speak  with  the  g^reatest  respect ; 
but  it  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  they 
are  not  always  typical  saints,  and  if  you 
have  them  discussing  in    Court  what 
Christianity  really  is,  you  will  have  two 
burial  scandals  instead  of  one.  The  first 
burial  scandal  will  be  the  service  at  an 
infidel  funeral,  and  the  second  an  un- 
happy wrangle  in  the  Law  Courts  as  to 
the  meaning  of  Christianity.    But  we 
have  often  heard  it  said  that  in  this 
matter  of  propriety  of  conduct  in  the 
churchyards  we  may  trust  to  the  good 
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feeling  and  upriglit  minds  and  orderly 
dispositionB  of  Englishmen  generally. 
Well,  if  that  is  so,  whyprovide  this  mis- 
demeanour penalty  ?  why  do  yon  apply 
this  legislative  chloroform  to  induce 
quiet  in  the  churchyards,  if  you  do  not 
fear  that  there  may  be  an  abuse  of  the 
liberty  given  by  uiis  Bill?  Scandals 
have  occurred,  and,  unhappily,  will 
occur  again.  If  I  am  challenged  for 
an  instance  of  disorderly  conduct,  I  will 
give  you  an  instance  of  it  in  a  burial- 
place.  I  am  a  living  witness  in  the 
matter — the  thing  has  occurred  within 
my  own  experience.  Three  years  ago  it 
was  my  ffood  fortune  or  my  ill  fortune 
to  be  called  on  to  consecrato  a  portion  of 
a  cemetoiy  near  a  large  town  in  my 
diocese.  I  found  myself  in  the  presence 
of  a  large  mob  of  some  2,000  persons, 
drawn  together  by  handbills  which  had 
been  drctilated  during  the  previous 
week,  in  which  the  ceremony  of  conse- 
cration was  described  as  *'  miserable 
howling"  and  "blasphemous  mockery." 
Sentiments  of  this  kind  formed  a  run- 
ning commentary  in  the  service  as  it 
proceeded,  interspersed  with  hooting 
and  jeers  and  blasphemous  jokes.  1 
cannot  say  that  personally  I  felt  much 
resentment  then,  nor  do  I  now.  I  con- 
tented myself  with  inflicting  on  them 
the  painM  humiliation  of  an  Episcopal 
blessing  and  dismissed  them  from  my 
mind.  What  was  the  result?  The 
Burial  Board,  at  whose  request  I  had 
come,  was  invited  to  vindicate  the  law 
and  prosecute  those  who  had  acted  in 
the  manner  I  have  described ;  but  it 
declined  to  do  so ;  and  there  was  some 
pleasantry  about  planting  the  freshly 
consecrated  grouna  with  potetoes,  one 
gentleman  expressing  an  opinion  that 
consecrated  potatoes  would  brin|^  a  veiv 
high  price.  These  are  the  quiet,  self- 
contained,  well-conducted  Engli^men 
on  whose  good  feeling  the  noble  Earl 
depends.  It  may  be  said  that  such 
scenes  are  rare.  That  may  be  true; 
but  with  quite  as  much  truth  it  may  be 
said  that  tne  instances  of  derioal  bigotry 
are  also  rare.  Again,  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  most  provocative  man 
in  tiie  world  will  scarcely  say  an  oflPen- 
sive  thing  when  nobody  is  present.  An 
infidel  service  in  the  comer  of  a  large 
cemetery  would  have  no  sest;  but  an 
infidel  service  under  the  eave  of  the 
diurch  and  beneath  the  windows  of  tiie 
clergyman's  house  would  have  a  relish. 

Th$  £Mop  of  PiUrbonmgh 


As  your  I/>rdships  keep  youisdw  is- 
formed  in  modem  literature  voa  viB 
remember  the  scene  in  one  of  Dtdbm* 
works  where  a  schoolmaster  whadi  i 
boy  in  a  haoknev  ooaoh.    Hie  tmaat  bt 

S'ves  for  it  is  tne  novdty  of  the  tSno;. 
e  said  it  had  a  relish.  1  want  toknov 
what  will  be  the  feelings  of  a  Cloiilitt 
mourner  who,  on  visiting  a  churAnri 
and  standing  by  a  tomb  on  wlda  k 
engraved  an  expression  of  his  hopoi  it 
the  Bedeemer  who  has  risen,  hem  a 
infidet  lecturer  delivering  a  bla^duBoii 
lecture,  and  declaring  tbat  there  ii  m 
resurrection  ?  One  word  more.  I  inl 
ask  the  noble  Earl  this  questios— Dm 
he  regard  these  safeguards  as  effioo: 
or  not?  If  they  were  efficient,  ^ 
would  sow  the  graveyards  of  the  oovntn 
with  an  abundant  crop  of  law  suiis.  1^ 
not,  what  would  become  of  the  Cfam- 
tianity  which  he  seeks  to  prenm? 
Who  is  to  prosecute?  Is  it  not  i 
mockeiy  to  tell  a  poor  clergyman  tic 
by  the  expenditure  of  a  few  hnsM 
pounds  he  may  get  redress  for  tfas  is- 
suits  offSored  to  him?  Isthattobstl^ 
protection  which  we  wish  to  secure  k 
Christianity  ?  I  say  that  tfaoe  it  w 
sufficient  protection  on  the  priseipfeftf 
religious  equali^  which  is  suppfisd  br 
the  settlement  of  the  most  rev.  xVbUm 
or  of  the  noble  Earls  oppoeite.  I  ba&n 
that  the  result  would  be  that  it  iroiU 
unsettle  everything  and  settle  nothiif 
It  would  replace  burial  scandals  of  cr 
kind  with  worse  burial  scandsb  d 
another  kind.  It  would  fill  our  binial 
yards  with  scenes  disgraoefol  to  00 
common  Ohristianity.  And  sore  ••  h 
the  shame  and  vexation  of  the  [inW 
system,  I  believe  that  the  vexatiooii  tW 
dangers,  the  scandal,  the  anger,  tai 
humiliation  of  the  system  whidi  wfftii 
take  its  place  would  bs  infinitely  grestff 
The  noble  Earls  have  a  right  to  tsj,  If 
vou  reject  this  proposed  oomproniw. 
nave  you  nothing  better  to  oner  ia  iti 
place?  My  Lords,  I  do  not  wiih  to 
leave  things  as  they  are.  I  do  M 
from  my  heart  an  intense  desire  kr  t 
speedy,  peaceftd,  and  righteous  •ettl^ 
ment  of  this  great  question,  f"  Oh !  '^ 
I  do  not  know  whether  noble  Lori* 
opponto  mean  to  deny  my  nnceritj,  biS 
I  assure  them  that  1  am  asanxioosfof 
it  as  noble  Lords  opposite  can  thai- 
selves  be — ^I  am  sincerely  and  honsitfT 
desirous  that  a  controveny,  wnkn  i 
have   described   as   a   miserable  ce^ 
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should  be  closed,  and  m[>eedil^  closed.  I 
liaye  no  sympatibiy  wim  any  jealousy  or 
dislike  of  ihe  I^onconformists.  I  would 
gladly  welcome  the  prayer  of  any  good 
man  at  the  grave  of  me  departed  in  any 
churchyard  of  which  I  mif^t  be  incum- 
bent, and  far  from  thinking  the  church- 
yard desecrated  by  it  I  should  hold  that 
the  graveyard  had  thereby  received  a 
fresh  consecration.  And  if  a  Dissenting 
minister  said  to  me — ''  My  Christian 
brother,  will  you  allow  me  to  hold  a 
burial  service  over  one  of  my  people 
who  has  never  frequented  the  services 
of  the  Church,"  I  should  say — "Yes, 
most  heartily  and  readily."  Nay,  more, 
I  would  listen  to  his  service  and  say, 
**  Amen,"  with  bared  head  and  reverent 
heart  to  the  prayer  of  hope  that  rises 
from  any  (9iristian  man  over  any  Chris- 
tian departed  from  this  life.  I  would 
add  that  I  am  ready  to  clasp  your  hand 
across  the  grave,  and  to  thank  God  that 
there  is  one  place  where  the  jealousy 
and  strife  of  opposing  creeds  may  be 
forgotten.  But  if  the  Christian  Dissenter 
says — "  I  will  not  take  your  concession 
to  the  feelings  of  the  mourners — I  insist 
on  beating  down  with  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment the  entire  defences  of  your  church- 
yard, and  insist  on  marching  in  with  the 
infidel  and  the  blasphemer,"  then  I 
reply — '*  I  cannot  consent,  because  you 
asK  me  to  surrender  rights  which  are 
not  mine  to  give  away."  I  would, 
however,  most  thankfully  accept  any 
service  which  had  previously  obtained 
the  permission  and  hcence  of  the  incum- 
bent. This  is  the  only  way  in  which 
you  can  secure  a  Christian  service; 
because  the  safeguards  held  out  to  us 
in  these  Amendments  are  a  mere  paper 
fence  of  no  greater  value  than  the  paper 
on  which  the  Bill  itself  is  printed.  We 
hear  of  a  prepared  service,  but  we  can- 
not have  a  Detter  than  that  in  the  Prayer 
Book.  The  national  Clergy  are  the 
natural  custodians  of  the  national  grave- 
yards, and  I  would  allow  the  Dissenters 
to  use  any  service  of  which  thev  ap- 
proved— with  an  appeal  to  the  Bishop  if 
you  please.  This  would  be  a  real  con- 
cession. It  is  one  that  has  worked  well 
for  40  years  in  Ireland — a  country  in 
which,  as  your  Lordi^ps  are  aware, 
political  and  religious  Btnfe  has  never 
run  quite  so  high  as  it  does  just  now  in 
England.  But  Lord  Flunket's  Burial 
Act  has  shown  that  it  is  quite  possible 
to  surmoimt  the  difficulty  without  strife 


and  without  scandal.  There  is  no  law 
now  in  England  to  prevent  any  Dis- 
senting minister  or  layman  from  holding 
such  a  service  in  the  parish  churchyard 
with  the  consent  of  the  incumbent.  IDiere 
may  be  an  ecclesiastical  law  against  it ; 
but  I  have  told  the  Clergy  of  my  diocese 
that  there  is  no  danger  of  being  prose- 
cuted, and  that  no  clergyman  m  my 
diocese  shall  ever  be  prosecuted  with  my 
consent  for  such  a  concession.  This,  I 
think,  will  show  noble  Lords  opposite 
that  I  am  in  earnest  in  my  desire  to 
settle  this  question  in  a  reasonable  way. 
If,  however,  it  comes  to  this  that  the 
two  parties  can  come  to  no  agreement 
— ^if  the  Churchman  will  not  give  you 
religious  equality,  and  the  Dissenter 
says — **  I  will  take  nothing  short  of  it," 
then  the  best  remedy  is  that  which  is 
found  in  the  Bill,  wBich  says  if  you  can- 
not agree  about  the  churchyard,  we  will 
find  you  a  place  where,  witibout  scandal, 
you  may  agree. 

Earl  GEANYILLE:  In  what  clause? 

The  Bishop  of  PETERBOROUGH: 
The  Bill  without  the  74th  dause.  It 
then  becomes  a  sanitary  Bill  pure  and 
simple.  It  says  to  the  disputants,  if  you 
cannot  agree  here — and  this  is  an  un- 
seemly place  for  strife — we  will  find  you 
some  place  where  you  can  agree.  We 
will  ask  the  Churchmen  to  give  up  the 
dinrchyards,  and  we  will  find  new 
burial-places  in  which  we  may  together 
lay  our  dead  in  peace,  and  whereby  we 
may  find  a  quiet  and  really  peaceful  and 
lasting  settlement  of  the  question.  My 
nostrum  may  be  as  wrong  as  those  of 
others,  but  I  felt  bound  to  submit  it  to 
yeur  Lordships.  But  I  feel  that  either 
this  plan  of  mine,  or  the  plan  of  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  infinitely  preferable 
to  either  that  of  the  most  rev.  Pre- 
lates or  that  of  the  noble  Earls,  which 
would  settle  nothing  and  unsettle  eveiy- 
thing. 

The  Abohbishop  of  YORK :  Hy  Lords, 
after  the  eloquent  speech  of  the  right  rev. 
Prelate,  I  feel  it  only  right  to  say  that 
we  go  before  the  country  ready  to  avow 
that  a  large  and  important  concession  is 
about  to  be  made  by  the  Clergy  and 
Laity  of  the  Church  of  England—not 
from  any  sense  or  feeling  of  apprehen- 
sion, but  from  motives  of  a  more  credit- 
able description.  My  clause  does  not 
allow  a  dergyman  to  pronounce  **  a^poit- 
mortem  excommunication."  He  is  not 
to  state  whether  he  thioks  that  a  person 
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brought  to  be  buried  has  when  liTing 
led  a  scandalous  or  offensive  life — ^that 
is  not  the  meaning  of  the  Amendment — 
but  he  is  to  consider  conscientiously  whe- 
ther a  scandal  and  offence  would  arise 
in  the  minds  of  his  parishoners  from  his 
usinff  the  Burial  Service.  The  right 
rev.  Prelate,  as  I  understand,  does  not 
deny  that  it  would  be  useful  to  have  an 
alternative  Burial  Service;  but  I  re- 
setted to  hear  it  mentioned  as  an  ob- 
jection to  a  concession  that  it  was  not  a 
concession  to  the  Olergy,  but  only  to  the 
Laity. 

The  Bishop  of  PETERBOROUGH : 
I  said  it  could  hardly  be  called  a  con- 
cession to  the  Olergy,  but  that  it  was 
almost  entirely  a  concession  to  the  Dis- 
senters. 

The  Archbishop  of  YORK :  But  is  it 
an  objection  to  the  concession  that  it  is 
made  to  the  Laity  ? 

The  Bishop  of  PETERBOROUGH : 
The  Dissenting  Laity. 

The  Abohbishop  of  YORE :  I  should 
wish  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  position 
which  I  unwillingly  occupy  in  this 
matter.  We  give  ciedit  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  havmg  intended  to  settle  this 
great  question;  the  noble  Duke  Tthe 
Duke  of  Richmond)  gave  something  like 
a  pledge  last  year  which  he  has  now 
come  forward  to  fulfil;  and  I  quite 
imderstand  the  position  of  the  Gk>v6m- 
xnent  now.  They  say — **  We  offer  you 
this  concession ;  you  do  not  seem  ready 
to  accept  it;  therefore  we  must  with- 
draw it  and  give  up  the  matter  alto- 
gether." The  Bill  has  suddenly  become 
a43ill  of  one  subject  instead  of  two.  But 
those  who  say  the  (Government  have 
placed  the  matter  on  a  new  basis  cannot 
allow  the  Bill  to  go  quietly  through  as  a 
mere  Bill  for  providing  burial  grounds ; 
they  say  the  question  no  longer  stands 
in  the  position  in  which  it  st(K>d  before, 
as  the  Government  have  made  a  conces- 
sion ;  they  have  said  that  the  law  of  the 
Church  shall  no  longer  prevail,  and  that, 
except  as  to  three  dalsses  of  persons, 
burials  need  not  take  place  according  to 
the  present  law  with  the  service  of  the 
Church  of  England.  Who  shall  say  the 
question  does  not  stand  in  a  newi>08i- 
tion  ?  It  is  not  on  political  grounds  we 
come  here.  No  doubt,  as  suggested. 
Dissenters  would  like  to  take  possession 
of  our  churches,  and  we  shall  do  our 
best  to  prevent  them;  but  we  have  a 
right  to  choose  our  own  battle-ground, 
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and  there  fight  the  battle  in  ths 
advantageous  way.  It  u  th« 
thing  in  the  world  to  get  op  htbt 
about  anybodv's  f^eral ;  but  it  nw. 
be  different  if  Dissenters  ^^  t  ckk 
to  preach  in  the  church.  Wut  biw 
we  been  witnessing  for  a  long  time  pu  ? 
A  committee  of  the  Wesleyan  Bodjbi 
been  corresponding  with  me  sbovt  a 
epitaph  on  a  tombstone,  and  it  tamJ 
out  to  be  a  question  not  of  dogma,  ke 
of  doggrel— of  the  fitness  of  m  vorii 
of  a  hymn  to  be  used  in  the  inioipbat 
A  question  arose  in  another  esse  iW 
the  grave  of  a  man  who  was  t  dkb- 
guished  cricketer ;  and,  thoo^^  I  anw 
aware  that  in  the  manly  game  otcricb 
there  is  anythinflr  of  political  or  dogni^ 
tic  significance,  we  reporters  csma^oati- 
book  in  hand,  well  knowing  that  i^ 
thing  took  so  much  with  the  paUk mi 
burial  scandal  or  a  scene  at  somebodf't 
interment.  All  this  shows  a  state  of  n^ 
wholesome  and  irritated  feeling  viuck 
we  ought,  if  we  possibly  can,  by  Ufii 
mate  means,  to  put  an  end  to.  BiMa 
to  me  that  in  taking  its  stand  haretV 
Church  is  fighting  a  losing  battle.  IW 
Dissenters  in  attacking  burials  appeal  to 
mnpathies  and  feelings  differeotfix 
tnose  that  are  aroused  on  any  other  ab- 
ject ;  and  so  Ions  as  vou  diqmte  tk 
question  by  the  siae  of  tne  grafe,  lokBi 
will  the  odds  be  against  vou,  and  iafb- 
liblytum  the  batUe  against  yon  in  t^ 
popular  mind.  I  was  unable  to  nooi- 
cile  two  portions  of  the  speech  of  tk 
riffht  rev.  Prelate.  He  pictured  then* 
smts  of  passing  this  measure,  and  tsti- 
cipated  the  use  of  offensiye  langoif 
under  the  windows  of  the  paraostft 
K  the  people  of  England  are  ao  ill-c*' 
posed,  1  do  not  understand  why  thiy  i^ 
not  do  these  things  now  after  the  fimini. 
and  when  the  clergyman  has  tamed  ^ 
back.  

The  Bishop  of  PETEEBOBOUOH: 
So  they  do. 

The  AnoHBisBOP  of  YOBE:  T!tm 
must  be  a  great  difference  between  tk 
dispositions  of  the  people  in  diflhM^ 
parts  of  England.  The  ri^t  rer.  ^ 
late  was  a  little  at  fault  in  his  in^ascf. 
He  gave  an  example  of  stich  oondnci  bj 
stating  what  had  occurred  at  the  ooait' 
oration  of  a  churchyard ;  but  the  cowj 
oration  of  a  churchyard  is  a  totally  dif- 
ferent thing  from  a  funeral  A  grx^ 
many  idle  people  come  together  to  w^- 
nees  a  consecration  by  a  fsmonsFw^* 
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one  of  tha  first  of  orators  of  the  day, 
tod,  not  being  so  much  impressed 
by  Uie  solemnity  of  the  service  as  they 
expeetad  to  be,  they  who  came  out  of 
mers  enriosity  remained  to  laugh  and 
jeer.  I  am  Tery  sorry  for  it,  but  I  never 
•aw  the  like,  and,  except  in  this  case,  I 
oarer  heard  of  it ;  but  it  ftimishes  no 
pmf  whaterer  how  the  sorrowing  rela- 
tifss  —  be  the^  Wesleyans,  Indepen- 
dents, or  Baptists— will  conduct  them- 
mItss  when  they  come  to  bury  their 
dasd  in  the  churchyard,  and  perform  the 
Isit  sad  offices  to  the  depiurted.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate's  picture  was  a  veiy 
brilliant  description — potatoes  and  all; 
bat  it  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  case  before  us.  But  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  shadowed  forth  his  plan.  like 
the  rest  of  us  he  sees  something  must 
be  done ;  he,  too,  would  admit  the  Dis- 
i«&ter,  sod  be  there  with  him ;  the  Dis- 
lenter  must  come  with  his  licence,  and 
he  most  authorise  the  service. 

Tks  Bishop  of  PETERBOEOUGH  : 
No ;  anthorise  the  man,  not  the  service. 

Tai  Abchbisbop  of  YOBK  :  I  ob- 
ject to  authorinng  either  the  man,  or  the 
•errioe.  I  know  what  the  Burial  Service 
ii  to  which  I  subscribed,  and  I  hold  to 
the  Church  Service  for  Ohurohmen.  The 
I>i«enter  when  he  comes  to  the  church- 
jird  may  wish  to  use  a  service  which 
M«ms  to  him  as  good ;  but  all  I  should 
know  about  the  matter  was  that  it  was 
not  my  service,  and  should  leave  the 
Diisenter  to  his  discretion.  I  am  not 
going  to  undertake  to  revise  the  service 
of  the  Dissenter ;  and  the  only  sound 
bstis  on  which  to  settle  the  question  is 
to  give  a  discretion,  and  to  leave  the 
persons  concerned  to  ezerdse  it.  The 
effect  of  the  course  taken  by  the  Oovem- 
ment  wiU  be  to  plaoe  ihe  Episcopal 
Benches  in  a  somewhat  invidious  posi- 
tion—we are,  in  fact,  left  to  originate  a 
part  of  this  BiU.  We  have  no  aesire  to 
set  m  any  hostile  spirit — we  are  ready 
to  ehare  with  the  Government  the  re- 
•ponsibility  of  settling  the  question,  and 
we  do  not  desire  to  act  in  a  spirit  hostile 
to  them.  The  Amendments  proposed 
▼cold  leave  the  Bill  still  incomplete,  as 
it  would  be  unwise  and  unjust  to  the 
rstepayers  to  apply  its  provisions  in 
plsces  where  no  ffnevance  exists.  Where 
Wial  grounds  have  been  provided  for 
Nonoouormists  as  well  as  for  Ohuroh- 
msa  the  BiU  should  not  apply.  I  do 
Tentnre  to  hope  that  the  Government 
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will  not  lose  sight  of  this  question.  This 
is  a  very  important  issue  we  have  before 
us.  An  appeal  is  made  to  the  Clergy  to 
extend  to  others  the  same  toleration  they 
would  wish  to  have  accorded  to  them  in 
a  foreign  country.  The  appeal  was  not 
made  too  soon  or  out  of  time,  for  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  the  public  opfnion 
of  this  country  is  ripening  fast,  and  in 
two  or  three  years  the  question  is  sure 
to  be  settled  in  one  form  or  another.  Is 
there  any  harm  in  our  endeavouring  to 
settle  it  now,  while  there  would  be  some 
grace  in  concession.  The  two  chief 
organizations — one  representing  the  Low 
Ohurch,  and  the  other  the  moderate  High 
Ohurch  party — and  a  great  number  of 
the  Olergy  belonging  to  each  have  pro- 
nounced m  favour  of  a  settlement — a 
course  which  they  would  not  have 
adopted,  if  they  had  not  fully  under- 
stood the  signs  of  the  times.  It  is  not 
a  political  question ;  but  by  resisting  a 
settlement,  we  shall  consolidate  the  ranks 
of  those  who  are  opposed  to  the  Church, 
and  we  shall  deprive  them  of  a  cry  by 
agreeing  to  a  settlement.  I  therefore 
implore  Her  Majesty's  Government  not 
to  neglect  the  signs  of  the  times.  It 
will  be  impossible  to  pass  anything  to- 
night in  the  face  of  the  resistance  of  the 
Government;  but  I  feel  sure  that  the 
same  things  are  working  in  their  minds 
that  are  in  the  minds  of  those  who  feel 
deeply  for  the  welfare  of  the  Church. 
I  therefore  call  the  upon  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  the  subject  eamestlv  in 
hand,  and  the  Bench  of  Bishops  wiU  be 
wiUing  to  take  their  share  of  respon- 
sibiUty  in  arriving  at  a  true  settlement 
of  the  question  if  possible. 

Earl  NELSON  desired  to  explain 
that  he  had  brought  forward  his  Amend- 
ment entirely  on  his  own  responsibility, 
and  without  consulting  any  one.  The 
object  of  his  Amendment  was  to  secure 
that  some  proper  service  should  be  per- 
formed, and  the  only  way  in  which  it 
appeared  to  him  that  could  be  secured 
was  to  have  some  person  who  should  be 
responsible — and  that  was  the  incum- 
bent. He  altogether  repudiated  the 
idea  of  having  acted  in  any  representa- 
tive capacity,  either  as  regarded  the 
Clergy  or  Laity  of  the  Church. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  I  am 
perfectly  aware  that  this  is  not  the  most 
convenient  moment  for  entering  into  the 
abstract  merits  of  this  BiU  and  the 
Amendments  which  have  been  proposed 
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to  it.  But  in  a  disonssion  of  00  mnoh 
importance  to  the  Church  of  England 
and  the  other  Denominations,  I  must  say 
I  am  more  desirous  of  adopting  the  tone 
and  temper  of  the  two  most  rev.  Prelates, 
than  that  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  Tthe 
Bishop  of  Peterborough)  who  has  just 
addi%ssed  you.  It  appeared  to  me  that 
the  two  most  rev.  Prelates  were  most 
anxious  to  see  the  Clergy  of  this  country 
acting  on  the  large  and  g^at  principles 
of  charity,  toleration,  and  political  wis- 
dom ;  while  the  right  rer.  Prelate  rather 
seemed  to  wish  that  they  should  drive 
the  hardest  bargain  they  could  with  the 
Dissenters.  I  admit  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late is  a  very  able  antagonist — but  I  deny 
this  is  a  question  of  Party;  what  we 
have  to  consider  is  the  result  which 
would  be  most  consonant  with  the  inte- 
rests of  all.  I  was  veiy  much  struck 
with  what  the  riffht  rev.  Prelate  said  at 
the  beginning  of  his  speech.  He  stated 
in  the  strongest  manner  that  it  was  de- 
sirable that  ^'this  miserable  contro- 
versy ''  should  be  settled  by  a  compro- 
mise, and  not  only  settled,  but  imme- 
diately settled.  I  listened  to  his  whole 
speech  with  the  view  of  discovering  what 
the  compromise  was  which  he  suggested, 
and  what  was  it?  The  only  compro- 
mise he  suggested  was,  that  it  should  be 
a  permissive  measure ;  he  said  this,  how- 
ever, on  his  own  authority  alone,  and 
without  concert  with  any  party  whatever. 
I  very  much  doubt  whether  he  would 
find  40  Peers  who  agree  with  him  on 
that  point.  But  almost  in  the  same 
breath  he  said  that  the  compromise 
existed  at  present,  for  there  was  nothing 
now  to  prevent  an  incumbent  allowing 
any  service  he  approved  in  the  church- 
yard. I  can  oxuy  say,  although  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  may  be  most  sincerely 
desirous  that  his  compromise  should 
succeed,  I  certainly  do  think  it  not  well 
calculated  to  effect  the  object  he  so  sin- 
cerely desires.  He  found  ereat  fault 
with  my  safeguards — to  whi(£  I  do  not 
attach  so  much  importance  as  some 
others  have  done ;  but,  acting  on  excel- 
lent advice,  I  placed  clauses  before  your 
Lordships  which  met  with  very  general 
concurrence.  The  only  objection  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  to  those  safeguards 
was  this — either  they  are  efficient,  or 
they  are  inefficient.  If  you  make  them 
efficient — and  I  believe  them  to  be  effi- 
cient— ^instead  of  settlinf  the  question, 
they  will  produce  acrop  of  law  suits.  Now, 
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that  is  an  objeetion  which  is  tppKailibto 
every  preventive  law.  I  do  not  mm  to 
go  farther  into  the  general  iifOMit; 
but  I  think  it  may  be  oonvenieat  to  ym 
Lordships  to  know  the  couw  fikdv  v 
be  taken  bv  the  Government  in  the  doB- 
mittee.  The  right  rev.  Prelsts  aid  ^ 
effect  of  the  wimdrawal  of  ths  Anad- 
ment  by  the  Qovemmeot  lad  otke 
Amendments  would  five  a  difiiertBt  ^ 
racter  to  the  Bill.  I  should  thmAR 
like  to  know,  whether  the  GomnDor 
merely  propose  to  omit  their  own  AiMci- 
ment,  or  to  alter  others  on  the  Pipn 
With  regard  to  my  own  Amendmot  I 
mean  to  abandon  it,  and  I  wiO  «nkc 
my  reasons  for  doing  so.  Tosr  Lori- 
ships  will  remember  what  ocnnn^ 
Acting  on  excellent  advice,  I  gaveNoliif 
of  a  clause  before  the  second  nsdcf 
which,  I  believe,  very  aoonrslslj  m 
forth  the  object  I  had  in  view.  1^ 
same  evening  my  noble  Friend  (ths  Id 
of  Shaftesbuiy),  in  the  most  oonfthrtir 
spirit,  gave  Notice  of  an  AmeidiMci 
by  way  of  compromise,  whidi  hstlmfb 
would  probably  be  aoosptsd.  Bob 
seven  or  eight  days  after  that,  nj  oobir 
Friend  sitting  near  the  TaUe  (tht  Sc 
of  Harrowby)  gave  Notioe  (u  laoiLr 
Amendment,  very  mueh  osnyinff  ott  tt 
substance  of  what  I  desired,  W  n- 
taing  some  provisions  whidi  I  grM 
regret  would  have  obliged  me  to  r* 
against  it.  The  noble  Duke  the  hti- 
dent  of  the  Council  at  a  very  lata  \mi 
gave  Notice  that  he  would  move  to  mc 
^e  74th  clause.  It  was  then  vMmt 
for  me  to  consider  my  position.  Mt 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Hsnofbr 
gave  an  amended  form  to  his  Asi«^ 
ment,  adopting  my  safegoard  to  wbi 
the  right  rev.  ^relateobjected  oostroaf^ 
At  the  same  time,  my  noble  Frieed  [^ 
Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  stated  his  iDlAS»« 
to  abandon  his  Amendment  la  d^ 
mining  to  abandon  my  AmendmHi  I 
wish  to  make  it  perfectly  dearwhjl^ 
so.  Can  noble  Lords  opposite,  looki:? 
at  this  question  as  statesmen,  u  av*^ 
Churchmen,  as  Members  of  the  Oosi*- 
vative  Party,  and  with  a  view  to  tk 
well-understood  interests  of  the  Chiir(| 
reAise  to  admit  that  this  questioaihoaA 
be  soon  and  immediately  settled?  I^ 
not  blame  noble  Lords  opposite  ii  ^ 
slightest  degree  if  they  shonM  be  f^ 
tant  to  vote  for  an  Amendmeat  wi^ 
by  one  who  is  opposed  to  the  iin*>*t 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  QoveisiBffi, 


1061 


Burial  Ad$ 


{Mat  17,  1877}  Consoltdaitcn  Sill.         1062 


but  I  oaiinot  lielp  thinking  that  when  a 
OonaerratiTd  Peer,  one  of  the  strongest 
supporters  of  Her  Majesty's  Qoyem- 
ment,  and  one  whose  attaolunent  to  the 
Church  of  Engluid  is  undoubted,  does 
propose  an  Amendment  oi  substantially 
the  same  oharaeter,  I  do  not  say  all,  but 
some  of  those  Peers  may  think  that  by 
Toting  with  him  they  are  giring  ex- 
pres^m  to  their  own  oonseientious  oon- 
riotions,  and  also  possibly  that  they  may 
be  assisting  t&e  Ghyremment  in  coming  to 
a  more  speedy  conclusion  <m  the  subject 
than  I  could  myself  have  brought  about. 
I  may  be  wrong  in  thinking  there  is  a 
chanee  of  tiie  element  I  have  at  heart ; 
but,  at  all  erents,  I  desire  to  try,  and 
therefore  I  have  abandoned  my  own 
Amendment,  and  wffl  gite  my  W 
sunnort— and  I  believe  I  may  speak  for 
noble  Lords  near  me — ^to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Earl  at  the  Table. 

Tm  DtTKB  or  BICHMOND  akd 
OOBIX)N :  Before  answering  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  noble  Earl  who  has  just 
spoken,  I  would  ask  whether  he  would 
be  kind  enough  to  ecqmress  the  views  of 
Ms  own  side  of  the  House  only.  The 
noble  Earl  has  not  only  given  ihe  opi- 
nions of  noble  Lords  who  sit  behind  him, 
but  has  traveUed  out  of  tiiat  region  in 
<nrder  to  state  the  opinions  of  those  who 
sit  on  this  nde.  On  a  recent  occasion  it 
was  stated  in  ''another  place"  that  one 
of  the  few  and  scanl^  privileges  of  the 
Ohppoeition  was  that  of  managing  its  own 
affairs.  If  that  can  be  laid  down  as  the 
doctrine  for  the  management  of  the  Op- 
position in  ''another  place,"  I  think  I 
can  claim  for  Her  Majesty's  (Government 
that  they  have  an  ^ual  right  to  manage 
their  own  affairs.  Therefore,  I  will  state 
without  fdrther  nrefiioe  that  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
off#r  a  decided  opposition  to  the  dausee 
to  be  proposed  by  the  most  rev.  Prelates, 
and  also  to  the  clause  of  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Harrowby). 

LoBB  TETNHAM  claimed  for  the 
Nonconformists  equal  rights  for  the 
burial  of  their  dead  in  the  graveyard  of 
the  pari^  without  let  or  hindrance. 

Motion  tfyrsitf  fo;  House  in  Committee 
aoooidingly. 

PiatL 
Claing  of  Burial  Growul. 
dauses  1  to  4y  indusivey  agfr^td  io. 


TajbltU. 

Providing  new  Burial  Ground. 

Clause  5  (Where  burial  ground  closed 
as  population  increases,  legal  obligation 
to  provide  new  burial  ground). 

Eabl  GEANYILLE  said,  his  noble 
Friend  (Earl  Spencer)  had  given  Notice 
of  an  Amendment  to  leave  out  the 
words  "consecrated  and  uflconsecrated" 
ground;  but  his  noble  Friend  had  re- 
quested him  to  postpone  moving  the 
Amendment  to  a  subsequent  stage. 

C9ause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  6,  7,  and  8  agreed  U. 

Clause  9  (Providing  of  chapel  accom- 
modation for  burial  service  according  to 
the  Church  of  England  and  other  rites). 

The  Eael  of  CAMPERDOWN,  who 
had  given  Notice  of  an  Amendment  on 
this  dause,  to  insert — 

*'  and  may  in  ptmuanoe  of  a  special  reeolntion 
of  the  burial  authority,  sanctioned  by  the  Local 
Government  Board,  proride  chapel  accommo- 
dation for  the  burial  serrioe," 

said,  he  wished  to  postpone  moving  his 
Amendment. 

The  Duke  of  BICHMOND  and 
OOKDON  said,  if  noble  Lords  were  to 
postpone  their  Amendments  in  that  way 
much  time  would  not  be  gained  by  pass« 
ing  the  clauses. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  10  to  73,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

The  Aechbishop  of  CANTERBUEY 
rose  to  move  the  Amendment  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice,  after  Clause  78,  to 
insert  the  following  clause : — 

"In  caaea  where  the  burial  service  of  the 
Church  of  England  cannot  lawfully  be  used, 
but  where  it  shall  appear  to  the  incumbent  or 
curate  in  charge  desirable  to  use  some  religious 
service,  and  the  person  having  charge  of  the  in- 
terment shall  desire  the  same,  it  shall  bo  lawful 
for  the  minister,  if  he  shall  think  fit,  to  use  any 
service  authorized  by  the  bishop,  provided  that 
nothing  except  hymns  shall  be  introduced  into 
such  service  which  does  not  form  part  of  the 
Holy  Scriptures  or  of  the  Book  of  Common 
Prayer :  P^vided  that  notice  shall  be  sent  to 
the  bishop  within  seven  days  of  any  such  use  of 
the  said  service  by  the  person  using  the  same. 

*'In  cases  where  the  burial  service  of  the 
Omrch  of  £higland  mi^ht  lawfully  be  used,  but 
where  the  person  havmg  charge  of  the  inter- 
ment shall  request  that  tiie  said  service  autho- 
rized by  the  bishop  as  aforesaid  shall  be  used 
instead  of  the  bunal  service  of  the  Church  of 
Eagkad,  the  minister  shall  not  be  subject  to 
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anyjCK^nalty  for  omitting  to  use  the  lemoe  of 
the  Church  of  England  and  for  using  the  said 
authorized  service  in  Ueu  thereof :  Provided  that 
in  every  such  case  he  shall  report  the  facts  of  the 
case  to  the  bishop  within  seven  days,  and  pro- 
vided that  the  bishop  shall  thereupon  approve 
the  said  omission  and  substitution  in  writing 
under  his  hand." 

The  most  rev.  Primate,  in  moving  his 
Amendment,  said,  he  had  regretted  to 
hear  the  noble  Duke  the  Lord  President 
say  that  he  should  oppose  this  very  inno- 
cent Amendment ;  and  he  the  more  re- 
gretted it  because  while  the  Bill  con- 
tained the  74th  clause,  there  were  eome 
words  in  it  which,  though  a  little  ambi- 
guous, made  room  for  me  yery  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice ;  and, 
on  the  strength  of  being  encouraged  to 
move  that  Amendment,  he  had  ventured 
to  deliver  two  speeches  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  which  had  been  introduced  into  the 
House.  Of  course  circumstances  had 
changed,  and  the  Bill  as  introduced  with 
the  view  of  settling  this  considerable 
question,  had,  from  causes  which  had 
not  been  explained,  and  which  he  would 
be  veiy  glad  to  hear  explained  to  their 
Lordships'  House,  altogether  lost  the 
character  to  which  it  was  entitled  from 
the  pledge  given  by  the  noble  Duke  last 
Session,  and  which  certainly  made  him 
(the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury),  for  one, 
give  it  his  support  when  the  first  and 
second  reading  were  proposed.  He  did 
not  mean  to  say  there  might  not  be  the 
roost  admirable  reasons  for  dropping  the 
74th  clause,  and  all  that  was  necessarily 
or  naturally,  and  by  a  sort  of  tacit  ag^e- 
ment  connected  with  the  74th  clause; 
but  the  House  was  entitled  to  hear  what 
these  reasons  were.  One  of  them,  he 
supposed,  to  be  this — that  the  Dissenters 
were  not  satisfied  with  the  clause  be- 
cause it  gave  them  no  more  than  a  silent 
funeral ;  and  he  could  imagine  that  the 
Government  might  be  of  opinion  that  as 
they  had  endeavoured,  so  far  as  their  fol- 
lowers would  allow  them,  to  make  con- 
cessions to  the  Dissenters,  and  as  the 
Dissenters  had  rejected  those  concessions, 
the  best  thing  they  could  do  was  to  drop 
altogether  any  idea  of  conciliating  any- 
body by  means  of  this  legislation.  Now, 
he  (the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury)  con- 
sidered that  the  innocent  clause  he  had 
proposed,  even  though  if  it  stood  by  itself 
it  might  not  satisfy  the  Dissenters,  was 
at  all  events  a  move  in  the  right  direc- 
tion. It  would  enable  a  clergyman  who 
was  at  present  prohibited  from  reading 

The  ArehhUhop  of  Canterhity 


the  service  over  his  Diwentiiig  bnAna 
to  use  a  decent  service  sach  as  iubt  of 
them  would  be  willing  to  y^pt  Th* 
clause  had  considerable  auinontj  it  bs 
favour.  First,  it  had  the  aathority  of  kit 
right  rev.  Brother  (the  Bishop  of  Pel«- 
borough),  and  was  in  fact  his  daiw 
adopt^  from  him  when  he  was  obhfi^ 
to  g^ve  his  cousoientious  vote  AgaiBM  h. 
That  was  one  authority  upon  whidi  kt 
based  the  dause;  but  there  was  ila 
another — namely,  the  body  called  ths 
Bitual  Commission,  who  had  ooiMidM 
what  was  to  be  done  in  this  xnattR 
The  dause  proposed  was  as  nearij  m 
possible  a  rescript  of  the  reoomoui- 
dations  of  that  Comnussioii,  and  vu 
the  result  of  the  deliberations  of  a  wt 
equally  balanced  and  thoroughly  itpK 
sentative  body  of  Churohmen.  lb: 
body,  representing  as  it  did  the  Lsity  u 
well  as  the  Clergy,  did  not  makt  tW 
recommendation  without  good  raaaosi 
for  in  the  year  1863  there  bad  baca  0 
important  discussion,  which  had  coM 
in  his  predecessor's  promising  to  tab 
the  subject  into  his  earnest  oonsidentka 
and  to  propose  some  suoh  aoheme  at  tkt 
one  he  now  brought  forward.  Tht  ol* 
ject  of  the  Amendment  was  this.  Cm- 
tain  members  of  the  Church  of  Engiiai 
were  exposed  to  a  venr  serious  wraof 
Sometimes  children  diea  by  the  viAtftUa 
of  Ood  before  it  was  possible  for  t^ 
to  receive  the  rite  of  baptism.  The  fin!i 
was  certainly  not  in  tne  child^  aad  r 
might  not  be  in  the  parents.  The  aai»' 
sion  of  the  rite  might  perhaps  be  dot  te 
the  accidental  absence  of  the  denyots 
from  his  parish.  And  yet  when  m  p- 
rents  brought  the  child  to  be  bnxitd  c 
the  parish  churchyard  the  dergyman,  ^ 
appeared,  was  by  the  existing  law  jk> 
hibited  from  reading  a  small  portioa  d 
Gbd's  Holy  Word,  and  offenog  up  t 
prayer  over  the  body  for  the  ooiuolatkx 
of  the  parents.  Everybody  who  m 
exposed  to  this  grievance  must  fed  it  V' 
be  real.  What  would  be  the  fediaf 
of  the  parents  when  what  they  deenctf 
an  indignity  was  cast  upon  them  for  u 
fault  of  theirs  ?  It  might  be  said,  how- 
ever, that  the  Clergy,  as  represented  a 
the  Lower  House  of  Convocation,  hsi 
expressed  an  opinion  adverse  to  havisc 
a  religious  service  over  nnbaptiaed  chir 
dren.  He  did  not  think  this  was  a  tn# 
statement  of  the  case ;  and,  morsom. 
their  Lordships  must  bear  in  mind  that 
the  Lower  House  alone  ooold  not  stst# 
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the  optxiion  of  the  Oonvocation.  What 
the  Lower  House  of  Oonvocation  really 
objected  to  was  having  a  regular  eeryice 
formulated  in  the  Prayer  Book  to  be 
read  over  unbaptized  persons.  Now  he 
did  not  propose  to  do  this.  The  Act  of 
tJnifonuity  Amendment  Act,  passed  a 
few  rears  ago,  authorized  the  Bishop  of 
the  oiocese  to  allow  a  service  taken  from 
the  Book  of  Common  Prayer  to  be  read 
in  certain  cases.  Some  persons  believed, 
indeed,  that  that  Act  at  present  applied 
to  the  case  of  unbaptized  persons,  and 
therefore  there  could  be  notbing  uncon- 
ftitutional  or  contrary  to  the  opinions  of 
the  Clergy  to  propose,  as  he  did  by  this 
Amendment,  that  the  Act  of  Uniformity 
Amendment  Act  should  apply  in  the  case 
of  unbaptized  children  of  our  own  com- 
monion.  There  was  another  large  class 
of  members  of  the  Church  in  reference 
to  whom  a  grievance  had  arisen.  He 
meant  those  who  from  conscientious  mo- 
tives had  g^  ven  up  the  practice  of  baptizing 
infants,  and  did  not  present  their  children 
to  be  baptized  until  they  had  reached 
an  adult  age.  A  g^eat  many  persons 
died  unbaptized  at  an  early  age,  and 
although  tney  might  have  been  models 
in  the  community  to  which  they  be- 
longed, yet  the  Church  service  could  not 
be  read  over  their  bodies.  It  might  be 
laid  that  the  Church  of  England  auowed 
them  to  be  interred  without  any  service ; 
bat  the  declaration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  respecting  the  74th  clause  had 
thrown  a  doubt  upon  that.  Therefore, 
these  people  were  in  a  worse  position 
now  than  they  were  before  this  Bill 
fame  on  for  consideration.  But  even 
BQpposin^  that  they  might  be  buried 
with  a  silent  funeral,  he  thought  they 
had  a  cause  of  complaint.  The  Clergy 
were  not  unwilling  that  such  persons 
ihoold  be  buried  with  a  religious  ser- 
^oe ;  on  the  contrary,  they  were  anxious 
to  read  over  their  bodies  the  Word  of 
God,  and  to  offer  up  some  prayer. 
Therefore,  he  proposed  by  his  clause 
that  both  classes  or  persons  to  whom  he 
bad  referred  should  have  their  grievance 
remedied  in  the  simplest  possible  man- 
ner. Again,  in  cases  of  scandal,  where 
pmons  died  in  those  miserable  ways 
vhich  were  described  in  the  debate  of 
1863,  he  supposed  their  relatives  would 
seldom  be  so  insensible  that  they  would 
not  acquiesce  in  some  decent  service 
being  read  without  the  necessity  of 
using  all  the  strong  expressions  of  hope, 


and  even  of  exultation,  which  were  to  be 
found  in  the  ordinary  Burial  Service  of 
the  Church  of  England.  In  these  cases 
also  his  clause  would  apply  a  very  con- 
siderable remedy.  He  believed  his  pro- 
posal would  go  a  considerable  way  to 
heal  the  bitterness  at  present  existing. 
Therefore  he  trusted  that  the  hopes  of 
having  the  question  settled  would  not  be 
frustrated,  and  that  their  Lordships 
would  not  merely  resolve  themselves 
into  a  Sanitary  Commission  to  consider 
the  Bill.  In  conclusion,  the  most  rev. 
Primate  moved  his  Amendment. 

Moved,  after  Clause  73,  to  insert  the 
following  clause : — 

"In  cases  where  the  burial  servioo  of  tho 
Church  of  England  mi^ht  lawfully  be  used,  but 
where  the  person  having  charge  of  the  inter- 
ment ahall  request  that  the  said  service  autho- 
rised by  the  bishop  as  aforesaid  shall  be  used 
instead  of  the  bunal  service  of  the  Church  of 
England,  the  minister  shall  not  be  subject  to 
any  penalty  for  omitting  to  use  the  service  of 
the  Church  of  England  and  for  using  the  said 
authorised  service  in  lieu  thereof;  provided, 
that  in  every  such  case  he  shall  report  the  facts 
of  the  case  to  the  bishop  within  seven  days,  and 
provided  that  the  bishop  shall  thereupon  approve 
the  said  omission  ana  substitution  in  writing 
under  his  hand. — {The  Lord  Arehbithop  of  Can- 
terbury.) 

The  Bishop  of  CARLISLE  said,  that 
he  felt  great  delicacy  in  voting  upon  this 
subject,  because  he  knew  how  strong  the 
feeling  was  that  was  entertained  in  his 
own  diocese  upon  it.  Last  year  tho 
subject  was  introduced  to  his  diocesan 
conference  by  two  papers,  read  by  gen- 
tlemen holding  as  contrary  views  as  pos- 
sible, so  that  each  side  was  strongly 
argued.  The  result  was  that  a  resolu- 
tion against  the  views  represented  by 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Granville) 
was  carried  bv  a  majority  of  10  to  1 
— that  majority  consisting  of  clergy- 
men and  laity  together.  And  he  might 
remark  that  on  that  occasion,  as  in  tho 
present  debate,  some  of  the  strongest 
expressions  of  opinion  had  come  from 
laymen.  No  mistake  could  be  greater 
than  to  represent  this  as  a  merely 
clerical  question.  Therefore,  he  felt 
some  difficulty  as  to  the  course  he 
should  take  this  evening.  He  did  not 
feel  disposed  to  follow  the  lead  of  the 
Oovemment  and  to  vote  against  all  the 
Amendments,  because  he  thought  that 
the  Amendments,  taken  together,  did 
seem  to  offer  some  possibility  of  settling 
the  question.    He  might  say,  however. 
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that  if  all  the  Amendments  were  neea* 
tived,  the  result  would  be  not  altogether 
a  bad  one :  the  Bill  Without  Clause  74, 
which  had  always  struck  him  from  the 
time  it  was  first  described  by  the  noble 
Duke  as  alien  to  the  general  character 
of  the  Bill,  would  be  complete  in  itself, 
and  would  by  its  operation  in  the  course 
of  a  few  years  get  rid  of  all  fair  eround 
of   complaint  with  respect    to   burial. 
Nothing  could  be  more  unjust  than  to 
describe  the  Bill  as  a  mere  sanitary  Bill: 
it  was  nothing  of  the  kind ;  it  was  a  Bill 
which  grappled  with  the  real  difficulty 
of  the  whole  matter — namely,  that  at 
present  there  was  no  authority  whose 
business  it  was  to  see  that  Her  Majesty's 
subjects   were    properly   buried.     The 
difficulty  of  obtaming  cemeteries  on  the 
ground  of  expense  had  been  absurdly 
exaggerated ;     frequently    the    ground 
would  be  given  freely ;  and  even  where 
it  had  to  be  purchased,  it  should  be  re- 
membered that  agricultural  land  did  not 
pay  more  than  8  per  cent,  so  that  the 
application  of  land  to  the  purposes  of  a 
cemetery  would  be  generally  a  profit 
rather  than  a  loss.    At  the  same  time, 
if  the  Bill  could  be  carried  embodying 
such  provisions  as  those  proposed  in  the 
three  clauses  of  the  most  rev.  Prelates 
and  the  noble  Earl  at  the  Table  (the 
Earl    of   Harrowby),    it  would,  while 
having  the  effect   which    he    had  de- 
scribed, be  of  a  more  kindly  and  con- 
ciliatory character  than  in  its  present 
shape.    Although,  therefore,  he  feared 
the  course  which  he  was  about  to  take 
might  be  disapproved  by  some  of  his 
Friends,  he,   having  an  intense  desire 
that    the    question  should    be  settled, 
would  vote  for  the  Amendment  before 
the  Committee ;  but  if  the  Amendments 
reposed  by  the  most  rev.  Prelates  should 
e  negatived,  he  would  certainly  vote 
against  that  nroposed  by  the  noble  Earl. 
Earl  STANHOPE  expressed  his  in- 
tention of  supporting  the  Amendment, 
believing  it  to  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Lord  DENMAt^  remarked  that  he 
could  not  vote  for  or  against  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  most  rev.  Prelate,  he  con- 
sidered the  14th  clause  far  preferable. 
He  had  himself  desired  to  be  buried  near 
the  place  of  his  decease,  but  if  one  of  the 
past  Lord  High  Commissioners  or  the 
present  Lord  High  Commissioners  of 
the  Church  of  Scotland  were  to  leave 
directions  that  he  should  be  buried 
silently,  ''  after  a  religious  service  else- 
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where,"  the  demrsuui  of  tm  ^    

of  the  Church  of  England  ooold  aol  £► 
pense  with  a  religious  aerriee  ia  &i 
churchyard.  He  had  attended  ^ 
funeral  of  the  person  whom,  of  aQ  oCbcn. 
he  had  most  respected  (in  Scotland),  tfar 
a  religious  service  in  her  houae,  ani  hai 
been  nonoxured  by  an  invitation  to  \h» 
funeral  of  the  late  Marquees  of  Tweedsk, 
and  nothing  oould  nave  be«i  man 
reverent  than  the  religioiis  aerviot  ix 
both  instances,  nor  more  aolemn  ^u 
the  interments. 
YisoouKT  MIDLETON  said,  it 


be  the  height  of  folly  to  miss  ai^  <VPB^ 
tunity  that  presenteid  itself  that  had  n 
it  the  elements  of  a  satisfactoiy  Mttk* 
ment  of  the  (question ;  but  he  did  we 
think  the  passing  of  the  Bill  without  t^ 
74th  clause,  or  some  substilote  Sor  a 
would  be  satisfactory  to  the  ooati; 
That  there  was  a  grievance  to  be  it- 
medied  had  been  praotioallj  admittai 
but  there  were  two  parties  implicatid  a 
the  matter.  There  were  the  pohlin. 
Dissenters,  with  whom  he  had  no  ip- 
path^  whatever,  because  they  regam 
adnussion  to  the  ohurchyarda  as  mmm 
obtaining  possession  of  the  threikk 
of  the  church,  and  desired  to  )^6ceti« 
question  alive  and  make  it  the  stalkisf • 
horse  for  other  purposes.  But  thers  wu 
another  class  c$  Dissenters  with  vks 
he  sincerely  sympathieed,  and  whom 
wishes  he  should  as  far  at  poeiibk  Hkt 
to  meet.  He  alluded  to  thoee  «k^ 
living  in  remote  country  pariahee  w^ 
it  would  not  be  so  easy  to  provids  « 
cemetery  as  the  right  rev.  Prelate  vL 
had  just  spoken  supposed^  desired  to  b* 
buried  in  the  churchyard  in  whidi  tihct 
forefathers  were  interred,  and  oa  whoe 
it  was  a  real  hardship  that  a  decent  isa 
orderly  service  might  not  there  be  mi 
over  the  remains  of  their  dead.  Tkw* 
persons  were  sincerely  deairoiu  of  * 
reasonable  settlement  of  the  qeesticft. 
and  it  would  be  well  if  such  ooold  b> 
found  without  delay.  There  wece^  W 
knew,  many  earnest  Churohmes,  bed 
Members  of  their  Lordships'  Hoase  sfti 
outside  of  it,  who  would  think  it  » 
thousand  pities  if  the  present  orooftB- 
nity  were  lost  of  putting  "  this  mxmnltk 
question"  at  rest  for  ever.  Such  aa  op- 
portunity as  the  present  waa  not  Vkmj 
to  occur  again ;  and  while  there  was  « 

feneral  desire  on  both   aidea   of  lb 
[ouse  for  a  settlement^  he  oould  not  bat 
believe  that  some  reasonable  eoofn* 
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BUM  adght  h%  dariMd  whioli  would  pre- 
TMit  tkia  from  baooming  a  mere  sanitaiy 
Bill.  Otkerwue,  their  Lordihips  would 
not  dose  this  question. 

EamIs  nelson  said,  he  aporoved  of 
the  dause  standing  alone,  but  he  should 
vote  against  it  as  a  compromise. 

Tn  BiSHOF  OF  SALISBURY  said, 
he  wished  to  explain  that  he  should  vote 
for  the  Amendment  of  the  most  rer.  Pre- 
lata,  but  not  because  he  thought  that  any 
queetion  of  compromise  or  mutual  con- 
cession ought  to  enter  into  such  a  matter. 
That  whica  was  just  he  would  support ; 
bat  that  which  was  not  just  he  would 
resist  with  all  his  might.  His  reason  for 
TOtinf  ibr  this  clause  was  that  death, 
buiisl,  the  resurrection,  and  the  judg- 
ment were  matters  of  tremendous  signi- 
ficanoe,  and  he  could  not  bear  to  tmnk 
thai  some  words  of  sacred  truth,  in  re- 
fereaoe  to  these  solemn  verities,  should 
not  be  used  at  the  burial  of  evervone,  so 
ss  to  bring  the  sacredness  of  the  occa- 
sion before  the  minds  of  the  survivors. 

Tn  Duu  OP  BIOHMOND  xm 
GORDON  said,  he  would  explain  the 
course  which  the  Government  intended 
to  take  with  respect  to  the  clause  of  the 
most  rev.  Prelate.  He  hoped  that  in 
doing  so  he  should  say  nothing  to  cause 
tny  bitter  foeiings  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  upon  a  subject  which  ought 
to  be  approached  with  peat  solemnity — 
ud  still  less  would  he  introduce  into  the 
diMUssion  anjrthing  of  a  Party  character, 
lie  very  much  regretted  to  hear  the 
most  rev.  Prelate,  before  the  Bill  went 
into  Committee,  shadow  forth  the  effect 
upon  the  country  at  a  General  Election 
ix  this  question  were  not  brought  to  a 
settlement.  He  was  astonished  and 
grieved,  oonsidering  the  position  which 
the  most  rev.  Preutte  occupied  in  the 
Charofa  and  in  that  House,  that  he  should 
cottdeeoend  to  bring  this  Question  out  of 
the  higher  region  to  which  it  belonged 
into  that  lower  region  of  Party  and 
political  warfare. 

Tu  Abohbishop  of  CANTERBURY : 
I  said  I  feared  it  would  so  fall — that  my 
object  was  to  keep  it  out  of  the  lower 
region  into  which  I  feared  it  might  fall 
if  the  elause  were  not  adopted. 

Tu  Dtnui  OF  RICHMOND  avd 
GORDON  :  If  that  had  been  his  object 
he  should  not  have  selected  the  mode 
sdopted  by  the  most  rev.  Prelate.  He 
unoarstood  him  to  indicate  that  the 
Amendments  proposed  by  himself  and 


the  Primate  of  the  Northern  Province 
and  by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Har- 
rowby)  were  parts  of  one  entire  scheme 
which  ran  pari  patMUf  and  might  hang 
together.  They  all  formed  one  great 
scheme  of  compromise  which  they  were 
told  ought  to  be  adopted  by  their  Lord- 
ships, and  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
country.  He  should  have  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that,  taking  these  clauses  as 
one  scheme,  he  should  oppose  them ;  be- 
cause, as  was  well  put  by  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Peterborough),  it 
would  be  found  that  they  were  no  com- 
promise at  all  and  settled  nothing.  The 
speech  of  the  most  rev.  Prelate,  however, 
had  put  the  matter  in  a  ver)r  different 
light.  He  had,  in  fact,  divided  the 
clause  into  two  separate  clauses.  The 
first  dealt  with  the  case  of  unbaptized 
children — a  question  involving  a  griev- 
ance which  most  of  their  Lordships  de- 
sired to  remedy  by  providing  some  ser- 
vice which  could  be  performed  over  those 
who  died  previous  to  being  baptized. 
The  second  part  related  to  a  wholly  dif- 
ferent matter.  That  part  of  the  clause 
ran  as  follows : — 

**  In  casos  where  the  burial  servioe  of  the 
Church  of  Englmnd  mi^ht  lawfully  be  used,  but 
where  the  person  having  char^  of  the  inter- 
mont  shall  roquost  that  the  said  service  autho- 
rized by  the  bishop  as  aforesaid  shall  be  used 
instead  of  the  bunal  service  of  the  Church  of 
England,  the  minister  shall  not  be  subject  to 
any  p<*naltv  for  omitting  to  use  the  servioe  of 
the  Churot  of  England,  and  for  nsing  the  said 
authorized  service  in  lieu  thereof." 

That  raised  a  wholly  different  issue,  and 
if  he  had  to  vote  upon  the  whole  clause 
as  connected  with  others  and  forming 
one  Burial  Bill,  he  should  be  constrained 
to  vote  against  the  clause  as  it  stood. 
But,  believing  that  there  wore  grievances 
which  might  be  remedied  by  the  first 
part  of  the  Amendment,  he  should  be 
prepared,  on  the  part  of  the  Qovern- 
ment,  to  accept  the  first  part  on  its  own 
merits  as  dealing  with  the  case  of  un- 
baptised  persons.  He,  however,  repu- 
diated the  second  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment as  necessarily  forming  part  of  the 
three  clauses  to  be  proposed.  Therefore, 
while  accepting  the  nrst  part  of  the 
Amendment,  he  should  propose  to  nega- 
tive the  second  part,  and  should  reserve 
to  himself  the  view  of  the  whole  matter 
he  had  endeavoured  to  express. 

Eau  OBANVILLE  said,  he  could 
not  be  a  part^  to  a  bargain  or  compro- 
mise in  an  invidious  sense,  and  must 
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Tote  on  Amendments  as  he  thought 
them  right  or  wrong.  No  doubt  it  was 
very  convenient  for  the  noble  Duke  to 
deprecate  Party  feeling ;  he  did  it  him* 
self  when  he  was  in  office  and  Party 
feeling  was  against  him ;  but  he  would 
bargain  to  request  his  own  Friends  not 
to  be  influenced  by  Party  feeling  on  this 
question  if  the  noble  Duke  would  pro- 
mise that  his  Friends  would  not  allow 
Party  feeling  to  influence  their  rotes. 
He  thought  the  whole  clause  a  veiy  g^d 
one,  and  was  willing  to  accept  the  cherry 
whether  at  two  bites  or  one. 

The  Akohbishop  of  CANTERBURY 
asked  leave  to  divide  the  Amendment 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  the  opinion  of 
the  House  on  the  first  pcu*t. 

Then  the  first  part  of  the  said  clause 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Then  the  second  part  of  the  said  dause 
being  proposed —  

Viscount  CARDWELL  said,  it  would 
be  interesting  to  know  why  this  part  of 
the  Amendment,  which  was  now  proposed 
as  an  independent  clause,  was  not  ac- 
ceptable. By  adopting  the  first  part 
they  had  for  the  first  time  sanctioned  a 
new  service  to  remedy  such  a  grievance 
as  that  which  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Gran- 
ville) had  brought  forward  on  a  previous 
occasion — of  a  Baptist  who  haa  built  a 
church  and  could  not  bury  his  daughter 
in  the  churchyard.  Why  should  they 
thus  meet  the  case  of  the  Baptist  and 
not  that  of  the  Wesleyan,  or  why  should 
they  remedy  a  grievance  in  the  case  of 
children,  and  not  remedy  it  in  respect  of 
any  adult  Nonconformist  who  might 
have  a  conscientious  objection  to  any 
part  of  the  Burial  Service  of  the  Church? 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  when 
he  mentioned  the  case  of  Sir  Morton 
Peto's  daughter  on  a  previous  evening, 
he  had  been  misinformed.  He  now  un- 
derstood that  Sir  Morton  Peto  built  a 
new  church  in  an  old  churchyard;  so 
that  he  was  wrong  in  stating  that  he  had 
created  the  churchyard. 

Thb  Duke  of  RICHMOND  and 
GORDON  regretted  the  introduction  of 
the  personal  illustration,  which  compelled 
him  to  say  that  either  the  noble  Earl 
had  been  misinformed  or  he  was.  He 
was  informed  Sir  Morton  Peto's 
daughter  died  in  London  and  was 
buried  in  London.  The  case  for  the 
first  part  of  the  clause  rested  on  the 
position  of  the  Baptists  and  the  feelings 

£arl  Granville 


of  parents  on  the  interment  of  ddUnn 
who  had  not  been  baptized  oa  Meoot 
of  the  religious  views  of  the  pamte. 
The  case  for  the  second  pftit  of  tW 
Amendment  was  wholly  difitezent,  tad  it 
was  part  and  parcel  of  the  three  dn«i 
which  were  supposed  to  deel  with  tfa* 
whole  question. 

ViscouvT  CARDWELL  Mid,  that  if 
the  personal  illustration  was  wrou  it 
did  not  sSect  the  aignmeiit.  Wk? 
should  thev  meet  the  ease  of  the  Bapb* 
and  not  wat  of  the  Wesleyma  or  or 
other  Dissenter,  or  even  of  a  member  d 
the  Church  of  England  who  objeoted  to 
any  part  of  its  Bunal  Service? 

Tm  LORD  CHANOELLOB  eaid,  te 
the  first  part  of  the  clause  was  pecfudr 
clear — it  enabled  a  dergyman  to  do  whu 
he  was  now  forbidden  to  do,  hoverv 
anxious  he  miffht  be— namely,  to  imi  a 
religious  service,  to  be  aathoriaed  h 
the  Bishop,  in  cases  where  the  Bond 
Service  of  the  Ohnroh  of  England  cook 
not  lawfully  be  used.  The  eoooodwr 
applied  to  oases  where  there  was  no  fa«- 
ful  impediment  to  the  use  of  the  Chnd 
Service,  but  where  the  relatiTee  desind 
that  the  alternative  Service  shoaid  W 
used;  and  the  section  protected  tk» 
der^mnan  against  penalties  for  omittiBi: 
the  Church  Service  and  using  the  ahv- 
native  one— the  two  enaotments  wwi 
quite  distinct. 

LoBD  SELBORNE  said,  he  did  not » 
why  they  should  not  consider  the  seemi 
part  of  me  clause  on  its  merite  as  vtS 
as  the  first.  It  was  proposed  to  allffv 
an  alternative  form  of  service,  but  oak 
when  the  friends  of  the  deceased  micbt 
request  it.  That  request  might  not  m* 
probably  be  made,  ^to  prevent  pstab) 
controversies,  and  at  the  same  tune  n- 
lieve  the  consciences  of  dergjrmsa  a 
at  least  some  oases  where  ''  gross  nA 
notorious  scandal "  attached  to  the  hU 
of  the  deceased  ?  He  thought  that,  if  it 
were  for  that  reason  only,  jproruHr 
should  be  made  for  allowing  the  nss  o^ 
an  alternative  servioe,  as  in  the  ossscf 
unbaptised  persons. 

Thb  Maequsss  of  SALISBUBY  aii 
he  would  be  glad  if  a  remedy  ooold  b« 
applied  to  meet  such  cases ;  but  the  tam 
must  be  previously  drawn  up  and  saftko- 
rized,  otherwise  it  miffht  go  mnoh  fat- 
ther  than  the  evils  indicated  and  brisF 
about  a  considerable  abuse.  There  mi|^ 
be  a  Bishop  whose  sympadiies  wv 
strongly  in  accord  with  thoss  who  at- 
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mitted  prayer  for  the  dead,  and  it 
would  be  perfectly  possible  for  him  to 
authorize  a  service  in  which  that  practice 
should  be  adopted.  It  might  oe  said 
that  the  first  piurt  of  the  clause,  to  which 
no  objection  had  been  raised,  was  open 
to  the  same  difficulty ;  but  it  applied  to 
a  very  narrow  and  restricted  number  of 
cases,  and  the  eyil  would  not  be  great. 
But  this  section  would  practically  aUow  a 
new  burial  service  for  the  whole  commu- 
nity, and  if  they  allowed  clergymen  and 
Bishops  between  themselves,  without 
any  limitation  whatever,  to  settle  what 
kind  of  doctrine  might  be  included  in 
the  hymns  to  be  used  on  these  occasions, 
he  was  afraid  they  might  have  a  service 
that  might  not  be  acceptable  to  the  more 
IVotestant  section  of  the  community. 

Thb  Bishop  of  OXFOED  considered 
the  clause  simply  as  an  application  of  the 
Uniformity  Amendment  Act  to  another 
service.  Anything  done  in  this  direction 
would  be  subject  to  the  same  ecdesiasti- 
oal  law  as  any  other  part  of  the  Services 
of  the  Church  of  England.  The  general 
objection  was  not  to  the  omission  of 
any  particular  words  over  the  body  of  a 
deceased  person,  but  that  no  service  at 
all  should  be  performed  over  a  deceased 
relative  was  lelt  to  be  a  g^at  grievance 
to  the  family.  A  decent  religious  service, 
to  be  approved  by  the  Bishop,  would 
at  once  relieve  the  family  from  this 
gprievanoe  and  theoonscience  of  thedergy- 
man  from  an  oppressive  obligation. 

Thb  Bishop  of  PETERBOKOUOH 
said,  the  effect  of  the  clause  would  be  to 
provide  first  and  second  class  services, 
and  he  would  put  it  to  their  Lordships 
whether  the  use  of  the  second  service 
would  not  be  regarded  as  an  affiront  by 
the  survivors.  Besides,  this  was  the 
first  instance  in  which  the  parishioners 
had  the  right  of  objecting  to  the  service ; 
that  matter  had  hitherto  always  rested 
with  the  dergyman  under  the  direction 
of  the  Bishop.  He  feared  the  effect  of 
it  would  be  to  prevent  the  revival  in  the 
Church  of  godly  discipline,  which  was 
so  much  desired.  The  true  way  to  pre- 
Tsnt  scandal  was  by  raising  the  discipline 
of  the  Church,  and  enabling  it  to  correct 
during  life,  as  was  done  in  almost  eveiy 
other  communion,  the  sins  and  irregu- 
larities of  its  members. 

T^  Abghbishop  of  YOBK  said,  that 
before  such  a  service  could  be  adopted 
there  must  be  the  double  consent  of  the 
clergymen  and  the  relations.    The  latter 


would  not  be  able  to  choose  a  service  to 
which  the  clergyman  objected. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  di- 
vided:— Contents  65  ;  Not-Contents  60  : 
Majority  5. 
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The  Abohbishop  of  YOBK  xnoyed, 
after  Clause  73,  to  insert  the  following 
clause: — 

"No  incumbent  or  curate  of  the  Church  of 
England  shaU,  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  be 
liaue  to  any  penalty  for  refusing  or  omitting  to 
perform  the  burial  service  of  the  Church  at  the 
f  unexAl  of  any  deceased  person,  if  it  shall  appear 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Bii^op  that  in  such 
refusal  or  omission  he  acted  under  a  reaaonable 
b^ef  that  scandal  and  offence  would  be  occa- 
sioned to  the  parishioners  by  the  use  of  the  said 
service :  Provided  that  in  every  such  case  it  shall 
be  the  duty  of  the  minister  declining  to  perform 
such  service,  if  he  would  otherwise  be  required 
in  law  to  perform  it,  to  give  notice  of  his  rauaal 
to  the  relatives  or  persons  taking  upon  them  the 
duty  of  providing  for  the  burial  of  such  deceased 
person,  in  such  a  manner  and  within  such  time 
as  to  enable  mx)per  provision  to  be  made  for 
such  burial :  I^vided,  further,  that  in  case  of 
such  refusal  it  shall  be  lawful  for  any  other 
minister  of  the  Church,  who  may  be  willing  to 
do  so,  to  read  the  burial  service  of  the  Church 
at  the  burial  of  such  deceased  person  in  any 
churchyard  in  which  such  person  had  at  the  time 
of  his  death  a  right  of  interment :  Provided  also, 
that  the  incumbent  or  curate  so  refusing  shall 
at  the  time  transmit  a  statement  of  such  refusal, 
and  of  the  grounds  thereof,  to  the  Bishop  of  the 
diocese,  who  shall  thereupon  declare  to  the  said 
incumbent  or  curate,  in  writing,  whether  it  has 
or  has  not  been  shown  to  his  satisfaction  that 
there  were  reasonable  grounds  for  such  re- 
fusaL" 

The  class  of  cases  to  which  the  clause 
pointed  was  not  very  numerous,  but  it 
related  to  cases  in  which  the  Clergy  felt 
very  strongly  indeed ;  and  the  conffrega* 
tions  themselves  might  feel  that  &e  ex* 
pressions  of  faith  and  hope  were  inap- 
propriate. He  felt  sure  that  it  was 
desirable  to  absolve  clergymen  firom 
using  the  Church  of  England  service  in 
certain  circumstances ;  but  he  could  not 
accept  the  view  that  the^Clergy  had  better 
take  the  law  into  their  own  hands  and 
risk  a  prosecution,  and  he  knew  that  a 


large  part  of  the  Olersy  dMmd 
such  safeguard  as  this  daose.   He 
the  House  to  view  the  olauso  ma  if  it  kad 
comprehensive  measore  b«l6ta  it; 


no 

the  concession  was  not  a  grettt  oaa,  md 
many  of  the  Clergy  would  think  it 
a  considerable  boon. 

LoBD  SELBOBNE,  in  snpportbig  tks 
clause,  said,  that  the  subject  was  oaa  <tf 
extreme  difficulty;  but  hs  tlkooglit,  ca 
the  whole,  that  the  reasons  £or  its  adp^ 
tioH  preponderated.  Forty  years  ago 
a  numerously  signed  Petitioii  was  pn* 
sented,  representing  that  it  baeaae  is 
some  cizcumstanoes  a  strain  on  the  nuBi- 
ster's  oonsdenoe  to  use  the  Chaxcb  Ser- 
vice ;  and  no  less  a  personaffe  thm  Aic^ 
bishop  Longley  had  said  Uua  ia  tho» 
cases  he  should  decline  to  use  the  ssr 
vice,  holding  himself  compelled  to  do  w 
byalawhigherthimhumaa*  ThaC3«sr 
ought  to  be  relieved  from  this  naJbir 
position ;  nor  was  it  a  safe  stats  fi 
things,  if  they  wished  the  law  to  \m 
obeyed,  to  place  it  in  such  direot  ooafiMt 
with  an  honest  sense  of  consoientioasob- 
li^tion.  The  dause  was  so  KUToaDdid 
with  safeguards  as  to  reduce  the  daaw 
of  its  being  abused  to  the  lowest  potuk 
limits.  Taking  theee  matters  into 
sideration,  he  should  certainly 
the  clause. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  the  speech  of  the  noble  and  leaiai^ 
Lord  had  given  a  reason  why  their  Lm4* 
ships  shomd  not  agree  to  tma  danas.  hi 
he  gave  as  an  instance  where  the  bvrial 
service  should  be  revised,  the  oase  eft 
man  who  died  drunk.  Now,  in  tb» 
country,  where  in  many  plaoea  tnrr 
second  house  was  a  public-house,  sm 
when  a  drunken  man  was  so  liable  to  b* 
run  over,  or  killed  in  other  ways,  tkij 
would  not  be  a  justification  for  what  ksd 
been  so  wisely  called  p%Mi  w^mrUm  «s* 
communication.  Besidee,  in  many  easM 
dnmkennees  was  a  disease  and  sol  t 
crime. 

Thb  DtncB  t)F  BIOHMOND 
OOBDON  said,  he  was  unable  to 
the  proposal  of  the  most  rev.  Pk«y«. 
The  clause  which  had,  unfortnnatslt. 
been  passed,  that  which  was  now  aato 
consideration,  and  the  clause  which  wst 
to  be  proposed  by  the  noble  Earl  (tit 
Earl  of  Harrowby),  all  formed  neii  d 
one  system  to  wludh  he  objeetao.  B« 
would  ask  their  Lordships  to  oousifcr 
the  position  in  which  the  right  of  oMm* 
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sentars.  A  clergyman  might  take  an 
extreme  yiew,  and  oonsoientiouBly  refuse 
to  read  the  burial  service  over  the  body 
of  a  deceased  Dissenter.  Much  as  he 
respected  the  Clergy,  he  could  not  give 
them  the  liberty  of  exercising  such 
an  option  as  the  clause  appeared  to 
give. 

Thx  Eabl  of  KIMBEELEY  admitted 
that  the  Clergy  had  a  grievance  in  this 
matter,  and  would  have  been  exceedingly 
glad  if  he  could  have  supported  the  pre* 
sent  proposal,  but  he  was  unable  to  do 
so  because  he  thought  it  was  not  weU 
adapted  to  secure  the  object  in  view.  It 
wotud  be  a  hazardous  tidng  to  put  into 
the  hands  of  any.dergyman  the  extreme 
power  of  deciding  whether  he  would  or 
would  not  read  the  burial  service  ov&t 
a  parishioner  on  the  plea  that  that 
panahioner  had  led  an  immoral  life. 
Such  a  power  might  be  safely  trusted 
with  mo^  of  their  dergymen ;  but  it  was 
likely  to  be  abused  by  an  unwise  or  in- 
discreet dergjrman. 

Thb  Aschbishop  of  CANTEBBUEY 
said,  that  when  a  law  was  habitually 
broken  there  was  probably  something  in 
it  which  had  better  be  repealed.  As  the 
law  at  present  stood,  clergymen  who  re- 
fused to  bury  persons  who  had  died  in  a 
career  of  notorious  sin  ran  great  risk  of 
incurring  penalties.  The  Clergy  had 
long  felt  tms  to  be  a  grievance,  and  they 
very  naturally  objected  to  having  to 
choose  between  the  alternative  of  either 
breaking  the  law  or  violating  their  con- 
sciences ;  and  this  'clause  would  give 
relief  to  the  Clergy  in  these  cases.  As 
the  law  stood  it  produced  by  no  means  a 
wholesome  state  of  things,  and  it  was 
not  right,  he  thought,  t^t  the  Petition 
of  4,000  clergy  of  various  shades  of  opi- 
nion should  for  the  last  14  years  have 
had  no  attention  paid  to  it — for  he  could 
testify  firom  his  experience  that  such 
cases  as  had  been  mentioned  continually 
occurred.  It  was  far  better  to  put  the 
law  in  a  condition  in  which  the  clergy- 
man could  obey  it,  as  the  clause  proposed 
to  do,  than  that  he  should  be  encouraged 
to  think  lightly  of  it. 

Thb  Mabouess  of  SAUSBXTBY  ob- 
jected to  the  dauBe — not  because  it 
yielded  too  much  to  the  Clergy,  but  be- 
cause it  would  tend  to  place  uiem  in  a 
position  of  greater  difficulty  and  respon- 
sibilitythan  they  now  were.  Bethought 
that  ii  a  dause  of  this  nature  were  to  be 
carried,  giving  to  the  Clergy  an  option 


in  certain  cases  of  omitting  to  read  the 
Church  Service,  Parliament  ought  to 
define  with  precision  what  those  cases 
were.  As  it  stood,  the  clause  gave  to 
the  Clergy  a  vague  and  irresponsible 
power,  which  was  open  to  indiscretion 
and  abuse.  He  did  not  wish  to  be 
thought  insensible  to  the  conscientious 
grievance  which  it  was  sought  to  re- 
move ;  but  he  must  confess  he  did  not 
see  the  remedy ;  but  if  a  remedy  was  to 
be  given  it  must  be  one  which  would  not 
leave  anv  doubt  or  ambiguity  as  to  the 
extent  of  the  liberty  to  be  given  to  the 
dergyman. 

The  Eabl  of  CHICHESTEB  opposed 
the  dause  on  the  same  ground.  The 
clause  would  place  the  Clerey  in  the 
invidious  position  of  making  uiemselves 
the  judges  of  the  conduct  of  their  pa- 
rishioners after  death.  He  objected  to 
the  Clergy  being  allowed  to  decide  upon 
the  question  of  a  man's  life. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
brevity  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  was  a 
quality  much  to  be  desired,  and  there- 
fore he  ventured  to  submit  to  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  a  form  by  which  his  clause 
would  be  greatly  shortened.  It  might 
run  thus— 

"  Henceforward  no  clergyman  of  the  Church 
of  England  shall  be  obUgped  to  read  the  burial 
sendee  over  a  parishioner  if  the  Bishop  believes 
that  the  clerg^pinan  believes  that  the  panshionen 
believe  that  such  parishioner  had  led  an  evil 
life." 

Lord  HATHERLEY  thought  the 
vexation  to  the  friends  of  the  deceased 
at  having  the  ordinary  burial  service 
refused  would  be  greatly  enhanced  by 
its  beinff  formally  reported  to  the  Bishop 
that  such  an  interment  would  be  a  scan- 
dal to  the  neighbourhood.  And  in  the 
parish  it  would  create  the  greatest  pos- 
sible feuds  between  the  partizans  of  the 
relatives  and  the  partizans  of  the  derey- 
man.  He  deeply  felt  the  grievance,  but 
did  not  think  the  right  remedy  had  yet 
been  hit  upon.  

Thb  Eabl  op  POWIS  made  a  few 
remarks.  

Eabl  GRANYILLE  said,  this  subject 
had  been  carefully  considered  by  himself 
and  the  Friends  near  him,  but  the  matter 
had  appeared  to  be  too  difficult  for  a  lay- 
man to  briuK  before  their  Lordships.  It 
was  impossible  not  to  be  struck  by  the 
force  of  some  of  the  objections  raised  to 
the  dause ;  and,  having  brought  it  be- 
fore the  House,  he  would  recommend  the 
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most  rey.  Prelate  not  to  press  it  to  a 
division. 
The  Archbishop  of  YORK  said,  the 

gievance  was  a  real  one,  and  the  Lower 
ouse  of  Convocation  of  Canterbury 
had  passed  a  resolution  urging  the 
Bishops  that  relief  might  be  provided 
in  cases  of  an  extreme  and  scandalous 
character.  K  this  were  not  done,  the 
result  would  be  that  the  Clergy  would  be 
left  under  an  obligation  to  inter  with 
the  Burial  Service  of  the  Church  those 
cases  which  wore  so  bad  that  the  Dis- 
senting ministers  did  not  care  to  come 
forward  and  take  a  part  in.  There  were 
difficulties  in  the  way,  no  doubt,  but 
he  believed  they  would  be  minimized  by 
this  clause,  which  had  been  carefully 
drawn  under  the  best  advice.  After  the 
opposition  from  so  many  quarters,  he 
had  little  hope  from  a  division,  and  so 
he  might  find  himself  obliged  to  accept 
the  suggestion  that  he  shomd  not  diviae 
the  House. 

On  Question  ?  Eesoked  in  the  N$gatwe. 

The  Eabl  of  HARROWBY  moved 
to  insert  after  Clause  73  the  new  clause  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice,  to  the  effect 
that  where  the  friend  or  other  person 
having  charge  of  the  funeral  of  a  person 
dying  in  any  parish,  shall  give  notice  in 
writing  to  the  incumbent  or  curate  in 
charge  of  the  parish,  that  it  is  his  desire 
that  the  burial  of  the  said  person  should 
take  place  without  the  burial  service  of 
the  Church  of  England,  person  such  should 
thereupon  be  at  liberty  to  inter  deceased 
with  such  Christian  and  orderly  religious 
services  at  the  grave  as  they  may  think 
fit,  or  without  any  religious  service. 
For  the  precautions  to  be  taken  as  to 
the  character  of  the  rites,  he  would  refer 
to  the  clause  in  their  Lordships'  hands. 
The  noble  Earl  said,  he  was  glad  to  find 
that  no  attempt  was  now  made  to  depre- 
date the  grievances  of  the  Dissenters  as 
merely  sentimental,  and,  therefore,  not 
deserving  of  much  attention.  Indeed,  the 
attempt  to  meet  the  grievance  by  silent 
burial  was  in  itself  an  admission  of  its 
existence,  though  inadequate  to  its  ob- 
ject. Such  grievances  were  not  to  be 
met  by  material  considerations,  or  by 
statistics  as  to  the  number  of  occa- 
sions on  which  they  might  never  oooor. 
Like  explosive  ffases,  they  might  not 
be  seen  or  han£ed;  but  for  all  that 
they  were  not  the  less  capable  of  being 
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deeply  and  widely  felt,  and 
most  destniotive  power.  Even  th«  rig^t 
rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Petarborottgh ' 
fully  admitted  the  grievance,  thoof^k  ^ 
rejected  the  remedy.  He  (the  Bishop 
of  Peterborough)  would  confide  to  ikm 
clergyman  of  the  parish  the  ponlow 
power  of  admitting  or  rejecting,  in  «ack 
case,  the  claim  for  the  exocise  of  litet 
other  than  those  of  his  own  Gliurck 
Was  it  possible  to  conceive  a  proposal 
less  likely  to  have  a  soothing  elfoet  cc 
either  party?  The  party  applying  bad 
to  applv  for  permission  to  the  miaiatcr 
of  anotner  persuasion  than  hia  own  ;  nd 
the  clergyman  applied  to  had  to  «x«iru» 
his  discretion  as  to  the  character  of  tfe 
rites!  The  suggestion  was  moitstroeK. 
and  would  prepuce  greater  erils  tikaa 
those  which  it  was  intended  to  rema^ 
It  must  be  put  aside.  In  fact,  the  pi^ 
sumption  ou^ht  to  be  in  favour  of  th^ 
common  bunal  of  men  of  one  pariaL 
in  the  same  gpraveyard,  and  by  tlie  reB- 
gious  rites  of  the  several  parties;  tfe 
presumption  ought  to  be  in  faTOvr  of 
the  diTOrenoes  which  existed  during  Bf* 
being  buried  in  the  grave,  nnleee  aoav 
grievous  evil  could  be  proved  to  resah 
m>m  the  operation  of  that  principk 
This  could  not  be  called  a  rig^t — v* 
such  right  could  be  established ;  but  it 
was  a  natural  instinct  to  wish  for  it 
and  some  good  reason  must  be  abovm 
to  prevent  its  indulgence.  The  na- 
sons  which  had  been  most  stroBfiT 
alleged  on  the  other  side  rested  maialv 
on  apprehensions  that  the  grave  wodd 
be  made  the  scene  of  irreligioiu»  or 
unseemlv  demonstrations  or  of  out- 
break of  sectarian  bitterness.  WeD,  tk# 
clause  which  he  had  proposed,  aai! 
borrowed  in  great  measure  from  oap 
which  had  been  placed  before  thsir 
Lordships  by  a  noble  Friend  of  hi« 
(EarlGmnviUe),  was  very  peremptory  oc 
this  subject,  and  was,  in  fact,  a  bett4<r 
security  than  any  which  now  exuCvd 
K  it  could  be  strengthened,  by  all  meas« 
let  it  be  so ;  but  he  trusted  still  mors  «u 
public  feeling,  which  would  onanimoiulT 
condemn  any  attempt  to  make  an  iQ-oj* 
of  such  an  opportumty.  They  were  not 
to  take  their  measure  of  all  Diasenten 
from  the  language  of  the  libermtioa 
Society.  They,  no  donbt,  would  be  xa 
no  degree  mitigated  by  any  oonoeeeioB 
on  this  or  any  other  point,  short  of  the 
total  disestablishment  of  the  National 
Church ;  but  there  were  large 
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of  Diiflentera  who  were  actuated  by  no 
Buch  feelings  of  hoBtility — who  had, 
indeed,  a  respectful  feeling  for  the 
National  Churon — and  on  whom  the  con- 
cession proposed  would  have  a  most 
wholesome  and  healing  effect ;  whereas 
the  present  exclusion  of  their  religious 
ritee  exasperated  the  feelings  of  every 
Dissenter  in  the  country.  That  exclu- 
sion was  now  the  sole  question ;  and  was 
it  possible  to  imagine  that  it  could  be 
long  maintained?  Let  only  the  state 
of  opinion  in  this  House  be  looked  at, 
and  what  would  be  the  result  ?  What 
was  to  be  done,  let  it  be  soon  done. 
Delay  was  needless  exasperation,  and 
the  conversion  of  concession  into  defeat. 
He  had  little  hope  of  being  able  himself  to 
do  anything  material  towards  the  object; 
but  if  he  could  elicit  from  any  material 
number  of  their  Lordships  an  expres- 
sion of  their  desire  to  remove  this 
grievance,  of  that  brotherly  feeling 
towards  their  Nonconforming  fellow- 
subjects,  which  he  knew  they  entertained 
in  their  hearts,  he  would  feel  that  he 
had  done  some  slight  service  to  his 
country  and  his  Church. 

Moved  after  Clause  73  to  insert  the 
following  clause : — 

**Wli6n  the  relative  or  other  person  having 
charge  of  the  funeral  of  a  person  dying  in  any 
pariui,  or  having  had  a  nght  of  inteirment  in 
any  parish,  shall  signifv  in  writing  to  the  in- 
cumbent of  such  parish,  or  to  the  curate  in 
charge  of  the  same,  that  it  is  his  desire  that  the 
burial  of  the  said  person  shall  take  place  without 
the  burial  service  of  the  Church  of  England, 
the  said  relative  or  person  shall  thereupon  be 
at  liberty  to  inter  the  deceased  with  such  Chris- 
tian and  ordcffly  religious  services  at  the  grave 
aa  he  may  think  fit,  or  without  any  religious 
service ;  provided,  that  all  regulations  as  to  the 
position  and  making  of  the  grave  which  would 
be  in  force  in  the  case  of  a  person  interred  with 
the  service  of  the  Church  of  England  shall  be 
in  force  as  to  such  interment :  Provided  further, 
that  notice  of  the  time  when  it  is  the  wish  of 
the  relatives  or  other  persons  as  aforesaid  to 
conduct  the  said  interment  shall  be  given  to  the 
incumbent  or  curate  in  charge  at  latest  some 
time  the  day  before :  Provided  further,  that  the 
■aid  interment  shall  not  take  place  at  the  time 
of  or  within  half  an  hour  before  or  after  any 
service  in  the  church,  or  of  any  funeral  already 
appointed  in  the  churchyard. 

«*  If  any  person  shall  in  any  churohjard  use 
any  observance  or  ceremony  or  dehver  any 
addrs«  not  permitted  by  this  Act  or  otherwise 
bv  any  lawiul  auUiority,  or  be  guilty  of  any 
disorderly  conduct,  or  conduct  calculated  to 
provoke  a  breach  of  the  peace,  or  shall  under 
colour  of  any  relia;ious  observance  or  otherwise 
in  any  chnrchyaid  wilfully  endeavour  to  bring 
into  oontempt  or  obloquy  the  Christian  religion, 


or  the  belief  or  worship  of  any  church  or  deno- 
mination of  ChristianB,  or  the  ministers  or  mini- 
ster of  any  such  church  or  denomination,  he 
shall  ^be  gmlty  of  a  misdemeanor/' — {The  Earl 
of  Harrowhy.) 

The  Bishop  of  LINCOLN :  My  Lords, 
it  is  with  regret  that  I  dissent  ^m  any 
proposal  of  the  noble  Earl,  for  whom  I 
entertain  the  highest  respect.  The  noble 
Earl  is  actuated  by  the  best  motives  in 
making  that  proposal,  the  design  of 
which  IS  to  relieve  certain  grievances  of 
persons  dissenting  from  the  Church  of 
England.  The  special  grievance  which 
he  desires  to  remove  has,  it  is  universally 
allowed,  no  existence  in  populous  places. 
It  has  been  removed  by  the  provision  of 
cemeteries  in  our  towns.  The  grievance, 
whatever  it  is,  is  confined  to  our  rural 
districts.  And  if  the  present  Bill,  for 
which  we  are  deeply  indebted  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  which  would 
provide  cemeteries  in  our  rural  districts, 
should  become  law,  as  is  much  to  be 
wished,  then,  by  the  provision  of  ceme- 
teries under  its  operation,  the  grievance 
would  be  greatly  diminished  in  rural 
districts,  and  would  eventually  vanish 
there,  as  it  has  vanished  in  our  towns. 
But,  my  Lords,  what,  after  all,  is  the 
grievance?  Has  it  not  been  greatly 
magnified?  I  may  claim  some  right  to 
speak  on  this  point.  For  nearly  nine 
years  I  have  had  the  Episcopal  over- 
sight of  what  is  now  the  largest  diocese 
in  England  in  extent,  ana  which  is 
mainly  agricultural—  the  diocese  of  Lin- 
coln. I  am  stating  a  fact  which  is  no- 
torious to  most  of  my  right  rev.  Brethren, 
and  to  many  of  your  Lordships,  that 
the  Protestant  Dissenters  of  England  in 
such  dioceses  greatly  prefer  to  be  buried 
with  the  service  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, and  by  a  minister  of  that  Church. 
Let  me  cite  one  specimen  among  many 
in  evidence  of  this.  About  three  years 
ago  I  was  called  upon  to  consecrate 
a  portion  of  a  cemetery  in  a  large 
village  in  North  Lincolnshire — the  vil- 
lage of  Laceby,  near  Grimsby,  contain- 
ing more  than  1,000  inhabitants,  many 
of  whom  are  Dissenters.  In  the  pre- 
sent Spring  I  held  a  confirmation 
there,  and  inquired  how  many  persons 
had  been  buried  in  the  consecrated 
portion,  and  how  many  in  the  unconse- 
crated  part  of  that  cemetery.  The  an- 
swer was  that  more  than  30  had  been 
buried  in  the  consecrated  part,  and  only 
one  in  the  unconsecrated ;   and  it  was 
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added  that  this  one  person  had  given 
special  directions  that  he  might  be  buried 
in  the  consecrated  portion,  and  had 
pointed  out  the  spot  in  it  where  he 
wished  to  be  inteired;  so  that  in  will 
at  least  all  the  burials  were  in  the  con- 
secrated part  The  noble  Earl  desires 
to  administer  relief  to  religious  and  con* 
scientious  Dissenters.  His  Amendment, 
if  carried,  would,  I  venture  to  say,  have 
the  opposite  effect.  It  would  place  re- 
ligious Dissenters  at  the  mercy  of  poli- 
tical Dissenters.  Beligious  Dissenters, 
as  I  have  said,  prefer  the  Church  of 
England  Burial  Service,  said  by  a  mini- 
ster of  the  Church.  But  if  this  Amend- 
ment is  legalized,  then  they  would  be- 
come the  victims  of  the  intimidations  of 
political  Nonconformist  agitators,  who 
would  tell  them  that  they  were  bound  in 
honour  to  employ  the  services  of  Dis- 
senting ministers  offlciatinff  in  the 
churchyards  of  the  Church  of  England; 
and  thus,  my  Lords,  you  would  create 
other  grievances  —  grievances  which 
would  press  heavilv  on  the  Clergy  of 
the  Church  of  England.  In  the  diocese 
of  Lincoln  there  are  more  than  1,000 
clergy.  I  have  deemed  it  my  duty 
to  ascertain  their  feelings  on  this  sub- 
ject. As  far  as  the  rural  parishes  are 
considered — the  question,  I  repeat,  does 
not  affect  the  towns — I  believe  the 
clergy  of  the  diocese  to  be  almost  unani- 
mous in  imploring  your  Lordships  to 
accept  the  Bui  of  the  noble  Duke,  and 
to  reject  the  noble  Earl's  Amendment.  I 
believe  that  the  noble  Duke  has  received 
some  intimations  of  this  unanimity  from 
some  of  the  most  distinguished  clergy- 
men of  my  diocese.  They  deprecate  the 
adoption  of  the  Amendment.  The  Amend- 
ment is  proposed  as  a  measure  of  peace, 
and  as  a  settlement  of  the  question- ;  but 
it  will  stir  up  strife  and  settle  nothing ; 
it  will  open  the  gates  of  our  church- 
yards to  every  form  of  religious  schism 
and  heresy,  and  will  make  those  quiet 
resting-places  of  the  departed  to  be  the 
battle-fields  of  angry  polemics.  The 
very  safeguards  wmch  the  noble  Earl 
has  introduced  into  the  Amendment  are 
themselves  suggestive  of  this.  The  in- 
terments under  its  provisions  are  to  be 
"  Christian  and  rehffious."  Let  me  be 
allowed  to  ask  the  noble  Earl—''  Is  there 
any  form  of  sectarianism,  Protestant  or 
Bomish,  which  does  not  claim  to  be 
*  Christian  and  religious?'"  Some  of 
them  make  it  a  part  of  their  religion  to 
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deny  the  Divinity  of  Christ, 
jeot  His  humani^,  others  repodiato  te 
resurrection  of  the  body  and  the  eternltj 
of  the  future  life :  all  these  woold  b* 
enabled  under  this  Amendment  to  pn>- 
claim  their  dogmas  in  oar  chmvh^rardi 
over  the  graves  of  our  departed  fnt»d& 
The  noble  Earl's  saf eenards  will  prvft 
illusory  and  abortive.  In  the  year  U74 
Tour  Lordships  tried  to  cheek  Rnmnw- 
ing  practices  m  our  churches  and  ehutk- 
JMB  by  the  Public  Worship  Begvk- 
tion  Act.  And  now  in  this  Asnmimmi 
proposed  by  the  noble  Earl,  who  hsi 
been  regarded  hitherto  as  one  of  ev 
most  oouraffeons  champions  in  the  caam 
of  the  English  Beformation,  yon  ar«  b* 
vited  to  open  the  doors  of  everv  diiireb- 
yard  in  Ihigland  to  the  fdnerai  09nB»- 
nies  of  the  Church  of  Borne.  If  yoi 
admit  all  services  that  are  Chiistiaii  n^ 
religious  yon  cannot  exclude  them,  h 
this  likely  to  promote  peace  in  oo 
parishes  ?  I  think  not.  If  this  Amwrf 
ment  passes  you  will  have  eceBss  fib 
those  of  St.  James's,  Hatoham,  procaolarf 
by  Act  of  Parliament.  The  noble  Pro- 
poser of  the  Amendment  seems  to  ksfi 
had  some  apprehension  of  this  calaai- 
tous  result ;  for  he  has  provided  in  tt  Ike 
no  interments  shall  take  place  nndff  it 
during  Divine  service  in  the  lespsctiii 
churches  of  the  gpraveyards,  or  witks 
half-an-hour  before  or  after  any  mA 
service.  Now,  if  this  had  been  a  as- 
sage  of  peace,  surely  no  sooh  preoaotiaBi 
would  be  necessary.  Bat  Uiej  shadow 
forth  other  consequences.  I  regret  to 
say  that  defections  to  the  Church  d 
Rome  are  becoming  more  and  mortcosb 
mon  amone  ns.  Thev  are  due  to  or 
religious  divisions  and  to  other  eaoMi. 
to  which  I  will  not  now  refer.  We  otie 
expect  to  see  their  results  in  religiost 
demonstrations,  especially  on  SondtTt 
when  larfi^r  cong^gations  are  gathtsW 
together  m  our  churchyards.  Soppoii 
now,  that  you  have  Romish  prooessioat 
of  priests  in  splendid  veetmeoU,  witk 
crosses  and  crucifixes,  and  banners  1^* 
ing  and  music  playing,  and  all  the  olhir 
paraphernalia   of    a    Romish    toMmtL 

garadine  our  parishes  till  the  hiV> 
our  had  expired  and  the  time  amvii 
for  a  triumphal  entnr  into  our  Bt^flA 
churchyards  for  the  oeMmftiaft  rf 
Bomisn  services,  which  wodd  eOBlt  h 
nnder  the  designatum  bk  iW 
ment  as  "  OhfistiF 
you  think,  my  I 
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as  these  would  do  mnoh  to  settle  this 
vexed  question  (as  it  is  called)  and  to 
pTOmote  the  cause  of  peaoe  ?  I  think 
not.  They  would  cause  great  unsettle- 
ment;  they  would  attract  the  admira- 
tion of  some,  and  bitter  grief  and  great 
scandal  to  others  of  our  people,  and 
would  distract  our  parishes  with  the  con- 
flicts of  a  religious  war.  And  to  con- 
clude the  catalogue  of  these  visionary 
safeguards,  the  remedy  for  any  disorder 
that  may  opcur  at  any  interment  Uiat 
mar  take  place  under  this  Amendment 
is  mat  the  party  who  causes  it  is  to  be 
"  held  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor."  My 
Ijords,  may  I  venture  to  ask,  is  the 
clergyman  of  the  parish  with  his  slender 
income  to  incur  the  expense  of  legal  pro- 
ceedings for  punishing  offences  which 
will  have  been  encouraged  by  the  Amend- 
ment, opening  our  churchyards  to  all 
contending  re&gionists,  especially  in  this 
restless  age?  And  if  we  clergyman 
does  not  endeavour  to  defend  the  church- 
yard, who  will  undertake  to  do  it  ?  This 
safeguard,  like  the  rest,  would  be  ut- 
terly fru^ate  and  abortive.  But,  my 
Lords,  I  have  done.  Only  a  few  words 
more.  We  who  sit  on  this  Episcopal 
Bench  have  the  privilege  of  a  place  in 
this  House  in  order  to  represent  the 
Clergy,  and  to  communicate  their  feelings 
to  your  Lordships.  The  Qergy  of  Eng- 
land are  more  than  20,000  in  numb^. 
The  Church  of  England  is  one  of  the 
most  loyal  Churches  in  Christondom, 
and  the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land are  among  the  most  patriotic  citizens 
of  England,  and  among  the  most  loyal 
subjects  of  the  English  Crown.  For  the 
sake  of  the  country,  as  well  as  of  the 
Church,  I  entreat  you  not  to  alienato 
the  affections  of  the  great  majority  of 
the  Clerey  by  assenting  to  this  Amend- 
ment. They  feel  strongly  on  this  matter, 
and  I  feel  deeply  with  them ;  and,  if  I 
speak  strongly,  I  trust  that  I  may  be 
pardoned  for  doing  so.  We  feel  very 
deeply  in  his  matter,  not  for  our  own  in- 
terests, but  for  something  far  dearer  than 
that ;  we  feel  strongly  for  the  honour  of 
Almighty  GK)d,  to  Whose  honour  and 
service  our  churchyards  have  been  set 
apart  by  a  solemn  act  of  religious  con- 
secration, and  for  the  sanctity  of  that 
consecrated  ground,  which  is  Ood's  acre, 
and  which  would  be  liable  to  be  invaded 
and  desecrated  continually  if  this  Amend- 
ment becomes  law.  The  Clergy  look  to 
your  Lordships— especially  do  they  look 


to  us,  the  Bishops  of  the  Church,  to  de- 
fend them  and  meir  cause  in  this  crisis, 
and  not  to  betray  that  cause  to  those 
who,  in  the  name  of  religious  equality, 
would  subvert  the  Church  of  England, 
and  level  it  to  the  ground.  The  present 
time  is  one  of  great  religious  restless- 
ness, of  great  religious  distress — espe- 
cially to  the  Clergy.  Do  not  add  any 
more  bitter  ingredients  to  their  oup  of 
sorrow,  which  is  almost  full,  and  ready 
to  overflow ;  do  not  wound  their  ten- 
derest  feelings;  do  not,  I  entreat  you 
as  a  suppliant  in  their  behalf — do  not 
aggravate  their  unhappiness  by  revolu- 
tionizing to-night  the  ancient  law  of  the 
Church  of  England  vnth  regard  to  her 
churchyards,  by  means  of  a  Farlia- 
mentaiy  enactment,  in  opposition,  as 
I  firmly  believe,  to  the  mind  of  the 
Church  herself.  Do  not,  I  implore  you, 
my  Lords,  accept  the  present  Amend- 
ment.   

LoKD  STANLEY  of  ALDEELET 
said,  the  Besolution  or  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  was  in- 
complete, since  whilst  it  professed  to  be 
based  on  a  broad  spirit  of  toleration  and 
religious  liberty,  yet  by  the  exclusion  of 
certain  classes  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects who  were  not  of  sufficiently  nume- 
rical importance,  the  Amendment  ap- 
peared as  Uiough  it  had  been  dictated 
by  Party  considerations  and  a  regard 
for  certain  constituencies.  If  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Amendment  thought  that 
the  churchyards  of  England  were  na- 
tional property  in  the  sense  that  the  ex- 
isting possession  of  them  by  Churchmen, 
and  the  objections  of  Churchmen  to 
other  ritual  than  theirs  were  not  to  be 
regarded,  why  did  they  stop  short  where 
they  did,  and  why  did  they  not  propose 
the  words,  **  Jewish,  Christian,  Mussul- 
man, and  orderly  religious  observances?" 
thus  including  all  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects who  worship  the  same  God,  and 
who  venerate  the  same  patriarchs  and 
prophets.  If  the  advocates  of  religious 
liberty  and  of  a  toleration  which  they 
wished  to  enforce  upon  others  refused  to 

S>  thus  far,  and  urged  that  Jewish  and 
ussulman  burial  services  differed  too 
much  from  those  which  they  had  in 
view,  then  they  must  admit  the  full 
force  of  the  objections  felt  by  members 
of  the  Church  of  England  to  other  ser- 
vices than  those  which  that  Church 
provided.  But  if  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Granville)  intended  to  be  consistent  and 
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logical,  be  had  no  longer  any  option 
in  the  matter  of  advocating  the  admis- 
sion of  Jews  and  Mussukians  to  all 
the  priyileges  which  he  daimed  for 
Nonconformists.  For  the  noble  Earl 
and  his  supporters  had  repeatedly  as- 
serted that  all  Englishmen  had  a  common 
law  right  to  be  buried  in  the  church- 
yards of  England,  irrespectiye  of  and 
free  from  any  conditions  imposed  by  the 
Ohurch  of  England ;  which  conditions, 
though  they  had  descended  from  the 
earliest  times,  were  treated  by  the 
supporters  of  the  Amendment  as  usuxpa- 
tions.  If  this  theoiy  of  a  common  law 
right  to  burial  in  the  churchyards  were 
true,  it  was  clear  that  an  English  Jew 
or  Mussulman  had  all  the  rights  that 
any  other  Englishman  had,  whether  he 
were  Nonconformist  or  Churchman.  The 
Amendment,  both  in  spirit  and  tendency, 
was  materialistic,  and  entirely  disre- 
garded the  theoiy  and  intention  of 
burial  grounds,  the  object  of  which  was 
not  merely  to  dispose  of  dead  bodies,  or 
to  secure  a  sentimental  union  of  the 
bodies  of  those  who  were  disunited 
during  life  on  the  most  important  mat- 
ter of  life.  The  theory  ana  intention  of 
buxying  men  together  in  one  spot  had 
been  in  every  age,  in  eveiy  country,  and 
in  every  religion  the  spiritual  object  of 
uniting  travellers  by  the  same  road  to 
the  next  world,  and  of  facilitating  that 
journey.  For  this  reason  burial  grounds 
should  be  appropriated  to  those  who 
hold  one  ana  the  same  belief;  and  it 
was  unreasonable  to  wish  to  intrude 
persons  into  the  burial  places  of  those 
whose  belief  they  did  not  share,  and 
whose  religious  observances  they  rejected 
and  refused;  and  it  was  imreasonable 
to  daim  a  right  to  shock  the  feelings  of 
believers  in  immortality,  or  to  vitiate 
their  religious  observances,  by  the  in- 
trusion of  addresses  or  inscriptions  deny- 
ing the  immortality,  such  as  those  the 
Secularists  had  printed.  And  if  the 
theory  of  the  common  law  right  of  burial 
in  churchyards  was  to  stand,  the  secu- 
larists would  claim  under  it  all  the  privi- 
leges the  Amendment  sought  to  confer 
on  Nonconformists ;  and  there  were 
many  persons  in  Birmingham,  Nor- 
thampton, and  elsewhere  who  would 
not  rest  satisfied  with  the  Amendment 
now  proposed,  wide  as  it  was. 

Thb  Duke  of  BICHMOND  akd 
GOEDON  said,  that  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Harrowby)  appeared  to  consider 
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that  the  74th  clause  was  an  iii«ilito& 
whole  Nonconforming  body. 

The  Eael  of  HAKEOWBT:  Sa; 
I  said  that  the  Nonconformist  had  vitwd 
in  the  light  of  an  insult  what  wis  in- 
tended as  an  act  of  conciliation. 

Thb  Dukb  of  BIOHMOND  in 
GOEDON  said,  he  oonfested  hs  w« 
very  much  astonished  to  hear  that  tk 
insertion  of  a  clause  in  a  Bill  not  is* 
tended  in  any  way  as  an  insnh  to  t^ 
Nonconforming  body  should  have  b«a 
accepted  by  tnem  in  that  aensa,  mon 
particularly  as  on  two  previous  oooaaoH 
that  clause  was  inserted  in  a  Bill  wkid 
passed  through  this  House,  and  throo^ 
some  of  its  stages  in  the  other  H<mur 
The  noble  Earl  proposed  the  clause  bov 
before  the  Committee  as  a  means  d 
healing  the  differences  which  sepanta! 
us  firom  our  Nonconformist  brethna. 
and  he  said  that  it  was  absolutely  nso»- 
saiy  for  that  purpose  that  some  sad 
proposal  as  he  had  made  should  beeow 
law.  But  the  noble  Earl  was  hardh 
consistent ;  for  he  went  on  to  say  tkt 
Dissenters  in  country  places  did  imA 
differ  at  all  from  members  of  the  GkireL 
of  England,  that  the  parents  and  okil- 
dren  went  one  to  the  church  and  t^ 
other  to  the  chapel,  and  that  they  <U 
not  object  in  any  way  to  the  miniitis- 
tions  of  the  clergymen  of  the  Chunk  0/ 
England.  And  yet  the  noble  Earl  said. 
in  order  to  do  away  with  the  differsBN 
between  Nonconformists  and  Church 
men,  a  clause  like  this  must  be  pasvd 
into  law.  The  proposal  would  be  vsy 
difficult  to  carry  out  in  practice.  Tbt 
noble  Earl  proposed  that  the  relative  ii 
charge  of  tne  funeral  should  have  t^ 
deceased  interred  with  such  Christiii 
and  orderly  services  as  he  might  see  fit; 
but  what  were  Christian  and  ord«h 
services?  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  it 
"another  place,"  had  found  it  impos- 
sible to  make  a  definition.  Nor  wm 
this  all ;  for  there  were  a  certain  noB- 
her  of  persons  in  this  countiy  who  htU 
peculiar  opinions,  and  objected  aho- 
gether  to  religious  rites  at  funerak 
Again,  the  noble  Earl  had  laid  kmb* 
stress  upon  the  fact  that  everyone  had  s 
common  law  riffht  to  be  buried;  bat 
did  this  right  bdong  only  to  Chris^aas  f 
If  the  argument  were  followed  out  ii 
would  be  necessary  to  allow  seculansti 
to  bury  their  dead  with  any  serviot  thtj 
thought  proper.  He  submitted,  then,  tbst 
the  precautions  taken  were  not  dsfiaiti 
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or  distmct.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
seriously  consider  me  question ;  and  he 
wished  to  know  why  the  Church  of 
England  was  the  only  body  which  was 
not  to  be  allowed  to  set  apeurt  a  burying- 
ground  for  its  own  dead?  He  would 
uke  to  have  an  answer  to  that  ques- 
tion. 

Lord  SELBOBNE  said,  that  some  of 
the  noble  Duke's  observations  called  for 
a  reply.  He  did  not  consider  it  neces- 
sary to  attempt  a  definition  of  what  was 
a  ''Christian"  serrice,  seeing  that  the 
law  would  not  hold  anyone  to  be  a  trans- 
gressor unless  the  service  held  by  him 
were  proved  to  be  neither  Christian  nor 
ordeny.  The  law  would  have  no  diffi- 
oulty  in  determining  if  there  were  pro- 
fane, or  secular,  or  irreligious  perfor- 
mance ;  and  there  already  existed  laws 
of  the  land  on  such  subjects.  Ghreat 
legal  authorities  had  dealt  with  this  par- 
ticular question.  There  was  an  Act  of 
William  m.,  imposing  penalties  on  any 
person  educated  in  or  having  made  pro- 
fession of  the  Christian  rdigion  who 
should  by  writing,  printing,  teaching,  or 
advised  inpeaiking  deny  the  Christian  re- 
ligion. That  Act  was  still  in  force ;  and 
several  well-known  |casee  had  been  de- 
cided by  great  Judges,  as  prosecutions 
for  blasphemy,  in  which  no  difficulty 
had  been  found  in  determining  what  was 
an  assault  upon  Christianity  in  general, 
as  distinguisned  from  the  lawful  exercise 
of  private  judgment  as  to  particular 
tenets,  concerning  which  there  were 
differences  of  opinion  among  persons 
calling  themselves  Christians,  in  the 
view  of  the  law,  all  denominations  call- 
ing themselves  Christian,  who  were 
within  the  toleration  Acts,  and  their 
religious  observances,  would  be  assumed 
to  be  Christian.  With  regard  to  secu- 
larists, they  would  be  left  in  the  posi- 
tion of  persons  who,  not  believing  in 
religion,  used  no  religious  service ;  for, 
as  to  an  irrelifi^ious  form,  it  would  not 
be  a  "service'  at  all.  The  two  things 
were  a  contradiction  in  terms.  There 
ipras,  therefore,  no  question  of  religious 
liberty  in  their  case.  The  case  of  the 
Jews  would,  of  course,  occur  to  all  of 
them;  but  it  was  very  rarely  neces- 
sary to  bury  Jews  in  one  of  our  church- 
yaraSy  and  we  need  not  get  into  difficul- 
tiee  ibr  their  sakes.  These  clauses  would 
leave  them  exactly  in  their  present  posi- 
tion«  At  present  they  could  nave  a  silent 
and  they  would  have  a  silent 
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burial  if  these  clauses  were  passed. 
There  was  no  reason  why  we  should  not 
do  what  was  necessary  and  sufficient  to 
meet  the  case  of  Christian  Noncon- 
formists, a  large  and  important  body  of 
their  fellow-countrymen,  without  on  that 
account  giving  up  the  Christian  charac- 
ter of  our  chur(myards.  He  had  been 
much  astonished  to  hear  from  a  right 
rev.  Prelate,  (if  he  understood  him 
rightly),  that  the  Nonconformiste  could 
not,  in  his  opinion,  be  consistent  with 
their  own  principles,  if  they  were  satis- 
fied with  less  than  full  liberty  for  irreli- 
gious and  un-Christian,  as  well  as  reli- 
gious and  Christian  observances.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  Tthe  Bishop  of  Peter- 
borough)  agreed  that  a  state  of  things 
now  existed  which  could  not  be  safely 
allowed  to  continue,  and  that  it  was 
consistont  with  the  principles  of  the 
Church  of  England,  nghtly  understood, 
to  permit  services  of  Dissenting  ministers 
in  our  churchyards. 

Thb  Bishop  of  PETERBOROUGH : 
With  the  leave  of  the  incumbent. 

LoBD  SELBORNE  thought  if  any 
scheme  could  be  liable  to  practical  ob- 
jections it  was  that  of  the  right  rev. 
Prelate.  If  the  clergyman  of  a  parish 
were  wiUine  to  admit  a  Dissenting 
minister  and  a  Dissenting  service  he 
would  have  to  assume  the  official  re- 
sponsibility of  this  departure  from  the 
ordinary  practice  of  the  Church.  Again, 
supposing  that  in  a  diocese  containing 
200  parishes  100  clergymen  were  to 
grant  this  liberty  while  the  remainder 
refused  it,  would  such  a  state  of  thines 
be  conducive  to  peace  ?  If  the  principle 
were  rieht  the  law  ought  to  settle  the 
mode  of  carrying  it  into  effect,  and  he 
did  not  know  how  this  could  be  done 
better  than  by  adopting  the  clause  now 
under  consideration. 

Thk  Bishop  of  PETERBOROUGH 
said,  he  had  no  desire  to  degrade  the 
character  of  Christianity  or  to  facilitate 
un-Christian  and  disorderly  services  in 
our  churchyards.  It  was  almost  un- 
necessary for  him  to  make  this  denial 
but  for  the  interpretation  which  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  seemed  to  have 
put  on  his  words. 

On  Question  ?  Their  Lordships  di^ 
vided :  —  Contents  102 ;  Not-Contents 
102 : — The  numbers  being  equal,  it  was 
r  according  to  ancient  rule)  Retoked  in 
the  N$g(Uiv$, 
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Local  OoTemmeiit  Board  for  Irsliad  i^ 
to  the  boroughs  of  Dublin  and  Belfut:  ksi 
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nnunov    (mriB,    fta)    box    [ho..] 
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4av  af  thto  inatant  May.^TVW  dkmrmtm  of 
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■^^■o*** 


NAVT— THE  ARCTIC  EXPEDITION- 
COMMITTEE  OK  SCURVY.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  had  the 
following  Notice  upon  the  Paper  : — 

"To  aak  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Why  the  Report  of  the  Ck)mmittee  on  the  ex- 
istence of  scurvy  in  the  recent  Arctic  Expedition 
has  been  so  long  delayed ;  whether  the  Report 

Sublished  in  the  ''  Times"  of  the  16th  instant 
I  the  original  Report,  or  whether  it  has  been  in 
any  reQ>ect  modified  or  miti^ted  in  consequence 
of  pressure  from  the  Admiralty,  or  from  any 
other  official  quarter;  and,  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  a  large  ptui  of  the  supply  of  lime  iuice  sent 
down  to  be  put  on  board  tne  "  Albert  and  the 
"  Discovery,  before  they  left  England,  was  re- 
jeoted  by  the  Commanders  of  those  ships  on  the 
ground  that  it  had  arrived  too  late  and  that 
were  waa  not  room  for  it  on  board." 

The  hon.  Member,  on  rising  to  put  the 
Question,  said,  that  since  he  ^are  Notice 
of  the  first  part  of  the  Question  the  Ee« 
port  had  been  published,  and  therefore 
he  withdrew  that  interrogatory.  He 
would,  however,  put  the  second  and 
third  parts  of  the  Question. 

Mb.  hunt  :  The  hon.  Member  has 
withdrawn  the  first  Question  of  which 
he  gare  Notice,  as  to  why  the  Beport 
was  delayed.  I  must  withdraw  the 
second,  because  to  my  mind  the  second 
Question  is  of  an  insulting  character. 
It  is  insulting  to  the  Admiralty,  and  it 
is  insulting  to  the  Committee;  and  I 
must  dedme  to  submit  to  an  insult, 
though  put  in  the  form  of  an  interroga- 
tion. As  to  the  last  Question,  I  would 
say  that  there  is  no  foundation  in  fact 
for  the  allegation  contained  in  it. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY :  I  rise  to 
a  point  of  Order.  I  submit  that  there  is 
nothing  whaterer  in  the  Question  of  an 
insulting  character.  I  had  certainly  no 
intention  of  asking  anything  insulting  to 
anybody.  It  is  a  well-known  fact  Siat 
Beports  are  frequently  referred  back 
again  for  modification.  I  will  put  the 
question  in  any  form  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  may  desire  to  have  it 
modified.  But  I  wish  to  have  the  infer* 
mation  before  the  public;  and,  as  the 
House  will  observe,  the  right  hon.  Oen* 
tleman  ha«  not  answered  either  of  these 
two  most  important  Questions. 

Mb.  HUNT:  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Ad- 
Buralty  appointed  a  Committee.  That 
Committee  was  of  a  judicial  character, 
and  the  hon.  Member  asks  whether  the 
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•  Admiralty  have  applied  pressure  to  that 
Committee  in  order  to  induce  them  to 
modify  their  Beport.  I  consider  that  an 
insulting  question,  and  I  have  nothing 
to  add  to  the  answer  that  I  gave  to  the 
Member  on  the  subject.  I  hare  answered 
the  third  Question — namely,  there  is  no 
foundation  in  fact  in  the  allegation  im- 
plied in  that  Question. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENBY :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  inform  me  whether 
the  Report  has,  in  any  respect,  been 
modified  ?  That  is  the  Question  I  desire 
to  have  answered — whether  this  is  the 
original  Eeport  of  the  Committee,  or 
whether  the  Report  which  is  now  pub- 
lished, which  I  may  say  is  a  very  meagre 
one,  is  a  modification  of  the  original 
Report?    reorder!''] 

Mr.  BuTT  :  I  beg  leave  to  inqtiire 
[''Order!"] 

Mr.  SPEAETER:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  must  give  Notice  of 
his  Question. 

Mb.  BUTT:  I  beg  leave  to  move 
that  this  House  do  now  adjourn.  I 
must  say  that  the  manner  in  which  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  seems  to 
regard  the  Question,  which  refers  to  a 
matter  of  great  interest,  is  not  the 
manner  in  which  a  Question  ou^^ht  to 
be  received  by  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers.  The  Question  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  has  put  is,  whe- 
ther the  Report  published  in  2^  Timet 
of  the  1 6th  instant  is  the  original  Report, 
or  whether  it  has  been  in  any  reject 
modified  or  mitieated  in  consequence  of 
pressure  from  the  Admiralty,  or  from 
any  other  official  quarter  ?  Now,  that 
is  a  very  plain  Question,  and  admits  of 
a  very  plain  answer,  and  that  answer 
has  not  been  given.  It  is  a  matter  on 
which  the  House  has  a  right  to  be  in- 
formed, and  on  which  any  Member  of 
the  House  has  a  right  to  put  a  Question. 
I  really  do  not  understand  that  this 
Question  does  reflect  in  the  manner  the 
First  Lord  assumes  upon  any  official.  I 
can  easily  conceive  Reports  being  sent 
]back  to  a  Committee  from  an  official 
quarter  asking  to  have  some  error  rec- 
tified ;  but,  even  suppose  it  does  reflect 
upon  anybody,  that  is  the  very  reason 
why  he  should  answer  it,  and  why  he 
should  deny  the  allegation;  and  I  say 
that  we  submit  to  a  very  g^eat  curtail- 
ment of  the  rights  of  Members  if  we  are 
to  be  satisfied  with  a  Minister  getting 
up  and  saying — "  I  will  not  answer  the 

Mr.  Sunt 


Question,  because  I  think  tkfrt  ii  a 
implied  insult  in  it."  That  is  t  tiiii|  to 
which  I  think  the  House  on^ht  oot  to 
submit.  I  now  move  the  Adjoonnuct 
of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  popoiel 
''That  this  House  do  now  adjoan.''' 
{Mr.  Butt.) 

The  CH  ANCELLOB  of  the  EXCEL 
QUEB :  I  regret  very  much  thtt  tb 
heat  has  suddenly  erown  up;  hot  I  ou 
crave  leave  to  say  Uiat  I  think  thsQcM- 
tion,  as  it  stands  on  the  Paper,  dM 
convey  a  very  serious  reflection  upon  tLi 
Admiralty,  because  it  implies  tW  t^ 
Admiralty  have  taken  some  steps  to  gft 
a  Beport  which,  as  my  right  hon.  Friod 
says,  was  intended  to  be  of  a  jodkii 
character,  modified  or  mitigated.  Nov, 
if  that  had  been  done  by  the  Adminltr 
it  would  have  been  undoubtedly  t  w 
serious  offence,  and  one  which  wmld 
deserve  serious  notice.  I  do  not  thiat 
therefore,  the  hon.  Member  for  Gthnj 
has  a  right  to  put  a  Question  of  thai 
sort,  unless  ho  has  some  ground  tofottt 
such  an  assertion.  If  he  has,  I  thini :: 
will  be  more  convenient  to  the  How 
and  more  fair  to  the  Govemme&t  tb: 
those  grounds  should  be  stated,  tod  thi: 
some  distinct  Motion  should  be  msdi. 
and  in  the  absence  of  anything  of  tkii 
kind  I  think  my  riffht  hon.  Fnend  vm 
justified  in  feeling  hurt  at  a  QosstioB  d 
this  sort  being  put,  and  which  bj  im^- 
cation  reflects  very  seriously  upon  tb» 
conduct  of  the  Admiralty. 

Me.  MITCHELL  HENBY:  I  is 
entitled  to  say  a  word  on  the  Motios  (d 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  The  Qfit^ 
tion  I  have  asked  is  a  definite  one,  ne 
can  be  easily  and  definitely  anrrere^ 
It  is,  whether  the  Beport  is  the  origist^ 
Beport,  or  whether  it  has  been  modi£i^ 
for  any  reason  ?  If  it  has  not  b(« 
modified,  then  let  the  right  hon.  Osotl^ 
man  say  so,  for  he  knows  perfecUj  vcL 
that  the  proceedings  of  courts  mtitiAl. 
which  are  judicial  inquiries,  are  t*- 
ouently  referred  back  for  alteratkn  £ 
the  finding,  and  so  are  all  these  RepofH 
If  this  ^port  has  been  modified*  vi 
have  a  right  to  know  further  ntrti* 
oulars;  and  I  should  then  give  a  Notk» 
of  Motion  upon  the  subject.  But  I  p^ 
test  against  the  language  of  the  n^ 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  protest  against  lu« 
applying  to  me^nor  shall  he  do  it  is 
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this  House  or  elsewhere— language  of 
the  kind  in  which  he  was  pleased  to  in- 
dulge. He  spoke  of  my  having  put  an 
inAuit  upon  him,  to  which  he  would 
not  submit.  I  have  done  no  such 
thing.  These  Questions  are  frequently 
answered,  and  I  submit  that  the  right 
bon.  Oentleman  is  disorderly  in  the  lan- 
guage be  has  used  to  me,  and  which  will 
not  at  all  intimidate  me  in  the  perform- 
ance of  my  public  duty. 

8im  JOSEPH  M*KENNA:  I  think 
the  bon.  Member  for  Qalway  misappre- 
hsnded  altogether  the  judicial  character 
of  the  tribunal  to  which  this  Question 
wu  referred,  and  the  misunderstanding 
arisas  altogether  from  that  fact.  If  my 
hon.  Friend  had  known  that  the  Admi- 
ralty had  referred  this  inquiry  to  a  judi- 
cial tribunal,  I  am  sure  he  would  be  the 
last  man  in  the  House  to  reflect  upon 
the  Admiralty,  or  to  assume  for  a  mo- 
ment that  the  Beport  had  been  modified. 
I  am  quite  sure  that  the  First  Lord 
would  not  be  guilty  of  putting  pressure 
npon  any  Oommittee  of  a  judicial  cha- 
racter. 

Ma!  LYON  PLAYFAIE  beHered 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  knew 
the  feeling  which  prevailed  amon^t 
medical  men  on  the  subject  to  which 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  re- 
ferred he  would  be  veij  desirous  to  eive 
information  upon  it.  There  was,  riKhtly 
or  wrongly,  a  general  impression  that  a 
Beport  was  affr^ed  upon  by  the  Com- 
mittee, and  that,  for  some  reason  or 
other,  it  had  been  delayed,  and  finally 
altered  by  the  Oommittee.  He  did  not 
approve  of  the  language  in  which  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  was  ex- 
pressed. But,  if  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man had  no  objection,  he  would  be 
prepared  to  ask  him,  after  the  other 
Uaestions  had  been  disposed  of,  whether 
the  Beport  published  in  the  newspapers 
on  the  16tn  instant  was  the  original 
Beport  as  it  passed  the  Committee,  or 
whether  it  had  been  in  any  respect 
modified? 

Ua.  HUNT:  I  have  not  the  slightest 
objection  to  answer  the  Question  in  that 
farm.  The  Report  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  is  the  only  Beport  I  have 
Men  or  heard  of.  It  bears  date  the  3rd 
of  March,  and  was  presented  to  the 
Admiralty  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Oom- 
mittee, aooompanied  by  a  note  stating 
that  they  had  not  yet  obtained  the 
Beport  or  Memorandum  of  the  Members 


of  the  Medical  Oommittee.  The  Beport 
was  detained  until  that  memorandum 
was  received  in  a  complete  shape,  and 
as  soon  as  it  was  received — namely,  on 
the  7th  of  March,  the  Beport  of  the 
Committee  was  immediately  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  has  yet  been  circulated  among 
hon.  Members.  There  has  been  no  delay 
whatever  in  producing  it;  and  no  inti- 
mation has  been  g^ven  to  the  Committee 
by  the  Admiralty,  except  to  thank  them 
for  the  pains  they  had  taken  in  conduct- 
ing the  inquiry. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENBY :  I  beg  to 
give  Notice  that  after  Whitsuntide  I 
shall  ask  whether  the  Beport  of  the 
Committee,  which  has  been  printed  as  a 
Parliamentary  Paper  and  issued  to  hon. 
Members,  is  that  which  was  originally 
come  to  by  the  Committee,  or  whether 
it  has  been  in  any  respect  modified  ? 

NAVY— H.M.8.  "  NEWCASTLE." 

QUESTION. 

Me.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether, 
in  accordance  with  his  promise  made  in 
this  House  on  the  9th  February,  a  Court 
of  Inquiry  has  been  held  to  investigate 
the  circumstances  attending  the  drown- 
ing on  the  Idth  of  December  last  in  the 
China  seas  of  Mr.  Wing^eld,  midship- 
man, and  three  seamen  belonging  to 
Her  Mwesty's  ship  **  Newcastle?" 

Mb.  HUNT,  in  reply,  said,  that  a 
Court  of  Inquiry  would  sit  to-morrow  at 
Sheerness  to  inquire  into  the  matter  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question.  The  Court 
would  be  an  open  one.  The  father  of 
the  poor  young  man  who  had  been  mid- 
shipman on  board  the  ship  had  received 
notice  of  the  inquiry ;  and  although  he 
could  not,  according  to  the  rules,  appear 
as  a  prosecutor,  either  in  person  or  by 
counsel,  any  question  he  might  suggest 
to  the  Court  would  be  put  to  the  wit- 
nesses, subject  to  the  discretion  of  the 
president. 

POST  OFFICE  TELEGRAPHS-CHARGES. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  JACOB  BRIOHT  asked  the  Post- 
master Oeneral,  If  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  correspondence  in  the  Man- 
chester newspapers  on  the  subject  of  the 


1099 


NMtmal  JEdfuaUon  (COMMONS)        {Iramf}.—<^mlim.      IW 


anomalies  of  the  Post  Office  Telegraph 
charges ;  whether  it  is  true  that  a  mes- 
sage of  twenty  words  from  hence  to 
Vienna  costs  7«.  8(f.,  while  a  message 
from  Vienna  to  Manchester  costs  baraly 
6«. ;  a  message  from  hence  to  any  part 
of  Germany  costs  7«.,  while  a  message 
from  Germany  to  Manchester  costs  barely 
6«.  Zd, ;  the  registration  fee  for  a  letter 
from  England  to  Germany  costs  Ad,^ 
while  a  registration  from  Germany  to 
England  costs  only  2\d, ;  a  pattern 
weighing  under  an  ounce  from  England 
to  Germany  costs  \d,f  while  a  pattern  of 
similar  weight  from  Germany  to  Eng- 
land costs  ^d.\  and,  whether  he  wul 
consent  to  the  changes  that  have  been 
proposed,  in  order  to  relieve  those  who 
are  engaged  in  the  commerce  of  the 
country? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS :  My  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  correspon- 
dence in  question.  In  respect  to  the 
telegraph  cnarges,  they  are  based  on  the 
reflations  settled  at  the  St.  Petersburg 
Telegraph  Conference  of  1875,  and 
another  Conference  will  sit  in  London 
in  the  spring  of  next  year,  when  these 
particular  charges  will  be  re-considered 
and  probably  reduced.  In  respect  to 
the  postal  charges,  they  are  based  on 
the  regulations  of  the  Postal  Conference 
of  1876;  and  although  another  Confe- 
rence will  be  held  in  London  in  1878, 1 
cannot,  of  course,  predict  that  these  par- 
ticular charges  will  be  modified  or  re- 
duced. I  may  add  that  the  pattern  post 
charge  of  \d.  from  England  to  Germany 
carries  matter  up  to  two  ounces  in  weight, 
and  not  only  up  to  one  ounce  as  stated  in 
the  Question. 

QUEEN'S  UNIVERSITY  (IRELAND). 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  COWPER-TEMPLE  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  it 
be  true  that  the  bye-law  passed  in  1876, 
by  the  Senate  of  the  Queen's  University 
for  the  admission  of  women  to  examina- 
tion for  degrees  in  art  and  medicine,  has 
been  thwarted  and  rendered  inoperatiye 
by  a  refusal  on  the  part  of  the  Councils 
of  Professors  of  the  Queen's  Colleges  of 
Belfast,  Galway,  and  Cork,  to  admit  any 
of  the  female  students  who  presented 
themselves  for  matriculation  ? 

Sra  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
I  have  no  official  knowledflre  of  the  pro- 
ceeding^ of  the  Councils  of  the  Queen's 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright 


Colleges ;  and  I  have  iK>t  bees  db  to 
obtain  in  the  short  time  that  hfli  Af«l 
since  the  right  hoa.  Oendeman  fgtm 
Notice  of  his  Question,  fbll  infacnite 
as  to  what  may  have  passed  in  tea  le 
this  subject.  JBut,  00  tar  as  Aeitlv- 
mation  enables  me  to  replT,  I  do  vt 
think  that  any  action  taken  by  thoa  «■ 
fairly  be  described  as  ^WBitiBgarm- 
dering  inoperative  the  bye-law  of  ^ 
University  allowing  women  to  bt  ad- 
mitted to  examination  for  degisw  b 
arts  or  medicine.  I  may  reonsd  A* 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Govn- 
ment  have  no  authority  oTer  the  OAp 
Councils  in  such  matters ;  and  it  appi 
to  me  that,  even  if  they  hadi  any  attnfi 
by  the  GKyvemment  to  compel  Umb  ^ 
act  in  a  certain  direction,  would  be 
trary  to  the  spirit  of  the  Imr 
whidi  they  were  astablidied. 

THE  MA.GISTRACY— COMMITTAL  C 
KNUT8F0RD.— QUESTION. 


Me.  HOPWOOD  asked  the 
of  State  for  the  Home  Depaztaoi 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  ttM 
to  the  complaint  made  by  the  m^dtmd 
Altrincham,  in  the  county  of  QmHb 
that  they  were  called  upon  to  tiy  oiaav 
committed  at  Knntsfoxd,  aerenniiiHtf 
whether,  the  noUoe  gave  as  an  aem 
that  they  comd  find  no  magisteins 
Enutsfora;  whether,  in  oonawiui^ 
prisoners  are  sometimes  kept  at  u*- 
ford  several  days  fbr  trial,  and  aie  «»- 
veyed  handcnned  to  Altrinoham;  wd 
whether  he  will  use  his  influenoe  to  cv* 
rect  this  state  of  things  ? 

Mb.  A88HET0N  0B088,  in  nph. 
said,  some  of  the  magistrates  at  Kv0> 
ford  having  been  returned  to  that  Hov 
and  others  having  died,  he  had  rtemrti 
representations  as  to  the  iueunfwwsfr 
which  had  thus  been  caused  ia  1^ 
neighbourhood,  and  had  sent  thiB  t.- 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  order  tkil  if 
might  take  action  in  the  matter. 

NATIONAL    EDUCATION    (IEELASD- 
NATIONAL  SCHOOL  OF  BAHKKKA- 

QUSSTIOir. 


Mb.  butt  asked  the  Chief 
for  Lrelandi  Whedier  any 
tions  have  been  made  to  the 
sioners  of  National  Bdooalkni  is 
to  the  e£M;  that  Odond  LkfA  M 
tiie  manager  of  a  Natfood  MMHk* 
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connfy  of  Monaghan,  has  endeayonred 
to  compel  the  tenants  on  the  estate  of 
Lord  HoBsmore,  over  which  he  is  agent, 
to  withdraw  their  children  from  the 
neighbouring  National  School  of  Ea- 
lieera  (although  that  school  is  conducted 
in  all  respects  in  accordance  with  the 
rules  of  the  Board)  by  threatening  to 
deprive  them,  and  actually  proceeding 
in  some  instances  to  deprive  them,  of  the 
priyilege  of  turbary,  which  they  have 
hitherto  enjoyed  in  connection  wi&  their 
fisurms,  if  they  permitted  their  children 
to  attend  that  school ;  and,  whether  any 
steps  have  been  taken  by  the  Commis- 
sioners in  reference  to  Colonel  Lloyd's 
position  as  manager  of  a  National  School 
in  consequence  of  such  representations  ? 
Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH: 
I  am  informed  that  some  representations 
of  the  kind  referred  to  have  been  made 
to  the  Commissioners  of  National  Educa- 
tion by  the  Bev.  L.  J.  O'Neil  and  other 
priests  in  the  neighbourhood;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  other  representations 
bave  been  made  by  Colonel  Lloyd  that 
undue  interference  has  been  exercised 
by  the  priests  in  obtaining  the  with- 
drawal of  children  from  schools  of  which 
he  is  manager.  The  whole  question  is 
at  present  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Oommissioners  of  National  Education. 


NATIONAL  SCHOOLS   (IRELAND)— 
MONAGHAN.— QUESTION. 

Sib  JOHN  LESLIE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  existing  difiBl- 
culties  concerning  National  Schools  on 
Lord  Bossmore's  estate  in  the  county  of 
Monaghan ;  whether  the  Bev.  Laurence 
J.  O'Neil,  who  has  been  the  recognized 
manager  of  Bakeeragh  National  School, 
is  the  samepersonwho  was  dismissed  from 
the  chaplaincy  of  Monaghan  Gaol  for  pro- 
curing the  signature  of  a  prisoner  to  a 
Poor  Law  voting  paper;  and,  whether 
there  is  any  objection  to  lay  before  the 
House  a  Copy  of  the  Correspondence 
which  has  taken  place  relative  to  Drum- 
garley,  Bakeeragh,  and  Tattencleare 
National  Schools,  between  the  managers 
of  said  schools,  the  district  inspector. 
Colonel  Lloyd  the  agent  to  Lord  Boss- 
more,  and  the  Commissioners  of  the 
National  Board  of  Education  ? 

SiE  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH  : 
This  Question  is  one  of  administration 
by  the  Commissioners  of  National  Edu- 


cation, and  my  attention  has  only  been 
called  to  it  by  the  Notices  of  the  Ques- 
tions of  my  hon.  Friend  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick,  and 
by  a  communication  which  I  have  re- 
ceived from  my  hon.  Friend.  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  Bev.  L.  J.  O'Neil  is  the 
same  person  who  was  dismissed  from  the 
chaplaincy  of  Monaghan  Gaol  for  pro- 
curing the  signature  of  a  prisoner  to  a 
Poor  Law  voting  paper.  I  do  not  think 
there  would  be  any  objection  to  the  pro- 
duction of  the  correspondence  on  the  sub- 
ject, except  that  I  believe  it  is  rather  vo- 
luminous ;  but  if  produced,  of  course  it 
should  fairly  show  both  sides  of  the 
question. 

POST  OFFICE— SEIZUEE  OF  BOOKS,  &c. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOB  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  during  the  last  week  a  large  quan- 
tity of  publications,  including  the  fol- 
lowing, viz. :  a  newspaper  called  the 
''National  Beformer,"  three  pamphlets 
written  by  Mr.  Charles  Bradlaugh,  and 
a  pamphlet  entitled  ''No.  10  of  the 
Freethinker's  Text  Book,"  written  by 
Mrs.  Besant,  have  been  seized  and  de- 
tained at  the  General  Post  Office,  under 
the  Act  33  and  34  Vie.  c.  79,  s.  20,  as 
"indecent  or  obscene;"  if  he  is  aware 
that  these  publications  have  been  re- 
gularly sold  without  complaint  or  prose- 
cution ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  a  Copy  of  the  Begulations 
issued  with  the  approval  of  the  Treasury 
required  by  the  Act  ? 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  :  I  am  in- 
formed that  none  of  the  publications 
specified  in  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman have  been  detained  at  the  Gene- 
ral Post  Office,  and  I  cannot  say  that  I 
know  anything  about  the  circumstances 
of  the  sale  of  these  publications.  Some 
copies  of  a  publication  entitled  Fruits  of 
Philosophy  have  been  detained  under  the 
Act  33  &  34  Vict  c.  79,  s.  20,  as  "in- 
decent."  Begulations  were  made  under 
Section  20  with  the  approval  of  the  Trea- 
suiy.  They  are  dated  the  26th  of  Sep- 
tember, 1870,  and  I  shall  be  happy  to 
lay  a  Copy  on  the  Table  of  the  House  if 
the  hon.  Member  moves  for  it. 

THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— THE  LATE 
NEGOTIATIONS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  E.  JENBLINS  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
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Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
aware  that  after  the  Conference  at  Con- 
stantinople, and  before  the  negotiations 
preceding  the  Protocol  of  London,  the 
Government  of  the  Sublime  Porte  had 
itself  propounded  or  suggested  its  will- 
ingness to  send  a  Special  Envoy  to  St. 
Petersburg  to  treat  on  the  subjects  of 
disarmament  or  demobilisation ;  and, 
whether  the  phrase  in  the  Eussian  de- 
claration attached  to  the  Protocol,  viz., 

**  qu'elle  envoie  k  St.  Petersbourg  un  Envoy^ 
Sp^al  pour  traiter  da  d^nnement,  anquel  oa 
MajcMit^  L'Empereor  consentirait  ausn  de  ion 
cot6," 

was  more  than  a  reference  to  this  pre- 
vious suggestion  or  proposal  of  the 
Porte  ? 

Mr.  BOUEKE:  I  am  afraid  I  can 
only  inform  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
dee that  we  have  no  information  at  the 
Foreign  Office  with  respect  to  the  will- 
ingness of  the  Sublime  Porte  at  any 
time  to  send  a  Special  Envoy  to  St. 
Petersburg,  beyond  that  which  is  con- 
tained in  the  Papers  which  have  been 
laid  upon  the  Table. 

AFRICAN  EXPLORATION— MR.  STAN- 
LEY.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AflPairs, 
Whether  any  communication  has  been 
received  at  the  Foreign  Office,  or  to  his 
knowledge  by  any  of  Her  Majesty's 
Consuls  in  Africa,  from  Mr.  H.  M. 
Stanley,  in  reply  to  Lord  Derby's  De- 
spatch, informing  him  that  he  had  no 
authority  to  use  the  British  flag  in  his 
attacks  on  the  natives  at  Bambireh  Is- 
land, Yictoria  Nyanza,  in  July  and  Au- 
gust, 1875? 

Mb.  BOUEEJi:  I  think  the  most 
satisfactory  answer  I  am  able  to  give  to 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  is,  **No.*' 

Mr.  ANDEESON  :  As  none  has  been 
received,  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  I  will 
repeat  the  Question  in  June. 

CRIMINAL   LAW— CASE  OP  ALBERT 
JONES.— QUESTION. 

Me.  morgan  LLOTD  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, If  he  will  inquire  whether 
it  be  true  that,  on  the  third  instant 
one  Albert  Jones,  aged  eight  years, 
was  committed  to  Montgomery  Gaol  by 

Jfr.  E,  Jcnkim 


two  of  the  Welshpool  Boroarii «    

to  be  kept  on  remand  until  Uda  day,  oi 
a  charge  of  stealing  twenty-four  ihillTap 
— ^baU  beinff  refused ;  whether,  as  «kBi«l 
by  the  boy^  mother  to  one  of  th»  Ym^ 
ing  Justices,  she  was,  on  the  lOch  b- 
stant,  requested  to  induce  her  hosbaBd 
to  vote  ior  the  Gonservative  c^adidsf 
at  the  now  pending  election,  and  d*- 
dined  to  do  so  because  her  boj  wea  kipi 
in  prison ;  and,  whether,  on  the  fbtlov- 
inff  day,  the  boy  was  releaeed  by  a£ 
order  signed  by  one  of  the  oommittia^ 
magistrates  on  the  express  stipnlariiw 
that  the  boy's  father  would  TOte  lor  tb* 
Conservative  candidate  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  .•  Since  tlu 
Question  was  put  to  me  the  oUmt  di^. 
the  hon.  Member  handed  to  me  a  Wctir 
signed  by  a  Mx.  Crewe  Bead,  sad  u 
consequence  of  that  letter  I  thooght  k 
right  to  make  inquiry  in  the  locality.  I 
have  not  yet  got  an  answer  b j  poal  wj- 
self;  but  an  hon.  Friend  of  mine  hv 

5 laced  in  my  hand  a  letter  signed  by  th» 
[ayor  and  one  of  the  committing  mafv- 
tratee,  in  which  they  say  they  estinlr 
denv  the  statements,  or  that  there  is  th» 
edightest  foundation  for  the  aoonntidc. 
I  received  a  few  minutes  aso  a  telagitii 
from  the  Mayor  of  Welshpool  to  mj 
that  he  has  replied  to  mv  oommnnifetinr. 
by  post  denymg  the  charge,  and  ^ii. 
if  necessary,  he  would  come  op  ^ 
evening  in  order  to  explain  the  wUr 
matter.  

Mr.  MOBGAN  LLOTD:  Wm  ti* 
right  hon.  Gentleman  read  the  lett«  cf 
Captain  Crewe  Bead  that  I  handed  (" 
him?  [''No!'']  May  I  ask  if  the  boT 
was  committed  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  said,  h 
thought  he  had  explained  that  he  bad 
written  down  to  Welshpool,  and  that  W 
had  not  yet  received  an  anawer.  As 
soon  as  he  received  it  he  shoold  be  gli^ 
to  place  it  in  the  hands  of  the  hon.  aaa 
learned  Member. 

Mb.  MOBGAN  LLOYD  gave  Nobr* 
that  he  would  again  call  attention  totks 
question  after  the  holidays. 

LOCAL  GOVEKNMENTJSOOTLAM))- 
STATI6TI0AL  BETUBKB. 

Qussnov. 

Sir  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  asked  Um 
SeoretajT  of  State  for  the  HomeDewt- 
ment.  Whether  his  attention  has  dm 
called  to  the  cixcumfltanoe  that,  owing 
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to  the  functions  of  the  Local  (Govern- 
ment Board  not  extending  to  Scotland, 
the  statistics  of  local  government  and 
taxation  supplied  for  England  and  Ire- 
land are  not  supplied  for  Scotland ;  and, 
if  he  will  take  steps  to  provide  for  such 
Betums? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
aaid,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  should 
remember  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  was  merely  an  extension  of  the 
old  Poor  Law  Board.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  communicate  with  the  Lord 
Advocate,  he  would  have  no  difficulty 
in  obtaining  the  information  he  wanted. 

BUSSIA    AND    TURKEY— THE    WAE— 

BLOCKADE  OF  THE  BLACK  SEA 

PORTS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  WAIT  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  On 
what  date  official  advice  was  forwarded 
to  the  Britbh  Consul  at  Odessa  that  the 
commencement  of  the  blockade  of  the 
Black  Sea  ports  by  the  Ottoman  Porte 
had  been  deferred  for  seven  days ;  if  it 
is  true  that  the  British  Consul  received 
this  important  information  only  through 
the  Italian  Consul ;  and,  why  no  official 
notification  was  forwarded  to  him,  while 
foreign  Despatches  reported  the  decree 
of  blockade  on  the  5th  instant  ? 

Ma.  BOUBKE:  A  telegram  was 
sent  on  the  subject  to  Consul  General 
Stanley  at  Odessa,  and  to  the  other 
Consuls  in  Turkey  on  the  10th  instant. 
The  regulations  regarding  the  extension 
of  the  time  of  the  blockade  were  received 
at  the  Foreign  Office  on  the  8th  instant, 
and  were  immediately  made  public. 

CHINA— THE  MARQART  EXPEDITION. 

QUESTION. 

Ma.  HOLT  (for  Mr.  Mabx  Stewabt) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  When  Uie  Beport  of 
Mr.  urosvenor's  Mission  to  Tunnan, 
with  the  remainder  of  the  Papers  con- 
nected with  the  Marfl;ary  Expedition, 
and  also  the  Papers  of  the  recent  Con- 
vention between  Sir  Thomas  Wade  and 
the  Chinese  Government,  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  ? 

Mb.  BOXJRKE:  I  can  assure  the 
hon.  Member  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  as  anxious  as  he  is  that 
these  Papers  should  be  produced  as  soon 
as  possible ;  but  there  are  a  great  num- 


ber of  other  Papers  of  a  very  volumi- 
nous character  now  being  printed  at  the 
Foreign  Office.  These  Papers  are  now 
in  a  very  forward  state,  and  they  will 
be  presented  to  the  House  as  soon  as 
possible,  taking  into  consideration  the 
importance  and  the  voluminous  character 
of  these  and  the  other  Papers  which 
are  now  being  printed  by  the  Foreign 
Office. 


ARMY  PROMOTION  AND  RETIREMENT. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  asked.  When  the 
scheme  of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  Promotion  and  Betirement  will  be 
submitted  to  the  House  ? 

Mb.  GATHOHNE  HABDY,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  the  subject  was  still  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Treasury,  and 
he  had  not  received  their  opinion  upon 
the  scheme.  He  proposed,  when  he  was 
in  a  position  to  do  so,  to  lay  before  the 
House  a  Paper  containing  the  heads  of 
the  scheme.  He  would  then  make  a 
statement  to  the  House,  so  as  to  give 
hon.  Members  a  full  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  subject,  and  it  was  his  desire 
to  give  the  House  the  fullest  information 
at  ike  earliest  possible  moment. 

ARMY— MILITIA   RECRUITS. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  BBIGGS  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  he  will  inform  the 
House  how  many  of  the  38,000  recruits 
enlisted  last  year  for  the  Militia  were 
under  18  years  of  age,  how  many  were 
between  18  and  25,  and  how  many  were 
over  25  years  of  age  ? 

Mb.  GATHOBNE  HABDY,  in  reply, 
said,  there  was  no  Betum  in  the  War 
Office  on  the  subject.  It  would  be  neces- 
sary to  oommumcate  with  every  Militia 
Adjutant  in  the  Kingdom  to  obtain  such 
information  as  the  hon.  Member  desired. 
He  did  not  think  it  was  worth  while  to 
make  investigation,  and  therefore  he 
was  not  prepared  to  call  on  the  Militia 
regiments  to  make  a  Betum. 

TURKEY— BOSNIA.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  Government  have 
received  any  Beport  from  Vice  Consul 
Freeman  as  to  the  recent  massacres  at 
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Ochievo  in  Bosnia,  or  generally  as  to  the 
condition  of  thatprovince ? 

Mr.  BOUKKE  :  We  have  received  a 
telegram  ^m  Consul  General  Holmes 
stating  Mr.  Freeman  had  returned  from 
visiting  Glamosoh  and  Ochievo,  and  that 
his  Beports  are  on  their  way  home.  They 
will  be  presented  without  delay  when 
they  arrive. 

PARLIAMENT  —  THE    WHITSUNTIDE 

RECESS. 

The  CHANCELI^OB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEB  moved  **  That  the  House,  at  its 
rising,  do  adjourn  till  Thursday  the  3 1st 
day  a£  this  instant  May." 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  thought  it  would  be 
for  the  convenience  of*  the  House  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  state  what 
Business  would  be  taken  on  Thursday, 
the  3 1st,  and  on  the  foUowing  Monday. 

Thb  CH  ANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB:  We  propose  on  Thursday,  the 
3 1st,  to  take  Supply  (Civil  Service  Esti- 
mates), and  on  Monday,  assuming  that 
we  do  not  finish  the  University  Bill  to- 
night, to  go  on  with  that  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to, 
ORDERS     OF    THE    DAT. 


UNIVERSITIES  OF  OXFORD  AND  CAM- 
BRIDGE {re-eommitied)  BILL— [Bill  113.] 
(Mr.  OathoTfu  Hardy,  Mr,  Astheton  CrosSf 
Mr,  JFalpole.) 

OOMMITTKB.     [PfO^rMf  15th  i/by.] 

Bill  eomidored  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  23  (Union  of  Colleges  and  Halls 
or  combination  for  education). 

Mb.  DODSON  moved,  in  paffe  8, 
lines  80  and  81,  to  leave  out  **  wiUi  the 
consent  in  writing  of  the  visitor  of  the 
CoUege."    The  muse  enacted  that — 

**The  CommiBiionen,  in  statutee  made  by 
them,  may  from  time  to  time  make  provision 
for  the  complete  or  partial  union  of  two  or  more 
Colleges,  or  of  a  College  or  CoUegee,  with  a 
Hftll  or  HallB,  or  of  two  or  more  Halls,  or  for  the 
organization  of  a  combined  educational  system 
in  and  for  two  or  more  Colleges  or  Halls,  pro- 
Tided  application  in  that  behalf  was  made  to  the 
Commissioners  on  the  part  of  each  College  and 
Hall,  as  follows :—(!.)  In  the  case  of  a  College 
in  the  Uniyenity  of  Oxford,  by  resolution  passed 
at  a  general  meeting  of  the  College,  specially 
summoned  for  this  purpose,  by  the  votes  of  not 

Mr,  Shaw  Leftvre 


less  than  two  thirds  of  tht 
present  and  voting,  with  the 
of  the  Visitor  of  the  College." 

The  clause,  as  it  stood,  would  cppftraoflt 
g^ve  the  Visitor  a  direct  and  concorrect 
power  with  the  College  itself  ta  that 
matter.  The  consent  of  the  Yisttor  w 
not  required  in  the  XJnivenitj  of  Cam- 
bridge, and  he  did  not  see  irhy  a  dif- 
ference diould  be  made  in  the  tarn  ti 
Oxford. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  jpege  I. 
lines  80  and  81,  to  leave  out  the  woi4i 
''  with  the  consent  in  writtng  of  tb» 
visitor  of  the  college."— (J6-.  2Mmi.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  pert  of  tb» 


Ola 


use." 

Mb.  OATHOBNE  HABDT  said,  h 

would  not  feel  himself  justified  in  de- 
privincr  the  Visitor  of  a  College  in  Oi* 
ford  of  exercising  the  power  which  t^ 
Amendment  sought  to  take  awayfroo 
him.  He  maintained  that,  in  a  mttb? 
of  such  importance  as  the  union  of  Gol- 
leges  and  Halls,  the  Visitor  was  a  rvj 
proper  person  to  be  consulted*  not  agtis^ 
the  Commissioners,  but  for  the  benefit  o{ 
the  CoUej^es.  Therefore,  although  tlf 
consent  of  Visitors  might  not  be  reqvM 
at  Cambridge,  where  they  had  nvrtr 
been  called  in  in  the  same  way  u  £ 
Oxford,  he  adhered  to  the  danse  is  it 
stood.  

Mb.  KN ATCHBULL  -  HUGB88EN 
remarked  that  as  the  Visitors  did  occ 
seem  to  be  of  any  practical  use,  the  m- 
sent  occasion  might  very  well  be  takes 
to  get  rid  of  them.  He  confessed  H^ 
the  existence  of  these  Visitors  had  i^ 
ways  been  a  mystery  to  him.  EaA 
College  was  totut,  imrse,  atqu$  rttmdm 
in  itself,  and  there  was  besides  a  Go- 
verning Body  for  each  UniTersity  t* 
assist  me  CoUege  if  necessary.  He  co&Ie 
not  see  the  necessity  of  a  Visitor,  vb>i 
was  only  an  additional  complication  of 
authority,  and  certainly  it  was  not  d^ 
sirable  to  increase  his  authority  ai  ▼» 
now  proposed^ 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  considered  the  pi^ 
posed  power  unreasonable.  l%erevt^ 
at  present  considerable  feeHng  a^tisft 
the  Visitors,  and  it  would  be  anww  to 
complicate  the  matter  farther  by  pnn 
them  this  power.  It  had  been  truly  tt^ 
that  the  power  was  proposed  not  sgsioK 
the  Commissioners,  but  as  a  veto  iqKB 
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the  Colleges,  and  that  was  practically  a 
Teto  on  the  Commissioners.  If  anjthine 
would  damage  this  useful  Bill,  it  would 
be  the  introduction  of  such  words  as 
formed  part  of  this  clause. 

Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL  trusted  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hardy) 
would  give  way,  because  he  could  not 
see  any  reason  for  putting  the  power 
into  the  hands  of  one  man  of  preventing 
the  union  of  Colleges. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
did  not  see  that  the  Visitor,  who  had  no 
proprietary  rights,  had  any  title  to  inter- 
fere in  the  manner  proposed  by  the 
clause.  The  clause  was  not  a  judicial 
matter  at  all. 

Mr.  BEEESFOED  HOPE  trusted 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  not 
consent  to  the  Amendment.  An  Oxford 
Visitor  was  a  totally  different  person 
from  a  Cambridge  Visitor ;  and  it  was 
only  equitable  that  he  should  be  put  in 
the  position  which  the  clause  proposed 
to  give  him,  and  that  his  consent  should 
be  obtained  to  any  proposal  for  a  union 
of  Colleges  and  Halls,  or  for  the  organi- 
zation of  a  combined  educational  system 
in  those  CoUeges  of  Halls.  In  Oxford 
the  Visitor  had  already  the  power  to 
Teto  certain  statutes. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  chal- 
lenged the  statement  that  there  was 
any  difference  in  authority  between  the 
Visitors  at  Oxford  and  Cambridge.  There 
znight  be  a  difference  in  principle  in  the 
two  cases,  but  not,  as  far  as  he  was 
aware,  in  any  other  respect.  He  thought 
that  nothing  was  so  desirable  in  the  in- 
terests of  a  University  as  the  amalga- 
mation of  small  powers. 

Mr.  DODSON  remarked  that  the 
function  of  the  Visitor  at  Oxford  was 
to  interpret  statutes  when  a  doubt  or 
question  arose  as  to  their  meaning ;  he 
was  applied  to  as  an  arbitrator  in  the 
case  ox  difference,  and  he  had,  in  some 
cases,  power  when  alterations  were  pro- 
posed in  the  statutes.  This  was  sub- 
stantially the  case  at  Cambridge. 

Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  he  did  not 
see  why,  even  on  the  largest  view  of  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  the  Visitors, 
their  assent  should  be  reqiiired  to  the 
organization  of  a  scheme  of  combined 
education  in  connection  with  contiguous 
Colleges,  and  he  sugs^ested  that  the 
dause  might  be  alter^  so  as  to  make 
the  consent  necessary  in  the  case  only  of 
complete  union  of  the  Colleges. 


Mr.  GATHOENE  HAEDT  was 
willing  to  agree  to  such  an  Amendment. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  intended  that  in  a 
case  where,  say,  two-thirds  of  the  members 
of  two  Colleges  agreed  to  union  and  the 
Commissioners  also  agreed,  it  should  be 
in  the  power  of  a  single  Bishop  to  pre- 
vent it?  If  that  was  the  result,  the 
matter  would  probably  soon  have  to  be 
re-considered. 

Mr.  MOWBEAT  thought  the  con- 
cession which  had  been  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hardy)  suffi- 
ciently met  the  case,  and  he  insisted  that 
much  was  due  to  the  position  of  the  Visitor 
as  the  permanent  representative  and 
guardian  of  the  interests  of  the  College. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGE88EN 
said,  that  at  last  he  perceived  the  reason 
why  the  Visitor  was  dragged  into  this 
clause.  His  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Mowbray)  had  just  spoken  of  Colleges 
"of  which  two-thirds  of  the  Fellows 
might  be  young  men.''  There,  then, 
was  the  secret.  The  Government  desired . 
to  have  these  Visitors — most  of  whom 
were  Bishops  in  the  case  of  Oxford 
— to  check  and  control  the  enthusiasm 
of  the  younger  Fellows  for  College  re- 
forms. Now,  at  last  he  understood  the 
matter,  and  it  increased  his  objection  to 
the  words  of  the  clause.  But  smce  these 
words  were  not  to  apply  to  Cambridge 
because  its  Eepresentative  (Mr.  Walpole) 
found  that  Cambridge  did  not  want  tnem, 
he  (Mr.  KnatehbuB-Hugessen)  wished 
to  know  how  far  the  feeline  at  Oxford 
on  the  matter  correspondea  with  that 
which  had  so  satisfactorily  been  obtained 
from  Cambridge?  And  what  was  the 
reason  of  the  Government  for  appl^ng 
a  principle  to  one  University  ana  reject- 
ing it  in  the  other  ? 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HAEDT  said,  he 
thought  he  had  gone  as  far  as  he  could 
in  accepting  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney). 
The  present  clause,  he  might  add,  had 
come  down  from  the  House  of  Lords  in 
the  Bill  of  last  year,  and,  as  not  a  sinele 
objection  to  it  had  been  made  on  the 
part  of  Oxford,  it  might  fairly  be  taken 
for  granted  that  the  University  was  not 
opposed  to  it. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes  160; 
Noes  112:  Majority  48.  — (Div.  list, 
No.  182.) 
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Mr.  DODSON  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  again  submit  his  Amendment  on 
the  Beport. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  under- 
took to  introduce  in  the  clause,  on  the 
Beport,  the  words  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added  to  the  Bill. 

Clause  24  (Saving  respecting  Hulme 
Exhibitions  at  Oxford.) 

Mb.  MOWBBAY  moved,  in  page  9, 
line  2,  after  "thereto,"  to  insert-- 

**  Except  as  regards  so  much  of  the  funds  or 
property  of  the  trustees  under  the  same  as  the 
Charity  Commissioners  under  any  scheme  or 
schemes  published  by  them  have  assigned  for 
Scholarships  or  Exhibitions  at  Brasenoae  Col- 
lege, Oxford/' 

the  efifect  of  the  Amendment  being  to 
take  away  the  Exhibitions  from  the  con- 
trol of  the  Charity  Commissioners. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  9,  line  2,  after  the  word  **  thereto," 
to  insert  the  words  **  except  as  regards  so  much 
of  the  funds  or  property  of  the  trustees  under 
the  same  as  the  Charity  Commissioners  under 
any  scheme  or  schemes  published  by  them  have 
asng^ed  for  scholarships  or  exhibitions  at 
Brasenose  College,  Oxfoid." — (Mr,  Mowbray.) 

Mr.  WILBBAHAM  EQEBTON,  who 
had  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  requir- 
ing that  the  Charity  Commissioners 
should  give  their  consent  to  any  trans- 
fer, the  effect  of  the  Amendment  being 
to  leave  those  Exhibitions,  &c.,  under 
the  control  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, and  to  exempt  them  from  the 
control  of  the  Umversity  Commis- 
sioners said,  as  a  trustee  of  15  years 
standing  he  objected  to  the  scheme  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  which  had  now 
been  published  after  four  years'  consul- 
tation with  all  the  parties  interested, 
beine  taken  out  of  their  control  and 
handed  over  to  the  University  Com- 
missioners who  might  found  Professor- 
ships out  of  the  educational  prizes  now 
offered  to  the  schools  of  Lancashire  and 
Cheshire  by  the  proposed  scheme. 

Mb.  OSBOBNE  MOBQAN  said,  as 
he  understood  the  case,  some  of  the 
funds  of  this  charity  were  devoted  to 
academical  and  others  to  non-academi- 
cal purposes.  The  Amendment  ought 
to  deal  only  with  the  aoademical  funds 
for  the  benefit  of  Brasenose.  He  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment  to  leave  out 
Clause  24. 


Mr.  OATHOBNE  HABDY  woL 
that  the  Charity  Commiasioneirs  had  r»> 
ceived  a  large  sum,  and  had  devoted  a  ptzt 
to  the  benefit  of  the  two  counties,  and 
another  part  for  the  benefit  of  Braw- 
nose,  for  Scholarships.  He  understood 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Mowbray}  to 
mean  that  the  money  assigned  to  Brase- 
nose should  be  dealt  with  by  the  Uii- 
versity  Commissioners.  As  the  oobmb: 
of  the  Charity  Commissioners  was  eom- 
pleted  when  Uiey  assigned  the  monay  tD 
Brasenose,  he  could  not  see  the  use  of 
the  words  ''with  the  consent  of  tbt 
Charity  Commissioners." 

Mr.  HIBBEBT  said,  that  the  schcotf 
limited  the  persons  to  receive  tlio« 
Scholarships  to  jpersons  brought  up  b 
Lancashire  or  Cheshire,  and  Uie  nnoesj 
should  be  devoted  to  that  purpose. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  thought  thai  thi 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  ftir 
Mid-Cheshire  (Mr.  W.  Egerton)  wm 
the  better. 

Mr.  OOSCHEN  agreed  with  th» 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  as  ikr  u 
these  funds  were  academical  they  ihosH 
be  dealt  wiUi  by  the  Academinl  Gob- 
missioners;  and  as  far  as  they  wfn 
charitable  they  should  be  dealt  with  bj 
the  Charity  Commissioners.  The  ol^ 
ject  of  the  hon.  Member's  Amendasot 
was  to  preserve  the  local  character  of 
certain  Exhibitions,  which  was  in  dind 
oppK>8ition  to  the  general  tendency  d 
University  reform. 

Mr.  a.  EGEBTON  remained  thai 
the  Amendment,  if  accepted,  would  vp^ 
set  the  work  that  had  been  in  progrw* 
for  many  years. 

Mr.  OSBOBNE  MOBOAN  obssrri^ 
that  close  Fellowships  and  Scholarnhip 
had  been  the  bane  of  the  UniversiM 
and  he  hoped  to  see  them  swept  away. 

Mr.  BEBESFOBD  HOPE  conteodid 
that  it  was  absurd  to  designate  as  do». 
Scholarships  and  Exhibitions  whidi  wt* 
open  to  counties  with*  such  laree  pop- 
lations  as  Lancashire  and  Cheshire.  Xb« 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Mowbrar* 
was  waking  a  sleeping  Hon  by  hs 
Amendment. 

Mr.  MOWBBAY  said,  that  th« 
scheme  was  that  16  Exhibitions  of  £100 
per  annum  were  to  be  established,  us- 
able for  four  years,  at  Braaenoee,  tad 
if  the  holders  were  refused  at  Bru»- 
nose,  at  some  other  College  at  Oxford. 
The  holders  were  to  have  been  at 
Lancashire  or  Oheahire  aohool. 
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8im  WILLIAM  HABOOUBT  said,  it 
had  been  proposed  for  the  first  time  that 
these  Exhibitions^  which  were  open  to 
all  the  world,  should  be  limited  to  Lan- 
caahire  and  Cheshire  in  the  face  of  all 
TTiuTersitj  reform,  the  great  object  of 
whioh  had  been  to  throw  open  the  Uni- 
Teraities  to  eTerybodr.  He  had  had  a 
letter  from  the  principal  of  Brasenose, 
who  had  authorixed  him  to  say  that  the 
College  considered  that  it  would  be  a 
TeiT  serious  evil  to  the  College  if  changes 
of  tnis  limited  character  were  introduced, 
and  they  desired  that  the  matter  should 
be  left  to  the  Commissioners. 

Mb.  BABINO  wished,  as  he  was  the 
only  Member  who  had  ever  been  a  Fel- 
low of  Brasenose  College,  to  deny  abso- 
lutely that  the  property  in  question  had 
erer  m  any  way  belonged  to  the  Univer- 
aity  of  Oxford,  or  to  Brasenose.  Nor 
had  either  the  University  or  the  College 
oTer  exercised  over  it  any  control  what- 
ever. The  ftinds  arose  from  a  private 
tmst  which  was  vested  entirely  in  three 
trustees,  who  must  at  least  by  residence 
be  oonneoted  with  Lancashire,  their 
dioioe  of  Exhibitioners  being,  however, 
restricted  to  persons  who  had  resided 
for  a  certain  number  of  terms  at  Brase- 
noee.  He  could  not  assent  to  the  state- 
ment of  hon.  Members  opposite  that  the 
•cheme  of  the  Charity  Commissioners 
r^n  counter  to  the  spirit  of  recent  legis- 
lation, and  the  course  of  the  former  Uni- 
versity Commission.  He  knew  that  half 
the  foholarships  at  New  College  could 
only  be  held  by  boys  educated  at  Win- 
cheater;  that  many  of  those  at  Jesus 
were  limited  to  Welshmen;  that  the 
Hsurtings  Exhibitioners  at  Queen's  must 
come  from  certain  schools  in  Yorkshire ; 
and  he  believed  that  at  Balliol  there 
were  many  valuable  Exhibitions,  ten- 
able only  by  youths  from  one  of  the 
Scotch  universities.  It  seemed  to  him, 
therefore,  that  hon.  Members  somewhat 
•trained  the  fact  when  they  said  that 
the  olnect  and  tendency  of  the  legisla- 
tion of  the  last  24  years  had  been  to  set 
rid  of  the  connection  between  particular 
schools  and  localities,  and  the  Exhibi- 
tions or  Scholarships  in  the  University. 
He  thought  that  the  clause  might  very 
well  stand  as  it  was  in  the  Bill ;  but  of 
the  two  Amendments  he  very  much  pre- 
ferred that  of  his  hon.  Friend  just  below 
him  (Mr.  W.  Egerton). 

Mjl  LYON  PLA YFAIB  thought  the 
olaose  as  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Hardy)  an- 
swered all  purposes,  and  that  the  Com- 
mittee mignt  aivide  upon  it,  although 
he  feared  that  the  Government  would 
not  now  support  their  own  clause. 

Mb.  (K)SCHEN  was  desirous  that  the 
Commissioners  should  deal  with  all  Scho- 
larships and  Exhibitions.  Academical, 
and  not  Charity  Commissioners  should 
deal  with  these  questions. 

Mb.  WILBRAHAM  EGERTON  said, 
he  could  not  see  how  Exhibitions  which 
were  thrown  open  to  3,000,000  of  people 
could  fairly  be  called  close  Exhibitions. 
The  trustees  had  not  been  behind  the 
spirit  of  the  age,  and  when  they  pro- 
posed to  throw  open  the  Exhibitions  to 
the  whole  of  the  University  they  were 
met  by  Brasenose  College  with  a  re- 
fusal. 

SiB  THOMAS  ACLAND  said,  he 
thought  the  Commissioners  ought  to 
have  the  power  of  dealing  freely  with 
those  foundations  to  the  extent  of  not 
restricting  them  to  particular  Colleges. 
If  they  were  to  have  free  trade  in  respect 
to  counties,  they  ought  to  have  free  trade 
in  respect  to  CoUeges.  Was  there  «ny 
power  in  the  Bill  to  open  local  trusts 
now  limited  to  particular  Colleges  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said, 
that  it  would  depend  on  what  the  Ex- 
hibitions were.  Those  really  attached 
to  one  CoUefi^  could  not  be  removed  to 
another  or  thrown  open  to  the  Univer- 
sity. 

Amendment  amended. 

Question  put, 

*'  That  the  wordi  <  except  aa  regards  so  much 
of  the  funds  or  property  of  the  truiteei  under 
the  same  ai  the  Cluuity  Commiaiionert  under 
an^  scheme  or  schemes  published  by  them  may 
assign  for  scholarships  or  exhibitions  at  Brase- 
nose College  or  elsewhere  in  Oxford '  be  there 
inserted.'' 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  100; 
Noes  68:  Majority  32.— (Div.  List, 
No.  133.) 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  25  (Severance  of  canonry  from 
Greek  professorship  at  Cambridge). 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  moved,  in 
page  9,  line  11,  after  ''character,"  to 
insert — 

<*  With  power  nerertheleM  for  the  Commis- 
sioners, with  the  ooncnrrence  of  the  Ecolesias- 
tioal  Ck)mmissioner8,  if  they  think  it  expedient, 
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to  allow  the  present  Vndamat  to  reti|;n  the 
proleesozihip,  and  to  hold  the  oanoniy  as  if  it 
had  never  been  annexed  to  the  professorship." 

Amendment  agre$d  to, 

CSaosei  as  amended,  agr$$d  to. 

• 

Olause  26  (Saving  for  atatutes  of  Tri- 
nity Oollejc^ei  Cambridge,  as  to  profes- 
sorships of  Gbeek,  &c.)  agreed  to. 

Clause  27  (Alteration  of  trusts  of 
Dixie  Foundation  in  Emmanuel  College, 
Cambridge)  agreed  to. 

Clause  28  (Saving  for  headship  of 
Magdalene  College). 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKB  moved 
the  omission  of  the  olause  which  provided 
that 

'*  a  statute  made  by  the  Commissioners  shall 
not  affeot  the  right  of  nominaUnff  or  appointing 
to  the  headship  of  Saint  Mair  Magdalen  Ck>l- 
lege  in  the  Uniyersity  of  Cambridge,  unless  the 
consent  by  deed  of  the  person  entitled  to  that 
right  is  first  obtained." 

Private  nominations  of  that  kind  were, 
in  his  opinion,  inconsistent  with  a  scheme 
of  general  reform. 

Mb.  WALPOLE  pointed  out  that  this 
was  a  special  case.  The  right  of  nomi- 
nation had  been  reserved  by  the  founder 
of  the  College  to  himself  and  his  heirs, 
and  was  exactly  analogous  to  a  private 
right  of  Church  patronage.  If  such  a 
right  were  taken  away,  he  apprehended 
it  could  only  be  by  arrangement  with 
the  patron.   

Mb.  OOSCHEN  asked  whether  the 
right  of  nomination  was  absolutely  un- 
fettered ?  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  had 
generally  been  exercised  in  favour  of  a 
relative.  He  suggested  that  the  Com- 
missioners should  be  empowered  to  seek 
the  consent  of  the  parties  interested  in 
order  to  put  an  end  to  the  present  pre- 
posterous arrangement. 

Mb.  KNATOHBULL-HUQESSEN 
inquired  whether  it  was  really  meant 
that  the  Commissioners  should  have 
power  to  alter  the  arrangements  as  to 
the  Headship  of  the  Colleges  in  every 
case  but  this  one,  in  which  the  Head- 
ship happened  to  be  in  the  gifb  of  a 
wealthy  nobleman  f 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILEE  observed 
that  the  analogy  drawn  by  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  (Mr.  Walpole)  was 
hardly  correct;    for,  inasmuch  as  the 

S*8on  nresented  took  his  turn  as  Vice 
ancellor  of  the  University,  it  would 


be  truer  to  compare  the  ri^toaii|kt 
of  nomination  to  a  Biahopne. 

Mb.  BEBESFOBD  HOPE  nppactid 
the  view  taken  by  his  right  ban.  Fnad, 
and  asked  who  had  be^  danmifiidl^ 
the  arranffement  f  The  prseeat  Mate 
of  the  CoUege  possessed  great  niflns^s 
in  Cambridge,  and  was  emphatiosDj  i 
representative  man.  The  list  of  Maitei 
of  Magdalen  College  might  wsU  cob. 
pare  with  that  of  the  Mastm  cf 
other  Colleges.  For  instance,  in  out 
of  the  dectfulent  periods  of  the  Ub- 
versity  Dr.  Farmer,  one  of  ^le  &thcn 
of  Shakesperian  critioisia,  baU  tki 
post. 

Mb.  a.  mills  wished  to  kaow  vW 
ther  there  was  any  oheok  whatamot 
the  nomination  f 

Mb.  walpole  read  an  extraol  ftn 
the  Latin  charter  of  the  College,  shov- 
ing that  the  power  of  appointmetit  vii 
vested  in  the  owner  of  the  estate  d 
Audley  End :  and  he  added  tki 
it  was  necessary  the  peraon  seketoi 
should  be  a  graduate  of  the  UnivatT 
and  a  Master  of  Arts.  He  siibaitisiL 
that  it  would  be  an  unreasoiiAble  thof 
under  the  special  oiroumstaaoas  ci  tb 
case,  not  to  reserve  the  right  propoai^ 
to  be  continued  by  the  clause. 

Mb.  ENATCHBULL  -  HnaBBSEI 
had  heard  no  sufficient  reason  whyMif* 
dalen  CoUem  should  be  the  only  as 
exempted  from  the  operatioii  of  tb 
Commissioners.  As  his  qoeetkm  ksi 
not  been  answered,  he  took  it  iv 
granted  that  it  was  the  &oi  that  tloi 
was  the  only  College  with  whoee  HmA- 
ship  the  Commission  was  to  be  i^McisfiT 
forbidden  to  deal.  Now,  how  stood  t^ 
matter?  The  Government  had  jstf 
voted  against  confining  oertain  exlubi- 
tions  to  two  counties.  Paiiiament  ksi 
dealt  with  founders'  wills  in  this  vij 
over  and  over  again,  and  deprived  pir 
tioular  localities  of  Scholarships  and  » 
dowments  beoueathed  specially  fat  tbosi 
localities,  and  they  had  so  intederk 
with  only  one  justification — ^namely,  tlu: 
of  pubHo  policy.  Now,  was  it  in  aooord- 
ance  with  pubHc  policy  that  an  individaAl 
should  receive  consideratioa  denied  ti 
localities,  and  that  an  exception  aboaU 
be  made  in  order  to  give  to  a  TK>^^if«— 
and^  landed  nroprietor  that  which  yos 
denied  to  others — ^the  right  to  keep  s 
privilege  against  the  palmo  iaterat  f 

Mb.  MABTEN  ooatended  that  tks 
oourse  suggested  ought  nottobeadoftid 
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unless  the  proprietor  of  the  right  sought 
to  be  affectea  had  an  opportunity  of 
being  heard.    It  was  a  chartered  riffht 

f  ranted  to  Lord  Audlej  and  his  heirs, 
ariiamentwas  not  accustomed  to  inter- 
fere in  the  manner  suggested  with  riKhts 
granted  by  charter,  much  less  to  dele- 
gate such  a  power  to  Commissioners.  To 
do  so  in  the  present  case  would  establish 
an  eyil  precedent.  No  case  had  been 
made  out  for  any  interference  with  the 
charter.  The  right  was  one  which  bad 
hitherto  been  exercised  by  the  possessor 
of  the  estate  of  Audley  End,  to  the  sa- 
tisfaction of  the  Uniyersify  and  the 
public.  Everyone  who  had  the  pleasure 
of  the  acquaintance  of  the  present 
Master  of  Magdalen  OoUege  would  ac- 
knowledge that  he  was  a  most  distin- 
guished man,  and  worthy,  in  every  re- 
spect, to  rank  with  any  head  of  a  Colleee 
in  the  University.  As  to  a  possible  side 
of  Audley  End,  there  was  no  reason  to 
apprehend  such  a  contingency,  or  to  con- 
clude that  any  future  appointment  under 
the  charter  to  the  office  of  Master  of  the 
College  would  be  otherwise  than  such  as 
would  conduce  to  the  welfare  and  honour 
of  the  College  and  University. 

8iB  CHABLES  W.  DILKB  said,  the 
grant  was  to  the  "heirs  and  assigns," 
and  the  assignee  might  not  only  not  be 
a  member  of  the  Christian  religion,  but 
mi^t  be  a  rich  but  ignorant  tradesman, 
who  would  not  ceitainly  be  the  best 
judge  of  the  qualifications  necessary  for 
the  Headship  of  a  College. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  63 ; 
Noes  43:  Majority  20.  — (Div.  list. 
No.  134.) 

dMxiMe  agreed  to. 

Clause  29  (Communication  of  proposed 
statutes  for  University,  &c.,  to  Council, 
&c.),  agreed  to. 

Clause  30  (Publication  of  proposed 
statutes  for  Colleges),  agreed  to. 

Clause  31  (Suspension  of  election), 
agreed  to. 

Clause  32  (Saving  forexistinginterest), 
agreed  to. 

Clause'  33  (Production  of  documents), 
agreed  to. 

Clause  34  (Power  in  Cambridge  for 
Chancellor  to  settle  doubts  as  to  mAai»'«g 
of  University  statutes),  agreed  to. 


Repreeentation  of  CoUegee. 

Clause  35  (Election  of  Commissioners 
by  Colleges). 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGESSEN 
moved  in  page  11,  line  8,  after  *' per- 
sons," to  leave  out  ''to  be  Commis- 
sioners." He  repotted  that  this  point, 
one  of  the  most  miportant  in  the  Bill, 
should  have  come  on  at  such  an  unfor- 
tunate hour  (9  o'clock),  and  in  such  a 
thin  House.  It  had  at  first  been  sug- 
gested to  him  to  move  that  these  three 
Bepresentatives  should  be  assessors  in- 
stead of  Commissioners;  but  his  diffi- 
culty was  that  he  had  never  been  able  to 
ascertain  exactly  what  an  assessor  was. 
He  had  therefore  preferred,  in  a  subse- 
quent Amendment,  contingent  upon  the 
success  of  that  which  he  now  moved,  to 
define  what  the  duties  of  these  gentle- 
men should  be,  without  assignmg  to 
them  any  particular  name.  The  object 
of  his  Amendment  was  that  the  Bepresen- 
tatives to  be  sent  by  the  Colleges  ediould 
be  sent  as  persons  to  assist  the  Conmiis- 
sioners  and  g^ve  them  every  infonnation 
as  regarded  the  Colleges,  but  not  to  act 
as  Commissioners.  He  desired  that  a 
College  should  elect  three  persons  to 
represent  it  in  relation  to  the  making  of 
statutes  for  the  College  by  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  that  the  Kepresentatives  so 
elected  should  be  entitled  to  be  present 
at  the  meetings  held  by  the  Commis- 
sioners for  the  making  of  such  statutes, 
and  also  to  be  heard  on  aU  matters  ap- 
pertaining thereto,  but  not  to  vote  as 
Conmiissioners.  If  they  did  so,  there 
would  be  a  diffiarent  Conmiission  deal- 
ing with  each  College,  and  dififerent 
prmciples  might  be  applied  to  dififerent 
Colleges.  This  would  be  unfair  to  Uie 
Universities  which  had  a  right  to  expect 
uniformity  of  action  in  the  Body  which 
was  about  to  deal  with  their  revenues 
and  management,  and  unfair  to  the 
Colleges  as  between  CoUege  and  College. 
Wherever  a  College  hiul  one  of  its 
members  appointed  by  name  a  Commis- 
sioner in  this  Bill,  that  College  would 
have,  with  the  three  Commissioners  pro- 
posed to  be  added  by  the  clause,  four  of 
its  own  members  out  of  the  total  num- 
ber of  10,  and  in  the  case  of  All  Souls, 
which  had  two  of  its  members  so  named, 
that  College  would  actually  be  dealt 
with  by  a  Commission  of  which  half 
would  be  composed  of  its  own  members. 
The  Colleges  did  not  desire  this,  and  if 
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a  decifflon  adverse  to  the  opinion  of  a 
College  was  arrived  at  by  a  narrow 
majority  of  the  Oommission  thus  consti- 
tutedy  the  weight  of  such  decision  would 
be  much  diminished,  and  complaints 
would  be  made.  He  could  not  do  better 
than  read  an  extract  from  a  Petition 
presented  to  the  House  by  Oriel  Oollege. 
It  ran  thus — 

I' That  Yonr  Petitionen  desire  moreoYer  to 
point  out  that  the  Commission,  in  dealing  with 
the  several  Colleges,  will  not  consist  of  the^^ame 
persons,  and  that  the  introduction  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives proposed  to  be  given  to  each  College 
is  sufficient  to  make  a  sensible  difference  in  the 
biJance  of  opinion  in  the  Commission,  so  that 
principles  adopted  by  the  Commissioners  for  one 
College  might  be  varied  in  the  case  of  other 
CoUeges  by  means  of  the  vote  of  their  Represen- 
tatives. Tour  Petitioners  would  therefore  de- 
sire that  the  Representatives  of  the  Colleges 
should  be  of  the  nature  of  assessors  to  the  Com- 
missioners, empowered  to  state  tbe  views  and 
circumstances  of  the  Colleges,  but  not  to  vote." 

After  all,  it  seemed  to  him  (Mr. 
KnatohbuU-Hugessen)  that  this  was  a 
question  of  confidence  in  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  upon  that  point  he  wished 
to  say  a  word.  On  that  side  of  the 
House,  they  had  been  taunted  with 
their  expression  of  confidence  in  the 
Commission  which  they  had  tried  to 
alter.  But  although  they  had  tried  to 
strengthen  the  Commission  by  the  addi- 
tion of  certain  names,  no  one,  that  he  was 
aware  of,  had  expressed  any  want  of  confi- 
dence in  the  seven  names  proposed.  He 
himself  had  6bjected  to  one  name— that 
of  Dr.  Bellamy,  but  solely  because  he 
was  the  Head  of  a  House,  upon  a  Com- 
mission on  which  he  thought  Heads  of 
Houses  ought  not  to  sit,  and  he  had  on 
the  same  ground  abstained  from  voting 
for  the  Head  of  a  Cambridge  House,  pro- 
posed by  his  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington).  Personally,  no  one  could 
be  more  fit  than  Dr.  Bellamy ;  but  how 
would  he  be  situated  under  this  clause  ? 
With  three  of  his  own  Fellows  by  his 
side,  he  would  only  have  to  gain  over  one 
other  Commissioner  in  order  to  have 
half  the  Commission  on  his  side  to  resist 
any  change  distasteful  to  St.  John's 
College.  But  suppose  some  question 
arose  of  making  St.  John's  contribute  to 
the  Professoriate  in  the  same  proportion 
as  Magdalen,  these  being  two  of  the 
richest  Colleges  in  Oxford.  How  would 
Magdalen  feel  if  the  proposal  were  de- 
feated by  the  votes  of  these  four  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  St.  John  ?    He  moved  his 

Mr,  KhatehhuH-Sufssien 


Amendment  in  no  unfriendly  spirit  to 
the  Bill,  but  because  he  foresaw  bicker- 
ings and  jealousies  from  the  clause  as  it 
stood  which  he  wished  to  avoid.  The 
Bill  ought  to  be  made  to  commend  itself 
to  the  public  opinion  of  the  University ; 
upon  this  would  depend  its  successful 
working,  and  he  trusted  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for  War  would 
conciliate  that  public  opinion,  avoid  dif- 
ferences and  dissensions,  and  secure  uni- 
formity of  action  in  the  Commission,  by 
adopting  his  Amendment.  That  would 
secure  uniformity  of  principle  and  of 
action  in  the  proceedings  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, while  it  would  also  tend  to  re- 
move that  jealousy  and  suspicion  of  un- 
fairness in  reference  to  their  dealing 
with  different  Colleges,  which  might 
otherwise  arise. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11, 
line  4,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''to 
be  commissioners." — {Mr.  KnateUull' 
Mugesien,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

Mb.  BALFOUR  objected  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  large  number  of  Com- 
missioners, believing  that  the  business 
would  be  better  peiformed  by  a  smaller 
body.  He  earnestly  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hardy)  would  see 
his  way  to  accepting  the  substance  of 
the  Amendment.  

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMATJRICE 
suggested  that  the  clause  should  be 
omitted  altogether,  and  that  some  words 
should  be  added  to  the  36th,  giving 
each  College  the  power  of  being  heara 
by  two  delegates,  or  by  counsel  before 
the  Commissioners. 

Mr.  OEEOOBY  thought  that  the 
Amendment  should  be  considered  on 
general  jnrounds  with  reference  to  the 
lustice  of  the  case.  The  question  was, 
how,  and  to  what  extent,  the  Bepre* 
sentatives  of  the  Colleges  should  be 
heard  ?  and  they  could  not  do  less  than 
let  the  Colleges  have  a  right  of  voting 
when  their  property  was  dealt  with. 
Justice  and  expediency  coincided  with 
the  Bill  as  it  stood. 

Mr.  BEISTOWE  beUeved  that  if  the 
representatives  of  the  Colleges  were 
allowed  to  vote,  there  would  be  a  lack  of 
uniformity  in  the  decisions  of  the  Com- 
missioners.    In  every  way  he  thought 
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the  Amendment  would  be  an  improve- 

Mb.  OOSOHEN  thought  the  clause 
was  the  greatest  possible  blot  in  the  Bill, 
and  out  of  character  with  it;  it  was  in- 
jurious to  the  free  action  of  the  Oommis- 
sioners,  in  whom  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  opposite  prof essed  to  have  thorough 
confidence.  It  was  also  one  of  the  most 
important.  There  should  be  a  settled 
plim  for  the  Commissioners  to  act  upon, 
and  care  should  be  taken  that  in  taxing 
the  OoUeges  for  the  benefit  of  the  Uni- 
Tersities  general  principles  might  be 
followed,  so  that  no  Oolleges  should  be 
unfairly  burdened,  whilst  others  were 
unduly  relieved.  No  clause  should  be 
introduced  that  would  deprive  the  Com- 
missioners of  power  to  resist  proposals 
made  by  Colleges  would  have  the  effect 
of  weakening  we  relations  between  them 
and  the  Umversities.  By  the  Bill,  as 
it  was  submitted,  the  Government  would 
put  into  the  haiids  of  the  Oolleges  a 
power  which  many  of  the  Colleges  did 
not  otherwise  desire ;  and  on  that  point 
he  could  speak  for  Oxford,  with  many  of 
whose  most  eminent  men  he  had  been  in 
conmiunication ;  and  he  was  enabled  to 
say  the  feeling  was  that  this  clause,  if  re- 
tained, would  prove  most  injurious. 

Mb.  BERESFOED  HOPE  said,  the 
clause  really  involved  the  representation 
by  minorities ;  two  of  the  Commissioners 
would  often  vote  one  way,  and  the  other 
in  opposition  to  them,  so  the  sum  total 
woula  be  a  majority  of  one  amongst 
them.  The  cumulative  vote  had  been 
overlooked. 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  the  voting  would  not  be  neces- 
BarilvofaPartycha^racter.  He  hoped  that 
the  Amendment  would  be  adopted.  The 
special  evil  of  the  clause  as  it  stood  was 
that  the  Commission  proposed  to  be  con- 
stituted under  it  would  prove  a  draff 
where  reform  was  most  needed,  and 
would  act  as  an  impetus  where,  perhaps, 
a  drag  was  required. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  remarked 
that  the  clause,  if  adopted,  would  ut- 
terly destroy  the  unity  of  the  scheme  of 
reform,  which  he,  at  least,  desired  to 
see  carried  out.  Every  question  which 
toadied  the  Colleges  would  be  submitted 
to  a  oontantly  fluctuating  and  varying 
body ;  and  flie  result  would  be  that  mere 
woiddbe  one  system  of  University  re- 
form for  Balliol,  another  for  Trinity,  and 
so  on.    Such  large  powers  ought  not  to 

VOL,  CCXXXrV.  [thikd  sbbies.] 


be  given  to  a  body  of  whom  they  knew 
notmng. 

Mb.  BARINO  felt  bound  to  enter  an 
indignant  protest  ^^ainst  the  imputations 
on  the  Colleges  of  Oxford  containedin  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down.  He  had  charged 
himwithactingfromselfishmotives.  [Mr. 
OsBOENB  MoBOAN :  No,  uo  !1  Well,  he 
might  have  misunderstood  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Denbighshire ;  but 
certainly  the  gist  of  what  had  been  said 
by  many  others,  in  opposing  the  ap- 
pointment of  Commissioners  by  the  Col- 
leges, was  that  these  Commissioners 
would  be  sure  to  act  together  in  the  in- 
terest of  their  College  as  contrasted  with 
the  interest  of  the  University.  The  Col- 
leges were  actuated  by  no  such  spirit  of 
semshness,  and  this  they  had  proved. 
Corpus,  a  comparatively  poor  College, 
had  recently  endowed  four  University 
Professorships;  and  Jesus,  which  was, 
perhaps,  still  poorer,  had  only  last  year 
contributed  largely  to  the  endowment  of 
a  Professorship  of  Celtic.  There  had 
been  other  cases  of  the  same  sort ;  but 
these  were  enough  to  show  that  the  Col- 
leges were  not  as  niggardly  as  had  been 
asserted.  As  to  the  supposed  unanimity 
of  the  College  Commissioners,  he  was 
convinced,  from  his  personal  knowledge 
of  Oxford,  that  there  was  scarcely  a 
College  there  in  which  the  majority 
would  be  able  to  elect  all  three  persons 
of  their  own  way  of  thinking;  and  if 
the  different  composition  of  the  Com- 
mission in  each  case  should  lead  to  dif- 
ferent treatment  of  the  several  Colleges, 
he  thought  such  a  result  far  better  than 
that  they  should  all  be  reduced  to  a 
dead  level  of  uniformity. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  it 
could  not  be  doubted  that  strong  argu- 
ments had  been  adduced  on  boUi  sides 
of  the  question  before  the  Conmiittee, 
but  hon.  Members  seemed  to  forget  that 
for  some  time  the  Colleges  would  have 
the  power  to  form  schemes  by  means  of 
which  the  work  of  the  Commissioners 
would  be  assisted ;  and  that  the  Com- 
missioners would  be  in  a  position  to 
arrange  their  proposals  in  a  form  which 
would  affect  both  the  Colleges  and  the 
Universities.  He  could  not  agree  with 
the  proposal  that  everything  should  be 
done  upon  precisely  the  same  pattern. 
It  was  much  more  to  be  desired  that  the 
Commissioners  should  commence  their 
work  with  unfettered  hands,  and  should 
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be  in  a  position  to  deal  with  each  Col- 
lege in  accordance  with  its  means  and 
its  needs.  His  impression,  derived  from 
toll  consideration  of  the  question,  was 
that  almost  everything  would  be  settled 
in  a  very  different  way  from  what  some 
hon.  (Gentlemen  seemed  to  think,  and 
that  there  would  not  be  that  disputa* 
tion  and  collision  between  the  Oommis- 
sioners  and  the  Oolleffes  which  certain 
hon.  Members  apprehended.  Twelve 
months  would  elapse  before  the  Com- 
missioners would  have  to  sit  upon  the 
statutes,  and  during  that  time  they 
would  have  ample  opportimity  of  be- 
coming acquainted  with  the  mind  of  the 
CoUeges,  and  of  then  acting  upon  the 
information  which  they  had  received. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  dtvuhd:  —  Ayes  93; 
Noes  72:  Majority  20.  — (Div.  List, 
No.  135.) 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL-HUQESSEN 
said,  that  so  far  as  the  cumulative  vote 
was  concerned,  he  had  not  forgotten  it, 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge 
University  TMr.  Beresford  Hope)  sup- 
posed, but  mought  it  hardly  worth  no- 
tice, since  he  felt  assured  that  there 
would  be  no  contests  and  divisions  in 
Colleges;  but  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
each  College  would,  by  an  amicable  ar- 
rangement, elect  its  Bepresentatives,  who 
would  probably  vote  together.  The 
right  hon.  Gentieman  opposite  (Mr. 
Hardy)  spoke  of  them  throughout  as 
**  assessors,"  showing  what  was  the  im- 
pression on  his  mind — namely,  that  their 
correct  position  was  that  of  persons  who 
should  assist  and  give  information  to 
the  Commissioners,  but  not  vote  as 
Commissioners  themselves.  The  right 
hon.  Gentieman  had  said  that  the  oMef 
part  of  the  business  would  be  done  by 
the  CoUeges  themselves  in  the  "year  of 
grace."  Me  (Mr.  KnatchbuU-Hugessen) 
quite  agreed,  but  he  said  that  if  ar- 
ran^ments  were  made  by  the  Colleges 
dunne  that  year,  it  would  be  far  better 
that  those  arrangements  should  be  re- 
viewed hj  a  body  of  seven  independent 
Commissioners,  rather  thanbya  Dody  of 
whom  three,  four,  or  five,  had  been  the 
very  parties  who  had  made  those  ar- 
rangements. Parliament  was  about  to 
confer  great  powers  upon  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  it  was  something  in  the 
nature  of  a  censure  upon  them  to  say 

Mr.  OaihomeEardf 


that  they  could  not  be  trusted  to  deal 
with  the  revenues  of  any  one  OAage 
without  having  three  members  of  mat 
College  added  to  their  number,  in  order 
to  protect  the  College.  If  thaj  had 
been  ruthless  and  revolutionary  Com- 
missioners, who  were  likely  to  atta^ 
College  property  and  deal  raahlj  and 
hastily  with  these  matters,  he  oonld 
have  understood  the  necessity  of  adding 
to  them  in  the  manner  proposed;  but 
having  been  oarefblly  selected  ^  the 
Government  and  approved  by  the  House, 
he  could  see  no  danger.  The  SeoreUry 
of  State  for  War  said  that  he  was  opposed 
to  a  dull,  dead  uniformity ;  but  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Ck>sehen)  advodSfced 
uniformity  in  prindide,  not  in  detail, 
and  this  was  most  desirable. 

Mb.  MOWBBAY  moved,  in  page  11, 
line  16,  after  "  fit,"  to  insert — 

**  In  the  UniTenity  of  Oxford  th«  Priaci}«l 
of  a  Hall  shall  b«  a  GommiMioner  to  Tffprttmt 
the  Hall  in  ration  to  the  making  by  the  Con- 
ndttionen  of  statutes  affecting  the  HaU.*' 

Amendment  a^eed  to. 

On  Question,  *'  That  the  danse,  m 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill  ?  " 

Mr.  BALFOUR  expressed  a  hoM 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  wooM 
see  his  way  to  introducing  some  qualifi- 
cation which  should  limit  the  clause. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUMCE 
said,  he  should  enter  a  formal  protest 
against  it. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  wished  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  would 
not  colder  me  question  of  a  genert! 
scheme  being  laid  down  by  the  Com- 
missioners before  the  Colleges  sent  in 
their  own  schemes,  and  also  whether  be 
would  not  consent  to  reduce  the  num-  I 
ber  of  delegates  firom  each  College  from 
three  to  two  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  saii 
he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  vote  against 
the  clause,  unless,  some  alteration  in 
this  direction  was  promised  by  the  Be- 
port. 

Mr.  GATHOBNE  HABDY  said,  be 
would  further  consider  the  point  to  which 
reference  had  been  made. 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  103; 
Noes  77  :  Majority  26.  —  (Div.  lift, 
No.  186.) 

Clause,  as  amended,  froed  to. 
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CUsM  88  (Notice  to  Ooyerning  Body 
of  tdiiool,  ftc),  Mgr$$iio. 

Omm  89  (Fkondon  Ibr  oaio  of  oon- 
tiagvnt  right),  0i§r$$d  to. 
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ChnM  41   (Statutes  for  sohools  dis- 
HBted  from),  0fr0ed  to. 


(BroTuios  teepeoliiig  right 
__.  when  Ntainea  by  school), 

UimmiUm  O^mmUH  rf  Pti^  CorncH. 

Obase  48  (Oonstitiitioii  of  UniTersity 
0— unittee  of  Privy  OouncQ). 

Lmu)  EDMOND  PITZMATJEIOE 
mai,  that  as  the  duties  of  the  Oommittee 
vQold  be  of  a  judicial  character,  he 
proMsed,  with  every  respect  to  the 
Aittihishop  of  Oaaterbuxy,  to  substitute 
the  name  of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  for 
that  of  the  Archbishop. 

AflModnisiit  Jiiyslifirf, 
Qaase  syr«Mf  to. 

Chase  44  (Submission  of  statutes  to 
Obsa  in  Ooimoil),  agre$d  to. 

Osase  48  (Petition  against  statute), 
o§mito. 

Osnse  46  (Beferenoe  to  Oommittee). 

Ma.  6ATH0BNE  HABDT  moved, 
apsge  14,  at  end  of  elause,  to  add,  as 


*lt  AaII  b«  lawfol  to  tbo  Queen  in  Oovaoil 
iBMke,  fron  tiae  to  time,  rulee  of  procedure 
.^       ^  _  for  regulating  prooeedingi  on  tuck 


The  ooete  of  ell  peitiei  of  and  incident  to 
h»0Qa«4iage  dhaU  be  in  fhe  dieeretion  of 
Uatfenitiei  OoaMnitiee;  and  theorden  of 

IW  G«nnitl«a  feqmitina  ooete  ahaU  be  enf oroe. 

•Abet if  tlMT  were offdera of  adiTiaion  of  tlie 

filh  Oout  of  JusCioe.'* 

Aasadment  syrstfdf  to. 

Osose,  as  amended,  afrni  to. 

Osase  47  (Disallowanoe  by  Older  in 
C^wcfl)*  •ro^  to. 
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Olause  48  (Statutes  not  disallowed  to 
be  laid  before  Houses  of  Parliooaent), 
agrood  to. 

Olause  49  (Disallowaaoe  in  Parlia- 
ment), agroedto. 

Olause  50  (Evidence  of  disallowance  or 
not  in  Parliament),  agreed  to. 

Mfflfot  of  Statute. 

COause  51  (Statutes  to  be  binding  and 
effectual),  agreed  to. 

Alteration  of  Statutee. 

Olause  52  (Power  for  University  to 
alter  statutes,  Ac.) 

Mb.  GATHOENB  HAEDT  moved, 
in  page  15,  at  end  of  olause,  to  add,  as 
a  new  paragraph — 

**  But  where  and  as  far  aa  a  atatuto  made  by 
the  Oommiaaionen  for  the  Umrenity  affects  a 
College,  the  same  shall  not  bo  aableot  to  altera- 
tion vmder  thia  seotion,  exoept  wiw  the  oonsent 
ol  the  College." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Olause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Olause  58  (Power  for  University  to 
alter  statutes,  Ao.),  agreed  to. 

Olause  54  (Oonfirmation  or  disallow- 
ance of  altering  statutes),  agreed  to. 

TeeU. 

Olause  55  (Saving  for  Tests  Act), 
agreed  to. 

Olause  56  (Operation  of  Tests  Act  as 
regards  theological  offices),  poetponed. 

Riforeneo  of  other  Statutee  to  Vnivenitiee 

Committees. 

^  Olause  57  (Statutes  awaiting  submis- 
sion to  Queen  in  Oouncil,  or  made  before 
oesser  of  powers  of  Oommissioners). 

Mb.  MOWBRAY  moved,  in  page  16, 
line  8,  after  "  Oouncil,"  to  insert— 

**  and  (8),  every  statute,  ordinance,  and  reffu- 
lation  made  by  or  in  relation  to  a  College  under 
any  former  Aot  or  ordinance  since  the  first  day 
of  January  one  thouaand  eight  hundred  and 
seventy-seven,  and  before  the  passiuir  of  this 
Act" 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Olause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Gathorks 
Habdt,  a  new  clause  was  read  a  second 
time  and  added  to  the  Bill,  providing-^ 

**  That  nothing  in  the  Act  should  authorise 
the  Commiasionors  to  endow  the  whole  or  any 
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plan  on  which  they  oould  be  effected 
with  consisteiKy  was  by  the  Ooiximie- 
aionera  laying  down  g^eand  principlee. 

Mb.  PAWCETT  supported  the  danse. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  promised 
to  g^ve  the  matter  his  best  consideration 
during  the  Eec^ss,  and  if,  as  he  hoped, 
he  found  himself  able  to  do  what  was 
desired  in  a  shorter  fbrm  and  with  leas 
particularity  than  the  hon.  Member  had 
put  in  his  clause  he  would  do  so. 

Mb.  BALFOUR  withdrew  his  dauM, 
and  intimated  that  he  would  propose  it 
at  a  future  time. 

Mb.  BALFOUR  moved,  after  Clause 
19,  to  insert  the  following  clause  :— 


part  of  the  offices  of  an  ecdenastical  character 
oy  means  of  any  portion  of  the  revenues  of  a 
university  or  College  not  forming,  when  the 
statute  comes  into  operation,  an  endowment  or 
part  of  an  endowment  of  an  office  of  that 
find." 

Mb.  BALFOUR  moved,  after  Clause 
1 1,  to  insert  the  following  clause : — 

(New  statutes.) 

"  In  order  to  assist  the  University  or  any  col- 
lege, or  the  governing  body  of  any  oollc^,  in 
malang  statutes  under  the  next  preceding  sec- 
tion, it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  commissioners, 
any  time  before  the  end  of  the  year  one  thou- 
sand eight  hundred  and  seventy-eip^ht,  and  after 
communication  with  the  commissioners  of  the 
other  University,  to  lay  before  the  University 
and  the  colleges,  or  the  governing  bodies  of  the 
colleges,  a  statement  of  the  principles  on  which 
they  intend  to  act  with  regard  to  the  following 
points: — 

(1.)  The  amount  and  nature  of  the  contri- 
bution to  be  made  by  the  colleges  to  the 
University ; 
(2.)  The  number,  tenure,  and  advantages 
of  fellowships  to  be  held  in  any  col- 
lege." 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
could  not  consent  to  the  clause  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member,  which  would  prove 
an  embarrassment  for  the  Commissioners 
of  each  University. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  promised  to  secure 
a  general  scheme  as  to  contributions. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
had  only  promised  to  take  the  matter 
into  full  consideration. 

Mb.  WALPOLE  said,  he  could  not 
accept  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
because  the  clause  which  he  had  moved 
could  not  be  worked  in  connection  with 
the  other  clauses  in  the  Bill,  and  would 
prevent  the  Colleges  from  originating 
measures  which  they  would  otherwise 
have  an  opportunity  of  suggesting  to 
the  Commissioners. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  objected  to  the 
clause,  on  the  ground  that  the  subject 
was  one  which  it  was  best  to  leave  to 
the  Commissioners. 

Mb.  DODSON  thought  it  was  a  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  this  was  a  matter 
which  oouM  be  left  to  the  Commissioners. 
It  was  just  one  of  those  thines  they 
would  hardly  consider  themselves  en- 
titled to  interfere  with  unless  they  had 
some  fl^dance  from  Parliament. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
that  if  Colleges  and  Universities  were 
to  make  separate  proposals,  reforms 
would  never  De  carried  out.    The  only 


(Degrees  to  Women.) 
**  The  Commissioners  shall,  if  they  Hank  flt« 
give  power  to  the  Uniyeniiy  to  comer  dosTMs 
on  women  under  such  regulations  as  the  Uni* 
Tcrsity  shall  determine." 

He  observed  that  the  function  of  women 
as  educators  was  increasing  throughout 
the  country,  and  he  considered  it  a  mat- 
ter of  great  importance  that  the  priri- 
leges  given  to  men  should  be  extended 
to  women.  He  thought  such  a  proposi- 
tion would  be  advantageous  to  the  mte- 
rests  of  the  public. 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  objected 
to  hamper  the  Universities  with  the  be- 
wildering and  embarrassing  obligation 
of  granting  degrees  to  women ;  a  degree 
meant  honours,  and  honours  ultimately 
involved  a  share  in  the  administration 
of  the  University.  Besides,  what  would 
the  degree  be  ?  Me  concluded  "  Spinster 
of  Arts."  The  Committee  had  alreadj 
disposed  of  the  question  as  brought  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liakeai^ 
by  a  majority  of  200. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  moved  to  report 
Progress,  as  it  was  almost  impossible  at 
that  time  of  night  to  discuss  this  im- 
portant question  properly. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."— 
{Mr,  Courtney,) 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  ssii 
it  would  be  better  first  to  settle  this 
dause.  At  the  next  Sitting  of  the  Houje 
there  would  be  important  questions  to 
dispose  of,  though  not  of  a  feminine 
character.        

Mb.  CHADWIOK  sincerely  hmwd 
that  unless  the  Oovemment  assented  to 
the  dause,  the  Motion  for  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  the  Debate  would  be  preseed. 
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lb.  OATHOBNE  HABDY  hoped 
t^  if  thoM  who  had  borne  the  burden 
ifkd  hmi  of  the  day  were  willing  to  go 
OB  with  tha  diaouAsion  of  the  dause,  they 
Todd  be  allowed  to  do  so.  With  regard 
to  the  ouaation  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
aaa  (lu.  Balfbur)  had  raised,  it  waa 
«•  that  oo^ht  to  be  discusaed  on  its 
ova  marita  in  a  separate  and  distinct 
Bdi,  and  not  at  the  fag-end  of  a  Bill 
Wing  with  UniversitiM  for  men.  It 
nt  too  important  a  question  to  be  dele* 
pted  to  Boyal  Commissions  to  decide. 

Ma.  PABNELL  supported  the  Motion 
to  nport  Progress,  on  the  ground  that 
thrM-fourtha  of  the  Members  of  the 
Hoase  had  gone  home  for  their  holi- 
dijt  and  the  clause  under  consideration 
VIS  ona  which  waa  of  very  grave  im- 
poftaaoe. 

UBSSuon  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  22; 
Xoes  149:  Majority  127.— (DIt.  List, 
No,  137.) 

Ml.  JAMES  moved  that  the  Chair- 
Gua  do  leave  the  Chair. 

Ml.  OATHOBNE  HAEDY  thought 
■WM  respect  should  be  paid  to  the  ma- 
jority. This  question  had  already  been 
poooonoed  upon  by  the  House,  but  he 
ud  too  much  respect  for  the  Members 
li  the  House  to  keep  them  walking 
tknmffh  the  Lobbies  ox  the  House ;  and 
d  tkt  Motion  were  persisted  in  ho  should 
U  it  advisable  to  yield. 

Lmd  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
iopsd  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  press 
Im  Motion.  With  regard  to  the  disous- 
wa  about  women,  he  thought  there  had 
UsB  a  great  deal  too  much  of  it  both  in 
tkis  House  and  out-of-doors,  and  he 
^fti  the  House  would  not  hear  any- 
ikmg  more  on  the  subject.  It  was  dis- 
gwtnkg  to  hear  so  much  of  it. 

Ma.  HOPWOOD  regretted  to  hear 
ih»  Bobla  Lord  apeak  so  disparagingly 
of  tha  viewa  and  aima  of  women,  and 
MwiBO  to  tell  them,  who  advocated 
tittss  viewa  in  that  House,  when  was 
thi  fitting  oocasion  on  which  to  promote 
thim,  and  when  it  waa  out  of  place.  The 
■lijaet  was  one  upon  which  agitation 
vodd  be  continued  until  success  was 
Kiivad  at.  He  should  support  the  Mo- 
twa  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Ma.  OOSCHEN  expressed  his  great 
4am  that  the  Committee  on  the  BOl 
■iflit,  if  poaaible,  be  concluded  that 
&ttiag. 


Me.  OATHOBNE  HABDT  said, 
that  though  he,  too,  was  anxious  to 
finish  the  Sill  that  night,  he  should  not 
resist  the  wish  of  the  Committee  to  re- 
port Progress,  if  that  were  its  desire. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  PABNELL  moved  that  the 
Chairman  should  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Mr.  Parnell) 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  16; 
Noes  113:  Majority  97. — (Div.  List, 
No.  138.) 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  moved  that  the 
Chairman  leave  the  Chair. 

LoBD  FBEDEBICK  CAVENDISH 
recommended  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hertford  (Mr.  Balfour)  to  withdraw  the 
dause  which  was  under  discussion. 

Mb.  BALFOUB  said,  he  should  be 
most  happy  to  withdraw  it,  if  he  could 
do  so. 

The  CHAIBMAN  said,  it  could  not 
be  withdrawn  until  the  Motion  before 
the  Committee — that  the  Chairman  leave 
the  Chair — had  been  disposed  of. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  4th  June. 

CUSTOMS,     INLAND    RKVENDE,    AND 

HAVINGS  BANKS  BILL.— [Bill  143.] 

{Mr.  Raike»j  Mr.  Chancellor  of  tht  Exehtqwvy 

Mr.  William  Henry  Smith.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  eomidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Mb.  monk  moved,  after  Clause  12, 
to  insert  the  following  clause : — 

(Abolition  of  Duties  on  appointments 
to  bonoflccs.) 

"After  the  paasing  of  this  Act  the  Duties 
chargfMl  under  the  Act  thirt)^ -three  and  thirty- 
four  Victoria,  chapter  ninety-seven,  upon  ap- 
pointment, whether  by  wav  of  donation,  presen- 
tation, or  nomination,  and  admission,  oollation, 
or  institution  to,  or  licence  to  hold  any  benefice 
specified  in  Schedule  B  to  this  Act  shall  cease  to 
bo  payable." 

New  Clause— (iff.  Monkf)-'brought 
up,  and  read  the  first  time. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  the  Clause  be  read  a  seoond 
time." 

Sib  CHAKLES  W.  DILKE  moved 
to  report  Progress,  as  lie  did  not  think 
that  an  important  Money  Bill  should  be 
discussed  at  ten  minutes  past  1  o'dook 
in  the  morning. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
''  That  the  Qiairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  (Sir 
Charles  W.  DiUte.) 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  6; 
Noes  81:  Majority  76. —  (Div.  list, 
No.  139.) 

Mb.  BIGGAK  moved  that  the  Chair- 
man leave  the  Chair. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M*KENNA  trusted  that 
after  the  decisive  opinion  of  the  House 
just  expressed  the  Motion  would  be  with- 
drawn. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEE  trusted  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  would  not  press  his 
Amendment,  and  that  the  Committee 
might  be  allowed  to  proceed  with  the 
Business. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  ''That  the 
Clause  be  read  a  seoond  time.'' 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  67; 
Noes  18:  Majority  49.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  140.) 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Thwr$day  31st  May. 


COLONIAL    FOBTIFIOAnOKS    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Secretary  IIarot,  Bill  to 
make  better  provision  respecting  Fortificationa, 
works,  buUdmgs,  and  land  situate  in  a  Colony, 
and  held  for  t^  defence  of  the  Oolanj^  ortUrtd 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Secretary  Habdt, 
Lord  EusTAOt  Obcil,  and  Mr.  Stanlbt. 

Billi^«ff»i<M^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bin  174.] 


LOOAL    GOVEBKXENT    PBOYISIOITAL  ORDXB 

(sewage)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  WnxuM  Hbkbt  SmTR, 
Bill  to  oonfirm  a  Prorisional  Order  under  **  The 
Local  GoTemment  Act,  1S6S,"  and  *'Th6 
Sewage  Utilisation  Act,  lSd5,"  relating  to 
Bun^mnon,  order$d  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
William  Uscby  Smith  and  Sir  Micrasl 
Hicks-Bbach. 

BiUi7rr«rMef<f,  and  nad  the  flnt  time.  [Bill  176.1 


BLIND    AKD    DEAF  MTTTB  CHILDBXN  (SDU- 

oahon)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  WaxBLHOvn,  Bill  for  the 
Education  Off  Blind  and  Deaf  Mute  Cliildrett. 
•nhrtd  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  WHaaLMom 
and  Mr.  laAAC. 

Bill^f^Mi<«d;uidnadtiiallrittlma.  [Bin  17€.; 

HouM  a^jounied  at  a  ouaitrr 

after  One  o'clock,  till 

Thunday,  31st  May. 


HOUSE    OF    00MMON8, 
Tlmreday,  Z\H  May,  1877. 

BCIKXJTB&]— Sblbot  Oommium  IriA  htoi 
Act  (1870),  nommmUd, 

Supply — eotuidirml  in  OommittM — CnriL  8n- 
TicB  EsmcATBs— Class  XL 

PvBLXO  Bills  —  SuohUiom  im  CommitUt — Or- 
tUrtd^Firtt  i^MA'fy— Wine  and  BmAave 
Act  (1869)  Amendment  •  [1771. 

Second  J^m^'m^— Canal  BoaU*  h62] ;  Ookmil 
FortifloationB*ri74l;  QeneralPohoe  and  Im- 
provement (Scotland}  Act  (1862)  Amendmm* 
[164]. 

(hmmitUt  —  Meaort  —  Publio  Works  Lotu 
[146] ;  Local  GoTeroment  (6«^  PronsoBAl 
Orden  (Penrith,  Ac)  *  [1661;  Local  Qomn- 
ment  F^yiaional  Orders  (Altrinoham,  kc,  * 
[167]. 

Oomidtrtd  e$  emtmUd — Cuatomi,  Inhnd  Re- 
venue, and  SaTingB  Banks  [141]. 

Third  Blading  ~  (£6,900,000)  Oonntt^tid 
Fund *,  and|NMMi^ 

TTtVA^fratTft— Vaccination  Law  (Penalties)  *  [97]. 

ORDERS    OF    THE   DAT, 


SUPPLY— COMMTTTKB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  propoted* 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaTO  th« 
Chair." 

THB    EASTERN    QUESTIOK  — TBK 
DESPATGHiaB. 

MOTIOK  FOB  AS  ADDRS80. 

Mb.  SANDFOED  rose  to  eall  atten- 
tion to  the  omifliion  from  the  Blue  Book 
No.  2,  on  Turkey,  of  all  mention  of  tli9 
oonversation  between  Lord  Salifboij 
and  the  Duo  Decaaes  at  Paris,  and  b^ 
tween  Lord  SaUsburr  and  Prince  Bis- 
marck at  Berlin ;  and  also  to  call  attoa- 
tion  to  the  prooeedings  of  the  Oonforeoce 
at  Constantinorfe ;  and  to  moTO  for  the 
production  of  Copies  of  any  Minute  of 
the  aforesaid  conversations  at  Paris  ti^ 
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B«lm.    ThB  hon.  Oentlemaa  observed 

tto  m  iho  preaent  Btate  of  the  Eastern 

QositinB  tii«7  oonld  luurdljr  overrate  the 

imMttaiioe  of  anj  ixtfonnation  that  they 

eoud  obtain  upon  this  subjeot.    Every- 

bodv  moat  feel  that  Frinoe  Bismarck  at 

B«mi  kdd  the  key  of  the  position.    It 

nigjtt  be  of  national  interest  or  national 

iapofftanoe    that    these    conversations 

imld  be  suppressed,  and  if  it  were  so, 

lU  he  oonld  Bt^  was  that  it  was  most 

lofartnnate.    The  suppression  of  these 

eoawsations  had  given  rise  to  alarming 

muNus.  It  was  generally  believed  that 

Pnaes  Bismarck  nad  confided  to  Lord 

Sslasbonr  that  Germany  was  about  to 

Utaek  France.    He  (Mr.  Sandford)  be- 

Ittred  that  no  such  communication  was 

aads.    He  did  not  believe  it  was  the 

vish  of   Prince    Bismarck   to   attack 

Fnaos,  whatever  might  be  the  wish  of 

tbs  aiHtarj  party  in  G^ermany.    And 

ks  WIS  sure  tbat  Prince  Bismarck  was 

Back  too  pmdent  a  statesman  to  have 

itstod  to  Lord  Salisbury  that  he  wished 

to  sfttack  France.    The  suppression  of 

thus  conversations  had  given  rise  to  all 

tkt  mote  alarm,  because  conversations  at 

Tkana  and  at  Rome  had  been  published. 

Ikij  had  learned  from  Bome  that  they 

vm  unwilling  to  give  anv  port  on  the 

Adnatie ;  and  thev  had  learned  from 

Tknsa  that  they  objected  to  the  Bussian 

oeenation  of  the  Onristian  Provinces  of 

Turkey ;  and  the  impression,  therefore, 

Mt  CO  the  public  mind  was  that  the 

eoBversatians  with  Prince  Bismarck  must 

hsfs  been  of  a  most  mysterious  and 

alsnoing  character.    The  special  Envoy 

of  Kngland  had  been  instructed  by  the 

FoMgtt  Secretary  to  make  the  extra- 

oidtaiury  proposition  that  Bulgaria  should 

U  occupied  hj  a  French  Force.    If  the 

Fonign  Seoretarv  had  only  looked  at 

the  map  he  would  have  seen  that  north 

of  the  Danube  there  was  a  country  called 

Mimt^mw^im    jm^  Rpumania  was   ruled 

of«r  by  a  Prince  of  the  House  of  Hohen* 

nOttn;  and  he  might  have  further  as- 

oirtsmed  that  the  one  political  feeling 

ttd  instinct  of  the  people  of  Boumania 

was  in  fkvour  of  ramoe.    It  was  not, 

tfcsrsfaie,  aurpriaing  that  a  proposal  to 

plaea  a  French  Force  on  the  south  side 

of  the  Danube  was  aoouted  equally  at 

P^  aad  Berlin.    He  had  aaked  Her 

Msiastji's  Qovamment  on  a  previous  oc- 

wm,  whether  anv  step  had  been  taken 

iot  the  neotralisatum  of  Boumania,  and 

the  answer  was  that  there  waa  no  Treaty 


stipulation  for  the  neutralisation  of  Bou- 
mania. That  was,  no  doubt,  correct; 
but  one  of  the  Articles  of  the  Treaty  of 
Paris  contained  a  provision  that  no 
armed  intervention  could  take  place 
without  previous  agreement  between 
the  Great  Powers.  The  object  of  creat- 
ing the  State  of  Boumania  was  to  place 
a  neutral  State  between  Bussia  and 
Turkev,  and  the  first  duty  of  diplomacy 
should  have  been  to  neutralize  tne  terri- 
tory of  Boumania.  They  now  heard 
that  Boumania  had  declared  her  inde- 
pendence, and  he  should  like  to  know 
what  were  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gbvemment  and  tl^  other  guaranteeing 
Powers  with  regard  to  this  declaration 
of  independence.  We  found  that  at  the 
very  moment  when  the  Bussian  Ambas- 
sador was  urging  this  country  to  sign  a 
Protocol  in  the  interests  of  peace,  Bussia 
was  siflming  a  Convention  with  Bouma- 
nia witn  reference  to  the  carrying  on  of 
war.  He  should  like  to  know  whether 
Turkey  was  to  be  regarded  as  an  indo- 

fendent  or  as  a  dependent  and  protected 
Wer  ?  Not  only  among  orators  on  the 
platform,  but  among  Members  of  Hor 
Majesty's  Oovemment,  he  found  very 
ooimicting  views  on  that  point.  In  aU 
the  earlier  despatches  of  the  Foreign 
Secretary  up  to  the  time  when  he  learnt 
what  the  feeling  of  his  employers  was, 
the^  found  him  urging  that  Turkey  was 
an  independent  Power,  and  impressing 
on  other  Powers  the  necessity  of  main- 
taining its  independence.  But  after  ho 
had  received  certain  deputations,  Lord 
Derby  took  a  different  tone.  On  the 
21st  of  September  he  wrote  a  despatch 
requiring  Turkey,  in  the  name  of  the 
Queen,  to  punish  the  perpetrators  of  the 
massacres  in  Bulgaria.  If  the  victims 
of  those  massacres  had  been  English 
subjects,  Lord  Derby  might  have  had 
some  right,  in  the  name  of  the  Queen, 
to  demand  the  punishment  of  the  offen- 
ders, for  it  was  a  well-known  principle 
of  International  Law  that  one  country 
had  a  riffht  to  demand  from  another  an 
equal  administration  of  its  law  as  re- 
garded the  subjects  of  the  complaining 
rower.  But  he  had  yet  to  learn  if  Tur- 
key was  to  be  considered  as  an  indepen- 
dent countiy,  on  what  gprounds  we  could 
call  on  her  to  inflict  piinishment  for  acts 
committed  by  onejportion  of  her  subiects 
upon  another.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Sbcohequer,  speaking  in  Lancashire,  had 
said  they  were  bound  to  treat  Turkey  as 
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an  independent  State,  such  as  Italy  or 
Spain;  but  in  a  subsequent  speech  in 
that  House,  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
declared  that  we  stood  in  a  different 
position  towards  the  Christian  ProTinces 
of  Turkey  from  what  we  did  to  other  coun- 
tries, and  that  we  ought  to  use  our  best 
endeavours  to  obtain  good  government 
for  those  Provinces.    He  should  like  to 
know  from  his  right  hon.  Friend  on 
what  grounds  he  rested  the  right  of  this 
country  to  interfere.     Was  it  on  the 
Treaty  of  Paris  ?     The  9th  Article  of 
that  Treaty — the  only  Article  referring 
to  that  point  —  stated  that  the  Sultan 
gave  his  Christian  subjects  their  privi- 
leges of  his  own  free  will,  and  it  was 
expressly  laid  down    that    no  foreign 
Power  was  to  have  a  right  of  interfer- 
ence in  the  matter.    The  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  lately  told  them  that  the 
Treaty  of  Paris  was  still  in  existence, 
and  ^at  they  were  bound  by  it.     A 
Treaty  in  diplomacy,  however,  was  not 
like  an  Act  of  Parliament  in  Westmin- 
ster Hall.    It  was  rather  like  a  lady  in 
society,  who,  when  her  character  nad 
been  pretty  generally  impugned,   was 
not  held  entitled  to  the  same  amount  of 
respect  as  she  otherwise  would  enjoy. 
The  Foreign  Secretary  himself  said  mat 
Treaties  were  not  eternal,  and  could  only 
be  maintained  as  long  as  circumstances 
permitted.     But  although  we  had  no 
special  right  to  interfere  on  behalf  of  the 
Christian  subjects  of  the  Porte,  we  never- 
theless had  Uie  common  right  to  inter- 
fere in  the  government  of  Turkey  which 
every  nation  had  when  its  neighbours 
endangered  the  general  peace  and  tran- 
quillity of  Europe.    He  believed  that 
the  Government  of  Turkey  was  intole- 
rable alike  for  its  Mahomedan  and  its 
Christian  subjects,  and  the  great  mis- 
take made  in  the  Autumn  agitation  was 
that  too  exclusive  stress  was  laid  on  the 
grievances  of  the  Christians.  He  thought 
it  would  have  been  far  better  had  the 
Great  Powers  commenced  where  they 
ended,  and  when  first  the  insurrection 
broke  out  between  Bosnia  and  Herzego- 
vina to  have  told  Turkey  that  her  Go- 
vernment was  intolerable,  and  that  if 
she  did  not  reform  it  within  a  certain 
space  of  time  united  Europe  would  be 
called  on  to  take  some  steps  to  put  an  end 
to  the  misgovemment  of  the  Provinces. 
That  would  have  been  far  better  than 
entering  upon  a  Conference,  the  pro- 
ceedings of  which  it  was  obvious  could 

Mr,  Sandford 


only  end  in  a  fiasco.  Nothing  could  have 
been  more  absurd  than  for  ten  or  s  doien 
Foreign  Ambassadors  to  have  mthered 
round  a  table  to  draw  up  a  Be&rm  Bill 
for  a  country  whose  language  they  could 
not  speak  and  whose  customs  they  did 
not  understand?    It  would  have  been 
the  interest  and  policy  of  England,  if 
she  were  to  intenere  with  the  Qovem* 
ment  of  Turkey,  to  urge  on  Austria  to 
come  forward  as  a  great  Slav  Power. 
No  doubt,  there  would  be  great  difficul- 
ties in  the  way  in  reference  to  the  Mag- 
yars ;  but  the  interests  of  35,000,000  of 
people  ought  not   to  be  saorifioed  to 
Magyar  jealousy.  If  Austria  had  known 
that  she  could  have  counted  upon  Eng- 
land, he  believed  she  would  haw  de- 
cided to  ti^e  some  important  ttep.    If 
we  did  not  adopt  that  course,  what  other 
policy  had  we  to  pursue  but  a  policy  of 
waitmg?    We  had  no  li^ht  to  ooecY» 
Turkey  without  first  warning  her,  and 
up  to  the  present  moment  the  only  warn- 
ing she  had  received  from  us  was  thit 
she  was  not  to  be  coerced.    We  could 
not  coerce  Turkey  as  the  ally  of  Bussia, 
but  as  a  member  of  the  European  con- 
cert. If  we  joined  Bussia,  the  only  effect 
would  be  to  destroy  that  Turkish  Fleet 
which  was  the  only  effectual  obstacle  to 
the  advance  of  Kussia  on  Constanti- 
nople.   Heaven  forbid,  however,  that 
England  should  commit  the  blunder  of 
a  second  Navarino!     In  1855  he  was 
one  of  the  few  Members  of  that  House 
who  looked  imfavourably  on  the  Cri- 
mean War,    believing  it  was   under- 
taken for  French  rather  than  for  Eng- 
lish interests,  and  he  had  then  thought 
it  of  comparatively  small   importance 
whether  Constantinople  was  occupied  by 
Bussians  or  by  Turks.    But  things  had 
now  changed.    In  1855  our  communica- 
tions with  India  were  carried  on  by  the 
Cape  of  Good  Hope;  now  they  were 
carried  on  through  the  Sues  Canal,  and 
England  could  not  look  with  the  same 
indifference  as  formerly  on  the  occupa- 
tion of  Constantinople  by  Bussia.  Sonne 
wished  this  country  to  adopt  a  nolicy  of 
action  and  to  occupy  Crete  or  Gallipoli. 
But  were  we  to  occupy  them  as  neutrals, 
or  as  friends  of  the  Turks  ?  If  as  frieada 
of  the  Turks,  it  would  be  a  declaration 
of  war  against  Bussia.    If  as  neutrals, 
the  Turks  might  ol^ect,  and  it  would  bo 
a  declaration  of  war  against  the  Porte. 
There  were  difficulties  and  dangm  in 
the  present  policy  of  isolation.    Within 
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a  mr  ifaort  space  of  time,  he  believed, 
th«  TuAm  would  be  conquered  both  in 
fnoM  and  in  Asia ;    and  that  thej 
vottld  then  be  too  happj  to  come  to 
tnaa  with  Bneeia  alone;   and  if  this 
taaHxj  took  no  part  in  the  struggle,  she 
would  hare  no  n^ht  to  take  p^  in  the 
tmngements  which  would  follow  on  its 
oaocloiion.    He  beliered  the  Ozar  had 
»o  intention  of  occupying    Oonstanti- 
aople ;  but  if  the  war  went  on,  there 
ttight  be  oonaiderable  difficulty  in  re- 
•tvaining  a  victorious  Army.    He  be- 
Heved  in  the  moderation  of  the  Ozar, 
fa«t  not  in  that  of  a  victorious  Bussian 
Amy.    Busaia  would  probably  expect 
the  restoration  of  the  territory  in  Bessa- 
rtbia  taken  from  her  by  the  Trea^  of 
Paris ;  perhaps,  also,  some  part  of  Asia 
Uaor.    She  might  likewise  possibly  de- 
Baad  the  passage  of  her  Fleet  through 
tke  Dardanelles,  and  that  the  Bulgarians 
•iMmld   be   governed    bv   independent 
Holers.  Hersegovina  ana  Bosnia  might 
be  added  to  Austria,  and  some  small 
addition  of  territory  given  to  Montene- 
po.    The  Sultan  would  retain  the  re- 
■dne  of  his  dominions,  but  onlv  as  a 
Mfei^  ot  Bussia.     He  believea  in  a 
(rias  like  the  present,  the  responsibility 
for  action  should  rest  on  the  Executive 
Ooferament  of  the  country ;    but  he 
voold  venture  to  ask  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  for  an  explicit  declaration  of 
tkatr  poUev,  and  whether  there  was  any 
troth  m  what  he  had  read  in  the  news- 
papera — namely,  that  Bussia  had  pro- 
poaed  to  this  country  a  localization  of 
tlis  war,  and  that  that  proposition  had 
aoc  been  accepted  ?    He  would  remind 
tbt  Government  that  a  policy  of  frank- 
asaa  always  commanded  the  respect  of 
of  the  majority  of  the  English  nation, 
aad  that  a  policy  of  concealment  was 
altogether  opposed  to  their  sympathies 
aad  generous  instmcts. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  Iflftve  oat  from  the  word  "  That  '*  to  the 
md  of  Um  QaMtion,  in  ordnr  to  add  the  words 
*is  hsmble  Addrai  bo  pfTMentod  to  Her  Ma* 
jnljr.  pnyiag  Hnr  M^eaty  that  8he  wiU  bo 
fnikmXy  plMMd  to  giro  dirocUoni  that  there 
W  yd  before  this  Houm,  Copice  of  any  Biinutof 
•f  tiM  enorenation  between  Lord  Saliibury  and 
tW  Dvc  DecacM  at  Paria,  and  between  Lord 
Hihihuj  and  Frinoe  Bionarok  at  Berlin,'*— 
[Mr.  8m^»r4,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  rnmoeed^  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  do  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
UnaitioD/' 


Mb.   BOUBKE  thought  the  House 
must  be  surprised,  as  certainly  he  was 
himself,  at  the  speech  which  had  just 
been  delivered  by  his  hon.  Friend.    His 
hon.  Friend  had  invited  a  discussion  upon 
certain  points  connected  with  foreifi;n  po- 
litics which  were  of  a  difficult  and  deli- 
cate character;   and   he   believed  the 
House  would  agree  with  him  in  lidnking 
that  it  would  be  inexpedient  for  him  to 
follow  the  hon.  Member  through  the 
various  topics  which  he  had  raised.    8o 
£&r  as  the  neutrality  of  Houmania  was 
concerned,  he  TMr.  Bourke)  had  already 
described  to  the  House  the  position  in 
which  this  country  stood,  and  therefore 
it  was  imnecessary  for  him  to  dwell  upon 
that  topic.    There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  neutrality  of  Boumania  and  the 
provisions  of  the  Treaty  of  Paris  had 
Deen  infringed  by  Russia.    With  regurd 
to  interference  in  the  internal  a£fairs  of 
Turkey,  that  was  a  subject  which  had 
been  fiilly  discussed  in  the  House ;  but 
there  was  one  point  in  connection  with 
it  which  his  hon.  Friend  appeared  to 
have  misunderstood.     His  hon.  Friend 
had  said  that  the  Treaty  of  Paris  abso- 
lutely precluded  this,  as  well  as  any 
other  country,  from  interfering  with  the 
internal  affairs  of  the  Ottoman  Empire. 
That,  however,  was  an  opinion  whicn  he 
did  not  think  any  person  mlly  conversant 
with  the  facts  could  hold  to  be  sound. 
Under  the  Treaty  of  Paris,  which  had 
been  called  that  evening  the  ''  common 
law  right   of  interference''    remained 
exactly  where  it  was  before,  and  one 
great  proof  of  that  was,  that  in  1869 
die  Eiu*l  of  Malmesbury  addressed  to 
the  Porte  one  of  the  strongest  despatches 
ever  written,    calling  attention  to  the 
condition  of  the  Ohnstian  races  under 
Ottoman  rule,  and  stating  unequivocaUy 
that  this  country  would  **  insist '' — that 
was  the  word  used — upon  the  promises 
of  the  Sultan  being  carried  out.    There- 
fore, the  right  of  interference  not  only 
existed  theoretically  since  the  Treaty  of 
Paris,  but  had  been  acted  upon  by  this 
oounby  and  acknowledged  by  the  ^orto. 
His  hon.  Friend  who  had  raised  this 
question  at  the  present  time  had  also 
said  that  the  Conference  at  Oonstanti- 
nople  was  objectionable,  because  it  would 
have  been  better  to  have  told  Turkey 
that  she  must  reform  herself,  and  that 
if  she  did  not  do  so  in  a  short  time  the 
European  Powers  would  interfere;  but 
it   appeared  to  him  that,   for  reasons 
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which  had  been  frequently  urged  in  the 
discussion  of  this  suDJect,  it  would  hare 
been  extremely  unwise  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gbvemment  to  have  adopted  that 
course.  His  hon.  Friend  had  likewise 
said  that  the  difficulties  of  a  policy  of  in- 
action were  almost  equal  to  those  of  a 
policy  of  action,  and  no  doubt  that  obser- 
vation was  perfectly  true ;  but  that  was 
precisely  one  of  the  reasons  for  refrain- 
ing from  saying  what  would  be  the 
policy  of  the  Government  in  the  future. 
That  policy,  as  everybody  must  be  aware, 
considering  the  present  grave  aspect  of 
afiEairs,  must  be  guided  entirely  by  cir- 
cumstances. Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  no  reason  to  suppose  that 
either  Hussia  or  any  other  ^ower  ima- 
gined, at  this  moment,  that  when  the 
terms  of  peace  came  to  be  discussed  they 
could  be  any  other  than  Europe  gene- 
rally could  accept.  In  other  words, 
when  those  terms  came  to  be  considered, 
they  would  constitute  a  question  for  the 
Powers  in  general.  The  conversations 
between  Loid  Salisbury  and  Prince  Bis- 
maiok  at  Berlin,  and  Lord  Salisbury  and 
the  Due  Decaies  at  Paris,  to  whichhishon. 
Friend  had  referred,  were  strictly  confi- 
dential, and  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
which  was  ruided  in  the  matter  solely 
by  a  regard  for  the  public  good,  exer- 
cised its  discretion  in  not  publishing 
them.  Had  those  conversations  been,  so 
to  speak,  of  a  public  character,  Prhioe 
Bismarck  and  the  Due  Decazes  probably 
would  not  have  communicated  their 
views  to  our  Ambassador  so  freely  as  they 
had  done.  With  regard  to  the  publica- 
tion of  despatches  generally,  he  thought 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  certainly 
not  erred  on  the  side  of  withholding  infor- 
mation. The  present  case,  however, 
was  exceptional,  inasmuch  as  the  com- 
munications made  by  Prince  Bismarck 
and  the  Due  Decazes  to  Lord  Salisbuiy 
were  intended  for  the  British  Cbvem- 
ment  alone,  and  not  for  any  other.  Li 
those  circumstances,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  not  think  him  disrespectful,  if  he 
declined  to  |^ve  any  ftirther  information 
on  the  subject.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
asked  wheti^er  Hussia  had  made  a  com- 
munication to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment as  to  the  localization  of  the  war  ? 
In  reply  to  that  question,  all  he  oould 
say  was  that  he  did  not  know  of  any 
communication  from  the  Bussian  Go- 
vernment of  the  nature  which  had  becm 
described. 

Mr.  Bourh 


LoBD  EIX]!HO  said,  he  had  no  with  to 
enter  upon  a  ^;eneral  disouasion  of  the 
Eastern  Question ;  but  he  thought  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sandford)  IumL  done 
ffood  service  in  eliciting  the  statement 
from  the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
kSaxn  that,  in  the  event  of  peaoe  being 
made,  that  peaoe  must  be  a  matter  for 
European  arrangement. 

Mb.  BOUEO:  said,  that  what  h« 
had  desired  to  convey  was  this — that 
when  the  question  of  peaoe  came  to  be 
discussed,  it  no  doubt  would  be  <mt 
which  would  oonoem  Europe;  and  the 
European  Powers  would  consider  that 
they  nad  a  right  to  share  in  the  ddi- 
berations  respecting  the  fiiture. 

Loan  ELOHOsaid,  there  was,  however, 
a  question  of  more  vital  importance  than 
that  to  which  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
forMaldonhaddrawnattention.  It  would 
be  in  the  recollection  of  the  Honae  that 
in  the  vexy  able  roeeoh  which  thej 
had  heard  from  the  Home  Seoretaiy  be- 
fore the  Becess,  there  were  oertain  limits 
laid  down  within  which,  it  was  said. 
English  interests  would  be  deemed  to  bt 
at  stake.  The  arguments  of  the  rigbft 
hon.  GOntleman  seemed  to  meet  with 
general  approval  in  the  House  on  both 
sides,  for  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
the  Badnor  Boroughs,  who  had  the  dis- 
tinguished honour  of  being  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  when  he  spc^  subsequentlj 
in  the  debate,  said  merely  that  he  would 
not  bind  himself  to  the  limit  whidi  had 
been  laid  down  by  the  Home  Secretary. 
Now,  it  was  an  important  question  whe- 
ther we  were  in  a  position  at  the  present 
moment  to  defend  those  interests.  He 
did  not  believe  that  the  most  extrent 
humanitarian  among  us — he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  ten  men  even  of  those  who 
were  at  that  moment  assembled  in  Bing- 
lev  Hall,  where  a  right  hon.  GOntlemsn 
who  had  formerly  retired  from  publio 
life  was  now  addressing  80,000  people, 
and  inaugurating,  he  would  not  say  the 
music  and  harmonv,  but  probably  the 
discord  of  the  Liberal  future— would 
deny  that  drcumstanoes  miffht  arise  in 
which  it  would  be  absolute  neeeeesij 
for  England,  asfia'as  she  hadthe^over, 
to  step  in  and  defend  her  interests  in  the 
East  of  Europe.  The  question  wss— 
Were  we  in  a  position  to  do  that,  sod 
were  the  Government  taking  the  itepe 
necessary  to  defend  RngKsh  interesU, 
diould  they  in  any  way  be  asssilfid  in 
the  course  of  the  present  unhappy  wsr  ? 
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BfideDoy  and  promjptneM  were  one  and 
Hmmiim,  and  any  interference  on  our 
poll  in  order  to  be  efficient,  must  be 
vompt.  Now,  effioienoy  meant  men  and 
LonM;  it  meant  mafUrid^  it  meant 
tnaiDQffiy  it  meant  organisation.  He 
wodd  aaeome  that  we  had  the  men ;  but 
our  organisation  was  a  pap^  organiiA^ 
baa.  When  the  Mobuimiion  Scheme 
was  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  last 
fisr,  it  was  of  Talae  mainly  as  showing 
sot  that  we  had  onr  oorpivomnU  r^ady, 
hat  how  thej  should  be  disposed  of  when 
nadj,  and  as  showing,  in  fact,  the  po- 
f«Hj  of  the  land  in  that  respect.  It 
wssaskeUton  sdieme,  which  required 
k>  be  filled  up.  Now,  to  fill  up  such  a 
ikeWnn  scheme,  not  only  were  the  ele- 
asats  he  had  mentioned  re<iuired,  btit 
the  important  element  of  money  was 
■ho  neoessaxy.  Without  asking  for 
alia  money,  were  the  Gk>yemment  pre* 
psied  to  fill  up  the  skeleton  with  neah 
tad  Uoodf  Now,  what  was  the  present 
•taU  of  our  sum>lies  ?  He  held  in  his 
kaad  a  War  Office  (Xroular  which  gaye 
ftQ  the  requirements  of  a  corpi  i^^mU$ 
■snbering  86,000  men;  and  nebelieyed 
it  would  be  found  that  the  state  of  our 
Replies  was  yery  far  from  what  was 
tksre  shown  to  be  necessaiy.  He  be- 
iiersd  that  the  stores  we  had  were  prin- 
dpally  in  one  great  arsenal,  so  that  it 
woold  take  a  long  time  to  ^t  them  out 
^thst  we  were  deficient  m  transport 
euts  of  all  kinds,  and  especiaUy  in  am- 
balanoe  waggons  of  the  latest  pattern — 
thtt  ammunition  carts  were  wantinff  for 
both  Infantry  and  Artillery — ana  he 
would  ask  whether  it  was  true  that  Artil- 
\mj  batsenr  wa^^gons  had  been  taken 
froB  the  batteries  and  used  for  the 
■spply  of  ammunition?  Then,  11,000 
MMs  were  reouired  for  a  C9rp9  d^mrwU$ 
of  16,000,  but  he  belieyed  that  nothing 
•tsQ  approaohing  the  number  required 
v«i  arauable  at  the  present  time.  As 
nprded  small  arm  ammunition,  he  was 
kM  we  had  not  enough  eyen  fbr  home 
ooatomption  in  time  of  peace.  As  re- 
firded  powder,  we  made  something  like 
600  bazreb  a-year  less  than  was  anniudly 
opodedt  luid  although  we  had asupply 
of  M0,000  barrelo,  yet  it  was  scattered 
•11  oyer  the  world,  and,  therefore,  to  a 
km  extent  would  not  be  ayailable. 

Tn  O'DONOOHUE,  risinff  to  Order, 
nkid  the  Speaker  whether  the  matters 
wUoh  the  noble  Lord  was  discussing 
within  the  scope  of  the  Motion  ? 


Mb.  speaker  said,  the  Main  Ques- 
tion before  the  House  was  as  to  going 
into  Oommittee  of  Supply,  to  which  an 
Amendment  had  been  moyedfor  Papers. 
That  being  the  state  of  the  case,  un- 
doubtedly the  obseryations  of  the  noble 
Lord  were  not  releyant  to  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House. 

LoBD  ELOHO  asked,  whether  any  re- 
marks on  the  general  question  as  to  the 
state  of  preparation  we  should  be  in  if 
called  upon  to  defend  English  interests 
would  be  out  of  place  at  that  moment, 
or  whether  he  ought  to  wait  till  the 
Question  for  going  into  Oommittee  of 
Suraly  was  again  put  ? 

I6u  SPEAKER  obsenred  that  the 
more  conyenient  course  was  for  the 
House  to  deal,  in  the  first  instance, 
with  the  Amendment  actually  before  it. 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  wiihdrtMm. 

POST  OFFIOE-TBLEGRAPraO  COMMU- 
NICATION WITH  LUNDY  ISLAND. 
HBSOLUnON. 


Mb.  DILLWTN  rose  to  call  attention 
to  the  want  of  telegraph  communication 
between  Lundy  Island  and  the  mainland, 
and  to  moye— 

'*  That,  in  the  opinion  of  thii  Houoe,  it  ib  of 
national  importance  that  such  a  communication 
ihoold  be  establiBhod." 

He  maintained  that  this  was  not  a  ques- 
tion of  local,  but  of  national  interest, 
and  urged  that  Qoyemment  should  un- 
dertake the  work  to  which  his  Motion 
pointed  without  delay.  Nearly  all  the 
Chambers  of  Oommeroe  throuffnout  the 
country  were  in  fayour  of  Uiat  work 
being  proceeded  with. 

M&.  D.  JENKINS  seconded  the  Mo- 
tion, submitting  that  the  question  of 
establishing  commimication  between 
Limdy  Island  and  the  mainland  was 
one  not  of  mere  local  interest  affecting 
the  Bristol  Oliannel,  but  of  nation^ 
importance  affecting  the  shipping  and 
commercial  interests  of  the  count^  ge- 
nerally. The  Island  was  situated  on  a 
dangerous  part  of  the  coast  and  he  could 
^uite^  understand  the  telegraph  being 
in  winter  the  means  of  saying  Ufa  and 
yaluable  property.  During  the  worst 
part  of  the  winter  the  mainland  was 
totally  obscured  from  the  Island. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  "That**  to  the 
end  of  the  QueflUon,  in  order  to  add  the  word* 
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**  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  of  national 
importance  that  a  telegraphic  communication 
should  bo  established  between  Lundy  Island 
and  the  mainland," — {Mr.  DiUwyn^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Me.  STEVENSON  appealed  to  the 
Gk>yeminent  in  the  name  of  the  shipping 
interest  to  agree  to  the  Motion.  It  was 
not  a  matter  of  importance  only  to  the 
Bristol  Channel,  but  it  was  of  as  much 
concern  to  Liverpool  and  the  other  ports 
on  the  West  Coast,  and  even  those  on  the 
North-east.  This  was  entirely  a  national 
question,  and  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  so  regard  it. 

Mb.  WHlTWELL,  speaking  on  be- 
half of  the  Chambers  of  Commerce, 
joined  in  the  appeal  to  the  Qovemment 
to  advance  the  £5,000  or  so,  which  was 
necessary  to  make  the  connection,  and 
said  that  he  knew  there  was  a  most 
anxious  desire  in  Newcastle  and  the 
ports  in  the  North  that  ships  should  be 
able  on  their  arrival  in  the  West  to  com- 
municate with  Lundy  Island,  and  then 
to  await  orders. 

Lord  JOHN    MANNERS    said,  he 
had  expressed  it  to  be  his  opinion,  when 
a  deputation    from    the    Chambers  of 
Commerce  waited  on  him  in  reference 
to  the  subject,  that  they  had  assigned 
very    powerful    reasons    in    favour   of 
establishing     communication     between 
Lundy  Island  and  the  mainland.    He 
was  still,  he  might  add,  in  correspondence 
with  the  Chancers  of  Commerce  on  the 
matter,  inasmuch  as  he  had  not  yet  re- 
ceived from  them  a  reply  to  his  last  pro- 
posal in  regard  to  it.  He  was,  therefore, 
unable  to  say  that  the  ne^tiations  which 
had  been  in  progress  haa  finally  broken 
down.     If  the  Chambers  of  Commerce 
were  in  a  position  to  lay  down  the  wire, 
and  to  give  a  guarantee  for  its  mainte- 
nance for  the  first  few  years,  he  had 
very  little  doubt  that  the  communication 
could  be  made.    Till  he  had  a  final  an- 
swer to  that  proposal  he  could  do  no 
more  than  say  ne  was  fully  alive  to  the 
importance  of  the  subject.      He  felt, 
however,  as  the  head  of  the  Postal  Tele- 
graphic Department,  that  he  was  charged 
with  the  duty  of  seeing  that  no  exten- 
sion should  take  place  which  had  not  a 
fair  chance  of  becoming  remunerative, 
and  he  did  not  believe  that  this  extension 


promised  to  be  remuneratiye ;  on  the 
contrary,  he  thought  it  would  involve  a 
large  annual  expenditure.  If^  however, 
when  the  negotiations  with  the  Oham- 
bers  of  Commerce  came  to  a  dose,  it  ap- 
peared to  them  that  the  matter  was  of 
such  very  great  practical  importance  as 
to  justify  mem  in  making  an  appUoation 
to  some  other  Department  of  the  Go< 
vemment  more  especially  charged  with 
the  duty  of  prosecuting  works  of  public 
advantage  than  the  Post  Office,  he  uurald 
throw  no  obstacle  in  the  way  of  an  ap- 
peal of  that  kind.  He  hoped,  at  the  Hune 
time,  the  House  would  not  press  him  to 
undertake  a  telegpraphio  extension  which 
was  not  likely  to  be  remunerative,  owing 
to  the  extreme  probability  of  the  break- 
age of  the  cable. 

Lord  ESUNGTON  said,  those  who 
had  charge  of  the  conmiercial  interest* 
of  this  country  would  derive  a  certain 
amount  of  negative  satisfaction  from 
the  answer  of  his  noble  Friend.  He 
thouffht  he  saw  some  hesitation  in  the 
mind  of  the  noble  Lord,  which  save  him 
hope  for  the  future.  He  (Lord  EsHng- 
ton^  maintained  that  the  question  was 
really  not  a  local  one,  inasmuch  as  it 
related  to  a  place  on  a  dangerous  part  of 
our  coast,  and  the  only  pl^  where  the 
ships  of  all  nations  engaged  in  trade 
were  likely  to  find  a  refuge.  If  on  in- 
quiry it  could  be  shown,  as  he  believed 
it  could,  that  the  establishment  of  tele- 
grraphic  communication  with  the  Island 
womd  not  be  unremunen^ve,  he  wa* 
of  opinion  that  the  Government  ought 
to  look  favourably  upon  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  HUSSEY  VIVIAN  said,  the 
Postmaster  Oeneral  need  not  have  feared 
that  similar  applications  would  be  made, 
for  he  was  not  aware  of  any  place  simi- 
larly situated  to  Lundy  Island.  There 
was  nothing  between  it  and  the  shorei 
of  America,  and  it  stood  out  some  dis- 
tance from  the  mainland.  The  noble 
Lord  must  not  take  too  restricted  a  viev 
of  his  responsibilities  in  this  matter. 
He  (Mr.  Vivian)  regarded  the  question 
as  one  of  national  rather  than  of  local 
importance.  The  telegraphs  being  now  in 
the  hands  of  the  Qovemment,  the  com- 
mercial oonmiunity  had  a  right  to  look 
to  the  Qovemment  to  take  this  matter 
up ;  and  the  expenses  of  such  an  under- 
tiudng  ought  not  to  be  thrown  on  the 
Chambers  of  Conunerce,  which  had  not 
therequisitemachineryforoanyingitoat 
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8xm  HENBT  HAYELOOK  said,  the 
loUe  Lord's  reply  would  be  reoeiTed 
vith  oonsiderable  disappointment  by  the 
oonuiMraal  oommonitiee  all  over  tiie 
EingdoQu  The  noble  Lord  did  not 
Mem  to  be  sufficiently  impressed  wiUi 
t^  DMt  that  this  was  by  no  means  a 
ioeal  qoestion,  bat  one  oonceminK  the 
coouneroe  of  the  whole  country,  and  one 
in  which  the  ports  in  the  North  and 
Nofth-east  were  equally  interested  with 
those  on  the  Bristol  Cluinnel.  He  (Sir 
Hanr^  Hayelook)  thought  that  if  the 
QiBsstton  were  left  to  the  decision  of  the 
rkamberB  of  Commerce  there  woiUd  be 
mat  delay  before  it  could  be  finally 
akposed  of.  He  hoped  that  the  De- 
psitn&ent  over  which  the  noble  Lord  so 
■Uy  piesided  would  take  the  matter  in 
hanL 

Question  put. 

The  House  dmM ;— Ayes  107 ;  Noes 
75:  Majority  52.— (Div.  list,  No.  141.) 

JdUTARY  AND  NAVAL  PREPARA- 
TIONa— OBSERVATIONS. 

LoBD  ELCHO  said,  that  when  he  was 
esDed  to  Order  a  few  minutes  ago  he 
VM  under  the  impression  that  the  neces- 
Mty  of  England  Doing  prepared,  if  ne- 
centtr  arose,  to  defend  ner  interests  in 
the  Eastern  Question,  was  relevant  to 
the  question  before  the  House;  and  he 
WIS  St  that  time  endeayouring  to  show 
tiut,  as  fkr  as  he  had  been  able  to  ascer- 
tain, many  things  were  required  before 
ikk  omutry  would  be  in  a  position 
prompCly  and  efficiently  to  give  effect  to 
the  PoImt  which  had  been  announced 
by  toe  Home  Secretary,  and  which  had 
been  indorsed  by  both  sides  of  the 
Hoose  and  by  public  opinion  out-of- 
dMft,  with  reference  to  the  course  this 
coQotiy  should  take.  He  was  endea- 
to  show  that  in  order  to  act 
ly  and  efficiently,  we  must  have 
more  than  a  paper  oreaniza- 
tka  or  a  skeleton  organization,  and  when 
he  WIS  stopped  he  was  stating  wherein 
he  belieTea  our  organization  was  defi- 
dsftt  If  that  was  not  so,  no  one  would 
U  move  g^ad  than  he  to  receiTO  an  as- 
•Bfisoe  to  that  effect  from  the  Secretary 
of  State  lor  War.  The  deficiency,  he 
ygntured  to  point  out,  consisted  in  the 
wsBt  of  transport  of  WHUM0I,  in  the 
proper  distribution  of  stores,  in  defi- 
cient  ammunition,    in    deficient   gun- 


powder of  a  proper  quality,  and  in  accou- 
trements, cfothmg,  boots,  &c.  There 
was  nothing  the  efficiency  of  an  army, 
and  espedfuly  of  Lifantry,  depended 
upon  so  much  as  ffood  boots,  and  within 
the  last  few  days  ne  had  seen  boots  re- 
cently issued  to  the  Guards,  the  soles  of 
which  had  been  worn  off  in  less  than  a 
month,  and  which  were  being  returned 
with  a  remonstrance  to  the  Qothing  De- 
partment. In  all  these  matters  time 
meant  money,  promptness  meant  effi- 
ciency, and  they  could  not  have  pronopt- 
ness  and  efficiency  without  money.  But 
up  to  the  present,  as  far  as  they  knew, 
ostensibly  at  any  rate,  there  had  been 
no  demand  for  money  on  the  part  of  the 
Government;  and,  therefore,  if  these 
things  reauixed  money  and  none  had 
been  asked  for,  it  was  not  unreasonable 
to  assimie  that  we  were  not  in  that 
prompt  and  efficient  state  in  which  it 
was  most  desirable  that  we  should  be,  if 
we  ever  were  called  upon — which  QoA 
forbid — ^to  take  part  in  this  war  in  the 
East.  This  was  his  reason  for  bringing 
this  matter  before  the  House.  In  doing 
so  he  would  guard  himself  against  the 
supposition  that,  in  urging  the  House 
and  the  Qovemment  to  make  timely 
preparation,  he  wished  to  urge  the 
country  to  take  part  in  this  war.  All 
he  wiiuied  was  tnat,  if  we  were  called 
upon  to  do  so,  we  should  do  so  effi- 
ciently, and  that  we  should  not  find 
ourselves  in  the  lamentable  position  in 
which  the  French  found  themselves  at 
theoommencement  of  the  Franco-German 
War — ^believing  they  had  stores  in  abund- 
ance, when  they  had  practically  none, 
and  what  they  had  were  so  badly  distri- 
buted that  a  general  collapse  resulted. 
If  precedent  were  needed  to  justify  the 
course  he  was  taking,  it  was  furnished 
by  what  occurred  in  this  House  at  the 
outbreak  of  that  war.  The  present  Go- 
vernment beiuff  then  in  Opposition,  the 
then  Prime  lifinister  movea  a  Vote  of 
£2,000,000  for  the  Army  Services,  and 
asked  for  20,000  additional  men  for  the 
Army,  which  were  granted,  the  Prime 
Minister  stating  that  the  object  was  to 
establish,  not  an  armed  neutrality,  but 
a  secure  neutrality.  There  was  no  like- 
lihood of  our  being  dragged  into  that 
war ;  we  had  no  further  interest  in  Bel- 
gium than  any  other  of  the  great  Euro- 
pean Powers ;  and  our  position  was  one 
of  undisguised  neutrality  on  both  sides: 
and  if  in  circumstances  such  as  these  a 
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Liberal  Gbremmenty  irhooe  wstehwordB 
woro  peace,  retrenohment,  and  refanuy 
thoognt  it  neoessaxj  to  aet  immediately, 
BO  justifioatioxi  was  required  now  for 
calling  attention  to  the  qaeation.  But 
if  it  were  it  was  furnished  by  the  speech 
of  the  present  Prime  Minister,  made  on 
the  Ist  of  August,  1870,  although  he 
knew  that  on  the  following  day  the  ^en 
Prime  Minister  was  to  ask  for  additional 
men  and  money.  The  present  Prime 
Minister  began  by  saying — 

"  To  a  Bfinister  himself,  in  a  state  of  affiurs 
socritioal  as  thepresent,  I  believe  theie  is  nothing 
more  valuable  than  the  intelligent  and  discrimi- 
nating sympathy  of  the  House  of  Oommons." 

The  policy  of  neutrality,  he  added, 
should  be  made — 

**  Of  so  active  a  oharaoter  that  roprwwntatioiM 
at  the  proper  moment  may  lead  to  the  restora- 
tion of  peace.**  *<  A  mere  general  exchange  of 
platitudes  as  to  the  advantages  of  restoring 
peaoe  and  averting  the  horrors  of  war  is  insuffi- 
cient ;  something  more  is  wanted.  I  think  ths 
House  will  agree  with  me  that  asoeUenl  as  is 
the  policy  of  neutrality,  the  policy  of  neutralitr 
which  cannot  on  the  nght  oooasian  speak  with 
authority  to  the  belligeients  is  really  a  policy  not 
entitled  to  respect.  .  .  •  Thmfore  it  ap- 
pears to  me  that  the  policy  of  England  dioiud 
be  not  only  neutrality,  but  aimed  neutrality." 

He  asked — 

"  Are  our  armaments  in  such  a  oondition  as 
enables  us  to  adopt  such  a  policy  f  ** 

He  referred  to  the  proposed  Vote,  and 
said — 

'*  On  the  present  occasion  it  would  be  satis- 
factory if  we  received  assoranoes  from  the  Go- 
venmient,  more  in  detail,  as  to  the  condition  ol 
our  Forces." 

He  inquired  as  to  the  Nary,  the  arsenals, 
the  forts,  and  their  armaments,  the 
number  of  ships  on  the  slips,  the  real 
oondition  of  our  stores,  especially  as  to 
f\iel  and  coaling  stations,  and  said — 

''  It  is  not  unreasonable  that  in  the  House  ol 
Commons  these  questions  should  be  asked,  and 
this  information  should  be  elicited.  I  will  not 
at  length  pursue  the  same  inquiries  with  respect 
to  the  Army,  the  state  of  which  we  have  also 
been  assured  is  satisfactory  .  .  .  but  still 
one  may  ask  these  questions ;— Have  you  an 
efficient  Armyf  Are  your  battalions  of  be- 
coming strength  P  Are  your  batteries  complete  f 
Are  t^  numbers  of  the  cavalry  regiments  what 
they  ought  to  be  F"  **  It  is  absolutely  neoessarr, 
in  a  moment  like  the  present,  that  we  shoola 
press  for  some  details  on  these  vital  points." 
"  However  much  economy  is  estimated  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  in  oriMS  like  the  present  any 
body  of  men,  being  Ministers  ol  Uus  country, 
can  never  appeal  in  vain  to  the  House  of  Com- 
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laoas  in  ordsr  that  the  country  may  be  placed 
in  a  state  of  adequate  f^>^  oonplste  dsieoos."~ 
[3  Samard,  cciiL  1286-1300.] 

And,  finaUy,  he  pointed  out  bow  the 
Oiimeaa  War  mi^^  have  been  pre- 
Tented  by  a  decided  course.  Following 
the  precedent  thus  set  by  the  Prime 
Idlnister,  he  (Lord  Elcho)  considered  that 
the  state  of  aflisirs  at  tiie  present  time 
sufficiently  justified  him  in  calling  the  at^ 
tention  of  the  House  to  this  matter.  He 
did  not  ask  the  Oovemment  to  enter  into 
any  detail,  because  he  thought  the  House 
should  trust  them;  and  therefore  he 
thought  they  should  be  perfectly  satjafied 
with  a  general  assurance  that  they  were 
taking  steps  to  give  promptness  and 
efficiency  to  any  action  which  they  migbt 
think  it  necessary  to  take.  Those  who 
had  studied  the  question  said  that  in  the 
present  state  of  things  it  would  take 
seven  weeks  to  land  a  single  Englinh 
soldier  in  the  East  If  that  were  really 
the  case,  he  could  not  but  think  it  desi- 
rable that  the  House  should  encourage 
the  Gk>yemment  to  come  to  them  hoimj 
and  ask  for  the  necessary  money  for  the 
defences  of  the  country.  It  was  with 
the  yiew,  not  of  hampering  the  Ckiretn- 
ment,  but  of  helping  it,  that  he  had 
brought  the  matter  before  the  House. 
In  oondusion,  he  could  only  um  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  Stats 
for  War  to  be  bold  in  preparation  and 
layish  in  timely  ezpenmtnre  which,  in 
the  long  run,  would  oe  the  best  economy 
He  was  confident  that  in  so  Acing  he 
would  haye  the  support  of  the  Hcmse; 
and  he,  therefore,  hoped  that  the  ri^t 
hon.  (Gentleman  would  be  able  to  ^ve 
them  some  assurance  that  these  thmgi 
were  being  so  looked  into  that  they 
miffht  be  able  to  carry  out  promptij 
ana  efficiently  the  policy  enunciated  hj 
the  Home  Secretary,  and  endorsed  by 
the  country. 

Sib  OEOBOE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
wished  yery  strongly  to  deprecate  a 
warlike  discussion,  especially  at  a  mo- 
ment when,  as  they  had  been  assured, 
there  was  some  hope  that  peace  might 
be  suddenly  arrived  at  flirough  the 
efforts  of  united  Europe.  If  we  msin- 
tained  the  view  that  oecause  we  held 
one  part  of  Asia  we  were  to  dictate 
to  other  nations  when  they  were 
looking  after  their  interests  as  we 
had  looked  after  ours— if  we  were  to 
hold  the  principle  that  no  other  part 
of  Asia  should  be  occupied  by  any  other 
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KnopMn  iiAtkyn«  di6A  we  should  pro- 
put  tar  war.  But,  under  preeent  oir- 
HimiNiinM,  he  did  net  thini:  thej  need 
prfom  for  war,  ezoept  by  making  that 
Bodiraie  preparation  which  thej  oonld 
tml  to  Her  HMeety's  Qoremment.  At 
to  the  road  to  Inma,  he  quite  agreed 
vilh  the  Home  Seoretaiy't  views ;  buty 
II  dM  tame  time,  he  did  not  beliere  that 
1^  kMi  of  the  Sues  Oanal  would  be 
•btoltttdj  fkttal.  There  was  an  alter- 
ftttitt  route  round  the  OapOi  which  they 
niffat  UM  during  a  serious  war,  and  he 
had  Or  Oamet  WolseleVs  authorilr  for 
bABsring  tiiat  it  would  be  used.  As  to 
prspareoness  and  effldenoy.  our  Navr 
VM  our  main  reliance,  and  he  held  it 
voold  be  in  our  power  by  means  of  our 
KsT^,  in  conjunction  with  the  other 
Xtnss  of  Europe,  to  stop  the  war;  and 
dvogh  the  time  might  not  be  the  pro- 
mt one,  the  time  nueht  come  when  by 
frisndly  counsels,  backed  br  the  Navies 
flf  Borope,  peace  might  be  obtained. 
TWr  beet  policy  at  present  was  friend- 
iiasM,  and  he  deprecated  any  discussion 
wkieh  might  precipitate  the  very  evil 
vUflh  they  wiuied  to  avoid. 

Ha.  OATHORNB  HABDY :  I  am 
fb  from  wishing  to  blame  my  noble 
Fmad  for  putting  the  Question  which 
hs  has  thought  proper  to  put  to  me; 
keS,  at  the  same  time,  I  thiu  he  would 
ktfe  aeted  more  pmdently  if  he  had 
ihitsmsd  from  doing  so.  I  have  no- 
tUag  to  conceal  trom  the  House.  I 
Ivm^fht  forward  the  Estimates,  and  have 
sol  ssked  the  House  to  increase  them  { 
sal  I  think  it  a  little  premature  to  ask 
as  to  e»prew  an  opinion,  and  to  urge 
■t  to  say  something  oeyond  what  I  have 
thought  it  neeessary  to  sav.  Iftheocca- 
M  should  arise  to  render  it  necessaipr 
to  oooe  to  the  House  to  ask  for  addi- 
tkoil  means,  that  would  be  the  proper 
tins  to  inqoiro  what  I  have  done.  I 
vidi  to  have  the  peace  establishment  as 
ths  aodeus  for  ihe  defence  of  the  coimtry 
m  esse  ot  war.  With  respect  to  the 
Amv  MobiUjEation  Scheme,  that  has 
Mmig  whatever  to  do  with  our  sending 
tioops  abroad.  Therefore,  when  I  brought 
it  forward  I  always  spoke  of  it  as  a  de- 
f—irs  sdieme.  Last  year  mv  noble 
Nsed  will  remember  that  I  said  there 
ovght  always  to  be  a  well-formed  nudeus, 
■>  that  our  Array  might  be  sent  wherever 
it  might  be  neoessary.  The  House  en- 
shisd  me  to  increase  18  regiments  from 
000  to  890  men ;  and  so  far  as  that  mat- 


ter is  concerned,  everyone  can  find  out 
our  position  by  looking  at  the  Army  list. 
The  noble  Lord  knows  there  are  21  reri- 
ments  in  the  highest  condition  of  effi- 
ciency. I  can  only  rest  on  mv  own  re- 
sponsibility in  this  matter,  ana  it  is  my 
mt^  to  tie  ready  for  any  emergency 
which  may  arise.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  can  only  say  that,  feeling  the 
Ml  responsibility  of  my  position,  I  have 
still  retained  the  peace  force,  looking  to 
the  possibility,  but  not  to  the  ^babuity 
of  the  contingency  of  war  arising. 

Main  Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  put,  and 
a^eedU. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  8BRVI0B  ESTIMATES. 

Class  II. 
SuPFLT — considered  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posea, 

^'Thftt  a  lum,  not  exceeding  £2,746,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1878,  for  the  Sa£iries  and  Expenses  of  the  Office 
of  the  Loid  Privy  Heal." 

Mb.  00LD6MID  said,  that  on  a  pre- 
vious oooasion,  when  it  had  been  pointed 
out  that  this  OfHoe  was  not  a  neoessarv 
or  component  part  of  the  Ministry,  it 
had  been  answered  that  the  Offloe  was 
most  important,  because,  having  no 
duties,  the  holder  of  it  was  able  to  take 
up  almost  any  work  required  by  the 
dabinet.  But  now  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  had  himself  shown  that 
such  a  Minister  as  the  Lord  Privy  Seal 
was  unnecessary,  because  he  had  under- 
taken to  fill  the  Office  himself  without 
drawing  any  salary,  and  under  these 
circumstances  he  thought  the  riffht  thing 
to  do  would  be  to  withdraw  the  Vote. 
The  two  or  three  gentiemon  attached  to 
the  Office  should  be  drafted  to  some 
other  Department  where  their  services 
might  be  usefbl. 

Tme  OHANOELLOR  of  Tint  EXOHE- 
QUEB  said,  that,  although  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal  had  small  duties  to  perform 
in  oonneotion  with  his  own  proper  office, 
he  was  nevertheless  an  officer  of  impor- 
tance, because  he  was  frequently  able 
to  be  of  great  service  to  the  Oabmet  in 
its  deliberations  and  otherwise.  Heoould 
by  no  meaos  admit  the  hon.  Qentieman's 
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argument  that  beoause  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  had  for  the  present  asso- 
ciated the  duties  of  the  Pnvy  Seal  with 
his  own  it  would  be  at  aU  times  unne- 
cessary to  have  this  amount  of  spare 
force  in  the  Cabinet  It  was  rather  a 
serious  argument,  too,  to  maintain  that 
because  two  offices  were  sometimes 
amalgamated  the  second  office  was  un- 
necessary. There  had  been  occasions 
when  the  Prime  Minister  had  also  under- 
taken the  duties  of  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  was  it  to  be  argued  that 
the  latter  office  was  unnecessary. 

Mb.  QGLDSMID  said,  his  argument 
applied  only  to  sinecure  offices. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QIJEB  said,  that  the  circumstances  of 
no  two  Cabinets  were  alike,  and  times 
and  seasons  must  be  considered.  There 
might  be  seasons  when  it  was  not  in* 
convenient  for  the  Prime  Minister  to 
perform  the  duties  of  Lord  Privy  Seal ; 
but  if  the  Committee  would  consider 
the  whole  organization  of  the  Qovem- 
ment,  they  would  see  that  if  an  adequate 
number  of  offices  of  Cabinet  rank  were 
to  be  maintained  it  was  by  no  means 
unreasonable  that  this  Office  should  be 
kept  up.  There  were  frequent  occasions 
when  the  Office  of  Lord  Frivy  Seal  was 
of  the  ereatest  possible  convenience  to 
the  working  of  the  Government.  Any 
sum  now  voted  would  not  be  drawn  from 
the  Exchequer  as  long  as  tibe  present 
aorang^ement  lasted ;  but  if  any  different 
arrangement  were  made  in  future  the 
saluy  would  be  required,  and  it  was 
obvious  that  if  the  Vote  were  withdrawn 
no  different  arrangement  would  be  pos- 
sible during  the  present  year.  He 
trusted  that  the  Committee  would  fol- 
low its  usual  precedent,  and  agree  to 
the  Vote. 

Mb.  BTLANDS  said,  he  thought 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  not  exactly  imderstood  the  argu- 
ments of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Oold- 
smid).  It  was  not  proposed  to  reject 
the  Vote  on  the  ground  that  the  Office 
was  now  held  by  the  Prime  Minister; 
but  on  the  groimd  that  all  the  argu- 
ments went  to  prove  there  was  no  neces- 
sity for  the  Office.  The  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  had  spoken  of  the  composition 
of  the  Cabinet  as  a  circumstance  which 
should  be  remembered  in  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Vote ;  but  this  really  seemed 
to  prove  the  case  against  the  Vote.  The 
argument  used  by  successive  Qovem« 

1^  Chancellor  of  the  £xch4juir 


ments  year  after  year  in  flavour  of  main- 
taining the  Office  of  Lord  Frivy  Be^l 
was  that  the  weight  of  business  pressing 
on  the  Cabinet  was  such  that  it  was  de- 
sirable to  have  an  odd  man    in    the 
Cabinet  to  rdieve  the  pressure  upon 
any  particular  Department.    Now,  the 
present  Cabinet  was  remarkable  (among 
several  otiier  circumstances)  for  being 
the  smallest  known  for  a  great  many 
years.    He  supposed  the  deficiencr  in 
point  of  number  was  compensatea  for 
m  the  quality   of   those  forming  the 
Cabinet.      Anyhow,  the  fact  was  that 
there  were  fewer  men  than  ordinary  in 
the  Cabinet ;  and  it  was  just  the  time 
when  the  holder  of  the  Privy  Seal  should 
be  a  gentleman  whose  assistance  would 
be  useful.    But  when  the  Members  of 
the  Cabinet  were  fewer  and  the  pressure 
of  business  great,  just  that  very  time 
opportunity  was  taken  to  give  the  Office 
to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.    Al- 
lusion had  been  made  to  instances  in 
former  years  when  the  First  Lord  was 
also  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  and 
no  doubt  there  were  brilliant  example* 
of  statesmen  holding  those  two  offices. 
There  was  an  instukce  (}uite  recently, 
when  the  late  Prime  Mmister  tempo- 
rarily held  the  office  of  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  but  the  experience  of 
the  jimction  of  those  two  offices  had 
proved  that  the  course   was    open  to 
serious  objections.    But  the  Office  thej 
were  discussing  was  a  sinecure,  and  the 
only  excuse  for  maintaining  it  was  that 
a  noble  Lord  would  be  able  to  do  some- 
thing for  the  Cabinet  which  otherwise 
there  would  be  nobody  to  attend  to. 
Now,   those  who  used  that  argument 
did  so   no  doubt  with  the  conviction 
that  there  was  some  truUi  in  it;  but, 
looking  back  at  those   circumstances^ 
when  a  Lord  Privy  Seal  attempted  to 
do  the  work  of  some  Department,  he 
would  venture  to  say  the  work  was  al- 
ways badlv  done.  He  remembered  when 
it  was  said  in  **  another  place"  that  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  was  engaged  in  sitting 
upon  the  Admiralty  eggs,  and  all  those 
eggs  became  addled.     The   only  resl 
argument,  in  his  judgment,  which  in- 
fluenced a  Government  in   supporting 
the  Office  was  that  occasions  arose  when 
Members  of  former  Cabinets  had  to  be 
appointed  again.     Generally  it  would 
be  found  upon  a  Party  coming  into 
power  that  tnere  was  a  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleroan  who  had  held  office  previously— 
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it  ni^  be  Ohftnoellor  of  the  Exchequer 
or  tBj  other  offioei  in  which  he  had 
Mi  bean  Tery  gooceesftd.  When  the 
Mff  Gbbtnet  was  formed  the  question 
vovld  arise,  what  was  to  be  done  with 
tooh  a  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  a  way 
o«tof  the  difficulhr  was  found  by  making 
lum  Loffd  PkiTy  oeal,  and  sending  him 
to  the  House  of  Lords.  But  he  (Mr. 
Bjknds)  was  quite  sure  that  did  not,  in 
ths  eyes  of  the  country,  justify  the 
TBsintenanee  of  what  was  one  of  the 
icrsstest  sinecure  Offices  imder  the 
Ciovn.  The  Vote  should  be  struck  out 
of  the  Estimates,  and  the  public  service 
pBiified  from  a  sinecure  appointment  for 
which  there  was  no  justification. 

8a  OEOROE  BOWTEB  said,  the 
LordPriry  Seal  was  constantly  useful 
as  a  responsible  Minister  of  the  Grown, 
b«aiise  ererything  that  passed  the 
Graat  Seal  must  pass  the  Privy  Seal 
fint  It  was,  therefore,  incorrect  to 
Mj  tbAt  the  Office  of  Lord  Privy  Seal 
WIS  a  tinacure.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Tnasury  merely  had  in  that  capacity 
the  rAu  of  a  FHvy  Councillor,  and, 
cooaeaueatfy,  it  was  convenient  that  he 
•hould  be  also  Lord  Privy  Seal.  The 
praant  Premier,  in  taking  that  augmen- 
tition  to  his  dignity,  had  had  the  libe- 
rafitj  to  s^  that  he  would  not  draw  the 
Mk^.  If  the  hon.  (Gentleman  went  to 
t  dmsaon  he  should  certainly  vote 
•fUBst  him. 

Mb.  pease  said,  there  was  no  dis- 
petition  on  the  ^art  of  the  Oommittee  to 
fcvfsot  the  Gabmet  from  having  an  odd 
asft  if  they  required  one ;  but  as  the 
Qssstion  now  under  consideration  was 
t^  abolition,  not  of  the  Office  of  Lord 
FHvyr  Seal,  but  only  of  the  salary  which 
VQ«ld  not  be  drawn,  he  thought  the 
finawittee  ought  not  to  pass  this  Vote 
of  IS,000  a-year. 

Ma.  DILLWYN  contended  that  the 
^vtiss  of  the  Office  in  question  were  not 
^  neh  a  oharaotsr  as  necessitated  the 
wfiojnent  of  a  Cabinet  Minister.  In 
Jits  of  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
ntroDst  opposite  TSir  Qeoive  Bowyer), 
k»  opinion  was  tnat  the  Office  was  a 
■ssttifs,  and  for  this  reason  he  had 
*lwsys  advocated  its  abolition. 

Sn  WILLIAM  FBASEB  pointed  out 
thai  in  Conner  times  Uie  Lord  Privy 
h>«l  was,  in  fsot,  the  Prime  Minister. 
For  JBitanoe,  Onmiwell,  King  Henry 
nil's  Prime  Minister,  held  the  office 
«r  Loid  Privy  Seal. 

TOL  OCXXXIV.  [THutD  sxBiss.] 


General  Sir  GEOEQE  BALFOUR 
suggested  that  the  £2,000  a-year  which 
the  Government  would  save  by  the  abo- 
lition of  the  Office  of  Lord  Privy  Seal, 
would  pay  for  the  services  of  a  Cabinet 
Minister  to  represent  Scotland. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  104; 
Noes  46 :  Majority  58.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  142.) 

(2.)  £27,256,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Charity  Commission,  agreed  to, 

(3.)  £20,280,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Civil  Service  CommJBsion. 

Mr.  WHIT  WELL  said,  that,  notwith- 
standing the  objections  urged  last  year, 
this  Vote  had  been  greatly  increased. 
Was  that  in  consequence  of  the  in« 
creased  examinations  in  the  country  ? 
He  noticed  that  £3,000  of  the  Vote  was 
for  the  examiii^tion  of  candidates  for 
military  appointments.  Why  was  not 
that  sum  placed  under  the  head  of  War 
Office  expenditure  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  that  candi- 
dates for  Army  appointments  did  not 
pay  any  fees  for  examination,  but  it  was 
thought  ri^ht  that  the  examination  of 
those  candidates  should  be  conducted 
by  the  Civil  Service  Examiners.     If  the 

Principle  suggested  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
er  were  carried  out  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  place  the  amount  expended  in 
examinations  for  clerks  under  the  head 
of  each  Department  in  the  Civil  Service. 
The  only  increase  in  the  Yote  was  £500 
for  the  expenses  of  assistant  examiners, 
consequent  upon  increased  examinations. 
There  had  been  no  addition  to  the  re- 
gular staff  of  the  Department. 

Mr.  EAMSAY  maintained  that  the 
amount  spent  on  the  Army  Examinations 
ought  to  be  stated  on  the  face  of  the 
Vote. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Army  Examinations  was 
set  forth  on  the  face  of  the  Vote. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  asked  whether  the 
assbtant  examiners  were  in  the  Civil 
Service  or  not,  and  if  they  were  what 
salaries  they  were  paid  for  other  duties? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  that  a 
circular  had  been  sent  b^  the  Treasury 
to  each  Department  requiring  that  a  full 
Betum  should  be  made  of  ^  all  addi- 
tions made  to  salaries  which  were  paid 
to  evexy  officer. 

Vote  0^r0ed  to. 
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(4.)  £14,982,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Oopyhold,  Indosure,  and  Tithe  Oom- 
mission,  agre$d  to, 

(5.)  £7,180,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Inclosure  and  Drainage  Acta,  Imprest 
Expenses,  agreed  to, 

(6.)  £41,819,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Exchequer  and  Audit  Department, 
agreed  to, 

(7.)  £4,910,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Begistry  of  Friendly  Sooieties> 
agreed  to, 

(8.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  ■am,  not  exceeding  £664,986,  be 
granted  to  Her  Mige8tT,to  complete  the  turn 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  Slst  day  of  March  1878,  for  the  Salaries  and 
Expenses  of  the  Local  Goyemment  Board,  in- 
cluding yarioas  Grants  in  aid  ol  Liooal  Taxation.*' 

Mb.  pease  desired  to  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  Vote  for  vaccination 
expenses,  which  last  year  was  £6,000,  had 
increased  to  £16,500.  He  had  thought 
of  going  more  fully  into  the  subject  of 
vaccination,  as  the  mode  in  which  it  was 
being  carried  out  in  the  country  produced 
great  dissatisfaction;  but  he  hoped  to 
bring  on  the  larger  question  when  the 
Motion  on  the  Paper  placed  there  bv 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North 
Northumberland  (Earl  Percy)  came  on 
for  consideration.  He  would,  therefore, 
do  no  more  at  present  than  ask  how  it 
was  that  there  was  this  increase  of 
£10,500  in  the  Vote? 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  that 
the  charges  imder  this  head  had  been 
increasing  for  several  years  past,  and 
were  progressive.  The  Department  had 
paid  g^eat  attention  to  the  subject  in  the 
hope  of  reducing  the  Vote,  but  he  feared 
that  it  could  not  be  diminished.  The 
increase  of  £10,500  had  not  occurred 
last  year,  but  had  been  g^wing  for 
some  time,  as  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion a  Supplementary  Vote  had  been 
granted  to  provide  for  the  arrears  of 
last  and  previous  years.  The  expendi- 
tare  arose  in  oarryine  out  the  require- 
ments of  Acts  of  Parhament.  The  sum 
of  \i,  Sd,  was  allowed  for  each  case,  and 
1  $.  extra  for  each  successful  case  of  vac- 
cination by  medical  officers,  and  he  did 
not  think  that  2i,  6d,  was  too  much  for 
such  oases.  The  practice  of  vaccination 
was  carried  out  much  more  regularly 


than  formerljf  in  consequence  of  the  Act 
of  1873  requiring  officers  to  report  to  the 
Boards  of  Guarmans  all  cases  of  neglect 
That  caused  children  to  be  bron^t  to 
the  medical  officers  to  be  vacdnated,  and 
that  again  was  the  cause  of  an  increase 
in  the  charges.  The  greatest  pains  were 
taken  to  secure  the  right  administration 
of  this  money,  and  to  mitigate  the  evils 
of  this  scourse. 

Mb.  DODSON  called  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  to  the  large  and  increas- 
ing chai^^es  for  Inspectors  of  different 
kinds.    £i  this  Vote  were  inoluded  the 
salaries  of  56  Inspectors,  amounting  to 
£44,000,  and  if  their  travelling  and  other 
expenses  were  included  the  aggregate  ooet 
was  about  £  1 84,000.    By  th&  and  other 
Votes  Inspectors  were  provided  for,  ex- 
ceeding 1,000  in  number,  whose  salAries 
amounted  to  £300,000.    These  were  all 
Inspectors    or  Commissioners  superin- 
tending— not  to  say  interfering  in — ^the 
conduct  of  local  affairs  by  1o«l1  antho- 
rities,  or  private  affairs  by  private  bodies 
or   individuals.     Both  in  amount  and 
cost  the  superintendence  of  the  Central 
Oovemment  was  daily  increasing.    It 
used    to    be    said    that  everything  an 
Englishman  used  or  enioyed  through* 
out  his  life  was  the  subject  of  a  tax. 
Happily,  we  had  got  rid  of  the  greater 
number  of  those  taxes.      There    was. 
however,   a  danger  that  the   Gkivem- 
ment     Inspector    would    become    the 
general  nuisance  that  the  taxgatherer 
used  to  be  formerly.    It  might  afanoet 
be  said  that  every  pursuit  in  whidi  an 
Englishman  engaced  was  now  the  sub- 
ject of  inspeotioQ  by  some  officer  under 
some  branch  of  the  Central  Government. 
Inspectors  haunted  their  factories,  work- 
shops, mines,  railways,  and  ships,  and 
pried  into  a  multitude  of  other  matters. 
There  was  an  Inspector  of  the  school  in 
which  a  man  received  his  education  at  the 
beginning  of  his  life,  also  an  Inspector 
of  the  burial  ground  in  which  he  was 
laid  at  its  close.    That  83rstem  had  mad« 
ffreat  strides  within  the  last  12  years. 
In  1865-6,   the    number  of  Inspectors 
employed  by  the  Central  Gknremmant 
was  between  800  and  400 ;  whereas  now 
the  number  of  Inspectors  and  Commis* 
sioners  was    upwards    of    1,000;   the 
aggregate  amount  of  their  ssdaries  and 
expenses  having  risen  within  the  same 
period,  in  round  figures,  from  £140,000 
to  £800,000,  or,  inehiding  both  salaries 
and  expenses,  to  £600,000.     Howerer 
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ndh  eonld  be  Mid  in  fitTOur  of  inspeo- 
te  bj  the  Oentrsl  Gorenunent  to  seoore 
(kt  •seoutioB  of  certain  laws,  jet  the 
irovth  of  thai  ejstem  ought  to  be 
ftlohed  with  the  utmoit  yi^lanoe  and 
JMloQflj  both  in  Ae  interest  of  economy 
nd  of  what  was  more  important — the 
iToidanee  of  undne  interference  in  the 
maa^ement  of  local  affairs  by  local  au- 
tkiritiee,  and  of  prirate  affairs  by  indi- 
▼iiaak.  He  wonld  not  propose  the 
friaekion  of  the  Vote,  as  all  that  ezpen- 
dtene  was  intended  to  carry  out  services 
vkich  the  House  had  previously  sane- 
tkmsd ;  but  he  thought  that  unless  they 
Bsie  a  stand  against  the  inordinate  ex- 
tmmcm  of  the  system  to  which  he  had 
ntersd,  that  feeling  of  local  independ- 
«es  and  indiTiduaf  self-reliance  which 
kad  ilwars  distinguished  our  people,  as 
«onparad  with  other  nations,  would 
toon  be  destroyed. 

Ma.  RAMBAY  concurred  with  the 
views  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  be- 
Btfiac  it  to  be  most  undesirable  that 
lis  islf-relianee  of  individuals  or  of  sec- 
tioas  of  the  community  should  be  im- 
Mbsd  by  Gk>vemment  interference. 
Hs  slso  quoted,  as  an  example  of  the 
difsniw  of  practiee  existing  in  different 
foti  of  the  Kingdom,  the  fact  that  they 
wt  asked  to  vote  £16,000  for  vaccina- 
tioa  m  England,  while  for  Scotland, 
viMrt  vaocination  was  equally  oom- 
privry,  there  was  no  corresponding 
«tefe.  In  the  same  way  there  was  an 
Itam  of  JlS6,000  for  the  education  of 
pispsr  children  in  workhouses ;  whereas 
tU  cost  of  edncatinff  the  same  class  of 
4iUnn  in  Bcotland  was  thrown  upon 
lis  rates.  The  item  was  out  of  place 
We,  and  ought  to  be  included  in  the 
|Mal  Tote  for  Education. 

Ml.  HELLOR  thought  the  right  hon. 
Oftlsmsn  (Mr.  Dodson)  must  be  under 
««s  misapprehension  when  he  spoke  of 
lit  iaooiivenience  which  the  visits  of  the 
laystota  oecasioned  in  the  workshops, 
by  tks  frequency  of  their  visits,  because 
■smedcu  inspection  of  them  was  ever 
asds.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman  said 
ikii  if  a  man  went  down  a  mine  he  was 
iaoDsdiately  foUowed  by  an  Inspector, 
WisoDian  who  had  worked  in  coal  mines 
fcr  M  years  or  more  had  assured  him 
that  they  had  never  seen  an  Inspector 
iovm  their  mines ;  and  from  his  own  ex- 
yvisBDe  he  could  say  that  Inspectors 
v«e  ssldom  or  ever  seen  inside  the 
aJDsaadbetories.    Vie  Inspectors  were 


generally  selected  from  among  dis- 
charged officers  of  the  Army  and  rl^avy, 
and  the  Excise,  a  class  of  men  who 
knew  nothing  about  properly  protectine 
machinery  or  the  duties  that  they  had 
generally  to  discharge.  There  was 
scarcely  one  of  them  who  was  competent 
to  say  if  machinery  was  properly  secured 
or  not.  In  the  Poor  Law  union  of 
Ashton-under-Lyne  he  found  that  the 
two  Inspectors  visited  the  workhouse 
three  times  last  year,  and  the  whole 
time  occupied  by  them  was  just  nine 
hours.  Surelv  u  this  short  space  of 
time  was  sufficient  for  the  purj^ose  of 
efficient  inspection  we  might  dispense 
with  their  services  altogether.  The  coun- 
try was  paying  too  much  for  the  work 
performed  by  Inspectors.  They  should 
reduce  the  number,  and  thereby  produce 
a  corresponding  amount  of  economy. 

Mr.  KTLANDS  said,  that  for  some 
time  Parliament  had  embarked  on  this 
species  of  leg^ation,  without  any  pro- 
portionate benefit  for  the  expense  in- 
curred. The  effect  of  the  recent  relief 
of  local  taxation  at  the  expense  of  the 
country  had  been  to  increase  rather  than 
diminish  expenditure.  The  effect  had 
certainly  been  to  greatly  increase  the 
expenditure  with  regard  to  pauper  luna- 
tics. To  every  pound  granted  in  this 
Vote  there  would  probably  be  added  6«. 
for  increased  superannuation  charges 
with  regard  to  the  different  departments 
concerned.  If  the  Committee  did  not 
wish  the  country  to  be  involved  in 
serious  difficulties  with  reference  to  in- 
creased expenditure  they  must  resist  the 
cry  of  local  relief,  which,  in  his  opinion, 
had  always  been  a  mischievous  cry; 
and  they  ought  also  to  resist  the  Cham- 
bers of  Commerce,  that  were  constantly 
asking  the  Government  to  apply  reme- 
dies for  existing  evils  which  these  insti- 
tutions ought  to  provide  for  themselves. 
The  creation  of^  so  great  an  army  of 
officials  was  becoming  a  positive  danger, 
since  it  led  to  a  waste  of  public  money, 
without  conducing  to  the  general  advan- 
tage of  the  country  or  to  the  increased 
safety  of  the  public  health. 

8m  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
agreed  that  this  expenditure  of  £340,000 
did  not  benefit  the  landed  interest.  He 
thought  the  root  of  the  evil  was  that  the 
counties  were  forced  to  provide  the  most 
costly  lunatic  asylums,  and  to  maintain 
pauper  lunatics  in  them  at  an  expense 
altogether  unnecessary.    Such  a  pitch 
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of  extravagance  had  been  reached  in 
this  respect  that  some  remedy  must  very 
quickly  be  found.  At  the  present  time 
Surrey  and  other  counties  were  labour- 
ing under  great  difficulties  as  to  accom- 
modating pauper  lunatics ;  and  he  sub- 
mitted that  it  was  most  desirable  to 
allow  those  pauper  lunatics  who  were 
harmless  to  be  kept  in  the  Union  work- 
houses, and  to  be  granted  a  certain  sum 
head  for  their  maintenance  there  accord- 
ing to  their  cost.  That  would  tend  to 
save  a  considerable  sum  now  expended 
in  the  construction  of  costly  asylums. 
He  also  complained  of  the  inequality 
with  which  England  and  Scotland  were 
treated  in  this  matter,  for  Scotland  had 
managed  to  secure  a  State  grant  of  4«. 
per  head  for  lunatics  kept  in  their  union 
workhouses  which  was  not  granted  to 
England.         

Ma.  WHITWELL  expressed  concur- 
rence with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
in  what  he  had  said  as  to  the  extrava- 
gance of  the  present  system. 

Eabl  PERCY  agreed  with  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  that  harmless  luna- 
tics should  be  retained  in  the  work- 
houses, and  pointed  out  that  the  various 
remedial  measures  which  increased  the 
number  of  Inspectors,  such  as  the  Acts 
relating  to  factories,  mines,  unseaworthy 
ships,  and  education  had  been  supported 
quite  as  much  by  the  Liberal  Party  as 
by  the  Conservatives.  He  should  like 
to  be  informed  upon  what  statistics  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  based  his  opinion  that  vaccination 
had  of  late  years  been  more  satisfactorily 
carried  out  than  before. 

Mb.  RAMSAY  explained  that  there 
was  a  misapprehension  in  the  minds  of 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  as  to  the  g^rants 
made  by  the  State  in  Scotland,  and 
denied  ^at  that  country  really  obtained 
any  conceseion  which  WL  withheld  from 
England.  He  thought  it  would  be  de- 
sirable to  assimilate  the  English  to  the 
Scotch  system. 

Me.  S9LATER  -  booth  said,  he 
thought  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Chester  (Mr.  Dodson)  ought 
not  to  have  founded  his  homily  on  tnis 
Vote.  His  right  hon.  Friend  had  read 
to  the  House  a  very  interesting  lecture 
on  the  disadvantages  of  too  much  inspec- 
tion, and  in  that  principle  he  himself 
entirely  agreed.  But  his  riffht  hon. 
Friend  had  entird^  failed  to  show  that 
there  was  in  this  Vote  anything  to  jus- 
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tify  the  lecture  he  had  deUvered  to  th« 
Committee.  He  thought  that  his  tight 
hon.  Friend  must  be  aware  that  the 
great  increase  in  the  number  and  ooetof 
Inspectors  in  the  public  serrioe  during 
the  last  12  years  was  due,  not  to  any 
additional  increase  under  thia  Vote,  bat 
to  the  number  of  Inspectors  aaaffned  to 
the  Education  Department,  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  the  Home  Office.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  might  have  had  the  oandoor 
to  point  out  that  since  he  had  been  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
he  had  abolished  a  whole  claas  of  In- 
spectors that  had  been  constituted  br 
tne  Government  of  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  a  Member.  This  was  don« 
at  the  very  trifling  cost  of  adding  one  or 
two  to  the  number  of  the  general  Inspec- 
tors. There  were  also  other  appmnt- 
ments  under  this  Vote  that  he  had  bAeii 
the  means  of  getting  rid  of.  He  htd 
forborne  on  many  occasions  from  asking 
Parliament  to  establish  additional  in- 
spection in  respect  of  improvements  of 
the  law  which  ne  had  had  the  opportn- 
nity  of  passing  through  the  nooie. 
When  the  AduUeration  of  Food  Act  mu 
passed  he  did  not  ask  Parliament  for 
additional  Inspectors ;  he  left  that  nut- 
ter to  the  local  authorities.  The  8tffl« 
remark  would  apply  to  the  measure  for 
the  prevention  of  the  pollution  of  HverK, 
and  to  the  Act  relating  to  noxious  ft* 
pours  from  alkali  works.  With  regtid 
to  the  complaint  that  £35,000  wu  1 
subvention  in  aid  of  education,  and  thtt 
some  security  ought  to  be  given  for  th« 
proper  expenditure  of  that  money,  h* 
must  say  that  the  charges  for  the  in- 
spection of  workhouse  schools  erred  cer- 
tainly on  the  side  of  moderation.  Then? 
was  no  doubt  some  plausibility  in  the 
suggestion  that  the  Education  Depart- 
ment should  perform  the  function  of 
inspecting  workhouse  schools.  That 
was  formerly  done  by  the  Education 
Office ;  but  these  schoob  were  not  only 
for  the  education,  but  also  for  the  main- 
tenance of  pauper  children ;  and  it  wonU 
be  extremely  mjurious  to  have  one  set 
of  Inspectors  to  mquire  into  the  ednoi- 
tion  of  the  children  and  another  to  ascer- 
tain how  they  were  boarded,  lodged,  and 
maintained.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  B^lands)  had  raised  t 
large  question  with  respect  to  subven- 
tions in  aid  of  the  support  of  pauper 
lunatics;  but  the  Committee  would  re- 
member that  the  grant  of  4«.  per  hesd 


liSl 


Supply^Ckil  {May  31, 1877)  Service  JEitimatss.  1162 


)o  vbich  allusion  had  been  made  was 
wnonnded  by  a  variety  of  guarantees 
igttBst  abase  in  its  expenditure.  The 
oA&agement  of  the  lunatic  was  a  matter 
ihogtther  apart  from  the  duty  of  the 
Otardiaos.  The  lunatic  could  only  be 
Koored  by  the  authority  of  the  magis- 
tntaa,  and  the  Visiting  Justices  were 
TMpottsible  for  the  expenditure  incurred 
a  maintaining  him.  In  Scotland,  how- 
fTBT,  the  Intern  was  altogether  different, 
t^  Innatio  wards  in  uie  workhouses 
tUre  being  certified  places  of  detention, 
lo  £ngli&  workhouses  the  so-called 
famatics  were  merely  imbecile  paupers. 
It  had  been  urged  that  it  would  be  for 
ths  interest  of  the  ratepayers  that  those 
imbeciles  should  be  removed  from  the 
vorkhooses  to  the  asylums  so  that  the 
kttcr  might  receive  the  4«.  per  head  per 
v«ek,  and  that  was  a  question  to  which 
ha  had  given  much  consideration;  but 
th«  itatistics  showed  that  while  there 
ksd  been  from  year  to  year  an  increase 
u  ^  number  of  lunatics  in  the  county 
tad  borough  asylums,  there  had  also 
bssQ  an  increase  in  the  number  of  luna- 
tusin  the  workhouses,  and  that  not  only 
ham  removals,  which  could  only  be 
^ftKted  by  warrant  signed  bv  a  Justice. 
Hs  had  b^n  asked  whether  he  thought 
tiut  the  Tote  under  consideration  would 
laveaae.  Well  he  certainly  did  not  look 
br  a  reduction  of  it,  but  this  he  believed 
— fhat  it  was  within  the  control  and 
<^amp6tency  of  the  local  authorities  them- 
ukfm  to  effect  a  reduction  if  they  desired 
*w>  do  so.  He  did  not  see  why  several 
UaioDs  might  not  unite  to  provide 
Mjlums  of  a  cheaper  character,  or  wards 
la  the  workhouses  in  which  imbecile 
penou  might  be  attended  to  at  a  much 
loww  cost  than  that  which  they  entailed 
ia  the  county  asylums.  He  should  cer- 
tsialy  deprecate  the  breaking  down  of 
say  of  tne  safeguards  against  abuses 
vkich  at  preeent  existed.  He  could  not 
nUr  into  the  whole  question  of  the 
policy  of  the  Oovemment  with  regard  to 
tbsM  •ubvantions;  but  all  who  had 
vitched  the  progress  of  public  opinion 
far  the  last  10  years  must  admit  that 
MOW  system  such  as  that  adopted  by  the 
Gortnunent  must  have  been  applied  in 
•id  of  local  rates,  or  else  some  funda- 
BMotal  change  must  have  been  made 
IB  the  way  of  collecting  and  assess- 
laf  the  ntes,  not  only  from  landed 
but  from  personal  property.  That  was 
a  matter  of  so    mucu    difficulty,   and 


would  involve  so  great  a  change  in  our 
existing  practice,  that  he  was  satisfied 
the  Oovemment  had  adopted  the  right 
alternative  when  they  elected  to  meet 
the  demand  upon  them  by  the  adoption 
of  these  subventions.  With  respect  to 
Scotland  they  managed  matters  m  that 
country  well  and  with  great  public  spirit, 
but  the  system  which  prevailed  there 
was  very  different  from  that  which 
existed  in  England;  but  he  might  re- 
mind the  Committee  that  last  year  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  stated  to  a  deputation  from 
Scotland  that  with  the  same  securities 
for  due  administration  as  were  given 
here  the  system  of  subventions  in  aid 
of  salaries  might  be  put  in  force  in 
Scotland.  The  Quardians  and  work- 
house authorities  in  England  greatly 
disliked  to  have  the  responsibility  of 
taking  care  of  troublesome  and  imbecilo 
patients.  They  caused  more  expense 
than  ordinary  paupers,  and  the  Guar- 
dians wished  them  to  be  removed  to  the 
asylums  even  when  they  could  be  treated 
in  the  workhouse.  With  reference  to 
the  large  increase  in  the  Vote  for  vacci- 
nation, it  was  accounted  for  by  the  more 
efficient  manner  in  which  the  vaccination 
Act  was  now  carried  out.  The  medical 
officers  charged  with  the  duty  of  vacci- 
nation had  now  had  so  much  experience 
of  the  work  that  they  carried  it  out 
with  more  skill  than  formerly,  and  were 
more  alive  to  the  directions  for  the  per- 
formance of  vaccination  which  were 
issued  from  head-quarters.  In  a  recent 
Koport  of  the  officer  at  the  head  of  this 
department  it  was  stated  that  in  the  year 
before  last  96  per  cent  of  the  childrou 
bom  in  England  had  boon  vaccinated 
in  that  year.  That  was  a  g^eat  result, 
and  the  rapid  progress  of  the  Vote  was 
an  indication  that  the  work  was  now 
performed  in  an  efficient  and  satisfactory 
manner. 

Mr.  PEASE  said,  that,  after  the  ex- 
planation that  had  been  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  of  the  increase  of 
the  costs  of  vaccination,  he  should  not 
press  his  Amendment  for  a  reduction 
of  the  Vote  to  a  division,  as  if  he  did 
so  it  would  really  imply  a  breach  of  con- 
tract with  those  medical  gentlemen  who 
in  most  cases  had  faithfully  discharged  the 
duties  they  had  undertaken ;  but  he  must 
enter  a  careat  against  the  remarks  that 
had  been  made  about  Inspectors,  which 
remarks  would  produce  an  impression  ia 
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the  country  very  difPerent  from  that  in- 
tended by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ashton- 
under-Lyne  (Mr.  Mellor).  He  believed 
that  the  Inspectors  of  factories  and  mines, 
as  well  as  Toor  Law  Inspectors,  were 
generaUy  men  of  special  qualificationB 
who  discharged  their  duties  efficiently. 
At  the  same  time,  the  increase  in  the 
number  of  Inspectors  was  a  matter  de- 
serving of  attention,  for  inquiries  by 
Committees  and  Commissions  generally 
resulted  in  the  appointment  of  more  In- 
spectors, and  the  House  was  never  so 
dangerous  as  when  it  became  philan- 
thropical. 
Mb.    CLAEE  bead  said,  he  was 

flad  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
^resident  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
thought  that  some  cheaper  mode  than 
existed  at  present  for  the  maintenance 
and  instruction,  as  far  as  it  went,  of 
harmless  idiots  should  be  adopted.  Some 
were  in  asylums  who  ought  not  to  be, 
and  many  were  in  workhouses  where 
their  presence  was  more  or  less  a 
nuisance.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  exercise  his  influence 
with  the  Lunacy  Commissioners,  and 
endeavour  to  inauoe  them  not  to  insist 
upon  so  many  alterations  in  workhouses 
wnen  converting  them  into  asylums  for 
harmless  idiots.  The  expense  which 
such  alterations  necessitated  was  very 
heaw 

Sm  ANDREW  LU8K  said,  he  was 
very  glad  that  this  discussion  had  taken 
place.  Year  by  year  the  Vote  to  which 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  had  been 
directed  had  largely  increased.  It  had 
risen  from  something  like  £100,000,  at 
which  he  remembered  it  when  he  first 
entered  the  House,  to  £714,000.  Such 
expenditure  was  not  to  be  regarded  in 
the  same  light  as  that  on  the  Army  and 
Navy,  which  were  Government  Services, 
and  it  was  not  to  be  assumed  that  the 
expenditure  was  always  justifiable  be- 
cause it  was  inciirred  unaer  the  super- 
vision of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
It  was  a  very  open  question  whether  an 
increased  expenditure  did  much  good;  at 
any  rate,  this  test  of  expenditure  was  not 
a  proper  test.  He  was  glad  to  bear  his 
testimony  to  the  sound  management  of 
the  Department ;  but  the  managers  for 
the  poor  had  no  liberty,  and  were  placed 
in  a  vexy  undignified  position,  as  all  con- 
trol, even  in  the  most  trivial  matters, 
was  taken  away  from  them  by  the  Local 
Government  Board.    He  found  no  fault 

Mr.  Fetue 


with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  bat  with 
the  policy  adopted  by  the  Honse. 

]tU.  BIGGAB  recommended  that 
there  should  be  some  tett  of  the  quali- 
fioations  of  Inspectors  imder  the  Looal 
Government  Board,  as  he  believed  that 
many  of  them  were  incompetent, 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  in  re- 
ference to  the  interference  of  the  central 
authority  with  Boards  of  Guardians  in 
the  Metropolis,  of  which  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Finsbarr  had 
comj^ained,  he  was  ready  to  admit  that 
the  interference  was  greater  than  with 
Boards  of  Guardians  in  the  country,  but 
he  wished  to  point  out  that  it  was 
brought  about  in  the  most  deliberate  man- 
ner by  the  unanimous  vote  of  Parliament 
in  1867.  The  hon.  Baronet  must  very 
well  remember  the  abuses  which  brought 
about  that  centralization.  He  was  not 
an  advocate  for  an  extension  of  the  pT«>- 
sent  system,  rather  would  he  wish  to 
decrease  it ;  but  he  could  not  deny  that 
it  had  worked  for  the  relief  of  the  rate< 
payers  and  the  benefit  of  the  looal  insti- 
tutions. He  thought  the  hon.  Baronet'i 
charge,  that  the  Vote  for  his  Department 
had  increased,  was  scarcely  justifiable. 
That  increase  was  brought  about  by 
three  causes.  In  the  first  place,  when 
the  Local  Government  Board  was  set  up, 
various  duties  which  had  been  up  to  that 
time  performed  by  other  Departments 
were  transferred  to  the  new  Boanl. 
Secondly,  when  the  Public  Health  Ad 
was  passed  Parliament  deemed  it  expe- 
dient to  grant  certain  subventions  to  the 
looal  auuiorities  in  aid  of  the  office 
created  under  that  Act.  Those  subven- 
tions caused  an  increase  in  the  Vote  of 
£100,000  a-vear,  which  had  since  been 
reduced  to  £60,000.  The  third  cause  of 
the  increase  was  attributable  to  the 
policy  adopted  by  the  Government  in 
1874  of  granting  subventions  in  aid  of 
pauper  lunatics.  With  all  these  cauaes 
m  view,  it  was  hardly  fair  to  charse  the 
Department  with  having  allowed  the 
Vote  to  increase. 

Mb.  PAHNRTiTi  was  sony  that  the 
Vote  should  be  taken  when  there  wers 
so  few  Members  present  to  discuss  it. 
It  was,  perhaps,  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant Votes  that  could  be  brought  before 
the  Houso— not  so  much  from  its  present 
importance  as  from  the  prospective  im- 
portance it  appeared  to  oe  gaining  by 
reason  of  the  centralizing  influences  the 
Government  were  introducing  under  the 
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guM  of  domestio  legislation.  He  wished 
0  point  out  to  hon.  Members  on  the 
libcnl  side,  who  on  various  ocoasionshad 
amssed  themselves  opposed  to  the  oen- 
tnuisingpolioy  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlmsn  (Mr.  Sdater-Booth)  avowed  him- 
Mlf  in  £svoar  of,  that  by  discussing  the 
Tvionfl  items  of  the  present  Vote,  and 
br  urging  objections  where  reasonable 
objsctions  could  be  found,  the  attention 
of  the  Government  would  be  directed  to 
tbs  subject  in  the  most  practical  way. 
Tlis  hon.  Gentleman  moved  to  reduce 
the  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £10,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 

"Thai  Um  lUm  of  £16,600,  Public  Vaccina- 
taoi,  U  redocod  by  the  sum  of  £10,000/'— 

Ihs  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  2; 
Ko«  115:  Majority  113.— (Div  List, 
No.  143.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agr$ed  to. 

;9.)  £12,494,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
tbs  Lunacy  Commission,  agreed  to, 

(10.)  £41,700,  to  complete  the  sum 
lor  the  Mint,  including  Coinage. 

Sn  ANDREW  LUSK  complained 
t^  the  country  had  not  a  proper  Mint. 
Tbs  Government  ought  to  look  out  for  a 
food  place  and  see  where  a  suitable 
iwildinff  for  the  purpose  could  be  erected . 
Ee  wished  to  know  whether  the  Chan- 
aoDor  of  the  Excheouer  was  prepared  to 
go  forward  in  this  oirection  ? 

Ma.  8WAN8T0N  thought  the  pre- 
Mst  nte  was  sufficient  for  the  purpose ; 
■ad,  considering  the  present  state  of  the 
Exchequer,  he  thought  it  would  be  better 
to  lit  matters  remain  as  they  were. 

Ma.  MONK  also  hoped  that  the  Mint 
would  not  be  removea  from  its  present 
■to. 

Tk  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCIIE- 
QUER  said,  the  question  of  the  Mint  was 
so  doubt  one  of  some  interest  and  of  some 
eooplsxity.  The  Government  were  not 
witirslv  satisfied  with  the  present  condi- 
tMa  of  the  Mint.  The  machinery  was 
oot  to  good  as  it  ought  to  be,  and  it 
sout  be  renewed.  They  must  not  run 
ato  txtiavaffanoe  for  the  purpose  of 
Fitting  up  a  Mint ''  worthy  of  the  coun- 
ti?"  A  Mint  that  properly  did  its 
v«k  Wis  a  Mint  "  worthy  of  the  coun- 
trr"  On  the  other  hand,  it  was  true 
tkst  s  good  doal  might  be  done  by  selling 
tk  present  site  for  other  very  valuable 


purposes,  and  possibly  then  a  now  site 
mignt  be  obtained  on  which  new  machi- 
nery might  be  constructed  more  con- 
veniently than  on  the  present  site.  The 
Oovemment  had  met  with  a  great  deal 
of  difficulty  in  trying  to  find  such  a  site, 
and  hitherto  they  had  not  been  able  to 
come  to  any  arrangement.  They  were 
still  considering  the  subject,  and  making 
inquiries.  If  uiev  could  not  find  a  plaoo 
which  they  thought  both  from  an  econo- 
mical point  of  view  and  in  other  respects 
would  suit  them,  it  would  then  bo  for 
them  to  carry  out  the  necessary  altera- 
tions in  the  machinery  on  the  present 
site. 

Mr.  DODSON  regretted  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  speak  of  acquiring 
a  site  for  the  Mint  by  purchase  as  if  no 
other  course  admitted  of  consideration. 
It  had  been  suggested  that  the  Mint 
could  be  safely  and  conveniently  placed 
within  the  precincts  of  the  Tower 
without  any  cost  having  to  be  incurred 
for  the  purchase  of  the  site.  A  good 
deal  of  French  copper  coinage  was 
coming  into  this  country.  He  presumed 
that  indicated  that  the  supply  of  our 
copper  coinage  was  deficient.  Ho  should 
be  ^lad  to  know  whether  the  Mint  was 
taking  steps  to  supply  that  deficiency. 

General  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOUR 
said,  the  placing  of  the  Mint  within  the 
precincts  of  the  Tower  was  utterly  out 
of  the  question.  He  suggested  that  it 
would  bo  better  to  secure  a  site  at  Wool- 
wich and  fortify  it. 

Mr.  DELAHUNTT  said,  he  had  to 
mention  a  matter  in  connoction  with 
coinage  which  was  of  considerable  im- 
portance to  small  shopkeepers.  There 
were  two  small  silver  coins,  fourpenny 
and  threepenny  pieces,  and  it  was  very 
inconvenient  to  parties  trading  to  find 
out  which  was  which,  and  mistakes 
were  very  apt  to  be  made  by  people  in 
a  hurnr.  What  ho  would  *suggest  was 
— and  ne  knew  it  would  be  a  groat  boon 
to  small  shopkoepers — that  fourpenny 
pieces  should  be  abolished  and  three- 
penny pieces  retained,  which  would  be 
more  convenient  than  retaining  both 
coins. 

Sir  ANDREW  LUSK  said,  he  was 
glad  the  Government  had  taken  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Mint  into  their  consideration. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  expressed  the  hope 
that  if  the  Government  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  was  expedient  to  purchase 
auutbor  aito  for  the  Mint,  the  Uouso 
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would  have  an  opportunity  of  properly 
considering  the  whole  proposal  before  it 
was  asked  to  commit  itself  to  any  larg^ 
expenditure  for  such  a  purpose. 

Mr.  GOLDSMID  remarked  that  the 
House  on  two  previous  occasions  had 
considered  the  question  of  the  removal 
of  the  Mint,  and  had  twice  decided 
that  the  Mint  should  be  kept  where  it 
was.  He  would,  therefore,  advise  the 
Government  to  rest  satisfied  with  those 
two  decisions  and  not  to  bringthe  mat- 
ter again  before  the  House.  The  desire 
of  the  Government  seemed  to  be  to  pro- 
vide a  house  in  a  better  situation  for 
the  Assistant  Master ;  but  when  a  man 
accepted  a  good  office  he  should  put  up 
with  the  residence,  though  it  might  not 
be  in  the  most  favourable  situation. 
The  Government  should  keep  the  Mint 
where  it  was.  

The  CH  ANCELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER altogether  repudiated  the  sug- 
gestion that  there  was  any  idea  of  re- 
moving the  Mint  for  the  sake  of  pro- 
viding a  more  agreeable  residence  for 
the  Assistant  Master.  The  only  object 
which  the  Government  had  was  to  make 
the  most  economical  and  best  arrange- 
ment for  the  working  of  the  Mint.  The 
House  had  not  twice  objected  to  the  re- 
moval of  the  Mint,  but  had  objected  to 
the  schemes  proposed.  However,  there 
were  two  alternatives — either  to  expend 
money  in  improving  the  buildings  upon 
the  present  site,  or  to  find  another  site 
and  sell  the  present  buildings  and  site  to 
the  best  advantage.  No  scheme  would 
be  proposed  by  the  Government  on  the 
subject  without  giving  the  House  a 
full  opportimity  of  considering  the  mat- 
ter. As  to  the  coinage,  he  beueved  that 
the  Mint  was  providing  as  much  copper 
coinage,  either  by  its  own  operations  or 
by  contract,  as  was  likely  to  oe  sufficient. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  thought  it  would  be 
much  more  convenient  to  have  the  Mint 
as  near  as  possible  to  the  London  banks, 
and  that  it  woidd  be  a  mistake  to  remove 
the  Mint  as  far  as  Woolwich. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(11.)  £13,857,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  National  Debt  Office,  a4freed  to, 

(12.)  £18,069,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Patent  Office. 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYPAIR  remarked 
that  while  the  Government  derived  a 
revenue  of  £180,000  from  the  inventors 

Mr.  Rylandi 


of  this  country,  it  made  them  a  very 
insignificant  return.  Only  about  £2,000 
was  spent  upon  a  Patent  MuBeiun.  The 
Patent  Museum  at  South  Kensinffton 
was  very  inferior  to  the  correspondinff 
institutions  in  France  and  America,  and 
if  we  had  such  a  museum  at  all  it  ought 
to  be  a  ^;ood  one,  and  such  as  would 
promote  invention.  He  wished  to  ask 
whether  the  Government  had  bought  or 
rented  a  large  building  for  the  purpoMs 
of  an  efficient  Patent  Museum  ? 

Mr.  WHIT  well  asked  how  it  was 
that  so  much  was  expended  in  these 
departments  for  stationery  ? 

Sir  ANDREW  LTJSK  asked  who 
now  paid  the  Law  Officers  ?  He  thought 
that  inventors  did  not  pay  so  much  in 
fees  as  it  seemed  to  some  hon.  Memben. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  that  two 
years  ago  the  Government  undertook  to 
provide  for  a  better  exhibition  of  patented 
inventions ;  but  shortly  after  an  axrange* 
ment  had  to  be  made  for  an  exhibition 
of  scientific  instruments,  and  that  exhi- 
bition expanded  to  such  a  degree  that 
the  Government  was  obli^^  to  ooncede 
for  the  time  to  the  Exhibition  the  8par« 
provided  for  the  Patent  Museum.  It 
was  still  the  intention  of  the  Cbveni* 
ment  to  find  suitable  space  for  speci- 
mens  of  patents  and  inventiona.  Tht* 
hon.  Member  for  Kendal  fMr.  Whitwell) 
had  referred  to  the  cost  of  printing  aod 
stationery  for  patents;  but  one  condi- 
tion was  that  inventors  should  have 
pacifications  provided,  and  they  wen< 
very  costly.  The  Law  Officers  of  th«» 
Crown  were  now  paid  by  salary  and 
not  in  fees,  and  these  payments  were 
voted  annually. 

General  Sm  GEOEGE  BALPOUB 
was  understood  to  complain  that  the 
Scotch  and  Lrish  Law  Cheers  had  not 
been  placed  on  the  same  footing  as  th^ 
English.  They  still  received  emolumenta 
out  of  the  fees  levied  on  patents.  The 
salaries  of  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor 
General  of  England  were  now  fixed, 
irren>ective  of  weir  former  fees.  Then 
the  Lord  Advocate  of  Scotland  reoeiwHi 
fees  from  three  different  sources.  It  wea 
also  impossible  to  find  out  what  the  total 
emoluments  were  which  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate actually  had.  All  this  mysteij  was 
wrong.  Moreover,  Scotland  had  aright 
to  the  entire  services  of  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, and  could  afford  to  remunerate  him 
liberally  for  devoting  all  his  time  to 
their  public  duties,  without  being  de- 
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piadflnt  either  on  fees  for  patents  or  for 
other  cftoses,  and  even  to  pay  him  so  as 
loMiahle  him  to  abstain  from  private 


Mm.  DILLWYN  objected  to  spending 
Bonej  on  a  Patent  Museum.  He  did  not 
beEere  in  the  necessity  for  one.  Unless 
Isrgs  enough  to  contain  models  of  every 
psteoted  invention  it  would  be  of  little 
Qis,  tad  even  then  would  take  more 
•pacs  and  cost  more  money  than  it 
would  be  worth. 

Tote  a^eed  to, 

(18.)  £17,258,  to  complete  the  sum 
lor  the  Paymaster  General's  Office. 

(14.)  £18,719,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Public  Becord  Office. 

(15.)  £8,136,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
thf  Public  Works  Loan   Commission, 

OcncBAL  Sib  OEOEOE  BALFOUB 
iaqnired  to  what  extent  the  Government 
vw«  responsible  for  the  loans  which  the 
GommiHioners  made? 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  explained  that 
neither  the  Treasury  nor  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  were  responsible  for 
th§  particular  advances  which  were  made 
\xj  the  Public  Works  Loan  Commis- 
■onen ;  but  they  as  well  as  the  Govern- 
a«Bt  of  the  day  were  responsible  for  any 
moisBon  of  debt  due  to  the  public 
vUch  they  might  from  time  to  time 
pCDpoee  to  Parliament. 

Vote  M^eed  to, 

(16.)  £38,611,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Register  Office  General,  agreed  to, 

(17.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
poaed, 

"TW  %  wm,  not  exceeding  £377,720,  be 
puftid  to  Her  H«je«ty,  to  complete  the  sum 
■wij  to  defny  Uie  Charge  which  will  come 
■  9uum  of  payment  during  the  rear  ending  on 
tfe  Slii  dav  of  March  1878,  for  Htationery, 
Uniting,  Bmdiog,  and  Printed  Books  for  the 
•Tfnl  I)fpartmf*nt«of  Government  in  England, 
Koolliad,  and  Ireland,  and  some  Dependencies, 
nd  far  Stationery,  Binding,  Printing,  and 
^iBfm  Itx  the  two  Houses  cl  Parliament,  in- 
riMiag  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Sta- 
tioDoyOfflce/* 

Ma.  BTLANDS,  after  objecting  to 
«ftnl  items,  said  the  expense  was  out 
of  sll  proportion  to  the  work  done.  In 
wtimsting  the  extra  receipts  it  must  be 
rvoMfmbered  that  a  large  sum  was  re- 
fer waste  paper. 


Mb.  BITOHIE  said,  the  quantity  of 
waste  paper  arose  from  the  fact  that 
Eetums  were  too  freely  granted,  and  he 
suggested  that  in  future  more  attention 
should  be  given  to  the  fact  whether  they 
were  for  the  public  interest  or  not  before 
they  were  granted.  He  also  suggested 
that  when  uiey  were  granted,  they  should 
not  be  distributed  so  lavishly  as  at  pre- 
sent. A  great  many  Eetums  were  moved 
for  and  granted  that  were  of  interest 
only  to  those  who  moved  for  them.  By 
restricting  their  issue  to  those  Members 
only  who  wished  to  have  them,  hon. 
Members  would  be  saved  the  trouble  of 
arranging  them,  or  of  selling  them  for 
waste  paper.  

Mk.  DILLWYN  called  attention  to 
the  large  sum  paid  to  the  editors  and 
clerks  of  The  Zondonf  Dublin^  and  Edin- 
burgh  Gazettes,  and  moved  the  reduction 
of  the  item  by  £2,116.  He  looked  upon 
the  office  as  a  sineciire,  and  he  expressed 
his  doubts  whether  the  sums  cnarged 
for  clerks  were  really  so  expended. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**That  the  Item  of  £2,116,  for  the  Salaries  of 
the  Gazelte  Offices,  London,  Edinburgh,  and 
Dublin,  be  omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote." — 
(Mr.  Dillwyn.) 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  amount 
of  printing  was,  no  doubt,  very  large ; 
but  if  a  Ketum  was  ordered  by  the 
House,  it  did  not  cost  very  much  more  to 
fumidi  100  or  200  additional  copies. 
With  regard  to  the  gentlemen  employed 
in  connection  with  The  London  Gazette, 
they  fairly  earned  their  salaries.  The 
editor,  a  gentleman  appointed  by  the 
late  Government,  was  niUv  entitled  to 
the  salaij  he  received,  and  tne  five  clerks 
had  a  considerable  amount  of  work  to 
do.  Considering  that  a  profit  of  £25,000 
was  obtained,  the  amount  of  expendi- 
ture was  not  very  large. 

Mb.  GOLDSMID  complained  of  the 
great  expenditure  which  occurred  on 
Parliamentary  Betums,  and  recom- 
mended the  Government  to  show  a  little 
more  firmness  in  resisting  Motions  for 
such  Betums. 

Sib  ANDREW  LUSK  was  of  opinion, 
on  the  contrarv,  that  no  ^ater  obsta- 
cles ought  to  be  placed  in  the  way  of 
granting  them,  inasmuch  as  they  fre- 
quently furnished  a  good  deal  of  valuable 
information  as  well  as  supplied  many  hon. 
Members  with  the  only  opportunitjr  of 
bringing  their  names  before  the  pubUc. 
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Sir  QEOEGE  BOWYER  said,  it 
would  be  a  pity  to  curtail  the  privileges 
of  Hon.  Members,  who  should  be  allowed 
to  move  for  Beturns,  which  might  be  of 
service,  if  not  to  the  general  public,  at 
least  to  their  constituents.  jSconomy 
might,  however,  be  exercised  in  cutting 
down  the  voluminous  mass  of  informa- 
tion which  was  sometimes  laid  on  the 
Table  by  the  Government,  and  which 
nobody  ever  read. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  supported  the  Vote. 

Mr.  BITCHIE  said,  he  had  no  doubt 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  iust  spoken 
found  Blue  Books  occasionally  very  use- 
ful. Economy  might,  he  thought,  be 
secured,  if  greater  care  was  observed  in 
the  granting  of  Eetums. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  thought 
that  the  cost  of  printing  might  be  re- 
duced and  the  time  of  the  House  saved, 
if  the  Questions  of  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers gave  Notice  were  —  as  they  well 
might  be — confined  to  a  oompass  much 
shorter  than  the  space  they  now  usually 
occupied. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  considered  that  the 
number  of  Blue  Books  printed  went  in 
many  cases  beyond  the  demand. 

Mr.  J.  CO  WEN  observed  that  £775 
was  paid  for  121  copies  of  Hamard's 
Debates.  This  was  all  that  Mr.  Hansard 
received  for  his  very  excellent  record  of 
the  debates  of  Parliament.  He  noticed 
also  that  £400  was  paid  to  Mr.  Ross  for 
The  ParliafMfUary  Record,  The  sum  paid 
for  each  of  these  publications  seemed 
scarcely  proportionate ;  and  he  should 
like  to  know  what  number  of  copies 
of  The  Parliamentary  Record  were  cir- 
culated.   

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  was  not  able  to 
say  how  many  copies  of  The  Parlia- 
mentary Record  were  circulated.  It  was, 
however,  furnished  to  all  the  ^blic 
Offices,  and  was  found  exceedingly  use- 
ful as  a  record  of  the  proceoiungs  of 
Parliament. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  ayreed  to, 

(18.)  £20,593  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Woods,  Forests,  &c.  Office. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  caUed 
attention  to  the  groat  expense  of  man- 
agement of  the  Woods  and  Forests  as 
compared  with  the  revenue  of  that  De- 
partment. The  gross  revenue  of  the 
Woods  and   Forests  was  £470,000  a- 


year,  while  the  salaries,  leml  expenses, 
&c.,  amounted  to  between  £110,000  and 
£120,000  per  annum,  or  one-fourth  of 
the  entire  revenue.  The  Woods  and 
Forests  were  looked  upon  as  a  Revenue 
Department,  and  the  Commissioners  had 
frequently,  in  documents  presented  to 
that  House,  and  in  evidence  given  before 
Committees,  spoken  of  themselves  as 
being  purely  a  Revenue  Department 
There  was,  nowever,  one  estate  under 
their  charge  of  a  very  different  kind 
from  the  others — the  Windsor  estate*, 
which  cost  £25,000  a-year,  whilst  its 
receipts  were  only  £6,000,  being  an 
annual  deficit  of  £19,000.  It  was  de- 
sirable that  in  ^ture  this  estate  should 
be  included  in  the  first  class  of  Estimates 
as  a  Palace  in  the  occupation  of  Her 
Majesty.  He  thought  it  rather  strange 
that  the  Commissioners  of  Woods  and 
Forests,  who  had  thought  it  their  duty 
to  address  the  House  of  Commons  in 
opposition  to  the  views  it  had  taken  on 
tne  subject  of  the  New  Forest,  should 
have  omitted  to  point  out  the  incon- 
venience of  keeping  a  Palace  account 
such  as  that  of  Windsor  under  the  head 
of  a  Revenue  Department. 

Mr.  MOROAN  LLOYD  said,  he  wai 
satisfied  that  the  subject  of  Woods  and 
Forests  was  one  which  needed  fbrther 
discussion,  and  was  not  sufficiently  un- 
derstood by  hon.  Members;  but  he 
thought  the  letter  of  the  head  of  the 
Department  was  a  very  proper  one,  and 
that  the  views  he  had  expressed  were 
not  open  to  the  censure  conveyed  by  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Chelsea.    

The  chancellor  of  thi  EXCHE- 
QIJER  said,  that  the  arrangements  now 
in  force  had  been  in  existence  ever  sinco 
the  settlement  with  the  Crown  in  refer- 
ence to  Crown  Limds.  Wliether  it  was 
the  best  that  oould  be  made,  and  whe- 
ther the  system  of  management  that  wai 
adopted,  allowing  it  to  ^  reckoned  with 
other  portions  of  the  Crown  Lands,  was 
a  good  one,  he  would  not  say ;  but  it 
was  the  way  in  which  the  property  had 
been  dealt  with  throughout  the  present 
Reign  and  several  previous  Reigns,  and 
he  did  not  think  it  would  be  fair  to 
make  an  alteration  in  the  system  ^  at 
once.  There  would  be  no  objection  to 
laying  Mr.  Howard's  letter  before  Par- 
liament.         

Mr.  DILLWTN  observed  that  he  did 
not  Understand  the  hon.  Baronet  the 


\\n 


Supipljf — Ckil 


I  May  3 1 ,  1 877  j  Servici  Eiiimatei.  1 1 74 


MMab«r  for  ChelsMi  to  pronounce  any 
bbme  on  Mr.  Howard  in  r«n>6ct  of  his 
lidar .  £!•  merely  said  that  Mr.  Howard 
kad  plaoed  himaeu  in  the  pooition  oi  an 
aeeonntinff  officer.  The  real  question 
the  hon.  Baronet  had  raised  was  whether 
th*  pro|)6rty  should  continue  to  be  ma- 
lated  at  a  cost  of  22^  per  cent  ? 

Mm.  BTLANDS  thought  steps  should 
be  taken  bj  the  GK)Temment  to  bring 
the  enormous  expenditure  which  at  pre- 
Mot  took  place  in  connection  with  the 
Crown  Lands  into  something  like  rea- 
•ooable  bounds. 

Ma.  WHIT  WHiL  considered  that  the 
trmsoTj  had  not  a  proper  control  orer 
the  estate  as  things  were,  and  that  the 
■ocounts  showed  the  fact. 

Tni  CHANCELLOE  of  thb  EXOHE- 
QUEB  said,  that  the  matter  was  one 
which  might  be  raised  by  giring  distinct 
Ho6ee.  The  accounts  were  always  laid 
before  Parliament,  and  it  was  competent 
to  snjone  to  raise  the  subject  more  con- 
Tvfisently  than  by  mere  conversation. 
'As  hon.  Oentleman  (Sir  Charles  Dilke) 
oafht  to  have  considered  the  peculiar 
chsrsoter  of  the  estate,  and  that  it  had 
be«D  taken  from  Uie  Crown  on  a  certain 
QiMlentandinff,  part  of  which  was  that 
Windsor  Pare  should  be  kept  up  in  a 
paiticalar  manner.  No  doubt  the  estate 
VBS  not  managed  strictly  on  commercial 
principlee,  and  there  was  consequently  a 
omsiaerable  percentage  of  expenses  for 
aansgment.  But  the  Ooremment  had 
dtreeied  their  attention  to  the  subject, 
ud  always  desired  to  curtail  any  unne- 
expenses. 


Vote  iyr##tf  tc. 

(19.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

Hat  %  sam,  not  ozceediiig  £31,396,  be 
'  to  Hnr  MAJeitj,  to  oompleto  the  lum 
r  to  dHrmy  the  Charffo  which  will  come 
It  oa«nt  of  paymroi  during  the  vo«r  ending  on 
tJit  114  d«T  of  Mjtfoh  1876,  for  the  Salariee  snd 
(.ipMMi  of  the  OiBoe  of  the  Oommiiiioners  of 
H«  ll^i«tj'e  Worin  sad  Public  BoUdingi." 

Mm.  MELLOB  moved  the  reduction 
of  the  Tote  by  the  sum  of  £510,  the 
uBOont  of  the  salary  of  the  superinten- 
^mX  £ar  the  supply  of  coals  and  firewood, 
nd  of  the  sup«intendeot  for  the  supply 
ofosadlesand  oU. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 

"Thsft  a  em,  not  exceeding  i3C,8Sd,  be 
|nB(«d  to  Uer  Sli^eety,  to  complete  the  eum 


noceflttry  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  oourte  of  payment  during  the  rear  ending  on 
the  Sltt  day  of  March  1878,  for  the  Salaries  and 
Expeniet  of  the  Office  of  tho  Oommiarionert  of 
Uer  Migeety'i  Works  and  Public  Buildingt."— 
(ifr.  Mellor.) 

Mr.  WALTEB  should  like  to  know 
what  offices  there  were  to  which  those 
articles  were  supplied? 

Mr.  GERAED  NOEL  explained  that 
the  officers  in  question  superintended 
4he  supply  of  coals  and  firewood  and  of 
candles  and  oil,  not  for  the  Office  of 
Works  alone,  but  for  all  the  Gorem- 
ment  Offices  in  Class  I. 

Sir  ANDREW  LU8K  drew  attention 
to  the  fact  that  several  officers  whose 
salaries  were  included  in  this  Vote  also 
received  salaries  from  other  offices,  and 
suggested  that  it  was  an  unsatisfactory 
system  of  PAyiug  them. 

Mr.  DODSON  also  asked  for  informa- 
tion as  to  an  item  of  £50  a-year  paid  to 
one  of  the  officers  as  receiver  of  the  tolls 
of  Chelsea  Bridge.  What  connection 
was  there  between  the  Office  of  Works 
and  Chelsea  Bridge  f 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  Chelsea 
Bridge  was  the  pronerty  of  the  Gk)vern* 
ment,  and  it  had  been  customary  for 
many  years  to  allow  the  officer  in  Ques- 
tion the  sum  of  £60  a-year  out  of  the 
tolls  of  the  bridge. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  dividsd: — Ayes  40; 
Noes  122:  Majority  82.— (Div.  List, 
No.  144.)  "^      ^        ^ 

Mr.  DILLWYN  objected  to  the  prac- 
tice of  allowing  public  officers  to  be  paid 
b^  salary  and  commission.  In  his  opi- 
mon,  they  ought  to  be  paid  by  one  or 
the  other  but  not  by  both.  The  existing 
practice  was  bad,  and  ought  to  be 
abolished. 

Mr.  GERARD  NOEL  said,  the  ar- 
rangement had  been  come  to  many  years 
ago  after  much  consideration,  and  the 
work  was  well  done. 

Vote  agr0$d  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'That  a  lum,  not  exceeding  jC20,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  M^ieety.  to  complete  the  turn 
neceeiary  to  defray  tne  Charge  which  will  oomo 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
Slit  March  1878,  for  Hor  Mi^erty'i  Foreign 
and  other  Secret  Servioea." 
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Mb.  PABNELL,  viewing  the  subject 
as  one  of  considerable  importance,  hoped 
the  Gk>yemment  would  not  think  it  un- 
reasonable to  report  Progress  at  that 
stage.  He  did  not  wish  to  go  into  the 
Vote  then,  because  it  was  a  matter  which 
would  lead  to  much  discussion,  and  he 
would  like  to  avail  himself  of  the  assist- 
ance of  the  other  Irish  Members  not 
then  present.  [**0h,  oh!"]  He  knew 
that  was  not  a  reason  which  would  bei 
accepted  if  there  were  no  other  reason ; 
but  it  was  one  which  weighed  with  him, 
and  he  had  no  desire  to  accept  the  re- 
sponsibility of  discussing  the  Vote  then. 
It  was  a  matter  exciting  much  attention 
in  Ireland.  The  Oommittee  would  ob- 
serve that  the  item  of  Secret  Service 
came  in  the  Estimates  under  the  branches 
connected  with  England  only — there  were 
no  charges  under  that  head  for  Ireland 
or  Scotland.  In  Ireland  it  was  believed 
— and  he  thought  not  without  reason — 
that  a  considerable  portion  of  the  sum 
voted  was  spent  in  a  most  improper  way 
in  England ;  and  in  years  gone  by  the 
sums  mus  spent  were  much  larger.  He 
thought  that  the  amounts  for  the  Vote 
spent  in  Ireland  or  in  matters  connected 
with  Ireland  should  be  stated  in  the 
Vote,  so  that  the  country  coidd  under- 
stand how  much  of  the  Secret  Service 
money  was  devoted  to  Ireland.  If  the 
Oovemment  would  undertake  to  make 
that  declaration  he  should  not  press  the 
Motion ;  but  if  an  objection  were  raised, 
he  should  move  that  Progress  be  re- 
ported.   

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  it  was  getting  rather  late, 
and  the  Committee  had  been  engaged 
upon  the  Estimates  the  whole  evening. 
Me  would  not,  therefore,  object  to  Pro- 
gress being  then  reported. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow ; 

Committee  also  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow, 


CUSTOMS,    INLAND     REVENUE,    AND 

SAVINGS  BANKS  BILL-[BtLL  148.] 

{Mr.  Raik$$,  Mr.  Chanetllor  of  tht  SxchfqutTt 

Mr,  WiUiam  Hmry  Smith.) 

OONSIDEBATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  eonMer$d. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  moved  the 
following  clause : — 


(Exemption  of  farmen  from  Oim  Lioeooe  XhAj  ) 

''  Ghins  used  by  farmen  or  panons  cmployMl 
by  them  exclumvely  for  the  protaetioti  of  th«ir 
crops  shall  be  exempted  from  lioanoe  Doty." 

He  was  sorry  to  have  troubled  the  House 
another  year  with  this  question.  Thero 
was  a  considerable  amount  of  feeling  in 
the  country  with  regard  to  this  tax, 
which  the  farmers  considered  most  un- 
just, as  it  prevented  many  from  taking 
steps  to  protect  their  crops  from  th«» 
ravages  of  wild  animals.  Of  late  years, 
rooks  and  wood  pigeons  had  greatly  in- 
creased  in  numb^^^d  eveifl^^the 
farmer's  attention  was  called  to  the 
damage  caused  thereby,  it  was  naturally 
associated  in  his  mind  with  this  obnozioas 
gun  tax.  When  the  tax  was  first  im- 
posed, it  was  said  to  be  for  the  purpo«^ 
of  preventing  people  going  about  with 
guns  who  ought  not  to  possess  them* 
but  there  was  no  reason  why  farmers 
should  not  be  exempted.  This  gun  tax 
was  a  reversal  of  the  policy  which  Par- 
liament had  adopted  many  years  ago. 
When  there  was  a  considerable  agita- 
tion in  regard  to  game.  Parliament  gavf" 
a  concession  in  favour  of  farmers  shoot- 
ing hares  upon  their  own  farms.  This 
concession  was  removed  by  the  gun  tax 
beinff  imposed.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  London  University,  to  whom  the 
country  was  indebted  for  the  tax,  had  a 
great  desire  for  simplicity  and  nnifur- 
miiy,  and  consequently  it  was  imposed 
upon  all  alike.  He  would  direct  atten- 
tion to  the  Report  of  the  Inland  Revenu«* 
Commissioners  on  this  question.  They 
said  that  many  persons  used  g^uns  for 
sporting  who  did  not  possess  gasiA 
hcences.  It  was  evident  that  the  eon 
licence  was  collected  with  more  dili- 
gence than  the  g^ame  licences ;  for,  while 
the  gun  licences  had  increased  by  8,00o 
during  the  year,  the  game  licences  in 
the  same  period  had  decreased  by  1,400. 
He  was  amdd  this  tax  was  oontmued  a^ 
an  additional  game  law,  and  imposed 
for  the  purposes  of  protecting  gamo. 
Farmers  nad  long  just  cause  of  com- 
plaint in  respect  to  injury  to  their  crops ; 
but  instead  of  getting  any  relief,  the 
g^evance  was  becoming  greater  every 
year.  The  whole  amount  received  from 
the  tax  was  only  £60,000  a-year,  and 
it  was  not  therefore  a  question  of  re- 
venue. 

New  Clause— (1/r.  /.  W,  Barclay,)— 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 
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Ifbtion  mftde,  and  Qaeition  proposed, 
"Tbat  the  said  OUa«e  be  now  read  a 
Moond  tune.*' 


SiE  QEOBOE  BALFOUB 
npported  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
lumber  for  Forfknhire,  as  he  beliered 
thst  the  Ooremment  would  derive  a 
Xupg  rerenue  from  licences  if  the  gun 
Ux  were  abolished  and  the  right  to 
ctny  guns  made  to  depend  on  the  local 
tmsgements  of  counties  by  transferring 
tk«  inoome  now  paid  into  the  Ezohe- 
qosr  to  the  locabties.  This  licensing, 
lA  well  as  the  licences  for  dogs,  for 
•booting  game,  for  hawkers,  and  va- 
nuos  other  purposes,  were  purely  po- 
iiet  arrangements,  and  consequently 
tb«  receipts  therefrom  ou^ht  to  go  into 
ths  local  funds  and  not  mto  the  £x- 
dMoaer. 

lU.  ANDEBSON  was  sorry  he  could 
•ot  rapport  the  proposal,  because  it  was 
oos  iot  simply  exempting  farmers  and 
tkoM  employed  by  them  from  paying  the 
g«B  tax,  and  that  would  introduce  a 
niUm  qS  exemptions  which  would  be  of 
s  f«ry  exceptional  character.  The  tax 
mi^  be  a  good  or  bad  one,  but  while 
it  rnnained  he  could  not  but  oppose  ex- 
tnptioiis. 

Tn  CHANCELLOB  or  the  EXGHE- 
tiUEB  thought  that  the  objection  of  the 
buL  MembOT  who  had  spoken  last  hit 
U.«  real  difficulty  in  the  way  of  such  a 
ciiixse.  There  would,  moreover,  be  great 
dilBcnltT  in  defining  who  were  farmers, 
■ad  in  discovering  whether  a  man  carry- 
iag  a  gun  and  shooting  was  reallv  a 
finasr  or  a  poacher.  It  was  quite  clear 
tJttt  the  Government  could  not  adopt 
meh  a  proposition  as  this,  as  the  revenue 
uftesrs  woiuld  not  know  where  to  levy 
tilt  tax. 

BaOBAHAM  MONTOOMEBT  said, 
tbst  the  Ikrmers  of  Scotland  would  like 
to  |«t  rid  of  the  gun  tax,  but  not  at  the 
npttae  of  the  rest  of  the  community  of 
uist  country. 

Uosetion  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  20 ;  Noes 
W :  M^ority  72.  —  (Division  List, 
No.  lilT 

Bin  to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 


PUBUC  WORKS  LOANS  BILL.-[Bill  146.] 

(Mr,  SeiaUr-Boothf  Mr.  Salt,  Mr,  William 

Hmry  Smith,) 

COMMITTBE. 

Bill  eantidered  in  Committee. 

GxKE&AL  Sib  OEOBGE  BALFOUB 
moved,  after  Clause  2,  to  insert  the  fol- 
lowing clause : — 

(Particulan  to  he  laid  before  the  House  ai  to 
proponlt  for  composition  of  debti.) 

**  No  proposals  to  enter  into  any  composition 
of  any  debts  due  on  anv  locality  shall  be  accepted 
by  the  Public  Works  Loans  Commissioners  until 
within  one  month  after  laying  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  such  a  selection  of  tne  Papers  re- 
lating to  the  Loan  as  will  show,  first,  the  names 
of  the  Conmiissioners  who  granted  the  Loan; 
second,  the  conditions  on  which  granted ;  third, 
the  measures  previous  to  agreeing  to  the  Loan 
to  inquire  into  the  validity  and  amount  of  the 
rates  mortgaged  for  its  security,  and  as  to  the 
propriety  of  taking  or  dispensing  with  personal 
security;  fourth,  the  inquiries  made  mto  the 
sufficiency  and  soundness  of  those  securities  to 
ensure  the  due  and  regular  payment  of  the  in- 
stalments with  interest;  fifth,  the  measures 
taken  since  the  first  default,  to  enforce  the 
rights  of  Uie  public  both  over  the  mortgaged 
rates,  and  to  hold  the  individuals  or  authorities 
who  obtained  the  public  money  responsible  for 
the  debt ;  and,  sixth,  an  explimatory  report  as 
to  the  sufficiency  or  insufficiency  of  the  powers 
given  in  *  The  Public  Works  Act,  1876,'  to  pro- 
tect  in  the  past  the  interests  of  the  public,  and 
in  what  respects  needing  amendment  for  the 
future  loans,  and  onlv  uter  the  papers  have 
remained  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  for  the 
one  month  without  objection,  that  the  debt  may 
be  then  settled." 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  opposed  the 
clause,  and  said  the  object  could  be 
attained  in  an  equally  effective  and  less 
objectionable  manner. 

Olaiise,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  the  third  time  Tchmorrow, 


Wnm  AlCD   BEKBH0U8X  ACT  (1869)  AMKND- 

MKirr  BILL. 
Cofmdirfd  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

M$toh*d,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  amend  "The  Wine  and  Beerhouse 
Act,  186»." 

Resolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by   Mr.  Ktavilit   Hill  and  Mr. 

MUNDILLA. 

Bill;»r#MM/#if,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  177.] 


Home  adjourned  at  half 
after  One  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Friday,  Ut  Jun$,  1877. 

MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— JVr«<  Beading^ 
Elemental  Eduoation  ProvisionAl  Older 
Confirmation  ^ndon)*  [179],  and  rejwrti 
to  the  Examiners;  Elementary  Ednoation 
Provisional  Orders  Gonflrmation  (Cardiff, 
&c)  *  [178],  and  r^trred  to  the  Examinen. 

TTiV A^frau^— Medical  Act  (1858)  Amendment^ 
[165]. 


PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


TASMANIAN  MAIN  LINE  RAILWAY 

BILL.— [Xorrf:»]   {by  Order.) 

SBOOKD    EBADDTO. 

Order  for  Seoond  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 
'<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  aecond 
time." 

Mb.  BAIKES  said,  he  had  giyen 
Notice  of  his  intention  that  after  the 
aecond  reading  he  should  move  that  the 
Bill — which  was  unopposed — ^be  r^erred 
to  a  Select  OommitteOi  of  which  four 
Members  should  be  nominated  by  the 
House  and  three  by  the  Committee  of 
selection.  The  object  of  the  measure 
was  to  authorize  the  raising  of  an  addi- 
tional sum  of  £50,000,  with  a  view  to 
the  completion  of  the  Tasmanian  Main 
Line  Eiulway,  and  it  sought  to  obtain 
that  sum  by  taxing  the  debenture  holders, 
who  had  a  guarantee  from  the  Oovem- 
ment  of  Tasmania  to  the  amount  of  10 
per  cent.  But  there  were  points  in  the 
scheme  which  did  not  appear  to  him 
altogether  satiafaotory.  One  was  the 
absence  of  any  adequate  provision  for 
the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the 
debenture  holders,  and  the  other  the 
absence  of  any  effectual  provision  for 
securing  the  application  of  the  £50,000, 
when  raised,  to  the  completion  of  tiie 
line.  Both  these  were  important  points 
which,  he  thought,  should  be  submitted 
to  the  careftd  consideration  of  a  Select 
Committee.  The  scheme  was  originally 
brought  before  the  public  by  Mr.  Albert 
Grant,  and  the  contractors  were  Messrs. 
Clarke  and  Punchard.  £650,000  had 
been  raised,  and  in  getting  together  that 
amount  of  capital  an  expenditure  of 
£117,000  had  hwa  incurred.  He  did 
not  desire  to  interrupt  the  progress  of 


the  Bill,  but  he  thought  it  ought  to  be 
considered  in  the  first  instance  by  an 
experienced  Committee.         

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILEE  asked 
whether  there  was  any  precedent  fat  thus 
interfering  with  matters  oonoeming  a 
self-governing  Colony  ? 

Mr.  HATkFiS  said,  the  Bill  was  en- 
tirely a  financial  one.  The  Company, 
although  carrying  on  the  works  in  Tm- 
mania,  was  an  English  Company,  and 
the  contractors  were  also  Engliahmen. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUOE8SEN 
sugffested  that,  as  thev  were  about  to 
establish  a  preoedmit,  we  fiirther  consi- 
deration of  the  Bill  should  be  postponed 
for  a  few  days.  He  also  asked  whethsr 
there  was  anyone  in  the  House  who 
was  responsible  for  the  measure,  and 
could  give  some  explanation  of  it. 

Mr.  CHAELES  LEWIS  observed 
that  the  fact  of  the  operations  being 
carried  on  in  a  distant  Colony  was  a  mere 
incident  in  the  case.  The  Company  wsi 
an  English  registered  Company,  and  m 
such  was  liable  to  the  jurisdietioii  of  oar 
Courts.  

Lord  EDMOND  FTTZMATJEICE 
moved  the  Adjournment  of  the  Debate, 
on  the  ground  that  a  Bill  of  so  much 
importance,  affecting  as  it  did  Colonial 
statutes,  required  ccmsideration  before 
it  could  be  fiirther  proceeded  with. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Lord  Edmond  Fitnmauri0e,) 

Mr.  RATfTRS  accepted  the  proposal 
to  adjourn  the  Debate,  if  that  was  the 
wish  of  the  House.  He  did  not  tiiink 
there  was  any  substantial  ground  for 
fearing  that  the  Bill  would  inmnge  upon 
the  rights  of  the  Colohial  Le^slature. 

Queetion  put,  and  n^roei  to. 

Debate  adjowmod  till  Friiay  next. 


QUESTION. 


PAEUAMENT  —  ARRANGEMENT  OF 
PUBLIC  BUSINESS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGES8EN 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Oovemment  that  the  Universities  Bill 
should  be  taken  on  Monday,  and  what 
would  be  the  probable  order  of  Busmess 
next  week  P 


nil 


Smrhpwn  9n  iks 


I  Jums  1, 1877] 
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na  CHANCfELLOB  07  THE  EXOHE- 
QUEB :  Sit,  it  IB  intended  to  take  the 
rsiTvnitiee  BiU  as  the  S^rtt  Order  of  the 
Ikf  on  Monday  next,  and  I  hope  we 
Tuj  be  able  to  finieh  the  Committee  on 
tk  Bill  that  niffht.  We  propose  on 
Tusdaj  to  begin  Morning  Sittings,  and 
the  next  Order  after  the  TTniyersities 
Bill  IS  finished  will  be  the  Beport  on  the 
Prisoss  Bill  If  the  Uniyersities  Bill  is 
sot  finished  on  Monday,  we  shall  take  it 
M  Ihs  First  Order  on  Tuesday  morning. 
I  may  also  take  this  opportunity  of  saying 
that  it  would  be  for  me  oonyenimioe  of 
tks  House  that  Public  Business  should 
k«Msforth  begin  at  aquarter-past  instead 
of  hslf-past  4  o'clock,  and  that  we 
praposs  it  shall  do  so. 

0RDER8     OF    THE    DAY. 


SUPPLY.— OOMMITTEB. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Queston  proposed, 
"*  Thsi  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the 

HABBOUBB  ON  THE  NORTH-EAST 
COAST.— RESOLUTION. 

Lno  CLAUD  HAMILTON,  in  rising 
tft  eall  attention  to  the  Harbour  Aocom- 
nodatiott  an  the  North  £ast  Coast ;  and 
te 


**11mL  in  ths  opinion  of  thii  House,  the  un- 
witoeM  ooodition  of  the  North  EMt  Coast,  as 
nyvdi  HarixHV  Aooommodation,  demands  the 
onufidswtioo  of  Her  Mi^esty's  Govem- 


■id,  that  there  was  no  apology  due  from 
Uq  Is  the  House  for  bnnging  this  sub- 
jeet  before  it  for  Uie  third  time,  because 
a  graai  maritime  nation  like  our  own 
vest  neosssorily  take  a  deep  interest  in 
tss  harbour  aooommodation  on  its  ooasts 
— «a  interest  which  was  felt  not  only  by 
koa.  Members  in  that  House,  but  by  the 
gnsral  pnblio  outside.  This  question 
^  often  been  brought  before  Parlia* 
Mat  in  the  shape  of  the  Reports  of 
*>ieaaittoes  and  of  Commissions;  but 
iBMSBiiye  Ooyemments  had  managed 
««  oas  ezeose  or  another,  mainly  on  the 
pl«  of  expeose,  to  eyade  oanying  their 
wwmmspdations  into  effect.  The  part 
«f  the  coast  to  which  his  remarks  would 
be  toieUd  was  that  which  lay  between 
ftisrness  and  the  Ffrth  of  Forth,  ex- 


tending some  400  miles  in  length,  and 
bordermg  some  of  our  richest  mineral 
and  industrisi  districts.  It  appeared 
from  the  Beport  of  the  Boyal  Commis- 
sion of  1859 — and,  indeed,  it  still  re- 
mained as  a  matter  of  fact  down  to  the 
present  day — that,  with  the  exception  of 
the  Humber  and  of  Harwich,  all  the 
harbours  along  that  coast  were  bar  har- 
bours, which  could  only  be  entered  with 
safety  at  particular  times  of  the  tide  and 
in  moderate  weather.  When  he  brought 
this  subject  before  the  House  in  1871, 
and  again  in  1873,  he  laid  special  stress 
upon  that  part  of  the  Beport  of  the 
Boyal  Commission  of  1 859  which  ^inted 
to  Filey  as  being  the  place  best  situated 
on  that  coast  ^for  the  construction  of  a 
national  harbour  of  refuge,  which  would 
be  of  great  adyantage  to  our  nayal  and 
mercantile  interest.  He  had  also  yen- 
tured  on  preyious  occasions  to  lay  before 
the  House  some  of  the  statistics  to  which 
great  weight  was  attached  by  that  Com- 
mission, and  he  trusted  that  the  House 
would  permit  him  to  refer  to  them 
again.  It  was  stated  in  eyidence  before 
that  Committee  that  there  were  fiye 
great  coal  ports  on  the  North-East  Coast, 
the  ayerage  tonnage  clearing  outwards 
from  them  being  45  per  cent  of  the 
whole  coasting  trade,  and  32  per  cent 
of  the  entire  coasting  and  foreign 
trade  tojB;ether.  25  per  cent  of  tne 
wrecks  of  the  United  Kingdom  occurred 
on  this  portion  of  the  coast,  which  was 
only  l-d6th  of  the  whole  seaboard  of  the 
country ;  and  there  was  lost  upon  it  an- 
nually property  computed  at  the  yalue 
of  £1,500,000,  and  830  liyes.  Happily, 
indeed,  these  proportions  did  not  noid 
good  now.  'Wnile  other  portions  of  our 
seaboard  were  prorided  with  ample  har- 
bour accommodation — sometimes  from 
national  sources,  and  sometimes  from 
local  sources  aided  by  those  of  the  nation 
— this  large  portion  of  our  ooast  had  not 
a  single  harbour  which  was  ayailable  at 
all  times  of  the  tide  and  in  all  weathers 
for  all  classes  of  yessels.  The  Motions 
he  broueht  forward  on  this  subject  in 
1871  and  1873  were  supported  by  many 
hon.  Members  in  that  House,  but  were 
opposed  by  the  Goyemment  of  the  day, 
and  especially  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  (h*eenwioh,  on  the  g^und  that, 
as  the  preyious  Gk>yemment  had  passed 
the  Piers  and  Harbour  Acts  to  enable 
the  local  authorities  to  borrow  money  at 
a  low  rate  of  interest  for  the  construction 
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and  improyement  of  their  harboutB,  it 
would  not  be  fair  or  politic  for  Parlia- 
inent  to  sanction  the  construction  of 
isolated  harbours  at  the  public  expense ; 
and  the  right  hon.  Ghfntleman  stated 
that  it  was  oontraiy  to  the  feelings  of 
his  (Jovemment  to  adopt  what  they  felt 
would  be  an  isolating  policy.  The  riffht 
hon.  G^entleman  was  supported  in  his 
objections  to  his  proposal  by  the  Eepre- 
sentatives  of  the  different  ports  on  the 
North-East  Coast ;  but  the  selfishness  of 
such  opposition  was  apparent  upon  the 
face  of  it.  The  result  of  that  opposi- 
tion^ however,  was  that  he  was  defeated 
twice— once  by  a  large,  and  once  by  a 
small  majority.  Since  the  Oommission 
of  1 859  had  reported,  and  indeed  since 
1871,  the  circumstances  had  to  a  certain 
extent  changed.  It  was  generally  known 
that  steam  vessels  were  largely  super- 
seding sailing  vessels ;  that  larger  ves- 
sels were  displacing  small  ones;  and 
that,  thanks  to  the  legislation  of  that 
House  and  to  the  supervision  of  the 
Board  of  Trad^,  vessels  now  put  to  sea 
in  a  better  condition  than  they  did  for- 
merly. Still  the  change  had  not  been 
so  g^^at  as  might  have  oeen  anticipated. 
Taking  the  Board  of  Trade  statistics  for 
last  year,  he  found  that  whereas  in  1866 
we  had  25,248  sailing  vessels  carrying 
4^817,595  tons,  in  1876  the  number  of 
such  vessels  was  reduced  to  20,506,  and 
the  tonnaffe  to  4,195,430.  Oh  the  other 
hand,  we  had  in  1866  2,824  steamships, 
canying  874,415  tons,  and  in  1876 
we  had  4,328  steam  vessels,  carrying 
2,002,538  tons.  Admitting  that  these 
figures  showed  that  there  was  a  decrease 
in  the  number  of  sailing  ships,  and  a 
large  increase  in  the  number  of  our 
steam  vessels,  still  could  it  be  contended 
that  this  was  not  a  matter  that  demanded 
the  most  earnest  consideration  in  re- 
ference to  the  establishment  of  a  har- 
bour of  refuge  ?  It  seemed  to  him  un- 
deniable that  the  still  large  number  of 
saiHng  ships  ought  to  have  ample  har- 
bour accommodation  provided.  One  of 
the  strongest  grounds  on  which  the  Com- 
mittee which  sat  in  1857  urged  the 
establishment  of  a  harbour  at  Fuey  was 
that  we  had  no  Naval  station  on  the 
North-East  Coast;  and  in  1873  Lord 
Carlingford,  speaking  as  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  said  he  must  opj^se 
his  fLord  Claud  Hamilton's)  Motion, 
but  tnat  he  believed  the  day  was  coming 
when  the   authorities  of  this  country 
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would  feel  it  their  duty  to  establish  a 
naval  harbour  on  the  North-East  Coast, 
and  that  it  would  serve  for  the  puipose 
of  a  harbour  of  refhge  as  welL     Was 
not  the  day  coming  when  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  we  should  oonsider 
the  question  of  establishing  a  Naval 
station  on  the  North-East  Coast  ?   When 
he  looked  at  the  supremacy  of  this  ooontry 
at  sea  and  its  maritime  interests,  he 
thought  he  might  safely  say  that  the  day 
was  not  distant  when  that  question  must 
be  taken  up  in  earnest  by  whatever  Go- 
vernment held  power  in  this  ooontiy. 
From  the  middle  of  the  last  century  np 
to  a  few  years  ago  the  base  of  our  naval 
operations    was  always  on    the  South 
Coast — France  a  strong  naval  Power,  in 
dose  proximity  to  us,  being  looked  upon 
as  Uie  only  source  of  danger.    At  Uut 
time  Portsmouth  was  our  great  navsl 
arsenal  and  a  refuge  for  our  Fleet.  &iu» 
then    Plymouth    and  Portland  bresk- 
waters  had   been  constructed,  and  hb 
hoped  that  in  a  short  time  the  new  worki 
at  Dover  would  be  completed  and  m 
should  have  there  a  safe  narbour  of  re- 
fuge protected  by  artillery.    We  had, 
then,  along  our  South  Coast  four  great 
harbours  which  were  capable  of  being 
entered  at  all  times  and  by  all  vessels^ 
and  where  our  ships  of  war  oould  be 
fitted  with   all   modem   appliances;— 
there  was  also  the  shelter  of  the  break- 
water at  Aldemey.    But  when  we  left 
the    South  Coast   thus   protected  and 
turned  to   the    North-East    Coast,  we 
found  that  it  had  not  a  single  harboor 
along  the  whole  of  the  vast  stretch  of 
coast  from  Sheemess  to  the  Firth  of 
Forth — 400  miles — which  oould  be  called 
a  harbour  in  the  real  sense  of  the  term, 
nor  a  single  harbour  which  could  be 
used  by  the  fleet  as  a  ooaling  station. 
On  the  South  Coast  we  had  an  agricul- 
tural country  and  villages  and  oouatiy 
towns;  but  the  North-East  Coast  com- 
prised some  of  the  richest  and  most  im* 
Sortant  of  our  manufacturing  towns  and 
istricts — yet  along  this  coast  we  had  no 
naval  harbour  nor  coaling  station,  no 
fortifications,  no  guns.    From  a  Board 
of  Trade  Betum  it  appeared  that  the 
traffic  in  the  Tyne  in  1875  was  nearly 
£100,000,000,  of  which  £20,000,000  was 
from  G^ermany ;  and  the  shipbuilding  in 
the    same   year  was    38,000  tons.    In 
the    Humber   the    traffic   was   nesrly 
£60,000,000,  the  traffic  at  Hartlepool 
was  £42,000,000,  and  the  traffic  at  Bon- 
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dtfkud  £57,000»000 ;  the  value  of  the 
t4il  trade  at  these  four  ports  was 
iiM.OOO.OOO.  The  ralue  of  the  trade 
itLeith  was  nearly  £14,000,000.  We 
oighl  be  sore  that  an  enemy  at  mari- 
tins  warfare  would  attack  tne  foreign 
tisde  of  a  seaport — especially  when  it 
vas  in  an  nnproteoted  condition.  In  old 
diyi  France  possessed  a  Navy  sufficient 
to  rsqniie  vigilance  on  our  piurt ;  but  no 
other  country  in  Europe  possessed  Navies 
to  oaose  us  the  slightest  anxiety.  Of  late 
THSis,  however,  two  Powers,  Sussia  and 
Gcfinany  had  grown  up.  He  would 
Widly  state  the  present  strength  of  their 
Xtviss.  The  FronohNavy  at  the  end  of 
1S76  oaosisted  of  391  vessels,  including 
^2  iron-dads,  264  unarmoured  screw- 
rtismersy  62  paddle-steamers,  and  113 
•siliAg  vessels ;  94,000  horse-power  and 
1973  guns.  The  German  Navy  con- 
tiited  of  11  iron-dads,  20  frigates,  31 
fu-boats  and  torpedoes,  4  sailing  ves- 
Mb— in  all*  66  vessels;  70,430  horse- 
power and  478  guns — besides  sailing 
TiMsli.  Bussia  hM  29  iron-dads ;  9,210 
bans-power  and  184  ffuns.  He  did  not 
umme  that  we  were  likely  to  be  attacked 
\ff  ttther  of  the  two  last  named  Powers, 
Ivt  it  was  necessary  to  keep  in  view 
«hsi  might  happen  and  be  prepared  for 
laj  eventualitv.  If  we  had  no  fortifica- 
'joas  oo  our  North-£ast  Coast,  the  ordi- 
csry  mode  of  protecting  that  seaboard 
d  400  miles  in  case  of  war,  would  be  the 
cniaiag  about  of  a  large  squadron  on 
tliat  coast.  In  older  days  it  was  oom- 
parativdy  easy  for  England  to  protect 
W  coasts,  for  a  wooden  ship  for  months, 
iad  aometimes  for  years,  was  able  to 
tnoM  about  without  calling  at  any  port, 
■ad  at  the  end  of  that  time  was  for  war- 
hn  in  as  good  oondition  as  when  she 
ML  Bat  all  that  was  materially  changed 
b  the  present  day.  At  present,  our  Fleet 
««Misted  of  heavy  unwieldy  iron-clads, 
▼ishmall  coaling  capadty,  and  possess- 
iif  machinery  so  complicated  tnat  the 
•bfiktsst  mistake  often  made  it  abso- 
l4Sa!j  necessary  that  before  they  could 
b«  ttsd  for  defensive  or  offensive  pur- 
pQsti,  they  should  be  brought  into  har- 
boor.  Only  yesterday  a  practical  in- 
itaafis  of  that  occurred  in  the  acddent 
vbadi  happened  to  the  Thw%d$r$r.  The 
cnal-carrying  capacity  and  consumption 
of  these  steamers  was  an  important  point 
vhiflh  he  wished  to  bring  brfore  the 
HoQss.  The  coal-carrying  capacity  of 
thaw  iron-dads  was,  he  believed,  from 
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800  to  900  tons ;  while  the  consumption 
at  full  speed  sometimes  reached  200  tons 
a-day.    The  Alexandra,  one  of  the  most 

?owerflLl  of  our  iron-clad  fleet,  carried 
50  tons  of  coal,  while  her  consumption 
at  full  speed  was  200  tons  a-day ;  that 
was  to  say,  the  Alexandra^  on  which  we 
had  staked  so  much,  could  not  at  full 
speed  go  a  journey  of  more  than  four 
days,  if  quite  so  much.  Surely  to  make 
a  squadron  of  that  class  efficient  it  was 
necessary  that  it  should  have  a  base  of 
operations  at  which  the  vessels  could 
coal,  where  they  could  lie  in  bad  wea- 
ther, and  from  which  they  could  issue  at 
a  moment's  notice  for  defence  or  attack. 
Tet,  at  the  present  moment,  we  had  not  a 
naval  station  on  the  whole  of  the  North- 
East  seaboard,  nor  a  harbour  where  the 
Fleet  could  coal  with  any  degree  of  safety. 
Into  the  Humber  a  man-of-war  could 
doubtless  enter,  but  he  would  be  a  bold 
admiral  who  could  take  a  squadron  of 
iron-clads  into  the  Humber,  except  in  the 
finest  weather  for  the  purpose  of  coaling. 
He  believed  no  admiral  cruising  upon 
the  North-East  Coast  had  ever  taken  a 
fleet  into  the  Humber,  so  difficult  was 
the  entrance  to  that  river.  The  result 
was,  that  he  believed,  that  for  the  pur- 

Sose  of  coaling  when  in  the  centre  of  that 
istrict,  you  would  have  either  to  go  the 
Firth  of  Forth,  or  else  to  Sheemess ;  in 
the  one  case  the  base  of  operations  would 
be  180  miles,  and  in  the  other  220  miles ; 
and  in  going  and  returning  to  those 
points  they  would  expend  something  like 
200  tons  of  coal,  ana  on  getting  back  to 
the  base  of  operations  they  would  be 
short  200  tons  of  their  full  carrying 
power.  But  what  would  Germany,  in 
the  event  of  a  war  with  us,  be  able  to 
do?  Germany  possessed  two  harbours 
— one  of  them  important — near  our 
North- Eastern  Coast;  one  of  them  at 
Bremerhafen  and  the  other  at  Wilhelms- 
hafen.  The  arsenal  at  Wilhelmshafen 
was  fitted  up  with  every  modem  appli- 
ance for  the  building,  refitting,  and 
re-victualling  of  ships.  It  could  be 
approached  in  any  weather  by  the 
largest  vessels,  and  it  was  protected  by 
the  strongest  fortifications.  Wilhelms- 
hafen was  distant  from  Filey  only 
320  miles,  and  from  the  mouth  of  the 
Humber  only  300  miles.  In  the  case 
of  war,  Germany's  centre  point  would 
be  somewhere  over  the  Dogger  Bank, 
or  only  120  miles  from  Wilhelms- 
hafen.    Thus,  while  the  English  base  of 
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operations  would  be  200  miles  away, 
the  attacking  force  would  have  to  go 
only   100  miles  further  to  reach    our 
coasts.     With  all  our  annual  outlay  on 
our  Army  and  Navy,  and  with  the  vast 
expenditure  we  had  incurred  for  fortifi- 
cations, it  was  an  extraordinary  thing 
that  we  should  have  allowed  that  weak 
point  for  our  defence  to  remain — espe- 
cially considering  the  great  wealth  com- 
prised within  the  distnct — unprotected. 
What,   then,   ought  to  be  done  in  the 
circumstances?     He  maintained  in  his 
Besolution    that    the    matter  was  one 
which  should  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion by  the  Government,  with  a  view  to 
the  construction  of  a  naval  harbour  at 
Filey,  as  had  been  recommended  both 
by  a  Committee  of  that  House  and  by 
a  Commission  in  1859.    Filev  was  ad- 
mitted by  all  competent  authorities  to 
be  the  best  possible  site  for  a  large 
harbour  of  refuge  for  our  Mercantile 
Marine ;   it  possessed  the  finest  holding 
ground  on  that  coast ;  and  it  had  a 
natural  breakwater  half  a  mile  in  length ; 
and  for  the  moderate  expenditure  of  a 
million  sterling  it  could  be  converted 
into  a  harbour    having  five  times  the 
capacity  of  Dover,  when  the  works  there 
were  finished  according  to  the    latest 
plans  sanctioned  by  the  late  Government. 
Sir  John  Coode,  who   had    given  the 
matter  his  earnest  consideration,  was  one 
of  the  few  fortunate  engineers  who  had 
succeeded  in  making  a    harbour — the 
great  Breakwater  at  Jrortland — at  a  cost 
within  his  estimate.  The  works  at  Filey, 
originally  estimated  to  cost  £800,000, 
Sir  John  Coode  said'could  be  executed 
in  a  manner  more  suitable  to  meet  the 
modem    requirements   of  an  iron-dad 
fleet  for  £1,000,000— a  sum  that  would 
not  be  exceeded.    Another  point,  as  he 
had  mentioned  a  few  years  ago,  was 
that  the  question  of  convict  labour  would 
soon  have  to  be  taken  up  by  the  Govern- 
ment.    The  works  at  Portland  on  which 
convicts  had  been  engaged  for  many 
years  must  now  be  nearly  finished,  and 
the  Gt)vernment  would  have  to  consider 
what  was  to  be  done  with  the  larg^ 
number  of   convicts  —  no    fewer    than 
1,600 — now  employed  at  Portland.     He 
was  aware  that  civil  engineers  preferred 
skilled  free  labour  to  convict  labour; 
and,  no  doubt,  in  executing  great  works 
the  engineer  might  not  be  able  to  make 
the  same  profit  if  he  had  to  use  the 
latter.    At  the  same  time  the  convicts 
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were  now  under  the  direotioB  <rf  a  pntc* 
tical  engineer  of  great  ability,  Oolonel 
Du  Cane,  and  in  the  case  of  a  great 
work  like  that  of  Filey,  where  the  atone 
was  near  and  only  wanted  cutting,  under 
the  practical  superintendence  of  anch  an 
engineer  they  might  fairly  employ  con- 
victs.     There  was  another  reascm  for 
the  utilization  of  convict  labour  in  such 
an  undertaking.     Complaints  had  been 
made — and  perhaps  justly-^of  the  in- 
terference with  certain  trades  throng 
the  labour  of  convicts  in  prison;  and 
the  grievance  connected  with  that  sub- 
ject had  lately  been  urged  by  the  Trade« 
Union  Council.      It  would,   therefore, 
remove  a  fertile  source  of  complaint,  i/ 
they  could  employ  surplus  oonviot  labour 
in  such  an  enterprise  as  he  was  advo- 
cating.   But  in  dealing  with  a  work  of 
that  great  importance,  it  did  not  matter 
whether  it  was  done  by  convict  labour,  or 
at  a  cost  of  £100,000  or  £200,000  mor«. 
All  he  maintained  was,  that  it  should  b« 
done ;  and  that  if  they  had  a  naval  sta- 
tion there  it  would  also  be  a  harbour  of 
refuge  for  merchant  shipping  and  the 
coasting  trade.      For  many  years  the 
question  had  been  before  the  House  and 
the  country,  and  for  many  years  it  had 
been  shelved.    He  hoped,  however,  that 
the  time  had  come  when  the  Govern- 
ment would  fairly  consider  it,  and  would 
get  rid  of  the  scandal  which  had  arisen 
through    a  question  of   money    being 
allowed  to  stand  in  the  way  of  what 
should  be  the  first  duty  of  the  Lemla- 
ture — namely,  the  due  protection  of  Hfo 
and  property.    The  noble    Lord   con- 
cluded by  moving  his  Besolution. 

Mr.  T.  BBASSEY  said,  he  had  veiy 
great  pleasure  in  seconding  the  Moticm. 
When  he  remembered  the  perseverance 
and  the  ability  with  which  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Claud  Hamiltoii} 
had  advocated  that  cause,  he  felt  mr* 
prised  that  a  proposal  so  deserving  of 
acceptance  had  hitherto  failed  to  obtain 
the  support  of  the  majority  of  tb» 
House.  He  believed  the  reason  was  that 
hon.  Members  who  represented  the  prin- 
cipal ports  and  the  shipping  interest  of 
this  country  had  not  been  disposed  to 
give  much  assistance  to  the  noble  Lord. 
Now,  in  all  that  related  to  the  oommer- 
cial  aspects  of  shipping  questions,  hs 
would  readily  defer  to  the  aidvioe  of  hoa. 
Gentlemen  representing  the  shipping  in- 
terests. But  when  thev  came  to  deal 
with  matters  affecting  the  safety  of  life 


II 


Skri^uri  an  the 


[June  1,  1877) 


North'Eoft  Coatt        1190 


lAtM,  he  did  not  know  that  the  advice 
(tf  thoee  directly  oonnected  with  anypar- 
tMlar  indottry  should  command  such 
a  ■aieeeiied  deference  on  the  part  of 
tea.  Members,  ^e  House  certainly 
kd  not  followed  the  advice  of  hon. 
Mabert  connected  with  the  mineral 
vafMTty  of  the  country  when  it  passed 
ib  Ifinee  Begulation  Act,  neither  had 
it  fdHowed  that  of  the  manufacturers 
vWn  it  passed  the  Acts  establishing  the 
bilf-time  system.  Tet  they  knew  that 
bokk  of  those  measures  had  been  wise 
The  majority  of  the  Bepre- 
of  the  shipping  interests  in 
that  Hooee  were  owners  m  vessels  of  a 
dum  ibr  the  security  of  which  it  was  not 
pntModed  that  the  proposed  harbour  at 
FQiy  was  essential.  He  preferred  to 
ytmmt  the  ease  to  the  House  rather  as 
ft  poor  man's  question.  It  was  for  the 
protsctioD  of  the  class  of  small  sailing 
rmmh  that  such  a  harbour  was  neces- 
«ot;  and  although  the  pecuniary  value 
of  oat  class  of  vessels  engaged  in  the 
Hoais  trade  was  small  as  compared  with 
tks  large  capital  invested  in  steamships, 
▼ft  the  traoe  carried  on  in  the  smaller 
viKag  vessels  was  by  no  means  inoon- 
«derM>le  or  unimportant.  There  were 
f«|^iged  in  our  Home  trade  no  fewer 
tin  10,000  sailing  vessels  under  200 
t«Bs  rsgister — the  dass  which  would  be 
pvelBQted  in  case  of  storms  by  the  pro- 
poMd  harbour — manned  by  36,000  sea- 
B«a;  while  of  vessels  exceeding  200 
t«i  register  there  were  only  1 76,  manned 
by  1,300  seamen.  As  a  nursery  for  sea- 
MB,  the  sailing  vessels  which  traded  on 
tW  East  Ooast  rendered  g^reat  service  to 
tksoonntry ;  and  it  might  be  good  policy 
t»  sibrd  them  more  protection  from  the 
•«vsrs  North-easterlv  gales,  so  prevalent 
"tt  the  winter  months.  The  Board  of 
Trade  had  a  great  respect  for  political 
•eoQOOky,  as  he  himself  had ;  but  it  was  a 
Ittfd,  harsh,  and  somewhat  homy-handed 
vMoes,  and  no  Gk>vemment  could  legis- 
Wls  ia  strict  conformity  with  its  rules 
viihoat  provoking  senous  discontent. 
Thai  works  of  the  kind  now  pro- 
pwd  should  be  left  to  private  enter- 
jnm  was  an  arsrument  that  might  be 
wshiid  too  ftar,  for  many  of  the  most 
^■asftrial  vndertakings  in  connection 
vich  oar  harbour  accommodation — such 
M  the  Breakwater  at  Plymouth  and  the 
IW  at  Dover  ^would  never  have  been 
■«wu|ilished  but  for  the  Government, 
f  ertaialy  the  Oovemment  enjoyed  re- 


sources which  no  private  company  could 
command  for  the  carrying  out  of  the 
present  scheme.  It  could  employ,  for 
mstance,  a  large  amount  of  convict  la- 
bour, and  he  hoped  the  noble  Lord's 
suggestion  on  the  point  would  receive 
due  consideration.  Huts  similar  to  those 
in  use  at  Aldershot  would  afford  suffi- 
cient accommodation  for  men  during  the 
summer  season,  and  he  ventured  to  think, 
therefore,  that  no  objection  on  the 
g^und  of  expense,  to  the  employment 
of  convicts  in  the  construction  of  the 
proposed  harbour  works  would  be 
urged  by  the  Government.  The  pro- 
viding of  a  coaling  den5t  for  our  iron- 
clads readily  accessible  from  the  stations 
in  the  North  Sea  in  which  they  would 
cruise  in  the  event  of  war  was  another 
important  consideration.  On  a  careful 
consideration  of  the  many  arguments  that 
could  be  urged  in  support  of  the  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  Jjord  he  was  convinced 
that  a  harbour  such  as  that  proposed 
would  be  valued  by  the  people  of  this 
country  as  an  essential  element  of  their 
national  greatness. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
<*  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  unprotected 
condition  of  the  North  Ea«t  Coast,  as  regards 
Harbour  Accommodation,  demands  the  serious 
consideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Qoyemment," — 
(Lord  Claud  HMnilton^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Mb.  FBESHFIELD  said,  that  he  had 
no  wish  or  intention  to  say  a  word  in 
derogation  of  the  case  which  the  noble 
Lord  fLord  Claude  Hamilton)  had  so 
ably  aavanced  in  favour  of  the  construc- 
tion of  a  harbour  at  Filey.  He  was  not 
himself  officially  connected  with  the 
East  Coast  of  England,  and  had  no  suf- 
ficient information  to  enable  him  to  form 
a  judgment,  still  less  one  unfavourable 
to  that  which  had  been  expressed  by  the 
noble  Lord ;  but  he  could  not  listen  to  a 
discussion  on  the  subject  of  constructing 
a  naval  harbour  on  the  East  Coast  with- 
out reminding  the  House  that  there  was 
an  undertaking  of  that  nature,  pre- 
eminent in  its  importance  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  country,  which  was  still 
incomplete  and  unfinished.  He  need 
not  say  he  referred  to  the  harbour  and 
works  at  Dover.  Many  years  ago  the 
Oovemment  of  the  day  had  deemed  it 
necessary  to  construct  a  harbour  in  that 
locality,  and  had  undertaken  the  execu- 
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tion  of  the  pier  called  the  Admiralty 
Pier  at    Dover,   which  was  completed 
about  1873,  and  which  had  been  found 
of  80  great  advantage  to  the  Channel 
traffic.     That  work,  however,  was  but  a 
portion  of  the  whole  undertaking  ori- 
ginally designed  by  the  Government, 
and  it  was  found  comparatively  inef- 
fective without  the  execution    of    the 
corresponding  pier  on  the  east  side  ne- 
cessary   to    form   the  closed    area    of 
still    water    which   was    the    principle 
of  the  work.      The    late   Government 
took    the    subject    into    consideration, 
and  were  so  impressed  with  the  neces- 
sity of  completing  this  work,   that  in 
1873  they  applied  to  the  House  and 
obtained  a  g^ant  of  money  for  the  pur- 
pose.   In  1874 — the  first  Session  of  the 
present  Parliament,  a  Bill  was  brought 
m  by  the  Harbour  Board  of  Dover,  the 
local  authority  in  communication  with 
the  present  Government  for  the  carrying 
out  of  these  works ;  but  the  Government 
were  so  much  impressed  with  the  im- 
portance of  having  that  work  in  their 
own  hands,  that  by  arrangement  with 
the  Harbour  Board,  their  Bill  was  with- 
drawn on  the  understanding  that  the 
Government  would  take  up  the  measure 
themselves  in  the  next  Session.     Ac- 
cordingly,   in    1875,    the    Gt>vemment 
brought  in  their  Bill,  which  was  sub- 
mitted to  a  Select  Committee  of  eminent 
Members  of  that  House,  by  whom  evi- 
dence of  the  highest  authority  was  taken. 
The  Committee  reported  in  favour  of  the 
measure,  but  with  a  suggestion  for  an 
increase  in  the  expenditure,  which  would 
give  a  much  larger  area  of  enclosed 
water  at  a  comparatively  small  cost.    In 
consequence  of  this  suggestion  the  Bill 
was  not  proceeded  with  that  Session ; 
but  it  was  understood  that  it  was  to  be 
brought  in  the  next  year.    In  the  year 
1876,  however,  the  measure  was   not 
renewed.    The  reason  assigned  for  this 
delay  was  that  the  Government  had  too 
much  in  hand  to  enable  them  to  under- 
take to  bring  in  a  Bill  that  Session ;  but 
it  was  fully  understood  that  it  would  be 
recurred  to  in  the  next.     This  Session, 
however,  the  expectations  in  this  respect 
were  again  disappointed,  and  the  mea- 
sure was  now  indefinitely  postponed.  He 
had  heard  no  sufficient  reason  for  this 
proceeding  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  he  collected  that  there  was  a 
difference  of  opinion  in  the  Government 
upon  the  subject.     He  did  not  wish  to 

Mr.  Fre9hfi$ld 


enter  into  any   contrast  between   the 
scheme  of  the  noble  Lord  and  that  he 
had  referred  to ;  but  he  could  not  help 
reminding  the  House  that  the  nnder- 
taking,  the  policy  of  which  the  Hoase 
had  been  called  upon  to    affirm,    wu 
one  which    had  not  been  discoaaed— 
that  of  the  construction  of  the  harbour 
at  Dover  had  long  since  been  settled  and 
partly  executed.     He  did  not  wish  here 
to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  its  meriti, 
because  the  stage  of  inquiry  on  theee 
points  had  long  passed,  but  he  most  mj 
that  the  existence  of  an  endoaed  hArbour 
at  Dover  had  long   since  been  deter- 
mined to  be  an  absolute  necessity  to  the 
defence  of  the  country  in  case  of  wtr, 
and  that  all  the  considerations  whidi 
had  been  urged  upon  the  House  by  tbe 
noble  Lord  in  favour  of  a  harbour  at 
Filey  existed  in  a  ten-fold  degree  in  the 
case  of   the  harbour  at  Dover.     The 
noble  Lord  had  referred  to  the  fact  tbtt 
there  was  no  naval  harbour  betwec<n 
Sheemess  and  Filey  along  the  whole 
Eastern  Coast ;  but  he  (Mr.  Freahfield 
would  remind  the  House  that  there  was 
no    harbour    between    Sheemesa    and 
Portsmouth,  and  that  the  South  Coast 
was  the  point  at  which  England  wai 
most  assailable.    All  our  apprehenstoaa 
had  centred  on  the  site  of  Dover,  which 
was  the  narrowest  point  in  the  Straits  of 
the  Channel.    Through  those  Straits  a 
very  large  portion  of  the  Commerdil 
Navy  had  to  sail.    For  their  protectiom 
as  well  as  for  our  security  against  inva- 
sion, it  was  necessary  that  our  Heet 
should  be  constantly  in  that  neighbour- 
hood.    The  noble  Lord    the  Member 
for  King's  Lynn  (Lord  (]laud  Hamil- 
ton) had  shown  that  the  armour-dads 
which  constituted    our  naval  defence* 
could  not  hold  the  seas  without  steam 
power,   and  that  they  were  unable  to 
carry  coals  for  more  than  five  days.    It 
was,  therefore,  vital  that  there  should 
be  at   Dover  a  defended  harbour  intn 
which  our  ships  should  be  able  to  enter 
for  the  purpose  of  coaling  and  refitting, 
and  in  which  they  might  lie  in  ambush 
and  issue  forth  as  occasion  required.  But 
he  would  not  pursue  his  argument  far- 
ther, it  was  unnecessary  to  do  so.    He 
repeated  that  he  had  no  wish  to  dis- 
parage the  scheme  of  the  noble  Lord. 
The  object  for  which  he  roae  was  to 
point  out  to  the  House  and  to  the  (Go- 
vernment that  the  works  at  Dover  were 
not  only  a  subject  of  national  interest. 
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bot  ibo  a  matter  of  Parliamentary  obli- 
fitioii,  and  he  would  conclude  bis  obser- 
ntioiis  bj  urging  U(  on  the  Government 
tb»  duty  that  they  were  under  to  com- 
plete theee  works  at  the  earliest  possible 
soment,  and  the  responsibility  which 
•iwywere  incurrinip^  everyday,  especially 
ia  the  condition  of  Europe,  in  delaying 
tbtm. 

Ma,  PEASE :  The  grounds  on  which 
I  oppose  the  Motion  are  briefly  stated 
is  tn  Amendment  of  which  I  have 
gttvn  Notice,  but  which  the  Bules  of 
tb«  House  prevent  me  from  moving. 
Tbste  grounds  are  that — 

''The  harbour  accommodation  of  the  North 
Ewt  Cout  of  EnglaiDd  has  been  and  is  being 
BuAj  improred  by  the  operations  of  the  various 
hal  harbour  authorities,  and  that  such  further 
taproreoMnts  as  are  required  can  bo  best  effected 


t^<iffa  th^  instrumentality  of  such  authorities, 
MMted  by  loans  made  under  the  authority  of  the 
Hirbovrs  and  Passing  Tolls  Act  and  the  Public 
Worb  Loana  Acts,  with  such  Amendments  as 
flxpsisBoe  has  prored  to  be  necessary." 

k  1871   the  noble  Lord  proposed  that 
th»  recommendations  of  the  Harbour 
rWmiiision  of  1858  should  be  carried 
tato  tffsot  with  regard  to  the  harbour  of 
Fiky;  in  1873  he  limited  his  require- 
ants  to  an  inquiry  into  saving  life  ;  in 
U75  he  placed  on  the  Paper  a  similar 
Kotiee    to    that    which    now  appears; 
tod  he  has  come  to  the  somewhat  in- 
dsfiaite  proposal  involved  in  the  phrase 
"  the  unprotected  condition  of  the  North 
East  coast  '* — which  may  mean  the  un- 
frotecCed  state  of  that  coast  in  case  of 
wv  with  foreign  Powers,  or  its  unpro- 
Ucted  state  with  reference  to  a  heavy 
torth-east  wind.    Still,  in  each  case  the 
aoUe  Lord  is  very  consistent  in  his  affec- 
tioas  for  Filev  as  being  the  great  position 
fcr  a  national  harbour.  For  my  own  part, 
I  eontend  that  there  is  no  ^und  for  put- 
ting forward  Filey  as  having  exceptional 
riamu,  whether  as  a  harbour  of  refuse  or 
saaval  station,  and  that  the  expenditure 
vhich  the  noble  Lord's  proposal  involves 
win  simply  be  useless.     The    cost    is 
pot  down  in  1868  at  £800,000;  but  it 
IS  mors  likely,  from  the  present  cost 
of  labour  and  materials,  to  amount  to 
£1,000.000  or  £1,600,000.     I  aver  that 
the  money  cannot  be   advantageously 
hud  ottt  on  Filey  Harbour,  and  there 
is  no  neoesaity  for  it.     The  position  of 
•listing  harbours  on  that  coast  has  of 
lata  altered  very  much  for  the  better, 
aad  0ot  for  the  worse,  as  the  noble  Lord 
voold  have  us  believe.    Many  of  them 


have  been  greatly  improved  in  regard  to 
their  area  and  depth  of  water,  as  shown 
by  the  larger  class  of  ships  which  they 
admit  and  the   protection  which  they 
afford  to  those   ships.      In   these  re- 
spects some  of  them   are  undoubtedly 
superior  to  Filey  or  Dover.    If  there  is 
to  be  a  great  national  harbour  on  the 
North  East  coast,  it  ought  not  to  be  at 
Filey  or  Dover.     The  best  position  for 
such  a  harbour  is  in  the   Tees  Bay, 
between    Hartlepool    Heugh  and   the 
Tees    mouth,    as    the    most    westerly 
point  of  the  East  Coast.     But  I  will 
argue  the  question  on  all  the  gp*ounds 
that  have  been  mentioned:  as  a  com- 
mercial harbour,  as  a  refuge  harbour, 
as  a  naval  harbour ;  and  I  would  ask, 
can  this  money  be  advantageously  spent 
at  Filey  for  any  one  of  theae  purposes  ? 
As  commercial    harbours,   the    chango 
which  has  taken  place  on  the  Tyne  and 
Tees  has  been  wonderful,  and  the  same 
class  of  works  has  been  also  going  for- 
ward at    Hartlepool  and    Sunderland. 
I  will  trouble  the  House  for  a  few  mo- 
ments with  the  actual  figuresof  that  which 
has  been  accomplished  at  these  places. 
The  River  Tyne  Commissioners  have  spent 
lately  not  £1,000,000,  but  upwards  of 
£2,000,000  in  these  successful  works. 
They  commenced  with  3  to  6  feet  of 
water  on  their  bar  at  low  water  spring 
tides;  they  now  have  20 feet,  with  16  to 
16  feet  rise  of  tide.     In  1864,  the  ships 
frequenting  the    river    averaged    149.^ 
tons;    in    1864,    190^    tons;    in    1874, 
16,737  ships,  averaging  284^  tons.     The 
tonnage    of   the    Tyne    was    in    18j1, 
2,849,680  tons;  in  1864,  3,491,948  tons; 
in  1874,  4,762,379  tons.     In  1861  the 
Tyne  had  246  ships  between  600  and 
1,000  tons,  and  8  above  1,000  tons;  in 
1871  there  were  4,642  between  600  and 
1,000  tons,  and  232  above  1,000  tons. 
To  the  end  of  1860,  in  13  years,  tho 
Commission  had  dredged  493,426  tons 
of  soil  from  the  bed  of  the  river ;  during 
the  next  24  years  they  had  dredged  no 
less  than  61,214,300  tons  in  widening 
and  deepening  the  Tyne.     As  a  harbour 
of  refuge  tho  river  is  now  undoubted. 
In  1866,   194  voshoIs  took  refuge,  and 
did  not  pay  commercial  duoH ;  in  1867, 
266;    in   1868,  3:^2;    in   1869,  402;   in 
1870,  402;  in  1873,  658;  in  1874,  up- 
wards of  1,000,  and  this  continues.    The 
North  Pier  of  the  Tyne  is  already  ad- 
vanced   2,260    feet,    the   pier    on    the 
south    side  of   the  mouth   4,000  feet. 
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when  these  are  completed,  there  will 
be  30  feet  of  water  at  low  tide  with  an 
entrance  of  1,200  feet  in  width.  There 
will  be  1,100  feet  of  tidal  wharf, 
with  1 8  feet  of  water  at  low  water,  and 
at  Cobble  Dene  900  feet  of  wharf,  with 
20  feet  at  low  water.  This  will  give  a 
harbour  of  about  200  acres,  with  5 
fathoms  of  water  at  low  water  spring 
tides.  The  House  may  ask,  how  wifl 
this  compare  with  our  national  habours  ? 
— most  favourably  at  this  depth  of  water : 
Alderney  has  about  80  acres;  Dover,  122 
acres;  Holyhead,  about 200  acres;  Fileyi 
as  laid  down  by  the  Commission  on  Har- 
bours of  Befuge,  about  170  acres — at 
this  depth.  But  now,  Sir,  as  regards 
the  Tees,  the  same  class  of  work,  to  a 
somewhat  smaller  extent,  has  been  going 
on  there.  In  1 854  the  present  Commis- 
sion found  a  depth  of  about  3^  feet  on 
the  Tees  bar.    In  1875  that  had  become 

10  feet.  In  1877  it  is  14  to  14^  feet. 
This  has  been  accomplished  by  training 
walls  on  each  bank  of  the  river,  of  which 
there  are  about  20  miles,  and  by  the 
removal  of  a  large  reef  of  rocks  crossing 
the  bed  of  the  river,  about  1}  acres  in 
extent,  and  which  has  been  removed  by 
the  diamond  boring  machine  of  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Colleague  (Major  F.  B. 
Beaumont),  one  of  me  most  successful 
engineering  works  of  our  time.  In 
1876,  the  ships  that  went  in  and  out  of 
the  Tees  were  as  follows : — Under  150 
tons,  2,323  sail;  under  300  tons,  1,010 
sail ;  under  600  tons,  437  sail ;  under 
1,000  tons,  78  sail;  under  1,500  tons, 

11  sail.  Between  1854  and  1874, 
5,014,671  tons  of  material  were  dredged 
out  of  the  bed  of  the  Tees.  The  southern 
breakwater  has  been  run  out  10,321 
feet,  in  this  2,534,250  tons  of  material 
have  been  used.  The  Commission  has 
spent  on  this  work  £128,675~of  this 
£33,576  has  been  received  from  the 
ironmasters  for  depositing  their  slag. 
The  revenue  of  the  Tees  Commission 
was,  in  1853,  £8,109;  in  1876  it  was 
£24,443.  The  Tees  Commission  have 
spent  in  their  graving  docks  £25,000; 
they  have  sold  land  wmch  bears  interest 
for  about  £23,000 ;  they  have  land  to 
sell  worth  about  £20,000 ;  they  will  re- 
claim about  £85,000  worth  more.  At 
Hartlepool  the  Public  Works  Loan  Com- 
mission advanced  the  Port  and  Pier  Com- 
mission £36,000  to  carry  out  works  there. 
I  think.  Sir,  I  have  saia  enough  to  show 
that  Filey  would  be  no  use  as  a  com- 


mercial  harbour,  and  that  harbours  of 
refuge  are  rapicUy  being  provided  with- 
out any  charge  on  the  public  Bevenoe. 
And  now,  Sir,  we  will  look  at  Filey  as  a 
harbour  of  refrigeif  made.  In  1874,  Lord 
Carlingford,  then  Mr.  Chichester  Fortes- 
cue,  stated  tibat  in  10  vears,  ending  1871, 
from  Flamborough  Head  to  the  Fern 
Islands  285  lives  had  been  lost;  and 
from  Flamborough  Head  to  the  NOTth 
Foreland  930  lives  had  been  lost  daring 
the  same  period,  and  between  the  North 
Foreland  and  the  Land's  End,  with  Port- 
land, Southampton,  Falmouth,  and  Ply- 
mouth, as  great  harbours  of  refuge,  734 
lives  had  been  lost.    In  a  previous  de- 
bate, Mr.  Milner  Gibson  stated  that  bt 
had  submitted  this  question  to  three  moit 
competent  advisers,  and  th^  re|>ort«i 
that  a  harbour  of  refuge  at  Filey  in  lo 
years  might  have  saved  16  lives  and 
£28,000  worth  of  property,  each  case  of 
wreck  having  been  carefully  examined. 
Then,  Sir,  this  great  harbour  of  refiigr, 
to  cost    above    £1,000,000  of  inone>, 
would  have  saved  3  shipwrecks  between 
1862  and  1872.    Well,  Sir,  I  have  ex- 
amined the  Wreck  Returns  since  that 
day,  and  they  show  results  still  mor^ 
damaging  to  this   harbour  of  reftige. 
Alone  the  whole  of  that  ooast,  from  w 
Fern  Uands  to  Flamborough  Head,  thr 
wrecks  were  as  follows : — 1870,  3  ship^ 
15  men;  1871,  8  ships,  54  men;  1871 
10  ships,  73  men;  1873,  1  ship,  6  men. 
But  it  is  equally  plain  that  this  km;: 
length  of  coast  is  not  so  disastrous  a  our 
as  the  noble  Lord  would  have  us  sup' 
pose.    I  have  taken  out  the  last  year « 
Itetum  that  is  in  the  Library  ending? 
July  1875:    Fern  to  Flambourough,  3 
ships,  12  men;  Flamborouffh  to  North 
Foreland,  8  ships,  44  men ;  Foreland  to 
St.  Catharine's,   8  ships,   19  men;  8t. 
Catharine's  to  Start,  1  ship,  4  men ;  Start 
to  Land's  End,  2  ships,  13  men ;  Land't 
End   to    Hartland,    1    ship,   20  men, 
Hartland  to  St.  David's,  7  ships,  5J 
men;  St.  David's  to  Skerries,  2  ship* 
9  men;  Skerries  to  Cantire,   15  ship*, 
20  men.     Now,  Sir,  I  think  I  hsT* 
proved  that  as  a  commercial  or  reia^ 
harbour  this  harbour  at  Filey  woiud 
save  nothing  and  nobody.    But  we  are 
told  to-day  that  it  is  wanted  for  a  naval 
and  strategic  harbour.    I  must  ask  the 
old  question,  who  are  we  going  to  fight  ? 
We  never  hear  now  of  our  dd  natural 
enemy  France.    It  is  Franoe  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Dover  has  already  oalled  it- 
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tntioii  to,  and  tbe  maimer  in  which  Dover 
HtrbooT  has  been  used,  and  the  diffi- 
nhiM  that  environ  those  who  trust  in 
utiooal  harbours.    I  give  my  opinion 
vith  peat  diffidence — as  these  questions 
vo&ld  be  settled  with  difficulty  by  men 
nf  mnoh  greater  experience  than  myself 
it  these  matters.    But  if  this  is  to  be  a 
DSTtl  harbour,   £1,000,000  of  money 
vill  not  do^a  naval  harbour  requires 
the  protection  of  such  lines  of  forts  as 
TenaTe  at  Plvmouth  and  Portsmouth, 
od  which  before  they  are  armed  cost 
•0010  millions  more — they  must  have 
bsntcks  for  soldiers  and  buildings  for 
itat«».    But,  Sir,  I  doubt  whether  this 
voold  be  the  place  for  such  an  establish- 
msBt — as  regards  ooals,  the  Tyne  or  the 
Tses  would  coal  your  largest  man- of- 
vsr  in  a  few  hours.    I  have  known  a 
mcrtbantman  take  800  tons  on  board 
ud  go  out  of  the  Tyne  on  the  same  tide 
in  which  she  came  in — and,  again,  if 
it  ic  a  Oerman  war  we  have  to  provide 
for,  I  believe  that  Heligoland  is  within 
a  boor  or  two's  steammg — as  near  the 
North  Foreland  and  the  Thames  as  it  is 
u>  Filey.    In  short,  Sir,  to  sum  up,  there 
there  are  two  policies  before  us — the 
lohle  Lord's  policy,  to  spend  the  money 
of  the  country  with  a  most  doubtful 
nsoh  IS  to  any  good  to  life  and  pro- 
perty; and  the  policy  which  I  think 
iQoeesBve  Governments  and  successive 
Psriiaments   have    rightly  arrived  at, 
to  tfpend  no  public  money  except  such 
It  sdvsnced  under  the  powers  of  the 
Pahbc  Works  Loan  Commission  and  the 
Act  of  1861 ,  and  to  make  these  harbours 
a  nstionsl  as  well  as  commercial  success. 
B«t,  Sir,  I  fully  admit  with  the  noble 
Lord  that  the  necessity  for  these  har- 
bovs  exists,  though  we  may  not  agree 
St  to  where  and  how  they  are  to  be  pro- 
vid«L    I  think  that  the  terms  of  the 
Act  of  1861,  and  of  the  Public  Works 
Lott Commissioners  also,  are  tooconfined 
ud  too  stringent.    I  think  that  the  old 
debts  of  these   harbours  should  have 
lOBt  attention— on  the  Tees  we  have  a 
fttw  debt,  which  we  are  paying  off  prin- 
npsl  and  interest  costing  us  6  per  cent 
vm  tnnnm ;  and  we  have  an  old  debt, 
borrowed  from  private  parties,   which 
costs  iu  4  to  4^  per  cent,  without  any 
ndsmption  being  provided;   it  would 
con  the  country  nouiing  to  take  the  old 
debt,  to  far  as  It  applies  to  works  which 
on  be  certified  as  needful  and  useful 
vorks,  on  the  same  terms  as  the  more 


recent  debt,  the  money  both  for  the  old 
debt  and  the  new  debt  having  been  ap- 

?lied  to  idenljically  the  same  works, 
hen,  with  resard  to  the  Loan  Commis- 
sioners, In  the  case  of  the  Tees,  in  a 
recent  case  of  application  for  further 
grants,  they  lookea  at  the  annual  income 
as  the  only  standard  by  which  they  were 
to  settle  the  question  of  a  further  ad- 
vance. They  ignored  the  fact  that  the 
Commission  of  tne  Tees  had  a  graving 
dock  yielding  revenue — had  surplus  lands 
— the  extent  of  which  I  described — these 
they  counted  as  no  actual  security  for  fur- 
ther advance.  I  would  suggest  that  the 
Executive  Government  should  have  some 
discretion  vested  in  them,  as  to  the 
risk  that  the  Public  Works  Loan  Com- 
missioners should  run,  in  the  case  of 
these  really  national  works.  In  conclu- 
sion. Sir,  1  think  I  must  have  said  suffi- 
cient to  prove  that  the  noble  Lord's 
Motion  ought  not  to  be  supported  by 
the  House,  and  that  it  is  much  better  to 
adopt  that  commercial  and  practical 
policy,  which  has  for  so  long  been  re- 
ceived by  Parliament,  of  paying  for 
these  works  by  the  trade  of  the  country, 
instead  of  taking  money  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  taxpayers  for  the  purpose 
of  establishing  what  after  all  can  only 
be  considered  a  doubtful  good. 

Me.  BENTINCK  said,  he  did  not 
feel  at  all  sanguine  as  to  the  suocoss  of 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  King's  Lynn.  Unfortunately,  for 
many  years  past,  the  subject  now  under 
discussion  had  been  treated  with  consi- 
derable indifference  by  successive  Go- 
vernments, and  the  best  proof  which  ho 
could  offer  of  the  correctness  of  that 
view  was  that  a  considerable  portion  of 
last  Session  was  employed  in  discussing 
a  measure,  the  professed  object  of  which 
was  to  save  life  at  sea,  in  the  course  of 
which  almost  every  possible  cause  of  that 
loss  was  eliminatea  from  the  inquiry. 
The  motion  of  the  noble  Lord  was  based 
on  two  grounds ;  the  saving  of  life  and 
property  at  sea  by  means  of  the  con- 
struction of  harbours  of  refuge  on  tho 
East  Coast,  where  no  good  harbour  at 
present  existed.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
as  to  the  value  of  such  harbours,  and 
that  their  construction  would  tend  to  the 
saving  of  life  and  property.  Those  who 
were  most  competent  to  deal  with  the 
subject  had  pointed  out  Filey  as  the  best 
part  of  the  coast  for  that  purpose,  but 
ho  looked  upon  that  as  a  minor  part  of 
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the  question.  The  Becond  object  of  the 
Motion  was  to  provide  a  coaling  harbour 
for  the  North  Sea  Fleet,  And  that  was  a 
point  deserving  of  the  most  careful  con- 
sideration. Beference  had  been  made  to 
the  recent  formation  of  new  naval 
Powers.  It  was  possible  that  we  might 
find  ourselves  in  collision  with  those 
Powers.  Supposing  such  a  contingency 
to  occur  as  war  between  this  country  and 
either  Eussia  or  Germany,  the  whole  of 
our  Eastern  seaboard,  so  far  as  regarded 
the  coaling  of  ships  and  the  repairing  of 
our  iron-clads,  was  unprovided  for  in  the 
North  Sea ;  and  the  whole  of  the  coast, 
from  Sheemess  to  the  Frith  of  Forth, 
was  without  any  efficient  harbour  for 
that  purpose.  That  was  a  condition  in 
which  the  country  ought  not  to  remain. 
Beference  had  been  made  to  Dover 
Harbour ;  but  those  who  were  sang^ne 
as  to  the  completion  of  that  harbour 
could  not  look  forward  to  the  completion 
for  many  years  to  come.  It  was  not 
adapted  to  the  purpose  for  which  it  was 
intended,  and  besides  the  site  being 
objectionable,  the  cost  would  be  so 
enormous  that  he  doubted  that  it  would 
ever  be  completed  and  placed  in  an  effi- 
cient state  for  maritime  warfare.  The 
question  under  consideration  was  one  of 
a  very  grave  character,  and  one  which 
ought  to  occupy  the  careful  attention  of 
the  House  and  of  the  Government ;  and 
he  thought  they  would  act  unwisely  if 
theyV rejected  the  terms  of  the  Motion 
which  had  been  submitted  to  their  con- 
sideration by  the  noble  Lord. 

Sir  CHARLES  ADDERLEY  said, 
he  could  not  [be  expected  to  accept  the 
imputation  that  had  been  thrown  out  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Norfolk  (Mr.  Ben- 
tinck)  that  there  was  no  hope  of  carrying 
the  Motion  because  the  Government  were 
indifferent  about  the  saving  of  life  at 
sea.  His  impression  was  quite  the  re- 
verse. There  was,  in  fact,  no  subject 
which  the  present  Government  had  so 
much  taken  under  their  own  care  as  the 
saving  of  life  at  sea.  The  Motion  itself 
had  been  introduced  by  his  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Kings  Lynn  with  his 
usual  ability,  and  in  a  manner  which 
had  commanded  the  attention  and  sym- 
pathy of  the  House.  His  speech  had, 
however,  somewhat  surprised  him,  be- 
cause the  noble  Lord  had  taken  a  diffe- 
rent line  from  that  which  he  had  adopted 
in  former  years,  and  for  which  he  (Sir 
Charles  Adderley)  had  hardly  been  pre- 
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pared  from  the  language  of  his  Beaolu- 
tion.    The  hon.  Member  for  Hastings 
(Mr.  Brassey)  had  ably  seconded  the 
Motion,  but  in  a  totally  different  sense, 
The  hon.  Member  must  be  regarded  as 
perfectly  conversant  with  the  resouioes 
of  private  enterprize  in  maritime  affiiin, 
and  he  had  just  returned  from  dicum- 
navigating  the  globe  in  his  own  ship, 
navigated    by    himself,  who  bore  the 
highest  certificates  for  seamanship;  and 
he  had  accomplished  his  enterprize  in 
a  manner  which  not  long  ago  would 
have  placed  his  name  upon  our  nations! 
history,  and  even  now  it  reflected  hononr 
upon  the  spirit  of  this  maritime  countiy. 
The  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hastings  was  that  with  which  the  Mo- 
tion had  always  been  introduced  by  the 
noble  Lord  for  the  last  10  years — namdj, 
that  the  interests  of  the  country  d^ 
manded  the  establishment  of  a  harbour 
of  refuge  on  our  North  East  Coast  The 
noble  Lord  first  brought  the  subject  of  s 
harbour  of  refuge  on  the  East  Coast  before 
the  House  in  1871,  and  again  in  1873. 
The  subject  had,  however,  been  before 
the  House  for  20  years,  and  had  not  only 
formed  the  topic  of  frequent  debater, 
but  had  been  referred  to  Select  Com' 
mittees  and  Koyal  Commissions.    Tbs 
House  had,  however,  invariably  dedio^tl 
to  accept  the  proposition  now  before  i*^ 
He  believed,  indeed,  that  Lord  Palmfr- 
ston's  (Government  was  once  defeated  os 
this  question ;   but  the  result  was,  ^^ 
that  the  Motion  was  carried  into  effect 
but  that  an  Act  was  passed  by  Loid 
Palmerston's  Government  which  was  a^ 
cepted  by  the  country  and  acted  upon— 
namely,  that  the  construction  of  hM> 
hours  of  refuge  should  never  be  uDde^ 
taken  by  the  Government,  but  that  tber 
could  be  made  and  maintained  mnA 
more    usefully  and  effectually  by  tlK 
mercantile  interests  themselves.  In  caB> 
sequence,  the  Piers  and  Harbours  Loitf 
Act  was  passed,   which    offered  kasi 
in  aid  to  mercantile  bodies  to  impro^ 
enlarge,  and  create  new  harbours  on^ 
coast.    The  House  had  heard  somethitf 
of  the  enormous  success  of  that  Act ;  asd 
one  of  the  very  harbours  reoommendedlif 
the  Boyal  Commission  of  1867  had  warn 
been  made  by  the  mercantile  intei«^ 
concerned.    Harbours  at  other  iaipfi^ 
tant  points  on  the  East  Coast  had  a2tf 
been  constructed  by  the  mercantile  in^ 
rests  in  the  same  way, 'and  verylaigt 
sums  had  been  expended  ^ith  »g^ 
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success  under  this  Act.  Did  the  House 
wish  to  reverse  a  policy  so  successful, 
and  which  had  been  adopted  after  so 
much  debate?  The  Gbyemment  had 
done  something  in  this  direction,  but 
had  it  been  so  successful  that  the  House 
could  desire  to  see  its  operations  ex- 
tended ?  He  was  afraid  not.  He  had 
l&imself  seen  the  works  at  Aldemeji 
which  were  begun  at  a  time  of  panic 
and  alarm.  They  were  to  be  a  check 
upon  the  works  at  Cherbourg ;  but  they 
were  a  laughine-stock  to  the  French 
nation,  and  all  that  could  be  done  was 
to  leave  them  to  be  gradually  washed 
away,  although  they  would  remain  a 
permanent  record   d urine  the   present 

generation  against  the  principles  of  this 
otion.  He  might  g^  through  other 
oases.  He  sympathized  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dover  (Mr.  Freshfield)  in 
the  remarks  he  had  made,  but  he  was 
afraid  the  experience  of  Dover  was  not 
very  encouraging.  No  doubt  harbours 
of  refuge  were  veJuable — he  only  argued 
that  it  was  much  better  to  leave  them  to 
be  made  by  mercantile  bodies  by  the  aid 
of  Government  loans.  Suppose  the  Oo- 
vemment  made  them,  who  was  to  main- 
tain them?  It  was  far  more  easy  to 
make  than  to  repair  and  sustain  them. 
What  was  the  object  of  harbours  of 
refuge?  It  was  two-fold — the  protec- 
tion of  property  and  the  saving  of  life. 
As  far  as  the  protection  of  property  was 
concerned,  no  request  had  come  from 
the  mercantile  community  for  the  pro- 
tection of  their  property.  If  harbours  of 
refuge  were  to  be  made  for  the  saving 
of  life,  then  they  must  be  made  aU 
round  the  coast.  If  one  were  made  at 
Filey  at  a  cost  of  £1,000,000,  would  not 
every  other  place  on  the  coast  make  a 
similar  demand  ?  He  did  not  know  how 
many  millions  would  be  expended  round 
the  coast  before  everyplace  was  satis- 
fied ;  nor  did  he  see  how  the  Government 
could  decently  get  out  of  such  under- 
takings if  they  ever  embarked  in  them. 
When  the  noble  Lord  talked  of  the 
wealth  along  the  East  Coast  he  (Sir 
Oharles  Adderley)  did  not  know  that  he 
had  fortified  his  position,  because  that 
very  wealth  was  able  to  do  what  was 
wanted  so  much  better  than  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  interests  concerned  were 
certain  moreover  to  do  it  if  left  to  them- 
selves. The  hon.  Member  for  Hastings 
had,  indeed,  spoken  of  the  slack  support 
g^ven  to  the  proposals  of  the  noble  Lord 


by  the  merchants  on  that  coast;  and 
that  he  (Sir  Oharles  Adderley)  looked 
upon  as  an  additional  reason  why  the 
Government  should  not  take  the  work 
in  hand.  The  proposition  for  making  a 
harbour  of  refuge  at  Filey  in  particmar 
could  not  be  maintained,  because  Mem- 
ber after  Member  would  get  up  to  say 
that  places  in  which  they  were  interested 
had  a  prior  claim.  It  was,  however,  a 
dangerous  thing  when  the  representa- 
tives of  private  interests  came  forward 
in  that  House  to  ask  for  grants  of  public 
money  for  local  claims.  The  Eeports  of 
the  Select  Committees  and  Boyid  Com- 
missions maintained  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  meet  the  claims  for  increased 
harbour  accommodation  by  constructing 
works  in  any  particular  locality — they 
must  be  made  all  round  the  coast,  and 
the  difficulty  was  to  settle  where  to 
begin.  The  noble  Lord's  Motion  re- 
ferred to  the  want  of  harbour  accom- 
modation, while  his  argument  was  this 
year  directed  to  the  want  of  a  naval 
station.  He  (Sir  Charles  Adderley)  was 
ready  to  admit  that  such  a  station  might 
be  valuable  to  the  country ;  but,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Durham  (Mr. 
Pease)  had  stated,  it  was  not  a  question 
merely  of  building  a  harbour,  but  also 
of  providing  other  necessaries  to  make 
the  station  sufficient  for  the  purpose.  If 
the  station  was  wanted  only  m  order 
that  a  squadron  might  run  to  it  in  case 
of  stormy  weather,  then,  perhaps,  the 
million  of  money  might  be  well  spent. 
But  he  doubted  whether  it  would  be 
wise  to  spend  so  much.  The  Downs 
were  not  so  very  far  off;  and  even  sup- 
posing that  they  were  not  so  available  as 
Filey,  it  was  a  great  question  whether 
the  House  would  sanction  the  outlay  on 
Filey.  The  only  other  object  would  be 
for  coaling.  That,  no  doubt,  was  a  most 
important  part  of  naval  warfare,  and  for 
that  purpose  the  station  might,  perhaps, 
be  most  useful ;  but  if  it  was  also  to  he 
made  available  for  stores,  a  very  much 
larger  outlay  would  be  necessary.  If 
the  word  ** station"  were  taken  in  its 
fullest  sense,  he  thought  that  the  money 
might  be  much  more  wisely  spent  else- 
where ;  but  so  far  as  the  proposal  was  a 
repetition  of  one  made  for  several  years 
past  simply  for  a  harbour  of  refuge,  he 
thought  he  had  shown  sufficient  reasons 
against  the  Motion. 

Mb.  STEVENSON  remarked  that  it 
was  very  satisfactory  for  the  harbour 
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authorities  on  the  North  East  Coast  to 
hear  the  approval  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  of  the  services  they 
had  rendered  in  providing  refuge  acoom- 
modation.  While  the  Government  in 
these  dehates  successfully  resisted  the 
expenditure  of  public  money  on  a  single 
refuge  harbour  on  the  ground  that  the 
true  policy  was  that  of  aiding  existing 
harbours  by  public  loans  at  a  low  rate 
of  interest,  their  good  intentions  were 
defeated  by  the  stringent  way  in  which 
the  Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners 
carried  out  the  Harbour  Loans  Act  of 
1861.  Government  loans  were  always 
granted  on  the  recommendation  of  some 
public  Department;  thus  a  loan  for 
sanitary  improvements  required  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board;  one  for  school  buildings 
that  of  the  Education  Department ;  and, 
in  like  manner,  harbour  loans  must  be 
recommended  by  the  Board  of  Trade. 
But  the  Commissioners  entirely  disre- 
garded such  recommendations  when 
they  thought  proper,  and  thus  the  good 
intentions  of  Parliament  and  the  Go- 
vernment were  defeated.  In  their  Tyne 
works,  for  instance,  their  piers  and  har- 
bour improvements  had  cost  upwards  of 
£2,000,000,  aided  by  Government  loans 
to  the  extent  of  only  £350,000,  and  last 
year's  Beport  of  the  Commission  showed 
that  they  only  granted  £70,000  on  loan 
to  two  harbours,  one  in  Scotland  and 
the  other  in  the  Isle  of  Man.  Under 
the  Public  Works  Loans  Act  of  1875 
the  former  appeal  to  the  Treasury  was 
taken  away,  and  the  harbour  authorities 
were  now  in  a  worse  condition  in  this 
respect  than  before.  He  did  not  ques- 
tion the  right  of  the  Commission  to 
decide  on  questions  of  security  for  their 
loans ;  but  he  complained  of  iheir  policy 
of  refusing  harbour  loans  in  cases  which 
were  clearly  intended  by  Parliament  to 
he  thus  Aided 

Mr.  HUSSEY  VIVIAN  said,  that  as 
a  serious  attack  had  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Shields  on  the 
Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners,  and 
their  judgment  had  been  called  in  ques- 
tion in  a  very  decided  manner,  he  begged 
to  be  allowed,  as  one  of  their  body,  to 
offer  a  short  defence  of  their  proceedinffs. 
He  had  been  much  alarmed  by  me 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Durham  (Mr.  Pease),  because  he  had 
proposed  to  throw  upon  the  Commis- 
sioners   a    greater    responsibility  than 
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they  could  undertake.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  that  the  Commissioners  took 
too  stringent  a  view  of  their  powers 
under  the  Act ;  but  that  was  a  Rround- 
less  assertion.  Certainly  they  had  to 
guard  the  public  interests,  and  to  seo 
that  money  lent  was  not  lost;  their 
powers  did  not  enable  them  to  make 
advances  to  mercantile  undertakingK 
as  such,  but  to  facilitate  the  making 
of  harbours  throughout  the  country; 
and  it  was  quite  clear  that  Pariis- 
ment  never  intended  to  favour  anv  par- 
ticular class  of  mercantile  iindertaldogt. 
It  was  the  duty  of  the  Commissioners, 
when  applications  were  made  to  them, 
to  exercise  their  discretion  ;  and  it  wm« 
because  they  had  exercised  that  discr^ 
tion  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Soa& 
Shields  (Mr.  Stevenson)  complained  of 
them.  If  the  Commissioners  were  to 
make  advances  to  harbour  authorities, 
simply  as  commercial  ondertakingis 
they  might  as  well  make  them  to  nul- 
way  companies  and  similar  undertakings, 
which  were  equally  for  the  benefit  of 
the  public.  The  Commissioners  had  t> 
guard  the  interests  of  the  public  pur»^ 
by  seeing  that  the  advances  they  mado 
were  likely  to  be  repaid.  [Mr.  Pxask 
said,  he  had  not  wished  to  throw  any 
responsibility  on  the  Public  Works  Loan 
Commissioners,  but  on  the  ExeoatiTH 
Government.]  If  the  Commissioners 
were  to  be  ordered  by  the  Execotirf 
Government  to  make  advances  it  would 
be  less  trouble  for  the  Chancellor  of  thv 
Exchequer  to  draw  a  cheque  upon  the 
Bank  of  England  at  once.  If  it  w&b 
in  the  power  of  the  Commissionen  tn 
make  advances,  and  it  could  be  shown 
that  the  security  was  sufficient,  ihej 
would  always  make  them ;  but  their 
view  of  the  value  of  a  security  mi^t  b<* 
wholly  different  from  that  of  apphcant«, 
who  could  not  be  taken  at  their  own 
valuation.  As  to  makinff  advances  on 
the  security  of  tolls,  the  Commissionen 
could  not  take  into  account  the  pro- 
spective value  of  a  port  not  created, 
which  might  not  rise  with  the  rapidity 
anticipated.  The  applications  which  the 
Commissioners  rejected  were  for  gnnU 
in  favour  of  speculative  undertakings 
for  the  benefit  of  the  trade  of  parti- 
cular districts  which  could  not  offer  soffi* 
oiently  good  security.  Where  the  secu- 
rity was  good  money  could  always  be  ob- 
tained even  in  the  open  market,  though 
perhaps    at    higher    rates.      He   (Mr* 
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Thrica},  like  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Durham,  was  a  truBtee  of  one  of  the 
BOil  important  harbours  in  this  oount^, 
lad  had  carried  out  verj  large  works 
iadMd.  They  had  borrowed  £500,000 
kt  that  purpose,  and  were  now  borrow- 
ag  £300,000  more ;  but  they  had  never 
bond  any  difficulty  in  the  matter.  So 
bag  as  harbour  authorities  had  substan- 
tial nroperty  to  offer  as  security  they 
eoold  borrow  money  in  the  ordinary 
DOBsy  markets  at  commercial  rates  of 
ifitcrest  if  their  securities  were  good, 
or  from  the  Commissioners  if  their 
CMS  was  jKOod.  No  advances  had 
iprtn  the  Uommissioners  more  anxiety 
than  thoee  they  had  made  to  harbour 
uthorities,  and  Parliament  must  be 
careful  before  it  cast  upon  them  fiirther 
iMonaibility  in  this  direction.  The 
PoUic  Works  Loan  Commissioners  had 
diacharged  the  duties  cast  upon  them  by 
Pviiament  honestly,  to  the  oest  of  their 
Ability,  and  with  a  proper  and  wise 
diamttoa;  and  he  was  certain  that 
vboMTer  they  felt  competent  to  advance 
Biaey  they  had  done  so,  to  the  extent 
t^  thought  themselves  warranted  in 
{oiiig;  but  when  they  were  asked  to 
Uks  proipective  profits  and  returns  as 
Mconty,  toey  felt  that  their  duty  to  the 

paUic  required  them  to  reject  such  pro- 

nmili 

Ma.  MAC  IV£H  thought  his  hon. 
Fhsod  the  Member  for  Hastings  f  Mr. 
BfiMey)  was  a  little  too  hard  upon  skip- 
ovaen.  No  shipowner  had  yet  had  the 
opportunity  of  taking  part  in  the  debate ; 
l»at  he  (Mr.  Mao^Iver)  had  from  the  first 
Utt  wishful  to  support  the  Motion, 
pncisely  on  the  grounds  so  well 
ufsd  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hast- 
iagt.  ne  did  not  regard  it  as  a  com- 
astial  question  at  alL  It  was  the  case, 
nthar,  of  poor  men  aminst  richer  men ; 
d  naU  coasting  vessels  against  railways 
ud  iteamahipa,  and  against  the  power- 
iol  intareata  represented  bv  the  last 
■paakar.  Any  inoreaae  in  the  number 
Of  harbours  of  refuge  on  the  East  Coast, 
f««laawhere,  would,  no  doubt,  affect  pre- 
jadiaally  certain  commercial  harbours ; 
•ad  that  partly  explained  some  of  the 
Qfposition  to  this  Motion.  The  argu- 
MBt  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Soath  Durham  (Mr.  Pease)  was  an  ex- 
tnordiaary  one.  That  hon.  Member 
pfaadid  that  private  enterprize  waa 
•hwdy  doing  moat  valuable  work  in 
•spewing  existing   harbours,    and    in 


providing  harbours  of  refuge,  with  which 
it  would  be  wrong  to  interfere ;  and  the 
next  minute  he  (Mr.  Pease)  produced 
figures  intended  to  show  that,  after  all, 
there  was  very  little  loss  of  life  which 
harbours  of  refuge  could  prevent.  That 
kind  of  argument  was  inconsistent  with 
itself,  and  ne  would  not  attempt  to  recon- 
cile the  hon.  Member's  figures  with  those 
^ven  b^  the  noble  Lord  who  moved  the 
Kesolution ;  but  he  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  re- 
membered perfectly  well  certain  official 
records  published  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
— the  Wreck  Charts — and  that  those 
showed  an  enormous  number  of  casual- 
ties on  the  North-East  Coasts.  He  (Mr. 
Mac  Iver)  thought  those  casualties  were 
mostly  to  small  coasters,  and  that  they 
did  not  arise  £rom  unseaworthiness,  as 
many  people  supposed,  but  that  they 
were  due  rather  to  the  inherent  dangers 
of  the  trade ;  and  that  those  were  dan- 
gers which  harbours  of  refuge  would  do 
a  great  deal  to  remoye.  At  present — 
not  merely  at  Filey  but  on  other  parts  of 
the  coast — there  was  no  place  where 
small  vessels  caught  in  a  sudden  gale 
could  run  to,  and  there  were  many  sad 
disasters  in  consequence.  He  had  lis- 
tened to  the  speech  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  with  much  regret, 
because  he  knew  how  sincerely  that 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  desired  to  do 
what  was  right  in  everything ;  but  he 
felt  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  still  following  the  mistaken  path 
of  his  Predecessors  in  office.  He  (Mr. 
Mac  Iver)  thought  that  Lord  Carung- 
ford  and  Mr.  Milner  Gibson  were  nei- 
ther of  them  safe  guides  to  follow  in 
matters  relating  to  shipping.  The  Board 
of  Trade  view  of  the  position  was  quite 
untenable.  Harbours  of  refuge  would 
never  be  provided  by  the  commercial 
interests,  simply  because  the  interests  of 
the  g^reat  and  influential  traders  lay  in 
the  contrary  direction  ;  but  the  nation 
had  an  interest  in  the  question,  and  it 
was  he  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  thought  of  na- 
tional importance  that  the  small  coasters 
should  be  encouraged.  They  were  almost 
the  only  vessels  which  really  trained 
seamen,  and  trained  seamen  were  every 
day  becoming  scarcer  as  compared  with 
the  number  of  people  calling  themselves 
sailors.  In  conclusion,  he  desired  to  say 
a  word  on  the  naval  part  of  the  question. 
The  noble  Lord  was,  he  (Mr.  Mac  Iver) 
believed,  quite  accurate  in  stating  that 
the  fast  ships  in  the  Navy  were,  many 
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of  them,  unable  to  carry  coal  for  more  | 
than  a  few  days'  burning  at  full  speed. 
But  at  a  moderate  speed  the  same  coal 
would  last  much  longer,  and'as  regarded 
the  Alexandra — the  particular  vessel  in- 
stanced by  the  noble  Lord — she,  he  (Mr. 
Mac  Iver)  thought,  was  furnished  with 
what  all  the  fast  ships  of  war  oughttohave 
— namely,  auxiliary  engines — "turning 
engines,"  as  they  were  called — which 
would  propel  the  yessel  at  moderate 
speed  for  cruising  purposes  on  compara- 
tively trifling  fuel  consumption.  But 
even  with  arrangements  of  this  kind  in 
aU  the  ships,  a  harbour  of  refuge  at 
Filey  would  not  be  without  advantage 
as  a  naval  coaling  station ;  and,  there- 
fore, on  every  ground  he  desired  cor- 
dially to  support  the  Motion. 

Mb.  DODDS  said,   he  thought  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Gla- 
morganshire (Mr.  Hussey  Vivian)  had 
entirely  misapprehended    the    purport 
of  the  observations  made  by  his  hon. 
Friends  the  Members  for  South  Durham 
(Mr.  Pease)   and    South  Shields  (Mr. 
Stevenson),  with  reference  to  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Public  Works  Loan  Com- 
missioners, and  the  manner  in  which 
they  had  discharged  their  highly  im- 
portant and  responsible  duties.    There 
was  a  general  opinion  amongst  those 
acquainted  with  the  subject  that  the 
Commissioners  took  a  somewhat  narrow 
and  contracted  view  of  the  powers  con- 
ferred upon  them  by  Parliament.     His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glamor- 
ganshire had  spoken  of  the  Harbours 
and  Passing  ToUs  Act,  1861,  as  if  it  had 
reference  solely  and  exclusively  to  works 
of  refuge,  but  he  (Mr.  Dodds)  took  the 
liberty  of  saying  that  that  was  an  entire 
misapprehension,   as    his    hon.  Friend 
would  admit  if  he  would  carefully  read 
and  consider  the  Act  itself.  The  fact  was 
that  the  words  ** harbours  of  refuge" 
did  not  occur  in  the  Act  at  all,  and  that 
what  the  Commissioners  might  make 
advances  for  were  constructing,  improv- 
ing, maintaining,  or  lighting  any  public 
harbour,  or  for  carrying  into  effect  any 
other   shipping    purpose.    Now,   those 
words,  as  the  House  would  observe,  were 
of  a  very  general  and  comprehensive 
character,  and  he  (Mr.  Dodds)  thought 
admitted  of  a  much  wider  interpretation 
than  the  Public  Works  Loan  Commis- 
sioners in  many  cases  had  put  upon 
them.    It  was  clearly  laid  down,  how- 
ever, by  the  Act  that  loans  could  only 
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be  made  for  a  public  harbour,  and  the 
contemplated  works  must  be  works  of 
a  pubhc  character.     His  hon.  Friend, 
therefore,  could  not  properly  compare 
harbour  authorities  desiring  to  obtain 
loans  with  railway  companies  or  canal 
companies.    No  doubt  in  these  cases,  as 
in  the  case  of  public  harbours,  the  works 
contemplated  might  be  of  public  utility 
and  general  convenience ;  but  the  primary 
object  of  the  railway  companies   and 
canal  companies  was  to  benefit  the  share- 
holders, and  their  undertakings  conse- 
quently stood    upon    a    very  different 
n)oting  from  public  harbours,  where  no 
personal  interests  were  involved  in  pro- 
moting their  construction  or  improve- 
ment.    He  might  illustrate  the  views  of 
his  hon.  Friends  near  him  as  to  the 
course  taken  by  the  Public  Works  Loan 
Commissioners  by  what  had  occurred  in 
the  case  of  the  Tees  Conservancy  Com- 
missioners with  reference  to  their  graving 
dock.   These  gentlemen  had  been  urged 
to  construct  a  graving  dock,  which  was 
much  required  for  the  purposes  of  the 
trade,  and,  not  least,  for  vessels  that  had 
suffered  damage  and  sought  refuge  in 
the  Tees,  and  they  resolved  to  construct 
such  a  dock ;  and  they  applied  to  the 
Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners  to 
lend  them  the  needful  amount — about 
£30,000.     To  their  astonishment,  how- 
ever, the  Commissioners  held  that  a  loan 
for  the  construction  of  a  graving  dock — 
which  he  confessed  seemed  clearly  to  be 
a   shipping  purpose   within    the  very 
words  of  the  Act — could  not  be  enter- 
tained, and  was  not  within  the  powers 
conferred    upon  them    by  Parliament. 
Cases  somewhat  similar  had  occurred 
elsewhere.  He  (Mr.  Dodds)  had  no  doubt 
the  Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners 
had     been     advised,    and    had    given 
their  careful  consideration  to  the  sub- 
ject, and  had  bond  fids  arrived  at  the 
conclusion  they  had  expressed ;  but  he 
Mr.  Dodds)  and  other  Gentlemen   in- 
terested had    also  considered  the  Act, 
and   thought    the    Commissioners   did 
possess    power  to  make    advances  for 
such  purposes,  and  hence  the  remarks  of 
his  hon.  Friends  near  him.  Then,  again, 
the  Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners 
appeared  to  act  upon  the  principle  that 
they  must  only  accept  a  security  based 
upon  actual  surplus  income,  disregarding 
altogether   other    assets  and    property 
of   the  borrowers.     Acting   upon   this 
principle,  they  appeared  in  the  caae  of 
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mediate  object  of  the  Motion 

H  Lord  the  Member  for  King's 

.  iie  Act  at  present  only  autho- 

ins  for  future  expenditure ;  but 

•  r.  Dodds)  was  decidedly  of  opi- 

that  where  works  of  a  public  and 

ai  oharaoter  had  been  constructed, 

a  debts  had  been  contracted  in  re- 

y«et  thereof,  power  should  be  given 

'o  re-borrow   such    moneys    from  the 

VMk  Works  Loan  Commissioners  at 

a  moderate  rate  of  interest.    He  en- 

ttrtiy  approved  of  the  policy  of  the  Act 

t^  DO  advances  shoula  be  made  except 

1m  public  harbours  and  for  works  of 

pablio  utility.     The  requirement  of  the 

rnral  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was 
very  reasonable  and  proper,  and 
oos  in  which  harbour  authorities  very 
readily  acquiesced.  Then  the  Act  pro- 
vided that  in  respect  of  advances  not 
^XDMdiog  £100,000  the  rate  of  interest 
•koold  be  Si  per  cent,  but  for  sums  in 
ncsMof  £100,000  such  higher  rate  of 
tntsrest  not  exoeeding  5  per  cent  as  the 
^ommiaaioners  might  determine.  Now, 
»mng  that  the  money  was  required  for 
pnblio  harbours  of  public  utility,  he 
(vmU  not  understand  why  the  State 
thoM  be  placed  in  the  position  of 
asking  a  profit  out  of  loans  for  such 
porposes,  and  one  of  the  Amendments 
M  wonld  suggest  in  the  Bill  was  to 
liait  the  rate  of  interest  to  such  an 
smooDl  as  would  recoup  to  the  State  the 
•Qin  advanced  with  interest  without  anv 
loM.  Then  the  Act  reouired  that  all 
aoDsys   borrowed    should    be    repaid 


within  the  period  of  60  years,  and 
usually  the  repayment  commenced  at 
the  expiration  of  six  months  from  the 
date  of  the  advance.  The  consequence 
of  this  was,  that  in  many  cases  repay- 
ment began  lonff  before  the  work  was 
complete,  and  before  any  possible  ad- 
vantage could  be  derived  from  it;  and  in 
cases  where  money  was  being  expended 
on  a  breakwater,  as  at  the  entrance  of 
the  Tees,  a  work  that  would  last  for 
centuries,  it  was  a  little  hard  that  re- 
payment should  commence  at  the  end  of 
six  months,  and  that  the  whole  should 
be  repaid  in  60  years.  He  would,  there- 
fore, suggest  that  money  expended  upon 
works  of  that  kind,  and  others  of  a  very 
permanent  character,  should* be  repaid 
over  an  extended  period,  and  that  repay- 
ment should  not  commence  until  the 
works  were  completely  executed  and 
benefit  derived  from  them.  These  were 
some  of  the  most  important  Amend- 
ments which  he  would  suggest  for  the 
consideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment whom  he  knew  were  giving  the 
subject  attention.  With  regard  to  the 
noble  Lord's  Motion,  he  ^Mr.  Dodds) 
expressed  the  general  feeling  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  connected  with  the  North 
East  Coast  of  England  when  he  said 
that  they  all  most  heartily  sympathized 
with  him  in  his  most  praiseworthy  ob- 
ject, that  of  saving  life  and  property  at 
sea,  and  they  only  differed  with  him 
because  they  believed  that  the  establish- 
ment of  a  large  harbour  of  refuge  at 
Filey,  at  a  cost  to  the  nation  of  upwards 
of  £1,000,000,  would  not  in  any  effec- 
tual deg^e  promote  that  object.  The 
noble  Lord  had  brought  the  subject  for- 
ward again  with  his  accustomed  ability ; 
but  in  common  with  other  speakers,  he 
(Mr.  Dodds)  must  be  permitted  to  ex- 
press his  astonishment  at  the  line  of 
argument  the  noble  Lord  had  on  that 
occasion  adopted,  and  which  differed  so 
materially  from  the  course  he  had  pur- 
sued on  former  occasions  when  he  had 
brought  this  subject  under  the  con- 
sideration of  that  House.  He  had  on 
this  occasion  argued  the  question  in  con- 
nection, first,  with  a  great  naval  harbour, 
and  next  with  reference  to  the  saving  of 
life  and  property  at  sea  ;  and  it  was  with 
reference  mainly  to  this  aspect  of  the 
case  that  the  Motion  was  seconded  and 
supported  by  his  (Mr.  Dodd's)  hon. 
Fnend  the  Member  for  Hastings  (Mr. 
Brassey),     Now,  he  would  trouble  the 
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House  but  very  briefly  with  reference 
to  the  first  of  the  objects  of  the  noble 
Lord — namely,  the  establishment  of  a 
great  naval  harbour.  Whenever  that 
subject  was  really  brought  seriously 
under  the  consideration  of  that  House, 
and  the  House  was  asked  to  express  an 
opinion  upon  it,  the  noble  Lord  would 
find  that  even  for  such  a  purpose  Filey 
Bay  did  not  afford  the  most  suitable  site. 
The  noble  Lord  had  urged  as  reasons  fbr 
establishing  such  a  naval  harbour,  the 
unprotected  condition  of  the  great  com- 
mercial towns  and  ports  of  the  North 
East  Coast  of  England,  embracing  those 
within  the  Tees,  Wear,  and  Tvne,  and 
the  Hartlepools  ;  and  he  had  quoted 
statistics  Showing  the  magnitude  and 
im]^rtance  of  their  trade  and  commerce, 
which  must  have  greatly  astonished 
those  who  heard  them  and  who  were  not 
already  well  acquainted  with  the  facts 
of  the  case.  But  surely,  if  these  most 
important  districts  and  g^at  commercial 
emporiums  required  to  be  protected  by 
a  great  naval  harbour,  it  would  be  a 
most  unwise  proceeding  to  construct 
such  a  harbour  at  such  a  distance  as 
would  render  it  practically  valueless  for 
such  a  purpose,  and  the  House  must 
remember  that  Filey  Bay  was  60  miles 
from  the  nearest  (the  ports  of  the  Tees), 
and  about  100  miles  from  the  ports  of 
the  Tyne,  which  were  the  most  distant 
of  the  places  to  which  it  was  argued 
protection  ought  tobe  afibrded.  And  now 
ne  would  beg  to  refer,  as  briefiy  as  pos- 
sible, to  the  other  and  principal  object 
of  the  noble  Lord,  and  tnat  upon  which 
he  had  on  previous  occasions  mainly  in- 
sisted— namely,  the  saving  of  life  and 
property  at  sea.  He  (Mr.  Dodds)  did 
not  often  address  the  House,  and  should 
not  do  so  at  any  length  on  the  present 
occasion;  but  he  was  thoroughly  con- 
versant with  the  subject,  and  must  ask 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  whilst 
he  made  the  few  observations  he  de- 
sired. He  was,  perhaps,  the  only  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  who,  in  1858,  attended 
several  of  the  sittings  of  the  Koyal 
Commissioners  at  Tynemouth^  Hartle- 
pool, Eedcar,  and  elsewhere,  and  who 
gave  evidence  before  them,  and  he  had 
been,  and  was,  thoroughly  conversant 
with  all  that  had  since  transpired  on  the 
subj  ect.  He  was  by  these  means  enabled 
to  speak  on  the  subject  from  his  own 
recollection  and  experience,  and  without 
the  necessity  for  troubling  the  House  by 
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quoting  extracts  from  Blue  Books.  Now, 
with  regard  to  Filey,  it  was   an  un- 
doubted frust  that  the  recommendation  of 
Filey  was  one  that  was  not  only  not 
generaUy  acquiesced  in  at  the  time,  but, 
on  the  contraty,  was  vety  generally  con- 
demned and  disapprovedofoy  the  leading 
shipping  authorities  of  the  ports  princi- 
pally interested — namely,  tne  ports  of 
Tees,  Wear  and  Tyne,  and  the  Hartle- 
pools.   And  he  took  leave  to  say,  not- 
withstanding what  fell  from  one  bon. 
Member  in  the  debate,  that  those  gen- 
tlemen not  merely  understood  their  own 
interests  and  the  requirements  of  their 
district,  but  that  they  were  fully  sensible 
of  their  duty  to  those  in  their  employ- 
ment, and  by  no  means  slow  to  discharge 
it.    But  had  the  case  of  Filey  been  t 
strong  one  in  1858,  instead  of  the  weak 
and  shadowy  one  it  then,  in  the  opinion 
of  most  competent  persons,  was,  he  sub- 
mitted that  the  circumstances  had  in  the 
meantime  totally  changed  in  many  most 
important  particulars,    and   that,    had 
there  been  any  necessity  for  such  a  har- 
bour in  1858,  such  necessity  no  longer 
existed.    In  the  first  place,  during  the 
period  that  had  since  elapsed  a  complete 
revolution  had  been  effected  in  the  car- 
rying   shipping    trade    of  the  United 
Kingdom.    In  1858  the  greater  part  of 
the  trade  was  conducted  by  sailing  ves- 
sels alone,  and  there  were  comparativelj 
few  steamers.     Since  that  time  there 
had  been  a  gradual  and  progressive  in- 
crease of  screw  steamers,  and  those  prin- 
cipally of  a  larg^   class.     The   screw 
colliers  frt>m  the  northern  ports  were  con- 
stantly increasing  in  numoer,  whilst  the 
old  tub    colliers   were    gradually,   hot 
surely,  disappearing  frt>m  the  face  of 
the  ocean.     In  their  Report  of  1859  the 
Boyal  Commissioners  stated  that  they 
frequently  heard  of  700  vessels  being  at 
anchor  in  Bridlington  Bay  at  one  tuie, 
and  that  many  hundreds  of  vessels  were 
not    unfr^uently  seen    together  from 
Flamborough  Head.     The  evidence  of 
1858  dearly  showed  that  Bridlington 
Bay  was  one  of  the  largest  and  best 
anchorage  grounds   on   the    shores  of 
Oreat  Britain,  and  that  nearlv  1,000  nil 
of  coasting  vessels  could  ride  there  at 
one    time.     But  that  state  of  thinst 
was  now  entirely  chang^.    They  might 
stand  for  a  dav  on  the  summit  of  the 
lighthouse  at  flamborough  Head,  or  on 
Speeton  Cliffs,  and  never  see  half  the 
number  of  wind-bound  ships  that  usfd 


13U 


Hkrbouri  on  th$ 


[Jvm  1,  1877J 


North-East  Coast         1214 


to  U  Mtt  in,  tad  prior  to,  1868.    The 
oU  eoUiei*  to  which  he  had  referred, 
^hm  ocQght  in  a  gale,   sought   such 
liMlter  M  Bridling^n  Bay  or  Filey  Bay 
aftvded ;  but  the  screw  steamers  of  the 
pnarat  day,  when  orertaken  by  a  gale, 
nnHj  sought  shelter,  being  almost  in- 
iifw&dent  of  wind,  and  able  to  reach 
tbnr  ports  in  safety  in  a  few  hours. 
That  net — ^namely,  the  gradual  and  pro- 
irmife  supersession  of  wooden  comers 
oj  Krew    steamers — formed,   indepen- 
dsntly  of  other  considerations,  a  sub- 
ttsatial  and,  he  thought,  conolusiTe  and 
roficient  reason  why  the  reoommenda- 
tMw  <rf  1S69  as  to  rilev  should  not  be 
tcted  upon.    The  noble  Lord,   in  his 
nrj  able  speech,  had  himself  admitted 
tkftt  a  considerable  change  had  taken 
pises  in  the  carrying  shipping  trade  of 
tiM  eountry,  and  he  had  given  statistics 
from  the  Board  of  Trade  Betums,  but 
the*  referred  to  the  United  Kingdom, 
sod  not  to  England  alone.    He  (Mr. 
Ihida)  begged  to  quote  from  the  annual 
•tai«m«nt  of  Trade  and  Navigation  for 
Essiasd  a  few  figures  for  the  years  1859 
laa  1 875.    He  did  not  propose  to  trouble 
tHs  House  with  any  elaborate  detail,  but 
oMvelywith  the  aggregate  results.    In 
1459  Uie  number  of  saiUog  vessels  under 
*^  tons  was  7,004,  of  the  aggregate  ton- 
Bsgs  of  318,648  tons,  whil^  in  1875  the 
aomber  had  diminished  to  6,505,  and 
til*  tannage  to  308,987  ;  a  total  decrease 
itt  469  in  ships,  and  in  tonnage  of  9,686. 
Above  60  tons  the  number  of  sailing 
rmmk  in  1869  was  12,814,  and  the  ton- 
nags  3,163,777,  whilst  in  1875  the  num- 
ber had  diminished  to  10,144,  and  the 
tooisge  to  8,005,914  tons,  being  a  de- 
fTMse  in  number  of  3,870  and  in  tonnage 
€*f  147,763.    The  aggregate  number  of 
«iliiig  vessels  in  1859  was  19,078,  and 
the  tonnage  3,372.320,  whilst  in  1875 
tbMiiimber  was  1 66,491 ,  and  the  tonnage 
oJI4,871,  the    aggregate   decrease  in 
Bvmber  being  3,929,   and  in  tonnage 
187,499  tons.    With   regard  to  steam 
▼Mssls,  there  were  in  1859  654  under 
M»  toos,  with  a  tonnage  of  1,469,  whilst 
m  1S76  they  had  increased  to  971,  with 
*  tonnage  of  30,347,  an  increase  in  num- 
W  of  over  60  per  cent,  and  an  increase 
is  tonnage  of  nearly  40  per  cent.    The 
Best  mariced  increase  was,  however,  on 
ths  larger  class  of  steam  vessels,  the 
Bsmber  above  60  tons  in   1859  being 
MO,   with    an    aggregate    tonnage    of 
^»386  tons,  whikt  in  1875  the  number 


had  increased  to  2,174,  and  the  tonnage 
to  1,457,134.  The  total  tonnage  of  steam 
vessels  had  thus  increased  from  321,479 
tons  in  1859  to  147,381  in  1875,  some- 
thing like  between  400  and  500  per 
cent.  These  figures,  in  his  (Mr.  Dodd's) 
opinion,  were  entirely  conclusive.  The 
Betums  for  1876  were  not  yet  published, 
but  they  would  show  a  progressive  in- 
crease in  steam  and  decrease  in  sailing 
vessels  ;  and  everyone  practically  con- 
versant with  the  subject  must  confess 
that  the  tendency  was  more  and  more 
in  that  direction  day  by  day.  But  the 
strongest  and  most  powerful  argu- 
ment against  constructing  a  harbour 
of  refuge  at  Filey  at  the  present  time 
was  afforded  by  what  had  been  done 
by  the  various  harbour  authorities. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Durham  had  already  spoken  fully  and 
truly  of  the  successful  efforts  of  the 
Tyne  Conservancy  Commissioners,  and 
he  had  likewise  referred  to  what  had 
been  done  at  the  Hartlepools  and  the 
Tees.  He  (Mr.  Dodds)  could  fully  en- 
dorse all  his  hon.  Friends  (Mr.  Urease 
and  Mr.  Stevenson)  had  said  with  re- 
ference to  those  matters,  and  he  would  add 
that  the  Wear  had  also  been  very  greatly 
improved ;  but  he  should  like  to  trouble 
the  House  for  a  few  moments  with  some 
ftirther  details  respecting  the  condition 
of  the  River  Tees,  with  which,  from  his 
official  connection  with  it  and  its  govern- 
ing body,  he  was  necessarily  best  ac- 
quainted— when,  before  the  Commis- 
sioners in  1858,  the  local  harbour  autho- 
rities of  the  North — the  Tyne,  Wear, 
Tees,  ftc. — opposed  the  construction  of  a 
large  harbour  of  refuge  at  Filey,  and 
dedared  themselves  in  favour  of  the  im- 
provement of  existing  harbours.  For 
the  reasons  he  had  already  g^ven,  he  did 
not  trouble  the  House  by  quotations 
from  the  evidence,  the  general  effect  of 
which  was  what  he  had  just  stated.  At 
that  time  the  harbour  authorities  of  the 
North  indicated  the  course  they  intended 
to  pursue,  and  since  1858  they  had  not 
been  idle;  and  they  were  now  able  to 
point,  and  point  with  legitimate  pride, 
to  the  result  of  their  prognostications 
and  of  their  labours,  ana  from  the  past 
to  augur  hopefully  of  what  woula  be 
eventually  realised  from  their  farther 
operations.  Much  had  already  been 
done  bv  these  soveral  harbour  autho- 
rities; but  very  much  yet  remained  to 
be  done,  and  m  their  efforts  they  had 
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strong  olaims  upon  Her  Majesty's  Gk>- 
Ternment.  Witn  regard  to  tbe  capa- 
bility of  the  Tees  as  a  harbour  of  refuge, 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Pease)  had  ahready 
spoken.  When  the  Boyal  Commis- 
sioners presented  their  Eeport,  the  mini- 
mum depth  of  water  upon  the  bar  was 
between  three  and  four  feet,  and  the 
consequence  was  that  at  certain  times  of 
the  tide  no  vessel  whatever  could  enter 
the  Tees,  either  for  refuge  or  otherwise. 
In  addition  to  this,  the  estuary  at  this 
time  was  nearly  four  miles  wide,  and 
consisted  mainly  of  broken  water  spread 
over  the  sand  banks  called  North  and 
South  Gares.  Now,  by  the  construction 
of  the  breakwater,  already  considerably 
advanced,  that  width  had  been  greatly 
reduced,  and  eventually  the  four  miles 
of  shoal  water,  which  could  only  be  ap- 
proached with  an  almost  certainty  of  loss 
of  life  and  property,  would  become  a 
fixed  channel  half  a  mile  wide,  with  a 
minimum  depth  of  water  at  the  present 
time  of  nearly  1 5  feet  at  dead  low  water. 
They  never  had  less  than  about  15  feet 
of  water  now,  and  that  only  for  four 
hours  out  of  the  24;  whilst  for  other 
four  hours  there  was  a  depth  of  20  feet, 
for  other  four  hours  at  least  25  feet,  and 
for  the  remainder  of  the  24  hours  from  25 
to  30  feet.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Hastings  (Mr.  Brassey),  in  seconding 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord,  had  saia 
that  he  supported  it  for  the  protection  of 
the  small  class  of  sailing  vessels,  and  he 
quoted  fig^ures  which  he  (Mr.  Dodds)  con- 
fessed somewhat  surprised  him.  Know- 
ing how  accurate  his  hon.  Friend  was, 
and  how  g^at  was  his  authority  on  every 
matter  connected  with  shipping,  he 
readily,  however,  accepted  the  fig^ures 
he  had  quoted.  His  statement  was  that 
the  number  of  sailing  vessels  in  the 
United  Kingdom  under  200  tons  burden 
was  10,000,  employing  35,000  men; 
whilst  the  number  above  200  tons  was 
only  176,  employing  1,800  men.  He 
accepted  these  fig^ures  as  g^ven  by  his 
hon.  Friend,  who  had  since  privately 
admitted  to  him  that  the  10,000  vessels 
under  200  tons  burden  would  have  a 
draught  of  water  averaging  about  10 
feet.  What,  then,  was  me  result? 
Why,  that  everyone  of  these  small 
vessels  to  which  his  hon.  Friend  had 
referred,  and  for  the  protection  of  which 
his  hon.  Friend  supported  the  noble 
Lord's  Motion,  could  enter  the  Tees  on 
every  day  in  the  year,  and  at  all  times 
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of  the  tide,  even  at  dead  low  water. 
[Mr.  Bbassst  :  But  what  would  be  the 
result  in  the  case  of  an  on-shore  gale?] 
Why,  that  even  in  an  on-shore  gale, 
unless,  indeed,  in  veiy  exceptional  cir- 
cumstances, everyone  of  the  vessels  in 
question  could  run  into  the  Tees,  and 
anchor  in  the  most  perfect  safety !  He 
had  no  doubt  whatever  that  nearly  all 
the  larger  vessels  to  which  his  hon. 
Friend  referred  could  also,  during  th« 
greater  part  of  the  24  hoars,  enter  and 
leave  the  Tees  in  perfect  safety.  He 
(Mr.  Dodds)  could  not  help  feeling  that 
had  his  hon.  Friend  been  aware  of  the 
facts,  he  would  have  felt  that  the  case 
of  the  noble  Lord  for  a  harbour  of  refoge 
at  Filey  had  been  anticipated  by  opera- 
tions such  as  those  of  tne  Tees  Con•e^ 
vancy  Commissioners.  With  all  these 
changes  that  had  taken  plaoe,  and  seeing 
that  everything  possible  was  being  done 
by  the  local  harbour  authorities  wr  the 
protection  of  shipping  on  the  North 
East  Coast,  he  thought  the  noble  Lord 
must,  feel  that  the  time  had  come  when, 
so  far  as  the  saving  of  life  and  property 
connected  with  saiBng  vessels  was  con- 
cerned, the  advocacv  of  a  general  hsr- 
bour  of  refuge  at  Filey  Bay  nad  beocan« 
unnecessary ;  and  if  the  question  of  a 
great  naval  harbour  were  Drought  for- 
ward, it  must  be  advocated  on  different 
grounds  from  those  which  had  ever  been 
put  forward  by  the  noble  Lord  and  his 
supporters.  He  thought,  with  the  facts 
he  and  others  had  given  before  it,  ths 
House  would  be  slow  to  adopt  the  Motioa 
of  the  noble  Lord ;  and  whilst  sympa- 
thizing with  him  entirely  in  the  objects 
sought  to  be  accomplished,  he  dissented 
entirely  from  his  proposed  mode  of  deal- 
ing with  them,  ana  trusted  that  the 
House  would  reject  the  Motion  by  a 
decisive  maiority. 

Mb.  D.  JENKINS :  I  rise  to  sum^ 
the  proposed  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Durham 
(Mr.  Pease).  The  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Claud  Hamilton)  stated  that  then 
was  not  a  single  piece  of  modem  ord- 
nance mounted  on  the  East  Coast  of 
England  between  Harwich  and  the 
Firth  of  Forth ;  but  you  have  on  that 
coast  what  is  far  more  effective  for  iti 
defence — namelv,  a  coast  which  is  ahnoit 
inaccessible  to  snips  of  war  of  large  ton- 
nage, protected  as  it  is  by  numeroni 
sandbanks,  which  fringe  the  coast  for 
almost  the  entire  distance  between  the 


1117 


JTMrhowt  on  th$ 


(Jrae  1,1877) 


North' Emt  Coatt        1218 


Fiftii  of  Forth  and  the  mouth  of  the 
Tlinim  >Q  that  %  few  torpedoes  pat 
•iova  hare  and  there  would  make  it  ua- 
unilable  bj  any  enemy.  I  do  not, 
tteiftirtt  tmnk  that  any  Oovemment 
voald  entertain  the  idea  of  haying  a 
ami  ttation  on  that  coast.  Ai  reffu^s 
ft  kariNmr  of  refape,  it  has  been  shown 
bf  the  hoiL  Member  for  Stockton  (Mr. 
iJoddiV  and  I;  endorse  his  statement-— 
tksi  the  coasting  trade  of  this  country 
ii  npidly  ohangingr ;  and  instead  of  its 
btbg  carried  on  oy  ressels  of  small 
toaasge,  aorew  steam-ressels  are  taking 
tWr  niaoe,  and  will  ultimately  super- 
Mds  tnem  altogether,  and  this  desorip- 
tiaa  of  Tssssl  does  not  require  the  pro- 
tKtwa  of  harbours  of  reftige.  For  the 
nssoas  I  hare  giren,  I  cormally  support 
tte  Amsodment  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sooth  Durham  has  placed  on  the 

raMT. 

UArTAur  FDi  said,  that  he  accepted 
tte  challe&ffe  of  his  kon.  Friend  the 
Mss&ber  forTalmouth  (Mr.  D.  Jenkins). 
Hs  (Osptain  Pim)  had  had  exceptional 
<xp«ienoe  on  our  North-East  coast; 
kstmg  been  stationed  in  the  Tyne  as 
«aior  naval  officer  he  thouffht  he  knew 
tks  soaet  pret^  well,  and  of  this  he  was 
'Srtain— that  from  th6  Firth  of  Forth  to 
tks  Humber  there  was  not  a  single 
Urboor  where  an  iron-dad  could  coal. 
Xow,  it  was  weU-known  that  our  iron- 
flsds  oould  not  sail  in  company  with 
•slitj,  and  oould  not  beat  off  a  lee  shore, 
van  less  blockade  an  enemy's  coast; 
(«r  T«ry  best  naral  officers  agreed  that 
tkiT  ooMBld  not  be  relied  upon  at  all 
oadv  sail ;  it  was  dear,  therefore,  that 
t^r  were  of  use  only  under  steam,  and 
d  tkat  were  so  they  must  have  coal. 
Soae  of  these  usdess  ressels  required 
•ifki  or  nine  tons  of  coal  an  hour,  and 
is  the  erent  of  war  would  have  to  be 
filM  up  with  ooal  very  frequently.  Now, 
U  npeated  that  there  was  not  a  single 
pUfls  where  an  iron-dad  could  coal  from 
the  Firth  of  Forth  to  the  Humber,  and  if 
oer  tioQ«dads  had  to  cruise  in  the  North 
^•a sndi aport  would  be  absolutely  ne- 
f^any.  Ue  was  surprised  to  hear  the 
iMrns  spoken  of  for  such  apurpose,  for  an 
srlm  enemy  in  the  absence  of  our  ships 
frott  the  Noirth  Bea  could  with  ease 
4«iiroy  millions  worth  of  property  in 
34  boors.  Surely  such  a  state  of 
k&bs  deserved  serious  consideration, 
•ad  he  should  therefore  cordially  sup- 
pott  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
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Member  for  King's  L3mn  (Lord  Olaud 
Hamilton). 

General  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOUE  : 
Mr.  Speaker,  every  hon.  Member  of  this 
House,  interested  in  harbour  improve- 
ments, may  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  King's  Lynn 
(Lord  Olaud  Hamilton) — 

''That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Houie,  the  un- 
protected condition  of  the  North  East  Coast,  at 
regards  Ilarbour  Accommodation,  demands  the 
serious  consideration  of  Uer  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment." 

To  this  I  cordially  assent,  extending  it 
to  the  whole  coasts  of  the  United  King- 
dom. But  the  noble  Lord's  speech  re- 
stricts the  proposition  to  harbour  opera- 
tions at  Filey,  as  a  station  for  a  great 
naval  harbour.  No  doubt  its  intended 
capacity  and  its  proposed  depth  of  water 
admit  of  its  being  used  as  a  refuge ;  but 
the  conditions  involved  in  a  military 
harbour  are  very  wide.  Moreover,  the 
unfavourable  results  of  the  inquiry,  as 
to  the  suitableness  of  Dover  as  a  naval 
harbour,  render  it  necessary  to  pause 
before  accepting  the  assertion  that  Filey 
is  suitable  for  a  central  harbour.  No 
doubt,  the  Select  Committee  of  this 
House  (of  1857  and  1858)  on  Harbours, 
did  recommend  Filey,  stating  that  ''it 
merits  further  investigation.''  It  is, 
however,  admitted  to  be  suitable  for  a 
fishery  station,  a  ^od  fishing  ground 
extends  on  each  side,  30  miles  north 
and  south.  The  Doggor  Bank  is  from 
30  to  35  miles  distant  from  the  coast, 
and  still  aflfords  a  good  supply  of  fish. 
Between  this  bank  and  the  coast,  shoals 
of  herrings  pass.  If  a  harbour  could  be 
construct^  at  Filev,  at  a  moderate  out- 
lay, to  allow  of  fishing  boats  running 
to  it  for  refuge,  the  money  miffht  be  ad- 
vantageously laid  out.  It  is  cuso  known 
that  the  Koyal  Oommission  on  Har- 
bours also  named  Filey  as  a  suitable 
site  for  a  refuge  harbour,  and  advised 
an  expenditure  on  its  construction  of 
£800,000,  as  a  OoVemmont  grant.  But 
further  inquiries  are  necessary  before  . 
incurring  any  liabilities  for  this  larger 
work.    Th$  North  S$a  Pilot  states  that — 

"  Filey  Bay  has  oftim  been  s|>oken  of  as  a  site 
for  a  harbour  of  refuge,  it  having  in  the  'brig' 
a  breakwater  half  formed,  but  the  bay  is  too 
shallow  for  any  but  small  veawls/'  and  "  that 
no  vessels  should  remain  in  it  with  the  wind  to 
eastward  of  north-north-east." 

The  harbour  suitable  for  that  site  is, 
therefore,  one  that  would  be  adapted 
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for  the  largest  of  our  fishing  vesselB. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
states  that  the  raising  of  funds  for  har- 
bour constructions  should  be  left  to  pri- 
vate enterprize,  supplemented  by  (Sk)- 
vernment  loans.  But  he  forgets  that 
the  Acts  of  Parliament  limit  the  powers 
of  the  Public  Works  Loan  Commis- 
sioners to  loans  on  g^od  securities,  and 
these  powers  are  further  narrowed  by 
their  interpretation.  Even  this  limited 
aid  would  not,  however,  be  available  for 
Filey ;  which,  like  many  other  sites  has, 
at  present,  no  securities  to  pledge  for  the 
loan.  We  have  listened  this  evening 
with  great  interest  to  the  glowing,  but 
truthful  description  of  the  vast  improve- 
ments carried  out  and  still  in  progress 
in  the  Eivers  T3me  and  Tees.  Great 
approval  has  also  been  expressed  by  the 
I^esident  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  of  the 
spirit  of  intelligent  enterprize,  and  the 
self-reliance  shown  by  these  communities, 
in  providing  the  funds  necessary  for  exe- 
cuting these  great  works.  But  these  im- 
provements have  largely  developed  ex- 
tensive resources  of  wealth,  and  enlarged 
our  manufacturing  industries  connected 
with  coal  and  iron.  Without  these  aids, 
the  money  that  has  so  wisely  been  spent, 
could  never  have  been  furnished.  It  is 
for  poor  localities  that  the  aid  of  Govern- 
ment is  mainly  needed.  Moreover,  these 
river  improvements  are  very  different 
from  the  works  so  much  required  on  our 
exposed  coasts.  The  kind  of  skill  and 
knowledge  needed  for  improving  tidal 
harbours  differs  very  considerably  from 
that  needed  for  coast  harbours.  Also, 
whilst  river  improvements  may  on  the 
whole  be  said  to  have  been  successful, 
the  attempts  to  form  harbours  on  our 
exposed  coasts  have  either  been  com- 
plete failures,  or  have  fallen  short  of 
expected  results.  In  a  few  days  hon. 
Members  will  receive  a  Eetum  of  all 
moneys  expended  on  coapt  harbours  since 
the  first  year  of  this  century.  Out  of 
about  £10,000,000  of  public  money  spent 
by  Government,  there  are  but  few  coast 
harbours  either  made,  or  usefully  im- 
proved. I  urge  Gt>vemment,  before  de- 
ciding on  Filey,  or  on  any  other  sites,  to 
obtain  reliable  information,  not  only  as 
to  the  suitableness  of  the  localities,  but 
also  as  to  the  best  designs  for  harbours, 
and  as  to  the  details  of  construction — 
these  last  two  inquiries  being  extended 
not  only  to  the  United  Kingdom,  but  to 
foreign  countries — and  to  indude  not  only 
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successfbl,  but  also  uniuooeisfiil  work», 
of  which  there  are  so  many  flxampJas  on 
ourownooasts.  The  great  iMorth  Sea  Har- 
bour of  Holland  is  an  example  of  sueoeM 
that  merits  the  special  attention  of  our 
statesmen  and  merchants.  This  harbour, 
with  its  inland  canal  of  1 5  miles,  coovstts 
the  inland  town  of  Amaterdam,  already  t 
great  and  wealthy  financial  centre,  into  i 
g^at  sea-port,  and  a  vast  commercial  em- 
porium»  not  only  for  Holland,  but  £or  the 
Khenish  provinces  of  Germany,  and  is 
soon  as  the  St.  Gbthard  Eailway  is  oocu* 
Dieted,  even  for  Italy.  Thia  harbour  ii 
formed  on  the  Dutdi  sandy  ahore,  ex- 
posed to  the  full  force  of  the  winds  and 
the  waves  of  the  German  Ocean.  Then 
are  few  localities  on  our  own  coast  more 
unpromising ;  and  yet  the  harbour  has 
been  successfully  oompleted«  at  the  cost 
of  about  £1,500,000— less  than  has  been 
wasted  on  several  of  our  failures.  The 
designs  for  the  harbour,  prepared  by  tho 
Dutdi  engineers,  were  modified  skiliollj 
by  Sir  John  Hawkshaw ;  to  this  modi- 
fication, aided  by  the  skill  of  Mr.  Gregory 
Hutton,  the  executive  eng^eer  und^r 
the  contractors,  Messrs.  Lee  and  Sons, 
the  successful  remits  are  mainly  attri- 
butable. The  harbour  design  is  simple ; 
it  has  an  area  of  e.bout  300  aores,  with  a 
possible  depth  of  water  of  nearly  27  ff«t 
throughout.  The  piers  extend  from  the 
sandy  shore  into  the  sea,  to  a  di^aneeof 
1,500  yards;  are  nearly  parallel  for  % 
length  of  1,200  yards,  gradually  dosing 
in,  until  the  mouth  is  only  280  yards 
wide,  but  terminating  in  the  open  sea,  in 
a  depth  of  28  feet  of  water.  Through  thii 
narrowed  entrance  the  ocean  waves  roll 
in  unbroken,  and  lose  force  so  entirelj 
by  expansions  within  the  wide  area  d 
the  harbour  that  the  water  at  the  moatli 
of  the  canal  which  joins  the  harbour  i« 
perfectly  smootib.  Through  this  cuil 
channel  the  largest  vessels  proceed  to 
Amsterdam,  where  f\irther  changes  ar« 
in  progress,  to  meet  the  requiremeatt  of 
the  expected  extension  of  shipping  and 
trade.  We  have  nothing  on  our  oosst* 
to  compare  with  this  grand  Dutch  eoter- 

Erize,  and  yet  our  shippinff  intaretti 
ave  greatly  extended  since  Uie  inqnirr 
into  our  harbour  wants  by  the  Selsrt 
Committee  of  1 857.  In  that  year,  tltf 
tonnage  of  vessels  cleared  ana  entsrvd 
amounted  to  28,000,000  tons,  and  in 
1875  to  46,000,000.  The  tonnage  of  th* 
coasting  trade  was  in  the  Ibrmar  period, 
27,000,000  tone;  in  1875  it  had  inoraaaed 
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Id  S9,000,000.  The  tonnage  of  vesselB, 
ftMm  and  Bailing^  built  and  first  reffis- 
t«ed  in  1867,  waa  350,472  tons,  and  in 
1 175  as  rnnoh  as  420, 65 1  tons.  The  men 
rapbjed  in  1867,  exclusive  of  masters, 
wrt  176,887  in  number,  and  199,667  in 
1175.  It  was  mainlj  on  the  ground  of 
ths  lam  increase  in  tonnage  and  sailors 
m  1S67,  aa  compared  with  those  of  15 
rasrs  prariously,  that  the  Select  Oom- 
Buttee  of  1867  based  their  reoommenda- 
titt  for  the  improvement  of  harbours, 
lad  fbr  tiie  Gbremment  to  make  a  ftree 
gnat  of  £3,000,000  to  aid  in  their  con- 
itmotian.  The  Boyal  Commission  in 
I8M  advised  this  grant  to  be  increased 
to  £3,868,000,  fbr  some  harbours  as  en- 
tin  contributions,  and  for  others,  in  aid 
b{  loeal  oontributions  to  be  raised  to  the 
««t«iit  of  £1,626,000.  Nearly  20  years 
hsre  passed  since  then,  but  not  a  traatioTk 
ksi  yet  been  given.  The  powers  of  the 
Loan  Commissionen  were,  consequent 
aa  these  recommendations,  specially  en- 
Imed,  under  the  Harbour  and  Passing 
ToDs  Act  of  1861,  to  aid  by  loans  the 
ooojitrDetion  and  improvement  of  har- 
haan.  But  in  the  course  of  16  years 
the  Commissioners  liave  actually  lent 
\m$  than  the  grant — that  is,  only  a  little 
ftbove  £2,000,000.  Even  of  this  capital 
i  portion  haa  alreadv  been  repaid,  with 
atareet  in  ftiU,  for  the  entire  loan.  Not 
s  fraction  has  been  struck  off  as  iost. 
The  Government  have,  however,  bene- 
itad,  having  received  interest  at  higher 
ntss  than  paid  for  the  money  so  lent. 
The  hon.  Members  for  Stockton  and  Soith 
Aiislds  have  pointed  out  the  strict  views 
ukan  by  the  Loan  Commissioners  as  to 
tho  seouritiea  for  loans.  The  expenii- 
tm  on  these  rivers,  the  Tjne  and  Tats, 
hr  all  shipping  purposes,  may  be  rat«d 
si  nearly  £4,000,000.  But  the  loans  3f 
poblie  money  at  high  interest,  granted 
MTthsaa  usml  improvements,  have  only 
fonoad  a  small  motion  of  this  outlajr. 
With  audi  limitations  of  loans  to  rivar 
vorks  tn  these  great  centres  of  industiy, 
thars  ean  be  but  little  hope  of  loans  f  )r 
the  poorer  districts,  of  which  there  a:e 
so  many  in  Scotland  and  Ireland.  The^e 
are  deotitiiie  of  all  the  wealthv  resouroBS 
vhish  are  found  in  the  neignbourho«d 
of  the  T]me,  the  Tees,  and  the  Wetr. 
IWe  are  many  suitable  sites  for  cotst 
harhonra,  where  aid  from  Oovemmcnt 
is  aaadad.  For  instance,  in  the  oourty 
I  have  the  honour  to  represent,  there  is 
the  Stonehaven  Bay  admirably  adapted 


for  a  ffreat  national  harbour.  A  large 
sum  of  money  would,  however,  be  re- 
quired for  its  construction.  But  this 
part  of  the  coast  is  urgently  in  need  of  a 
refuge,  and  a  harbour  suited  for  our 
largest  vessels  of  war.  The  site  is  also 
admirably  adapted  for  a  large  fishery 
harbour.  At  a  distance  from  the  coast, 
of  80  to  90  miles  from  Stonehaven,  there 
are  the  well-stocked  Mar  Bank  and 
shoals,  on  which  the  fishing  is  certain, 
and  the  supplies  are  abundant.  Between 
the  coasts  and  these  banks,  shoals  of 
herrings  invariably  pass.  If  the  fishing 
vessels  could  remain  at  sea,  or  risk  ex- 
posure for  a  few  hours — indeed  with  cer- 
tainty of  finding  a  reflige  on  the  lee  shore 
against  the  easterly  gales,  which  come 
on  suddenly — the  profitable  results  of  the 
fishery  would  be  g^oat.  The  full  de- 
velopment of  these  fisheries  would  open 
up  a  vast  source  of  wealth  thereby  in- 
creasing our  supplies  of  food,  and  rais- 
ins^ up  a  number  of  the  hardiest  class  of 
fishermen  —  one  of  our  greatest  wants. 
The  frinds  for  providing  this  harbour  and 
for  many  other  harbours,  can  at  present 
only  b^  obtained  by  making  the  locality 
contribute,  or  by  public  grants  or  by  the 
loan  of  money  by  Grovemraent.  The  locali- 
ties might  aid  m  supplying  funds,  if  the 
recommendations  of  the  Iu)yal  Commis- 
sioners were  carried  out.  That  Com- 
mission advised  the  Government  to  se- 
cure for  the  public  the  increased  value 
g^ven  to  the  land  in  the  immediate  vici- 
nity, by  the  construction  of  harbours. 
In  some  localities,  where  harbours  have 
been  a  success,  the  owners  of  land  have 
greatly  benefited  by  their  land  being  in 
request  fbr  business  purposes,  and  the 
profits  are  still  on  the  increase.  This  is 
a  form  of  national  wealth  which  may  as 
justly  be  directly  taxed,  as  the  coal  and 
iron  now  exported  from  the  Tyne  and 
Tees  are  now  indirectly  taxed,  for  the 
improvement  of  these  nvors.  Aided  by 
this  as  yet  neglected  resource,  and  witn 
some  degree  of  certainty — which  a  Go- 
vernment inquiry  could  alone  ensure — 
that  the  engineering  designs,  and  the 
details  of  construction,  can  bo  bettor  re- 
lied on  in  the  future  than  in  the  past, 
there  need  be  no  hesitation  in  laying  out 
many  millions  for  those  harbour  works, 
whicn  this  country  so  urgently  needs,  in 
order  to  enift)le  it  to  sustain  the  dan- 
gerous competition  which  our  com- 
merce has  now  to  dread  from  foreign 
countries. 
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The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  he  thought  that  while  the 
House  would  share  his  opinion  that  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Claud  Hamilton)  had 
most  ably  discharged  the  duty  he  had  for 
some  time  made  peculiarly  his  own,  and 
had  done  good  service  in  calling  atten- 
tion to  this  very  important  subject,  at 
the    same    time    many  hon.   Members 
would  feel,    notwithstanding  the   able 
discussion  to  which  they  had  listened, 
that  there  was  scarcely  any  clear  issue 
presented  to  them  on  this  occasion.  Un- 
doubtedly various  questions  of  an  impor- 
tant character  had  been  raised ;  but  it 
was  difficult  to  say,  if  the  Government 
were  to  support  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord,  what  the  precise  effect  of  their 
vote  would  be.    It  had  been  very  justly 
remarked  that  the  noble  Lord  had  on 
this  occasion  somewhat  changed  the  issue 
which  he  had  raised  on  former  occasions, 
and  which  the  Government  from  the 
terms  of  his  Motion,   and  recollecting 
what  had  previously  taken  place,  ex- 
pected he  would  have  raised  again  this 
evening.     But  the  noble  Lord  on  this 
occasion  had  said  very  little  on  the  im- 
portance of  Filey  at  a  harbour  of  refuge, 
but  had  raised  the  wide  and  important 
question  of  a  harbour  for  the  purposes 
of  defence.     The  latter  subject  was  one 
which  was  of  so  large  a  character  and 
involved  so   many  important  questions 
that  it  was  hardly  reasonable  to  expect 
that  the  House  or  the  Government  should 
express  an  opinion  with  regard  to  it 
without  further  time  for  consideration. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dover  (Mr.  Fresh- 
field)  had  very  properly  pointed  out  that 
another  question  of  a  naval  harbour  had 
been  for  some  time  before  the  country, 
and  that  if  the  relative  importance  of  a 
naval  station  was  raised,  the  claims  of 
other  places,  such  as  that  of  Dover,  to 
be  selected  for  that  purpose  would  have 
to  be  taken  into  consideration  before  it 
was  determined  to  create  it  at  Filey. 
There  was  a  great  deal  to  be  said  in  pre- 
ference of  Dover,  if  it  came  to  a  compa- 
rison of  the  two  cases,  on  account  of  its 
fortified  position,   its  proximity  to  the 
great  channel  of  commerce,  and  other 
claims  to  consideration ;    but  pressure 
upon  the  Government  for  the  defence  of 
the  country  and  the  maintenance  of  our 
military  and  naval  strength  was  so  great 
that  they  had  felt  themselves  compelled 
reluctantly  to  prefer  other  objects  at  the 
present  time  to  the  promotion  of  the 


harbour  of  Dover.  W^,  then,  in  con- 
nection with  this  subject  they  had  had 
the  question  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Durham — whether  more  was 
not  to  be  done  by  g^ing  on  with  thoia 
works  which  had  l^n  carried  on  witli 
such  very  g^reat  saooess  in  the  ^I^tb^,  the 
Tees,  and  other  ports  in  the  North  of 
England,  and  conneo^ed  with  that  was 
the  further  question — whether  thePabhc 
Works  C<raimissioner8  were  already 
giving  all  the  assistance  they  ahoold 
give  to  the  promotion  of  thoee  worlu. 
These  questions  were  under  the  conai- 
deration  of  the  Gbvemment,  but  he  was 
not  prepared  to  pronounce  an  opinion 
without  further  inquiry.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  Government  felt  thej 
should  hardly  know  in  what  positioii 
they  stood  if  they  were  to  go  into  tho 
questions  raised  by  the  noble  Lord  on 
tne  one  side  and  by  hon.  Gentlemm  on 
the  other ;  and  perhaps  the  best  and 
simplest  course  for  the  House  was  to 
leave  aside  these  questions  and  aoc^ 
the  Motion  for  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply.  He  could  assure  the  Hoose 
that  the  matter  was  one  which  had  not 
at  an  escaped  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment, but,  on  the  contrary,  was  at 
all  times  under  their  consideration* 

Question  put,  ^'That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  oat  stand  part  of  th« 
Question.'' 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes99;  Noes 
28:  Majority  71.— (Div.  List,  No.  146.^ 

Main  Question  proposed,  ''That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 


FOREST   OF   DEAN.— OBSERVATIOX& 

CoLOi^EL  KINGSCOTE  rose  to  call 
a^ntion  to  the  state  of  the  Forest  of 
Dsan,  especially  as  regarded  the  sale  of 
land  by  the  Crown  for  building  and 
other  purposes.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  said  that  he  had  intended,  if 
tbe  Forms  of  the  House  had  permitted, 
to  move— 

'*  That,  pending  legislation  for  carrriaf  oat 
th)  recommendations  of  the  Select  GommiU 
toi  which  sat  in  1874  on  Dean  Foreat,  it  is  ex- 
peiient  that  further  facilities  should  hejnTfo 
by  the  Commissionen  of  Her  Mi^esEty*s  Woods 
ani  ForeatA  to  enable  the  inhabitants  of  ths 
Fcrest  of  Dean  to  purchase  waste  or  other  had 
in  ;he  said  forest  belonging  to  the  (>own  for 
bulding  or  garden  porpoaes,  as  provided  hy 
thcAot  10  Geo.  4.0.60/ 
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The  Beport  of  the  Select  Oommittee  on 
i^f  Forest,  which  was  appointed  in  1874 
to  ioqnire  into  the  laws  and  rights 
liKting  Dean  Forest  and  the  condition 
thereof,  set  forth  that  it  was  in  a  bad 
•lito,  and  that  this  condition  was  owing 
to  oficial  neglect.  In  consequence  of 
tiiii  inc^uiry,  in  1875  a  Bill  was  brought 
ii  appointing  Oommissioners  with  powers 
to  inquire  into  the  boundaries  and  other 
mitters  connected  with  the  Forest,  the 
Mtdng  out  of  spaces  for  recreation  and 
wjojment,    the    allotment    of   garden 

rmd  for  the  labouring  dasses,  and 
sale  of  land  for  building  and  other 
rarposes  by  auction  or  private  contract, 
ilut  plainly  indicated  that  the  sale  and 
lUoCment  of  land  in  considerable  quan- 
titiss  for  the  use  of  the  inhabitants  of 
tko  Forest  had  been  contemplated.  That 
BOL  howerer,  was  never  read  the  second 
time ;  and  since  then  nothing  had  been 
done  to  remedy  the  evils  which  had  been 
proved  before  the  Select  Committee  of 
thit  House  to  exist  in  the  Forest  of  Dean. 
He  therefore  felt  it  necessary  again  to 
mH  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
nbject.  The  Forest  of  Dean  was  in 
171:1  little  better  than  a  wilderness — the 
oalj  dwellings  within  the  boundary 
being  six  loages  for  keepers.  Since 
th«a,  however,  owing  to  the  develop- 
mifiit  of  minerals,  which  were  veij  ex- 
tauively  worked,  the  population  had 
nrj  largely  increased.  In  1788  there 
vtre  598  cottages,  and  a  population  of 
iboat  3,000;  and  in  1871  there  were 
iOOO  cottages  and  a  population  of  over 
>2,000.  iTut  the  people  located  there 
lired  in  wretched  cottages,  many  of  ^hich 
ooDiitted  of  only  one  or  two  rooms :  thoy 
hid  hardly  any  garden  ground,  and  not 
ft  paddock  or  a  small  field  was  U)  be 
mud  in  the  Forest  where  a  cottager 
eoold  keep  a  cow.  Oreat  inconvenience 
tiirssurfly  resulted  from  that  state  of 
tUags,  and,  instead  of  matters  getting 
better  in  that  respect,  they  were  steadily 
growing  worse.  The  population  wont 
« iaereaaing,  but  no  land  was  sold  for 
boiiding  purposes  or  for  garden  Ulot- 

BMOt 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
Qot  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Mambtrs  being  found  present, 

Cou>ra.  KINOSCOTE  proceeddd  to 
<)«oto  from  the  evidence  taken  lefore 
t^  Select  Committee  to  show  the  extent 
to  which  overcrowding  existed  It  the 


dwellings  of  the  miners.  One  witness 
gave  as  a  typical  instance  a  case  in  which 
there  were  1 7  persons,  comprising  throe 
distinct  families,  living  in  a  house  with 
only  two  small  rooms.  In  addition  to 
being  thus  overcrowded,  the  miners  and 
other  workpeople  had  further  and  further 
to  go  to  their  employment.  He  blamed 
the  authorities  for  not  having  made  any 
attempt  when  minerals  were  developed 
in  the  Forest  to  provide  for  the  wants  of 
the  population.  The  amount  of  land  sold 
from  1856  to  1860  inclusive  was  only 
24  acres,  and  fit)m  1872  to  1876  inclu- 
sive 18  acres.  In  the  four  years  pre- 
vious to  1872 — a  period  during  which 
the  population  rapidly  increased — only 
5}  acres  were  sold,  and  although  the  land 
was  of  very  inferior  quality,  the  price 
obtained  for  it  per  acre  was  as  high  as 
£327.  He  was  sure  the  House  would 
agree  with  him  in  thinking  that  some 
remedy  was  required  for  this  state  of 
things.  If  the  Bill  of  1876  could  not  be 
passed,  he  would  ask  the  officials  of  the 
Urown  to  exercise  the  powers  they  had 
bjr  10  Geo,  IV.,  c.  60,  s.  98,  or  if  this 
did  not  give  sufficient  scope  to  bring  in 
a  short  Bill,  in  order  to  obtain  addi- 
tional powers,  to  sell  land  say  at  £60 
an  acre,  which  would  be  a  fair  price. 
He  was  convinced  that  the  sale  of  even 
600  acres  would  be  of  the  firreatest 
benefit  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  Forest. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present. 

House  adjourned  at  a  Quarter  before 
Nine  o'clock  till  Monday  neit. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  4th  Jun$,  1877. 

mNUTES.]— AVi/  Fint  in  Parliament^Tho 
Lord  Gage,  after  the  death  of  hi«  Qrand- 
father. 

Public  Bili^h — Ftrtt  Reading— ^rovra  Office* 
^84) ;  Marriagua  Legalisation,  Saint  Peter's, 
Almondsbury  •  (8*>)  ;  Consolidated  Fund 
(£6,900,000)  • ;  I^ooal  aovemmont  Board's 
I'rovisional  Ordors  Confirmation  (Athcrton, 
4:c.)*  (86),  and  rej'errtd  to  the  Examiners; 
Local  Uovemment  Board's  Provisional  Or- 
ders Confirmation  (Belper  Union,  &c.)  •  (87), 
and  rrffrrrd  to  tho  Kxaminers. 

VommitUt  •^' Report  —  (ias  and  Water  Orders 
Confirmation  (Brotton,  &c.)  •  (60) ;  Public 
Libruries  Act  (Ireland)  Amendment  •  (6A). 

Rcjtort-  JSctlUd  Lfltates*  (19). 
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BURIAL   ACTS  CONSOLIDATION  BILL. 

QUESTION.      EXPLANATION. 

Earl  GRANVUXE  :  My  Lords,  as 
I  see  that  my  noble  Friend  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  is  in  his  place,  I  will 
ask  him  a  Question  of  which  I  have 

fiven  him  private  Notice.  I  do  not 
now  whether  it  will  be  convenient  to 
him  to  answer  it  this  evening ;  but,  if 
not,  perhaps  he  will  answer  it  on  some 
other  evenmg  this  week.  The  next  sta^ 
of  the  Burials  Bill  will  not  be  taken  till 
after  a  considerable  lapse  of  time — about 
a  month  from  the  date  when  it  was 
in  Committee.  I  think  it  would  be 
convenient  to  the  House  if,  before  the 
next  stage  comes  on,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment— if  they  think  they  oould  do 
so — would  state  what  course  they  pro- 
pose to  take  with  regard  to  ihh  Bill. 
One  clause  of  the  BiU  in  particular  is 
of  very  considerable  importance,  and  it 
would  be  desirable  to  know  when  the 
Government  propose  to  go  on  with  the 
Bill,  and,  if  tney  do,  whether  they  pro- 
pose to  introduce  Amendments  ? 

I  may  take  this  opportunity  of  giving 
a  personal  explanation  relative  to  a 
statement  which  I  made  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Burials  Bill  respecting 
the  burial  of  Sir  Morton  Peto's  daughter, 
the  accuracy  of  which  has  been  dis- 
puted. The  information  was  given  me 
in  1876,  and  I  intended  to  mention  the 
case  when  introducing  the  Resolutions 
of  last  year ;  but  I  forgot  to  do  so.  The 
matter  came  back  to  my  recollection  this 
year  when  speaking  on  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  when  I  repeated  it,  as  I 
thought,  exactly  as  I  received  it.  I  am 
now  informed  the  church  on  which  Sir 
Morton  Peto  spent  so  much  money  was 
in  an  old  churchyard ;  and  that  the  re- 
fusal to  allow  anything  but  a  silent 
burial  to  a  deceased  Baptist  was  given 
previously  to  the  death  of  Sir  Morton 
Peto's  daughter.  When  his  daughter 
died,  wam^  by  what  had  happened,  he 
was  obliged  to  bury  her  in  a  cemetery, 
although  his  strong  wish  was  to  bury 
her  in  the  above-mentioned  churchyard ; 
and  it  was  this  sad  event  which  in- 
duced Sir  Morton  Peto  to  bring  in  the 
Burials  Bill  of  1861.  Sir  Morton  Peto 
made  no  complaint  of  the  conduct  of 
the  clergyman — what  he  did  complain 
of  was  the  system,  and  that  he  sought 
by  this  Bill  to  remedy. 


Thb  Duke  of  RIOHMOND  ant> 
GORDON:  TheReportoftheBorimlsBill, 
which  is  the  next  stage,  we  propoee  to 
take  on  Monday,  the  IStli  of  June.  Any 
Amendments  which  the  Goyenunent 
may  desire  to  introdnoe  on  that  stage 
they  will  take  care  to  have  printsd  so 
that  they  maj  be  in  yoor  Lordshipt* 
hands  a  considerable  tune  before  that 
date,  and  your  Lordships  may  then  hate 
the  opportunity  of  considering  them. 

JOINT  STATIONS  AT  RAILWATa 
STANDINQ  OBDSB.    BESOLUTIOir. 

The  Ea&l  op  BELMORE  rose  to 
call  attention  to  the  inconvenienoe  and 
danger  to  the  public  which  had  in  soin(> 
instances  arisen  in  joint  railway  stations, 
under  the  joint  control  of  different  com- 

Sanies,  owing  to  insufficient  acoommo- 
ation;  and  to  move  a  Resolution,  that 
there  be  a  Standing  Order  inserted  in 
every  future  Railway  Bill,  making  pro- 
vision  in  relation  thereto.  The  nobl' 
Earl  said  that  the  recent  Royal  Com- 
mission, after  pointing  out  that  a  great 
deal  had  from  time  to  time  been  done 
by  Railway  Companies  to  provide  addi- 
tional accommodation,  &o.,  at  great  cost, 
went  on  to  say — 

**  But  though  mnch  has  been  done  b^  Bailvtv 
Compamies  to  meet  the  demands  of  incroaau 
traffic,  we  find  that  cases  have  existed,  and  6' 
exist,  it  which  Companies  have  for  an  anm- 
sonabl}'  long  period  imowed  the  aocommodstinn 
to  remtin  insufficient,  and  that  to  such  an  n- 
tent  as  to  giro  rise  to  serious  dan^jer.  Tliii  i* 
specially  the  case  in  respect  of  joint  skaSiuot 
and  lines  jointly  used  in  connection  with  thfO). 
and  Guidebridge,  Huddcrsfiold,  and  Pretty  n 
may  bt  cited  as  prominent  instances." 

The  Dommissioners  explained  that  Df> 
difficulty  had  arisen  in  those  cases  whan* 
the  ori^^nal  owning  Companies  had  re- 
tained the  rights  of  ownership,  and  the 
other  Companies  had  been  aamitt#d  v 
tenants,  even  though  in  perpetui^;  but 
that  :he  evil  exist^  only  wnere  Fariia- 
ment  had  given  to  more  than  one  Com- 
pany an  equal  right  and  equal  voice  in 
the  control,  &o.,  of  the  station.  Tht« 
Commissioners  went  on  to  say — 

*'  Aid  here  the  conseouenoaa  to  be  antidpt^ 
from  divided  control  ana  divided  req>onsiDiUtt* 
have  eosned.  When  such  an  temngsmsnt  b** 
arisen  trom  the  demand  of  one  Ooll^)aay  to  ob- 
tain  ri|hts  to  use  the  station  of  another  Com* 
pany,  ;he  object  of  the  intruding  Company  )»• 
been  elher  to  bring  about  interchange  of  triil|c< 
or  els^  without  reapvodty,  to  tranitfer  lo  it* 
own  syvtem  a  portion  of  the  traffic,  whethiT  df  • 
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\fApmi  or  oadaTelopod,  of  the  oUi«r  line.  In 
:te  M  esM  ii  will  generally  be  found  that  the 
('«BpaBice  have  agrMd  to  certain  terms,  and 
whatttert  then  for  the  approval  of  Parliament 
U  the  iecond  caae  tho  intruiion  of  the  new 
i'^mama^  ha«  Mnerally  been  effected  npon  terms 
by  a  rarliamentary  Committee  after  a 
beiween  the  nartiea.  In  both  cases  the 
'Adindaa]  renxmcibuity  of  the  original  Com- 
{■ay  tu  pnmor*  a  station  adequate  to  tho  traffic 
A  sdaits  ia  taken  away :  and,  in  the  second 
rmk,  the  chance  of  nrofit  from  its  original  ex- 
praditare  or  any  additional  outlay  is  necessarily 
■tocfa  reducod.  Not  even  tho  most  norossary 
ilUniions  in  tho  station  can  be  ofibciod  until 
tvQ  or  mors  Boards  of  Directors  have  agreed  to 
t^  uneastty  of  the  expendituro  prDp<>ied,  and 


It   thf  proportions  in  which  their  respective 
'iianMis  are  to  be  charged  therewith. 


After  aome  farther  remarks,  the  Bojal 
CommiMionerB  continuod — 

"  la  granting  to  private  persons  a  concession 
le  Make  a  railwar,  the  Legislature  has  intended 
b*  tttp(Mvth<«  obligation  to  make  a  lino  adc^qoate 
tn  tihsi  sale  conduct  of  the  traffic.  But  when 
oAsr  Coapaaiee  intrude  upon  lines  thus  formed, 
tas  ohhgi^ion  ia  obsonrod,  and  the  enforcement 
•  filb«9om«s  difficult." 

Then  followed  the  reoommendation  sub- 
iliJiii*lly  embodied  in  his  liesolution. 
Iht  DuJce  of  Buckingham,  who  was  the 
first  Chairman  of  the  Koyal  Commission, 
ittarhed  greAt  importance  to  thi«  cues- 
tioa  of  flomcient  accommodation  at  joint 
iUtions,  and  this  was  a  portion  of  the 
noble  Duke's  examination  of  Mr.  II. 
fMklsy,  general  manager  of  the  Great 
Nocthem  Hallway — 

**  y.  33,208. — Do  you  think  there  would  be  an^ 
ksrdnfaip,  an^  inconvenience  to  the  pu>lic,  if 
*hn  now  Unoa  are  sanctioned  with  rtnning 
|wrr«  into  stations  and  tho  use  of  stations  b**- 
«agi&g  to  <iiher  (Tumpanios,  it  was  made  a  con- 
utioD  that  the  additional  accommodation  should 
'»  pniridM  and  tho  funds  found — that  ia  to 
■y,  the  agreed  portion  found  for  it  bv  tbD  new 
has  Wove  the  uno  was  opened  to  the  lublic  f 
A--Ko,  I  do  not  think  there  would  lo  any 
Wfkhip  on  the  new  Company  in  that,  ps)vid<'d 
1^  ttld  Company  were  not  allowed  to  deUy  the 
'TiiiiiH  of  the  now  lino  by  any  dilatory  onduct 
lalhrtr  part  in  enlarging  tho  sUtion.  U.  }3,290. 

A—ing,  for  inatancc,  a  oaso  like,  (his :  a 
(<«pany  obtains  power  from  Parliammt  to 
«aka  a  oorUin  line  adjoining  your  owi  lino, 
IM  7«ida  or  so  outaide  the  station,  and  using 
tht  rtatioo :  at  the  present  moment  it  i^poars 
vhit  the  comman  custom  has  boon  thit  tho 
Beard  of  Trmde  Inspection  practically  eids  at 
tibyoutof  junction  F  A.^Ym.  Q.  33,300.— Uliat 
thioUstatton  ia  used  without  material  Utera- 
ties,  or  psvcCicaliy  without  any,  and  tut  no 
***  P»ty  aftorwsras  haa  sufficient  inUreet  in 
tte  pt«it  lo  make  it  worth  ita  while  to  piess  on 
tW  IS  aiiaamnrat,  and  tho  public  are  inonve. 
■•■'•d,  and  in  some  cases  tningn  have  fon«  tt) 
^  nteit  of  making  it  dangerous  (o  work  h  A. 

"^^^  ti,  33,301.  Of  iours4',the  qiiCHtiot  uriwi* 


why  should  that  be,  why  should  not  the  new 
Company,  if  it  takes  advantagpD  of  an  old  station, 
be  er^ually  bound  to  complete  it  before  it  opens 
its  line,  as  it  would  be  if  it  built  a  station  of 
its  own  F  A.— I  do  not  think  there  can  be  any 
reasonable  objection  to  the  new  Company  being* 
bound  either  to  provide  its  own  independent 
station,  or  to  provide  sufficient  accommodation 
in  tho  previously  existing  station.  I  think  that 
is  common  bense ;  but  in  dealing  with  that 
question  care  must  bo  taken  that  the  old  Com- 
pany does  not  obtain  a  sort  of  practical  power 
of  shutting  the  now  Company  out  for  an  indefi- 
nite time.  Q.  33,302.— By  disagrocing  to  its 
plans,  you  mean  f    A.— Yes." 

He  was  not  asking  by  his  Eesolution 
for  any  interference  with  old  joint  sta- 
tions ;  what  he  did  ask  for  was  a  mea- 
sure of  precaution  to  which  he  thought 
liailway  Companies  coming  before  Par- 
liament for  schemes  of  joint  stations 
could  make  no  reasonable  objection. 

Moved  to  resolve,  That  in  the  opinion  of  tho 
House  there  should  be  a  Standing  Order  that 
in  future  aiiy  liailway  Bill  proposing  toauthori»o 
tho  intrusion  of  a  now  railway  into  an  existing 
station  of  another  railway  shuU  be  referred  to 
tho  Board  of  Trade  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
a  report  from  that  department  (similar  to  thoso 
whicii  are  now  made  in  the  case  of  Bills  which 
authorise  level  croHsings  u{)on  railways),  whi;- 
ther  the  accommodation  uijon  the  line  alToctod 
by  the  intrusion  bo  sufficient  for  the  in('n)a«t'd 
tniffic  proposed  to  be  brought  upon  it ;  and,  if 
not,  that  it  is  further  the  opinion  of  the  Houne 
that  provision  should  be  made  in  any  such  Bill, 
before  it  leaves  CommitU'e,  for  the  due  exten- 
sion of  tho  works  and  pn'mines;  also  for  defi- 
nitely fixing  the  reHi)onMil)ility  of  maintaining 
such  premises,  and  of  making  future  extensions 
should  such  become  necewuiry ;  and  that  pow<>r 
should  bo  f^iven  by  tho  Act  to  any  company 
under  such  rosponsibility  to  compel  any  other 
company  using  its  line  to  contribute  to  the  c\- 
iwnse  ot  the  nt»et»ssary  works,  or  to  submit  lo 
arbitration  in  the  matter.  -(rA**  Earl  of  ltd- 
more.) 

The  Dukb  of  RICHMOND  and 
GOHDON  said,  that  the  object  his  noble 
Friend  had  in  view  was  one  of  consi- 
derable importance,  and  he  thought  he 
had  made  a  cose  for  bringing  it  under 
the  notice  of  their  Lordships.  He  did 
not,  however,  think  that  tho  manner  in 
which  his  noble  Friend  proposed  to  deal 
with  the  subject  was  tlie  bust  that  could 
be  desired.  Indeed,  there  were  oon»i- 
derable  objections  to  any  portion  of  the 
great  question  referred  to  the  Hoyal 
Commission  being  dealt  with  in  an 
isolated  manner.  As  had  been  pointed 
out  on  a  former  occasion  by  his  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
it  was  obvious  that  the  whole  subject  of 
railways  must  be  maturely  considered 


1231  Local  Government  Board's,  ^e,  (COMMONS]    {Belper  Unum,  ^e.)  BiU.    1232 


by  the  Goremment  with  the  view  to  its 
being  dealt  with  in  a  general  scheme. 
He  could  not,  therefore,  think  it  would 
be  wise  to  treat  this  matter  of  joint  sta- 
tions by  a  Standing  Order  as  proposed 
by  his  noble  Friend  whose  Motion  was 
before  their  Lordships.  He  submitted 
to  his  noble  Friend  and  their  Lordships, 
that  to  make  such  a  reference  to  we 
Board  of  Trade  as  that  suggested  by  his 
noble  Friend  would  have  the  injurious 
effect  of  removing  from  the  Committee 
on  the  particular  Bill  that  responsibility 
which  in  the  public  interest  it  was  de- 
sirable should  be  invested  in  it — inas- 
much as  they  might  consider  it  waste  of 
time  to  enter  into  questions  that  had  to 
be  undertaken  by  the  Board  of  Trade. 
As  to  the  principle  embodied  in  the  last 

Eart  of  his  noble  Friend's  Eesolution,  it 
ad  already  been  accepted  in  the  cases 
of  Acts  passed  for  the  Midland  and 
Settle  and  the  Wolverhampton  and 
Walsall  lines,  and  therefore  there  ap- 
peared to  be  no  necessity  for  making  it 
compulsory  in  the  form  of  a  Standing 
Order.  He  hoped  his  noble  Friena 
would  not  think  it  necessary  to  press  his 
Motion. 

The  Earl  of  EEDESDALE  thought 
it  would  be  difficult  to  carry  out  by 
Standing  Order  a  regulation  such  as  that 
suggested  by  the  noble  Earl.  It  was 
undesirable  to  have  many  stations  in  a 
town,  and  every  facility  should  be  g^ven 
for  different  Companies  using  the  same 
station  when  it  could  be  done  consistent 
with  safety. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn, 

CROWN  OFFICE  BILL  [h.L.] 
A  BUI  for  making  provisions  with  respect  to 
the  preparation  ana  authentication  of  Commis- 
sions and  other  documents  issued  from  the  Office 
of  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery ;  and 
for  other  purposes — Was  presented  by  The 
Lord  Chancellor  ;  read  \*.    (No.  84.) 

MARBL/LOES  LEGALISATION,  SAINT  PETER's, 

ALHONDSBURT,  BILL  [h.L.] 
A  Bill  to  render  valid  marriages  heretofore 
solemnised  in  the  Chapel  of  Ease  called  Saint 
Peter's  Church,  in  the  pariah  of  Almondsbury, 
in  the  county  of  Glouc^ter — Was  presented  by 
The  Lord  Bishop  of  QLorcESTER  and  Bristol  ; 
read  1*.     (No.  86.) 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD's  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDERS  CONFIRMATION  (ATHER- 
TON,  &C.)  BILL  [h.L.]  (NO.  86.)  A  Bill 
to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the 

Th$  Dulce  of  Richmond  and  Gordon 


Local  Gkyvemment  Board  relatiiig  to  thr 
Local  Oovemment  Districts  of  Atherton,  Bar- 
nard Castle,  Belgrade,  Brigg,  Browahillt, 
Cwmdu,  and  DawHah,  the  Boftmgfa  of  Erwfaam, 
the  Improvement  Act  District  of  Hig^  and  Low 
Harrogate,  the  Boroorii  of  Ipswich,  the  Local 
(Government  District  ol  Newbold  and  Duaitcai, 
the  Rural  Sanitary  District  of  the  Settle  Union, 
the  Local  Oovemment  Districts  ol  Slough  and 
Southborough,  the  Borough  of  Swansea,  and 
the  Rural  Sanitary  District  of  Ulventooe 
Union:  And  also, 

LOCAL  QOVBRMMBNT  BOABD's  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDERS  CONFIRMATION  (bELPKK 
UNION,      &C.)      BILL      [h.L.]      (NO.      87.) 

A'  Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orden 
of  the  Local  Oovemment  Board  relating  to  the 
Rural  Sanitary  District  of  the  Belper  Unioo. 
the  Borough  of  CSiipping  Norton,  the  Lootl 
Oovemment  District  of  Clay  Lane,  the  (Sty  of 
Exeter,  the  Borough  of  Droitwich,  the  Improrc- 
ment  Act  District  of  Haverfordwest,  the  Sm«l 
SanitaiT  District  of  the  Hendon  Union,  tb^ 
Local  Oovemment  IMstrict  of  Hexhun,  thr 
Boroughs  of  Kingston-upon-Hull,  Portsmoath. 
and  ^unt  Helens,  the  Local  Oovemment  Dis- 
trict of  Southend,  the  Borough  of  Sunderland, 
the  Local  Oovemment  District  of  Suttoo-io- 
Ashfield,  and  the  City  of  York : 
Were  %mm}Xy  prM$nt$d  hy  The  Eari  of  JnsiT. 
read  1*,  and  referred  to  the  Ezaminen. 

House  adioumod  at  Six  o'clock. 

till  To-morrow,  half  put 

Ten  o*clocJ[ 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Monday y  Aih  June,  1877. 


MINXTTESJ—Nbw  MucBxa  SwoBM~£diBOO«i 
Dwyer  G&ay,  osquire,  for  the  County  i>J 
Tipperary. 

%vvTiit—eon9%d$r9d  in  CbmiiM<l«#— Cim.  Su- 
vicii  EsmuTBs— J2Mofo<ioM#  (May  31]  rr. 
portid, 

PvBLH  Bills  —  Ordsrml  —  First  RHulinf  - 
Pullic  Health  (Metropolis)  *  [1871 ;  Building 
Socisties  Act  (1874)  Amendment*  [1881. 

Fint  iiMifiii^— Removal  of  Wrecks  •  (181]. 
Pullic  Record  Office*  [1821;  Medical  Art 
(18^)  Amendment  (No.  3)*  [1^]- 

Second  Meeuling — Bishoprics  [1631,  debate  td- 
Jounted ;  Companies  Acts  Amenoment  *W  - 
Ixxal  Gk>vemment  Provisional  Orders  (Bid- 
Ungton,  &c.)«  [1701;  Blind  and  Deaf  Knv 
Children  nOducation)  [1761. 

Commttee — JUport — ^Universiues  of  Oxford  txt<I 
Canhridge  {re^^omm.)  [113.l88l;  Sopreipt 
Court  of  Judicature  Oreland)^  [66-184:. 
Piet  and  Harbour  Orders  Conflrmatioo 
No  3)»  [1661;  Colonial  FortiikatioM  • 
1 7^ ;  Summary  Jurisdiction  (Ireland)  (No.  f  ^ ' 
169.186]. 

Coneid^vd  its  t$mtnded —Qvaai^r  Sosrionw  (B«» 
rongis)  •  [144]. 
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InUnd  Rerenue,  and 

•  [143] ;  Public  Works  Lomii 

nuy.  Local  OoTeniMnt  (Om)  ProviiUmal 

Mm  (Pmrilh,  fta)  *  [IM] ;  Local  Qov«ni. 

•Mtt  ProTi^onal  Orders  (Altrinnhsm,  &c.)  * 

U7V 


QUESTIONS. 


4«0^». 


onOLIE  EMIGRATION  TO  FRENCH 
OrLlNA.— QUEflTfON. 

Mm.  EBRINOTON  asked  the  Under 
S«a«Cai7  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
it  tt  tni«  that  the  OoTemment  of  India 
kia  Utalj  lelt  itaelf  obliged  to  prohibit 
the  exportation  of  Coolies  from  India  to 
the  French  colony  of  Qtiiana;  and, 
vbelher  there  would  be  any  objection 
to  lay  npon  the  Table  Copies  of  any 
nfueeutationa  or  correspondence  which 
WKf  hare  passed  on  the  subject  ? 

Lotd  OEOROE  HAMILTON :  Sir, 
t&*  Ooremment  of  India  did  in  Reptem- 
W,  1876,  intimate  to  the  Secretary  of 
Stale  their  decision  to  withhold  their 
■■sat  to  the  resumption  of  emimtion 
fraoi  India  to  Cayenne,  until  the  im- 
prvrement  of  arrangement  should  have 
aaterially  reduced  the  sickness  and 
Bortality  among  coolies  settled  in  the 
oJoay.  their  desire  being  that  steps 
iboald  be  first  taken  by  the  French 
Ovrenmaot  to  prevent  the  great  amount 
ti  aeedl#«H  exportation  of  tnose  coolies. 
Tke  French  Government,  however,  re- 
wBtly  addressed  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
■«at  on  the  subject;  and  the  matter 
Mag  at  this  moment  under  eonsidera- 
ti'A.  it  would  not  at  the  present  moment 
U  thought  expedient  to  lay  before  Par- 
lisiaent  the  oorreapondenoe  that  has 
passed  regarding  it. 

^KrOKFlC'K-TME  AUHTRALIAN  (X)L(). 

Xlfci— PKEl'AYMENT  OF  LETTER8. 

QrsmoH. 

8tt  COLMAN  G'LOGHLEN  asked 
tht  Postmaster  General,  If  he  would 
«sle  under  what  Sutute  the  Post  Office 
claias  to  have  the  right  to  render  com- 
pttUory  the  pre-payment  of  letters  from 
tk  United  Kingdom  to  our  Australian 
'^eioBiea;  tinder  what  Statute  letters 
Cnm  the  United  Kingdom  to  our  Austra- 
^  Colonies,  posted  in  the  United 
Kingdom  with  no  stamp,  or  with  an  in- 
stamp,   are  now  opened  and 


read  at  the  General  Post  Office ;  if  he 
can  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a 
Betum,  for  each  of  the  last  three  years, 
of  the  number  of  such  letters  opened 
and  read  at  the  General  Post  Office; 
and,  if  he  can  state  on  what  grounds 
the  senders  of  letters  from  the  United 
Kingdom  to  our  Australian  Colonies 
have  not  the  same  option  of  pre-paying 
or  not  those  letters  as  they  now  possess 
with  rejrard  to  letters  between  different 
parts  ofthe  United  Kingdom  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  reply, 
said,  the  Treasury  Warrant  of  1864, 
which  rendered  compulsory  the  pre- 
pajrment  of  letters  from  the  United 
Kingdom  to  the  Australian  Colonies 
was  issued  under  the  3  &  4  Viet.  c.  96. 
Under  the  same  statute  letters  from  the 
United  Kingdom  to  the  Australian  Co- 
lonies with  no  stamp  or  an  insufficient 
stamp  were  opened,  and  not  read,  but 
returned  to  the  writers  of  them.  No 
Betum  had  been  kept  of  the  number  of 
such  letters  opened  and  returned.  Com- 
pulsoiy  pre-payment  was  agreed  upon 
Detween  the  Imperial  Government  and 
the  Governments  of  the  several  Austra- 
lian Colonies  as  long  a^  as  1865.  A 
few  years  ago  the  Imperial  Government 
made  a  proposal  to  the  Australian  Go- 
vernment to  relax  that  rule,  but  no 
further  steps  were  taken  in  the  matter. 

NAVY— THE  ARCTIC  EXPEDITION. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  LYON  PLAYFAIR  asked  tho 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  First  Lord,  Whether,  having 
received  a  Report,  of  date  3rd  March, 
from  the  Admiralty  Committee  ou 
Scurvy  to  the  effect  that  the  early  out- 
break of  scurvy  in  the  spring  sleoging 
parties  of  the  late  Arctic  Expedition  was 
due  to  the  absence  of  lime  juice  fxouk 
their  provisions,  and  further  that  in  not 
including  lime  juice  the  officer  in  com- 
mand of  the  Expedition  deviated  from 
the  Memorandum  of  Recommendations 
and  Suggestions  of  the  Medical  Director 
General  furnished  to  Sir  (}eorge  Nares 
by  the  Admiralty  for  his  information, 
and  that  such  deviation  was  not  proper, 
he  has  taken  any  steps  in  respect  to  this 
Report  with  a  view  to  prevent  similar 
calamities  on  future  occasions  ? 

Mr.  A.  F.E(}ERT()N:  As  there  u  no 
intention  at  present  to  fit  out  any  Arctic 
Expedition,  it  in  unntM  ( fi^oiry  to  take  any 
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immediate  steps  as  to  the  issue  of  lime 
juice,  in  consequence  of  the  Beport  of  the 
Committee  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman refers.  Should,  however,  at  any 
future  time  a  similar  Expedition  be  sent 
out,  the  experience  of  the  last  one  will 
doubtless  not  be  lost  upon  the  Admi- 
raltj.  I  may  add  that  directions  have 
been  given  for  a  communication  to  Sir 
Oeorge  Nares  upon  the  subject  of  the 
Report,  which  will  be  laid  upon  the 
Table. 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIR :  In  conse- 
quence of  the  Answer  to  my  Question, 
which  was  not  confined  to  Arctic  Expe- 
ditions, I  shall  call  attention  to  the 
Beport  on  the  Motion  for  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply. 

THE  CHANNEL  ISLANDS— THE   LAWS 
AND  JUDICATURE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  J,  COWEN  asked  the  Secretanr 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  li 
he  can  place  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  detailed  and  explanatory  list  of 
the  privileges  enjoyed  by  the  inhabitants 
of  the  Channel  Islands  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  it  was  impossible,  without 
much  more  power  in  the  way  of  expen- 
diture than  he  possessed,  to  gpive  a 
detailed  and  explanatory  list  of  the 
privileges  enjoyed  by  the  inhabitants  of 
the  Channel  Islands.  One  of  their  great 
privileges  was  exemption 'from  Imperial 
taxation,  and  the  other,  which  he  consi- 
dered a  doubtful  one,  was  the  privilege 
of  Home  Rule.  A  great  deal  of  infor- 
mation on  the  subject  would  be  found 
in  the  Report  of  the  Commission  which 
sat  about  1847. 

REGISTRATION  OF   BIRTHS,   DEATHS, 
&c.— FEES.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  HOLT  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, Whether  under  the  d7th  section  of 
6  and  7  Will.  4,  c.  86,  a  reg^trar  is 
authorised  to  make  a  charge  of  one 
shilling  for  a  search  of  the  register,  in 
addition  to  the  fee  of  two  shillings  and 
sixpence,  in  cases  in  which  the  name 
ana  exact  date  required  for  the  certificate 
are  given  by  the  applicant  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL:  Sir, 
in  my  opinion,  in  cases  where  no  search 
of  any  sort  is  necessary,  the  fee  of  \$. 
for  a  search  ought  not  to  be  charged ; 
and  a  search  will  not  be  necessary  when 

Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton 


a  referenoe  to  the  rolome  and  page  of 
the  register,  where  the  entry  can  be 
found  can  be  given;  but  it  does  not 
follow  that  a  search  will  not  h%  needed 
simply  because  the  name  of  the  person 
whose  birth,  death,  or  marriage  is  sup- 
posed to  be  recorded  is  giyen  with  the 
date  of  the  event.  I  give  this  answer, 
because  I  am  anxious  to  oblige  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend;  but  as  there  are 
great  differences  of  opinion  on  the  sab* 
lect,  and  as  my  opinion  is  in  no  war 
binding  upon  the  registrar,  I  doubt  veiy 
much  whether  I  ougnt  to  express  it 

PASSENGER   ACT,    1868  — THE   8TEA3I- 
SHIP  ♦«  ARRAOON."— QUESTION. 

Mb.  MORLET  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  it  u 
true  that  Lieutenant  Pearch,  R.N.,  the 
Emigration  Officer  at  the  Port  of  Bristol, 
caused  the  steamship  '*  Arragon ''  to  be 
detained  for  several  hours  at  Eling'ft 
Road,  in  the  Port  of  Bristol,  on  Uk^^ 
16th  instant,  after  she  was  loaded  and 
ready  for  sea,  because  he  did  not  under- 
stand that  a  steamship  might  cany  psA- 
sen^ers  in  the  proportion  of  one  statute 
admt  to  every  twenty  registered  ton^. 
without  becoming  liable  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Passengers'  Act,  although  this  It 
most  clearly  defined  by  the  thud  section 
of  '^  The  Passengers  Act  Amendment 
Act,  1863 ;''  and,  whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  com- 
pensate the  owners  of  the  steamer  fur 
the  detention  caused  by  their  officer? 

Sir  CHARLES  ADDERLEY:  Sir. 
the  ship  was  detained  for  a  few  houn 
owing  to  the  officer  having  calculated 
the  number  of  statute  adult  passenger* 
without  the  Proviso,  obscurely  made  in 
the  Act  of  1863,  that  two  passengers 
under  12  years  of  age  should  count  for 
one.  The  corrected  calculation  just  took 
the  ship,  as  a  short  ship,  out  of  the  Art. 
The  owner  being  in  Ijondon,  came  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  the  ship  waii 
liberated  by  teleg^m.  I  must  add  that 
the  Question  most  unfairly  implies  mU- 
conduct  on  the  part  of  a  public  officer 
and  a  claim  for  compensation,  whi(.h 
was  neither  made,  nor  had  any  foundi* 
tion  ia  fact. 

TllK  BRITISH  MUSEUM-SALARIES. 

QUSSTIOK. 

Mb.  W.  CARTWRIGHT  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  any 
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fdMBie  for  regalating  the  SalarieB  of 
:2m  (MBoen  in  the  British  Museum  has 
bMB  rtoently  submitted  by  the  Trustees 
u  ths  Treftsuiy ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
voold  state  the  date  when  such  scheme 
VIS  tnuismitted  to  the  Treasury,  and 
t^  decision  that  has  been  taken  in  re- 
jud  to  the  reoommendations  made  by 
tlie  Trustees  ? 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH,  in  reply,  said, 
tiut  a  aohome  was  submitted  by  the 
Tnifltaes  in  the  early  part  of  April,  in 
cQosequenoe  of  certain  communications 
tltft  jMMsed  between  the  Treasury  and 
Um  Trustees  of  the  Museum.  That 
Kksne  had  been  very  carefully  consi- 
dftwi  by  the  Treasury,  and  an  answer 
Ksdbecoi  sent  to  it  that  evening,  con- 
uining  the  proposals  to  which  the  Trea- 
my  were  prepared  to  consent. 

PATENTS  FOR  INVENTIONS  BILL. 
QlTSSnON. 

8ii  HENET  JACKSON  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General,  Whether  it  is  the  in- 
tfation  of  the  QDvemment  to  proceed 
faithar  with  the  Patents  for  Inventions 
M  this  Session  ? 

Tm    ATTORNEY   GENERAL,    in 

Sly,  said,   he  intended  to  use  every 
kft  to  pass  the  Bill  that  Session,  and 
h*  hoped  they  would  be  suooessfbl. 

UALTA-TAXATION    ON    GRAIN    AND 
FOOD  ARTICLE8.- QUESTION. 

Ml.  T.  B.  POTTER  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If  he 
»  Mpared  to  state  to  the  House  the  re- 
>ah  of  the  recent  inrestigation  in  Malta 
A  rslisrence  to  the  food  taxes  in  that 
tibad,  and  the  decision  of  the  Gkrrem- 
aeot  on  the  subject ;  and,  if  the  Go- 
TTunent  is  prepared  to  take  steps  to 
taund  the  srstem  of  primary  education 
ia  Msha  and  to  secure  to  the  Maltese  a 
thorough  instruction  in  the  English  lan- 
rug«,  and  thus  to  give  them  a  full  op- 
portQnity  to  avail  themselves  of  the  ad- 
nntsM  and  fulfil  the  responsibilities  of 
Bcitiih  citizenship  ? 

Ma.  J.  LOWTHER:  I  am  unable, 
fir,  to  state  at  the  present  moment  what 
the  nsoU  is  of  the  recent  investiffations 
iaio  the  question  of  food  taxes  in  Malta, 
ud  I  am  afraid  some  little  time  must 
'Ispst  before  I  shall  be  in  a  position  to 
•^  to,  as  the  Report  which  we  expect 
▼wy  shortly  to  receive  must  be  very 
mfuUy  considered  by  Her  Majesty^s 


Government,  in  addition  to  which  ftill 
commimications  will  have  to  bo  ex- 
changed with  the  local  Government  be- 
fore a  final  decision  is  arrived  at.  As 
to  the  question  of  education,  although 
there  is  no  intention,  at  present  at  any 
rate,  to  effect  any  radical  change  in  the 
system  now  in  force  in  the  island,  mea- 
sures are  in  progress  which  will  tend  to 
offer  increased  &cilities  for  learning  the 
English  language. 

INDIA-THE  INDIAN  BUDGET. 

QUBSTIOX. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  (for  Mr.  Fawobtt) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether,  as  he  stated  that  the 
Indian  Budget  would  be  brought  for- 
ward at  an  earlier  period  than  usual,  he 
is  now  able  to  name  the  day  when  it 
will  be  brought  forward ;  and,  if  it  will 
be  necessary  during  the  present  Session 
for  the  Government  to  apply  to  Parlia- 
ment for  power  to  raise  money  to  meet  the 
deficiency  which  is  expected  to  arise 
in  India  during  the  current  financial 
year? 

LoED  GEORGE  HAMILTON,  in 
reply,  said,  the  Indian  Government  es- 
timated that  the  Famine  in  Madras 
and  Bombay  would  cost  upwards  of 
£6,000,000,  and  they  further  stated  in 
their  Financial  Statement  that  the  In- 
dian Monev  Market  would  not  be  ready 
to  supply  them  with  the  amount  neces- 
sary to  meet  that  expenditure.  He  was 
afraid,  therefore,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  have  to  come  to  Par- 
liament to  ask  for  power  to  raise  a  cer- 
tain portion  of  that  sum.  He  thought  it 
would  be  more  for  the  convenience  of 
the  House  if,  before  any  such  applica- 
tion was  made,  the  annual  Financial 
Statement  of  India  was  made  to  the 
House;  therefore,  on  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee,  he  would  make 
that  Statement.     He  could  not  say  at 

E resent  what  day  would  be  selected ;  but 
e  hoped  it  would  be  within  ike  next 
fortnight,  or,  at  all  events,  within  the 
present  month. 

PABLIAMENT— MORNING  SmiNGS. 

QUSSTIOir. 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  askod 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther the  Government  propose  to  take 
Morning  Sittings  on  Tuesdays  only,  or 
on  Tuoways  and  Fridays  ? 
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The  oh  ANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  the  Oovernment 
proposed  to  take  the  Tuesdays  only  at 
present ;  but  he  hoped  that  the  House 
would  by-and-by  extend  to  them  the 
Fridays  also. 

PARUAMENT— ORDER,— aUESTIONS. 

FEDERAL  UNION  OF  LIBERAL  ASSOCIATIONS 

(BIRMINGHAM). 

Sir  GEORGE  BO WYER :  I  beff*  to 
give  Notice  that  on  Friday  next,  I  ^all 
ask  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich the  following  Question : — Whether, 
at  a  meeting  lately  held  at  Birmingham, 
he  gave  his  assent  and  concurrence  to, 
and  took  part  in  the  formation  of,  a 
political  Society  or  Association  described 
as  a  Federal  Union  on  the  following 
principles :  —  All  Liberal  Associations 
joining  the  Union  reserve  their  indepen- 
dence and  separate  organization  and  ad- 
ministration, but  the  representatives  of 
such  Associations  to  be  convened  from 
time  to  time  to  consider,  by  conferring 
together,  the  course  of  action  to  be  re- 
commended to  their  Associations;  the 
object  of  the  proposed  Federation  to  be 
secured  by  the  election  of  Committees  of 
such  Associations,  and  by  the  combina- 
tion of  such  Associations  by  means  of 
their  freely  chosen  representatives  in  the 
general  Federation  ? 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN  : 
I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to  ask  you,  Sir, 
whether  it  is  in  Order  for  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  to  give  Notice  of  a 
Question  referring  to  speeches  which  he 
alleges  to  have  been  made  by  another 
Member  out  of  the  House,  and  which 
have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
Business  of  tne  House  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  BO  WYER :  I  under- 
stand that  constantly  references  are  made 
to  things  outside  this  House. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  According  to  the 
Rules  of  the  House  no  Question  can  be 

Sut  by  one  hon.  Member  to  another  hon. 
[ember,  not  being  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  unless  that  Question  relates  to 
some  Bill  or  Motion  before  the  House. 
I  understand,  therefore,  that  the  hon. 
Member  is  out  of  Order. 

NAVY—MUTINY  ON  BOARD  TIIE 
»•  ALEXANDRA.'*— QUESTION. 

Mr.  PEASE  desired  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Aduiiralty — though  time  had 


not  allowed  of  his  givin?  Notioe  of  the 
Question — Whether  it  is  true,  as  re- 
ported in  the  newspapers  on  Satordav 
morning,  that  a  Mutiny  has  broken  out 
in  one  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  in  the 
Mediterranean,  and  that  the  men  had  so 
used  the  gems  as  to  render  then  unfit 
for  service  r 

Mr.  a.  F.  EGERTON,  in  repfy, 
said,  he  should  be  prepared  to  answer 
the  Question  when  due  Notice  of  it  wa» 
given. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


UNIVERSITIES  OF  OXFORD  AND  CAM- 
BRIDGE  (re-committ^  BILL— [Bill  118.; 
(Mr.  Oathome  Sardp,  Mr.  A—ktton  Cr9$», 
Mr,  WtUpoU.) 

ooMMirrEE.    [^ProgrBu  17M  Ifiiy.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  JAMES,  in  moving  as  an  Amend- 
ment after  Clause  54  to  insert  the  fol> 
lowing  clause : — 

'*  On  and  after  the  fifteenth  day  of  HidiAtl. 
mas  tenn,  one  thousand  eight  hundrod  tnd 
seventy  seven,  so  much  of  section  sixteen  of  tl" 
Act  of  the  seventeenth  and  eighteenth  yean  f  t 
Victoria,  chapter  eighty-one,  as  enacts  thst  all 
residents,  being  members  of  convocatioD  ol  th* 
University  of  Oxford  shall  be  members  of  oon- 
p^regation  shall  be  repealed ;  and,  instead  therrti. 
it  shall  be  enacted  that  all  resident  membcn  <  f 
convocation  of  the  University  of  Oxford  b«iv 
or  having  been  fellows  of  collefes,  or  oettifini 
by  the  head  of  any  college  or  hiul  to  be  eng&gi'i 
in  the  discipline,  tuition,  or  administratioo  i-f 
snch  college  or  hall  by  virtue  of  some  oflk»  tr 
employment  existing  at  the  time  of  the  pssMn*- 
of  this  Act,  or  to  be  created  by  statutes  imJ« 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  shall,  with  tly 
other  persons  mentioned  in  the  said  8ixt«enU- 
section,  bo  members  of  congregation.** 

said,  the  new  clause  referred  to  the  com- 
position  of  Congregation  in  the  IJiii' 
versity  of  Oxford,  In  the  Act  of  1854. 
the  legislation  was  foimded  on  the  Report 
of  the  Commissioners  of  the  prenou^ 
year,  and  it  was  in  conformity  with  the 
terms  of  that  Keport  that  the  present 
clause  was  now  submitted.  In  185f 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Cambrid^p  University  had  proposed 
to  include,  m  addition  to  the  variou< 
persons  mentioned  in  the  clause,  **  the 
resident-members  of  Convocation,"  which 
had,  l)y  the  legal  interpretation,  been 
held  to  include  all  M.A.'s  who  hfld 
resided  180  days  in  the  year  within  a 
mile  bf   Carfax.      The  only  objwrt  of 
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well,  and  he  (Mr.  Hardy)  did  not  think 
it  would  be  wiae  to  leave  everything  in 
the  hands  of  the  Professoriate.  The 
persons  who  would  be  excluded  were 
particularly  well  qualified  to  decide  upon 
arranffements  connected  with  the  educa- 
tion of  their  children,  and  he  could  not 
therefore,  under  the  circumstances,  as- 
sent to  the  second  reading  of  the  clause. 
Mb.  KNATOHBULL  -  HUGE88EN 
thought  it  very  desirable  that  Convoca- 
tion should  be  reformed,  and  still  more 
so  that  the  offices  in  the  University  con- 
nected with  the  teaching  should  be  in 
the  gift  of  the  Oongregation,  and  not  of 
the  Convocation.    The  two  points  were 

?iuite  distinct,  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
or  Oateshead  (Mr.  James)  did  not  move 
his  second  clause,  he  (Mr.  Knatchbull- 
Hugessen)  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  do 
so,  in  order  that  the  point  might  be 
discussed. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  108; 
Noes  136:  Majority  28.— (Div.  List, 
No.  147.) 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Chables  W. 

DiLKE,   the  following   new  clause  was 

agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill : — 

(Notice  of  objection  to  be  given.) 

*'  No  objection  to  the  lift  of  members  of  the 
electoral  roll  of  the  Univenity  of  Cambridge, 
promulgated  in  accordance  with  the  provinonf 
of  the  Act  nineteenth  and  twentieth  Victoria, 
chapter  eighty-eight,  section  seven,  made  on 
the  ground  of  any  person  being  improperly 
plac^  on  or  omitted  from  the  said  list,  shall  be 
entertained  unless  notice  of  it  is  given  in  writing 
to  the  Vice  (Chancellor  at  least  four  days  before 
the  day  for  publicly  hearing  objections  to  the 
said  list ;  and  the  Vice  (liancellor  shall,  at  least 
two  days  before  such  da^«  cause  to  be  promul- 
gated a  list  of  all  the  objections  of  which  notice 
has  been  given.** 

Mb.  GOSCHEN,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  after  Clause  66,  the  addi- 
tion of  the  following  clause : — 

'*The  Commissioners,  in  statutes  made  by 
them  for  a  College,  shall  provide  that  the  enter- 
ing into  or  l>eing  in  Holy  Orders  shall  not  be 
the  condition  of  the  holding  of  any  headship  or 
fellowship,*' 

said,  with  regard  to  Oxford  there  were 
still  a  large  number  of  Colleges  in  the 
hands  of  clerical  Fellows,  or  iu  the  hands 
of  a  Governing  Body  on  which  the  cleri- 
cal Fellows  were  decidedly  in  a  majoritv. 
At  Exeter  College  every  Follow  was  ob- 
liged to  take  Holy  Orders  within  16 
years  of  his  election,  unless  he  had 
served  the  College  as  tutor  or  lecturer 


tkis  was  to  place  in  a  position,  for  which 
ih0j  wtre  in  no  way  qualified,  a  large 
umber  of  parochial  curates  and  College 
^■fJattiM  The  Oongregation  of  the 
Untvtrnty,  which  was  to  be  the  Body  to 
Ugnlate  on  all  academic  questions  af- 
fecting the  University,  ought  to  be  an 
uiitocrmor  of  learning,  which  was  quite 
uwompatiDle  with  the  existing  system. 
Hs  had  to  ask  his  right  hon,  friend,  in 
•tsttng  his  objections  to  the  clause,  to 
iopUin  in  what  respects  he  considered 
tht  sdoption  of  the  clause  would  be  in- 
noBsistent  with  what  the  Oommission  of 
14M  reeommended  as  expedient?  He 
wished  also  to  give  Notice  that  in  the 
«f«nt  of  the  clause  being  rejected,  it  was 
b'jC  his  intention  to  move  the  second 
flsiss  of  which  he  had  given  Notice, 
vbich  proposed  to  transfer  the  elective 
oAois  made  at  present  by  Convocation 
ti)  Oongregation,  except  in  the  case  of 
the  Ch^oodlor,  Lord  High  Steward,  and 
Um  Burgesses  who  represented  the  Uni- 
TfKsity  in  Parliament. 

New  Clause  (Composition  of  congre- 
(TiUon  of  the  University  of  Oxford,) — 

Mr,  Jawiss,) — brought  up,  and  read  the 
inttime. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That   the   Clause  be  read   a  second 

tmc" 

8ii  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  observed 
that,  as  they  might  be  told  they  had 
<ifb«ted  the  Question  before,  he  wished 
t«i  point  out  uiat  what  they  had  debated 
vu  the  question  of  giving  powers  to  do 
iKst  wh^  it  was  now  proposed  that 
thi^  ihoidd  do  themselves  by  Uiis  clause ; 
w  is  they  were  then  met  with  the 
'>bjection  that  the  matter  should  be 
•«ttl«d  in  Parliament,  thev  now  distinctly 
Mit  their  scheme  before  the  House.  No 
diriiion  had  taken  place  upon  the  issue 
W  had  stated. 

Ms,  OATHORNE  H ABDY  said,  that 
tH«  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
'iUMhead  (Mr.  James)  was  to  nirrow 
^Omgregation  very  much  at  Oxford, 
vUch  he  believed  would  be  very  pemi- 
*vinA.  He  was  able  to  quote  tha  au- 
*htmtf  of  Mr.  Thorold  Kogers  arainst 
11  He  said  ita  first  effect  would  be  to 
ndode  many  most  useful  men  from 
'»b«  Congregation,  and  among  them  three 
*i&iastit  physicians,  and  others  wh>  took 
*  dssp  mtereat  in  University  affairs. 
^  prssent  system  worked  extremely 
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for  10  yean.  This,  howerer,  was  an 
exceptional  case.  In  Queen's  there  were 
nine  derioal  Fellowships,  the  persons 
elected  to  them,  if  not  already  in  Orders, 
having  to  dedare  their  intention  of  tak- 
ing deacon's  Orders  within  three  years 
and  priest's  Orders  within  two  years 
thereafter.  In  Lincoln  there  were  only 
two  Fellows  who  might  remain  laymen, 
all  others  must  proceed  to  priest's  Orders 
within  10  years  after  admission.  At 
Brasenose  tnere  were  six  clerical  Fellow- 
ships. At  St.  John's  and  Worcester 
only  one-third  might  be  held  by  lajrmen, 
and  this  was  the  case  with  several  other 
Colleges.  This  was  a  very  important 
matter,  inasmuch  as  the  Fellows  really 
constituted  the  Governing  Body.  At 
Christ  Church  the  Governing  Body  con- 
Bisted  of  84  members,  27  of  whom  were 
already  in  Orders,  or  pledged  to  take 
them.  He  doubted  whether  the  state 
of  things  shown  by  these  facts  was 
generally  realized.  By  beins  compelled 
to  select  men  who  were  either  m,  or 
pledged  to  take  Holy  Orders,  the  general 
held  of  selection  was  much  narrowed, 
and  it  was  a  matter  of  history  that  the 
men  who  applied  for  the  clerical  Fellow- 
fthips  were  m  a  large  number  of  cases 
men  who  had  failed  to  obtain  the  open 
Fellowships.  After  taking  his  degree 
a  man  generally  required  some  time  to 
choose  ms  Profession.  During  that  time 
he  would  stand  for  an  open  Fellowship, 
and  should  he  fail  in  that,  he  might  find 
there  was  a  good  chance  of  success,  if  he 
was  willing  to  declare  he  would  enter 
the  Church.  He  maintained  that  the 
system  held  out  a  distinct  bribe  to  a  man 
to  take  Orders  at  a  time  when  most  of 
all  his  judgment  ought  to  be  entirely 
unfettered,  when  it  might  be  premature 
to  determine  the  choice  of  a  Profession, 
and  when  it  was  especially  undesirable 
that  the  Profession  of  a  clergyman  should 
be  hastily  chosen.  Was  the  Committee 
to  suppose  that  if  no  restrictions  were 
placed  on  those  Fellowships,  then  no 
Fellows,  or  very  few,  would  become 
clergymen  at  aU?  He  could  scarcely 
conceive  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  wish- 
ing to  commit  themselves  to  that  doc- 
trine. He  had  some  difficulty  in  argu- 
ing the  question,  because  he  could 
scarcely  anticipate  the  argument  which 
might  be  brought  against  the  clause. 
The  question,  however,  was  not  whether 
they  were  to  have  clergymen  on  the  Go- 
verning Body,  but  whether  they  were, 

Mr,  Goiohen 


in  the  interests  of  the  Church  herself, 
wise  to  ofibr  these  induoementa  to  men 
to  take  Holy  Orders.  For  his  own 
part,  he  thought  it  most  unwise  in 
the  interests  of  religion  to  have  at  so 
early  a  stage  of  a  man's  life  a  pecu- 
niary temptation  held  out  in  that  way. 
Another  result  miffht  be  that  many 
men  would  be  placed  in  the  un- 
fair position,  if,  after  three  years,  from 
conscientious  motives  they  refused  to 
enter  the  Church,  of  appearing  to  luTe 
obtained  their  Fellowships  under  fslie 
pretences.  Indeed,  he  could  not  con- 
ceive a  more  false  position  in  whidi  a 
young  man  could  be  placed  than  that  to 
which  many  were  placed  under  the  p»- 
sent  sjrstem.  That  also  was  the  opinioQ 
of  a  very  larse  number  of  the  restdentii 
at  Oxford  and  the  majoritv  of  the  teach- 
ing Body.  A  large  number  of  dergy- 
men  had  signed  a  Petition  to  that  Hoqm 
in  which  they  prayed  for  the  removal  of 
those  restrictions.  It  was  aigiied  by  96 
out  of  150  or  160  resident  Fellows,  or 
nearly  two-thirds  of  the  whole  number, 
by  11  ex-Fellows,  46  College  Tutor*, 
and  45  College  Lecturers.  'Uiese  num- 
bers were  in  the  proportion  of  nearly 
two-thirds  of  the  whole  Body.  When 
the  counter  Petition  was  spoken  of  in  th« 
Committee,  he  hoped  it  would  be  stated 
how  many  of  those  by  whom  it  wtfl 
signed  were  clergymen.  Those  clerffy- 
men  who  had  signed  in  favour  of  mi 
Amendment  had  not  omitted  the  prefix 
to  th€ir  names,  whereas  in  the  case  of 
the  other  Petition  a  laive  number  of 
clergymen  had  not  stated  whether  thej 
belonged  to  the  Church  or  not.  And 
what  danger,  he  should  like  to  knov, 
would  result  to  Oxford  or  Cambridg« 
from  the  removal  of  the  restrictionB  on 
clerical  Fellowships  ?  There  were  Col- 
leges in  which  at  present  no  such  restric- 
tions existed,  as,  for  instance,  at  Wad- 
ham.  Had  parents,  he  should  like  to 
know,  been  found  in  consequence  Iccn 
willing  to  send  their  sons  to  that  Ool- 
le^?  Affain,  at  Balliol,  clerical  Fellow- 
ships had  been  reduced  to  two.  Ther« 
were  also  only  two  in  one  of  the  very  best 
Colle|;e8 — University  College — so  that 
it  was  quite  dear  they  were  not  required, 
either  for  the  purposes  of  education,  or 
for  the  proper  conduct  of  the  Colleges. 
Everyone  must  desire  to  see  religious 
instruction  maintained  in  the  Univerfity 
and  Colleges,  and  ike  chapel  servioai 
propeily  conducted ;    but    these   w«** 
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ptiMnrke  nroTided  for,  and  it  oould  not 
U  ttfg^d  ttiat  it  waa  neoeMarr  to  retain 
cMoal  leati'Actiona  on  the  Fellowshipe 
kt  tboM  porpoaea  any  more  than  any 
other  object.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the 
fi^  hon«  Oentleman  the  Seoretary  of 
tkate  for  War  might  be  indnoed  to  make 
tU  oonoeaaion  m  which  he  aaked,  and 
U  fab  ouite  satiafied  that  if  the  Colleges 
v««  Iflh  to  themtelTet  many  of  them 
vonld  aboliah  those  Fellowships  alto- 
jE«dur.  Indeed,  opinion  at  Oxford  on 
ths  subject  was  so  strong  that  it  would 
U  nanely  possible  to  leave  matters  in 
the  position  in  which  they  now  stood, 
•ad  University  Beform  could  not  be  con- 
Mdved  as  terminated  while  such  an 
ascnaly  as  that  against  which  his 
Aasodmant  was  directed  existed.  If 
ths  right  hon.  (Gentleman  conld  do  no- 
tking  in  it,  depend  upon  it  that  the 
HoQse  of  Commons  would  take  the  mat- 
ter ap  year  by  year,  and  at  length  com- 
pfl  tne  great  and  much  needed  change 
which  the  adoption  of  this  clause  womd 
psmit  the  Commissioners  to  make.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  moT- 
iag  hisdaase. 

Ha  GHABLES  W.  DILKE,  in  second- 
isf  the  Amendment,  said :  The  right 
him.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
(Itj  of  London  (Mr.  Ooschen)  raises 
hsre  the  question  of  clerical  Headships 
sod  Fellowships.  My  words  are  very 
nearly  the  words  upon  which  Lord 
GrsaTiQe  divided  in  the  House  of  Lords 
is  1B76;  but  the  new  clause  suggested 
by  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  is  more 
•vseptag  and  complete  than  mine.  It 
hss  besQ  denied  that  there  are  any  great 
suaber  of  clerical  Fellowships  in  ex- 
Mlraee.  If  there  were  but  one,  there 
would  be  a  case  for  our  Amendment; 
far  it  is  naoessary  that  we  should  get  rid 
ol  sQ  restrictions  which  in  any  way 
haiit  the  free  and  open  selection  of  the 
hssi  men  to  fill  any  and  every  post. 
Bat  what  is  the  extent  to  which  clerical 
vfstrietions  exist  at  the  present  time? 
I  rsply  that  thev  exist  in  the  case  of  the 
icnst  majority  both  of  Fellowships  and 
ci  Hsadahips  of  Colleges.  Let  us  take 
ths  oase  of  Cambridge.  In  one  sense  of 
the  word  there  are  only  13  clerical  Fel- 
hmihtps  at  Cambridge — that  is  to  say, 
thsrt  are  only  13  Fellowships  to  which 
bam  the  first  clergymen  alone  are 
fiipbU.  Bttt  there  are  62  '"clerical" 
ia  the  Cambridge  sense— that  is  to 
«Bj,  63  Fellowships  which  must  be  held 


by  clergymen.     The  difference  is  this, 
that  the  13  are  definite  Fellowships  not 
liberated  by  anv  number  of  other  Fel- 
lowships being  held  by  clergymen.     Al- 
though there  are  only  62  Fellowships 
which  must  be  held  by  olerg3rmen  at 
Cambridge,    the  vast  majority  of  the 
remaining  Fellowships    are  subject  to 
clerical  restrictions.    I  have  gone  care- 
fully  through    the    Colleges    of    the 
Umversity,   and  I  hold    in  my   hand 
a   table   in    which    I   have    classified 
them,  College  by  College,   under  four 
heads — clerical;  open;  lay;   and  open, 
subject  to  clerical  restrictions  at  the  end 
of  a  certain  time.    I  find  that  there  are 
360  Fellowships  at  Cambridge,  of  which 
62,  as  I  have  said,  are  clerical — that  is, 
thev  must  be  held  by  persons  in  Holy 
Orders — 16  are  lay ;  99  are  open,  as  we 
would  make  them  all  to  be ;  and  183  are 
neither  strictly  clerical,  nor  strictly  open, 
but  are  open  Fellowships,  the  tenure  of 
which  is  limited  by  a  clerical  privilege. 
This  last  list  includes  all  the  Fellowships 
at  Trinity,  John's,  Caius,  and  Queen's, 
and  all  the  Fellowships  at  Clare  and 
Emmanuel  that  are  not  absolutelv  cle- 
rical.     At  Trinity  and  John's  all  the 
Fellows    are   required    to    take    Holy 
Orders  within  seven  years,  except  those 
who  for  10  years  have  been  engag^  in 
College  tuition.    At  Caius  and  Queen's 
all  are  required  to  take  Holy  Orders 
within  10  years.      At  Clare  not  only 
are  there  clerical  Fellowships,  but  the 
holders  of  those  Fellowships,  which  are 
nominally  open,  have  to  take  Orders  at 
the  end  of    10  years.    At  Emmanuel 
there  are  clerical  Fellowships,  and  the 
holders  of  other  Fellowships  nominally 
open  have  to  take  Orders  at  the  end  of 
seven  years,  or  vacate  their  Fellowships  at 
the  end  of  10  years.   On  the  whole,  then, 
at  Cambridge  there  are  1 1 6  Fellowships 
not  subject  to  clerical  restrictions,  and 
236  Fellowships  subject  to  clerical  re- 
strictions.    It  IS  obvious  that  all  restric- 
tions upon  choice  are  bad  in  themselves 
as  tending  to  prevent  the  selection  of  the 
best  men.    Their  existence  throws  the 
burden  of  proof  upon  the  other  side, 
and  entitles  us  to  ask  our  opponents, 
who  would  preserve  the  restrictions,  why 
they  are  to  oe  preserved.    It  cannot  he 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  for  the 
celebration  of   Divine  worship  in  the 
Colleges ;  the  restrictions  are  far  too  nu- 
merous to  be  merely  intended  for  that 
purpose,  and  the  argument  would  at  the 
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most  apply  to  about  half  of  the  derioal 
Fellowships  properly  so  called.      But 
eren  as  regards  so  small  a  number  as 
this,  it  cannot  be  necessary  to  attach  the 
performance  of  clerical  duties   to  the 
holding  of  Fellowships  of  the  College, 
and  it  would  be  far  better  that  chaplam- 
cies  should  be  created.    What  reason, 
then,  can  be  given  for  the  retention  of 
the  clerical  restrictions  ?    That  you  have 
a  security  for  an  element  of  Christianity 
in  the  government  of  the  College.    But 
in  those  Colleges  where  there  is  not,  nor 
ever  has  been,   a  clerical    restriction; 
there  is  not,  nor  never  has  been  lack  of 
Fellows  in   Orders:    at  New  College, 
Oxford,  for  example.   Moreover,  this  ar- 
gument has  been  publicly  abandoned  by 
no  less  a  person  than  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury  himself,    who,  in  his  place 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  declared   that 
under  the  circumstances  of  the  case  it 
could  have  no  weight.    We  have  been 
told  to  leave  the  matter  to  be  dealt  with 
by  the  Commissioners,  and  not  to  tie 
their  hands.    To  this  argument  there 
are  two  replies.    In  the  first  place,  we 
know  the  use  that  Dr.  Bellamy  and  the 
majority  of  his  colleaKues  are  likely  to 
make  of  the  unfettered  discretion,  whidi 
some  hon.  Members  opposite  wish  to 
leave  them.    On  the  Oxford  Commission 
we  can  count  only  for  certain  upon  two 
votes,   and  one  of  those  Liberal  votes 
will  be  the  vote  of  a  Conservative,  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Northumber- 
land (Mr.  Bidley).      But  the  real  an- 
swer to  the  argument  which  has  been 
used  is  that  this  change  is  distinctly  one 
of  these  matters  which  ought  to  be  dealt 
with  by  Parliament  itself.     It  is  not  one 
of  those  questions  of  University  or  Col- 
lege discipline  as  to  which  Parliament  is 
ill-informed,  but  it  is  a  matter  of  public 
policy  with  which  Parliament  is  compe- 
tent to  deal.    To  two  Commissions,  the 
composition  of  which  is  thoroughly  satis- 
factory to  those  who  wish  to  see  clerical 
restrictions  maintained,   there  is  com- 
mitted by  this  Bill  the  power  to  preserve 
them,  and  even  to  perpetuate  their  ex- 
istence.     The   restrictions    injure   the 
College  and  the  University,  by  limiting 
the  field  of  selection,  and  consequently 
the  standard  of  capacity.    They  mjure, 
too,  the  individual  by  causing  that  hy- 
pocrisy which  it  was  the  object  of  the 
University  Tests  Acts  to  avoid.    They 
injure  the  whole  nation  by  giving  privi- 
lege to  a  single  creed.    It  is  not  the  | 
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abolition  of  derical  Fellows,  but  that  of 
compulsory  derioal  limitations  which  we 
propose.  To  show  how  completdy  they 
misunderstand  us  who  think  we  wish  to 
exdude  dergjrmen  from  Fellowships  and 
Headships  of  Colleges,  let  me  remind 
the  House  that  derg]rmen  have  often 
been  elected  to  those  few  Headships  of 
Colleges  which  are  open  to  laymen,  and 
dected  by  lay  majorities.  Those  dersy- 
men  have  been  dected  to  the  Headships 
of  their  Colleges  by  lay  and  libenl 
majorities — in  cases  where  laymen  could 
have  been  preferred — because  they  were 
the  best  men  for  the  post.  All  we  ask 
is  redprodty,  and  that  Colleges  in  which 
the  best  man  for  the  Headship  happeii« 
to  be  a  lajrman  should  not  continue  to 
be  prevented  by  law  f^m  decting  him, 
however  much  his  election  may  be 
wished.  If  dergymen  are  dected  to 
open  Headships  now,  when  it  might  not 
unreasonablv  be  argued  that  it  were  wise 
to  keep  tiie  few  Headships  that  are  open 
to  laymen  in  lay  hands,  it  is  certain  tost 
such  dections  would  be  most  oommon 
if  complete  freedom  were  to  be  given. 
All  we  a^  is  that  compulsory  restrictionf 
should  bo  removed  and  the  Fellows  of 
each  College  left  free  to  choose  the  beit 
man,  whether  layman  or  derk  to  be 
their  colleague  or  their  master. 

New  Clause  (Provision  as  to  derical 
conditions, ) — {Mr,  Oaehmf ) — hnmfht  «p, 
and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  dause  be  read  a  second  time." 

Mb.  MOWBRAY  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  pause  before  they  assented 
to  the  clause  which  had  been  moved  bj 
his  riffht  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Ci^  of  London  (Mr,  Ooschen.)  Hie 
question  of  clericiu  Fellowships  wast 
difficult  one,  and  would  be  mudi  better 
dealt  with  in  the  way  proposed  by  the 
(Government  than  by  the  proposal  now 
before  the  Committee.  His  right  hon. 
Friend's  proposal  was  totally  incon- 
sistent with  the  existing  state  of  things 
at  Oxford,  where  several  of  the  Heads  of 
Colleges  held  ecdesiastical  appointments. 
Perhaps  it  might  be  contODded  that  this 
was  a  matter  which  oould  be  met  by 
legislation  ;  but  he  maintained  that  the 
proposition  was  of  far  too  sweeping  s 
xina  for  the  House  to  assent  to.  jQe 
could  not  reconcile  with  the  information 
he  himself  had  received  the  statemenu 
made  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  with 
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oA  to  Bz«t«r  OolIeM.  He  was  in- 
InidthAtof  the  16  Fellows  of  Exeter 
mIt  one  wm  required  to  be  in  Holy 

Hi.  Q080HEN  said,  that  perhaps 
kisoffat  hon.  Friend  might  be  allud- 
iit  to  the  soheme  proposed  by  Exeter 
Cnlife,  bat  not  passea  into  law,  under 
vbiak  the  derioal  Fellowships  were  to 
U  sboBshed.  That  soheme  had»  he 
Uitfed,  been  arrested  by  a  provision 
b  tbs  present  BilL 

Ha.  MOWBBAT  explained  that  he 
VM  feeding  from  a  statement  relating 
da  Isit  year,  when  there  was  only  one 
dokal  reUow  in  Exeter  College.  The 
eMs  sa  rsffarded  the  other  Oolleges  was 
BadonbCedy  what  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
anaifpieeonted^  He  inshed,  howerer, 
to  nnmd  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  of 
t^  proportion  in  which  Fellowships 
T«n  difided  between  olerioal  and  lay 
FiQowB.  In  the  year  1859,  which  was 
tb  Isst  year  in  which  the  old  state  of 
tiuap  existed,  of  the  480  Fellowships, 
Vn  wsrahdd  by  persons  in  Holy  Orders; 
whswss,  at  the  present  time,  of  887 
Tdows  at  Oxfora,  only  116  were  re- 
fooed  to  be  in  Holy  Oraers,  while  as  a 
wtlvof  fsot  182  were  actually  in  Holy 
Ortek  With  regard  to  the  Memorial 
vUtni  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
<n  nbmioe  to  the  signatures  attached 
t'  it,  it  woold  be  found  that  they  by 
t»  assas  supported  the  statement  of 
tW  right  hon.  Oentleman  that  there  was 
snrjlarffe  majority  opposed  to  the  pro- 
^(w  ia  the  Bill,  and  at  all  events  {hey 
■^9*sd  that  opinion  in  the  Universities 
vBi  4tfided  on  the  ouestion.  He  depied 
M  tke  aoouraoy  of  the  assertion  of  the 
hoa.  Bsronet  the  Member  for  Ohelsea 
j^  Charles  W.  Dilke)  that  the  Me- 
aoBil  from  Oxford  was  disingenuous. 
Of  lbs  188  persons  who  signed  the 
PnilbD  on  the  other  side  104  were  not 
ia  Holy  Orders.  In  the  Memorial  pre- 
Mtid  to  the  House  in  favour  ot  retain- 
isf  ttise  restrictions  and  preserving  in 
tks  Ooveraing  Body  a  majority  of  the 
cMmI  element,  there  was  a  greater 
•■thority  both  as  to  the  number  and 
yosrtiaa  of  the  signatories.  He  there- 
in ooattdered  tut  it  would  be  an  un* 
«u»  aid  dangerous  thing  to  adopt  so 
>**«litioiiafT  a  proposal  as  that  of  the 
ofte  hon.  Uentleman  in  opposition  to 
of  the  minority  or  the  mom- 
of  the  University.  To  show  what 
he  would  rmr  to  the  opinion 
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of  Mr.  Neate,  formerly  a  Member  of 
that  House,  who  had  entertained  most 
liberal  views  on  this  question,  but  who 
had  since  declared  that  the  burden  of 
proof  was  on  the  side  of  those  who 
sought  to  brinff  about  a  change  on  this 
point.  It  womd  be  found  that  all  the 
statutes  of  the  Universities,  the  expressed 
intentions  of  the  various  founders,  and 
the  g$nu$  hoi  required  that  the  Univer- 
sities should  be  places  of  religious  in- 
struction. The  question  was,  whether 
thev  meaut  to  interfere  in  this  way 
with  the  Governing  Bodies  of  the 
OoUeffes  and  to  make  a  total  change 
— and  it  was  indeed  a  total  change  to 
depose  religion  from  its  present  position. 
He  trusted  the  matter  would  be  left  to 
the  Commissioners.  It  was  a  difficult 
and  delicate  subject,  and  with  great 
wisdom  was  left  by  the  Bill  to  that  Sody. 
They  would  have  no  power  to  increase 
the  number  of  Fellowships,  or  to  make 
any  new  restrictions;  and  the  matter 
was  better  left  in  their  hands  than  that 
the  House  should  consent  by  the  Amend- 
ment to  sweep  away  everything  con- 
nected with  religion  in  the  management 
of  the  Colleges,  and  thus  cause  a  revo- 
lutionaiy  chauge  in  their  constitution 
and  government. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  said,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Mowbray)  had  forgotten  that  the  Peti- 
tions which  had  been  preseuted  showed 
that  the  vast  majority  of  the  Tutorial 
Body  was  in  favour  of  the  proposed 
change.  His  only  serious  arffumeot  had 
been  that  the  matter  should  be  left  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Commissioners.  For 
himself,  however,  he  considered  it  a 
broad  question  of  principle,  from  which 
the  Legislature  ought  not  to  shrink ; 
if  they  did,  he  should  look  upon  their 
action  as  one  of  cowardice,  and  as  a 
desire  to  shirk  the  question  and  to  put 
it  on  other  shoulders.  The  question 
had  for  many  years  divided  Oxford  and 
Cambridge  into  hostile  camps,  and  it 
was  necessary  that  it  should  be  settled 
at  once  and  for  ever.  If  this  were  not 
done,  he  felt  certain  that  it  would  be 
brought  up  again  year  after  year.  Ho  had 
endeavoured  to  ascertain  the  actual  num- 
ber of  Fellowships  affected  by  clerical 
conditions — that  was  to  say,  of  which  the 
holders  had  either  to  be  in  Orders  at  the 
time,  or  to  take  Orders  after  their  election. 
At  Oxford  there  were  826  Fellowships, 
of  which  149,  or  nearly  one-half,  were 
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more  or  less  affected  by  clerical  condi- 
tions. As  to  Oambridge,  he  was  not 
able  to  speak  with  equcJ  certainty,  but 
the  figures  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
showed  that  substantially  the  same  state 
of  affairs  existed  at  that  University.  That 
was  a  very  startling  proportion,  and  was 
only  to  be  accounted  for  by  the  fSetct  that 
it  was  a  relic  of  the  days  when  these  Fel- 
lowships were  founded,  when  the  word 
"  clerk ''  meant  a  man  who  could  read 
or  write.  It  was  a  relic  of  the  days  when 
William  of  Wykeham  and  John  Balliol 
founded  their  Colleges.  But  all  that  was 
completely  changed,  and  very  recently 
changed.  Twenty  or  30  years  ago  the 
Colleges  were  littie  better  than  flieolo- 
gical  seminaries  educating  men  for  Holy 
Orders.  At  that  time  four-fifths  of  the 
people  who  were  educated  at  the  Uni- 
versities were  theological  students,  and 
not  more  than  one-half  of  the  men  who 
were  called  to  the  Bar  were  University 
men.  During  the  past  year  at  least 
nine- tenths  of  the  men  who  were  ad- 
mitted to  his  own  Inn  were  University 
men.  Merchants  and  bankers  now  sent 
their  sons  who  were  intended  for  busi- 
ness to  the  Colleges,  so  that  it  was  clear 
that  there  was  a  large  and  increasing 
lay  element  at  the  Universities,  and  a 
corresponding  decrease  of  the  clerical 
element.  He  challenged  anybody  to 
deny  the  statement  which  he  asserted  as 
a  fact  that  the  best  men  would  not  now 
go  into  Orders.  Again,  looking  at  the 
question  from  an  academical  point  of 
view,  it  was  obvious  that  the  standard 
for  Fellowships  must  be  lowered,  if  the 
area  of  selection  was  reduced.  There 
ought  only  to  be  one  standard  in  these 
matters,  and  that  was  the  standard  of 
merit.  Were  they  to  choose  an  inferior 
man  simply  and  solely  because  he  was  a 
clergyman?  **  Detur  digniori^'*  was  the 
only  principle  which  ought  to  govern 
the  selection.  Not  that  he  would  in  any 
way  wish  or  attempt  to  exclude  clergy- 
men. He  simply  desired  that  Orders 
should  not  be  a  necessary  condition,  es- 
pecially as  there  was  no  advantage 
gained  by  such  a  restriction.  In  his 
own  opinion  the  restriction  lowered  the 
standard,  degraded  the  tone  of  the  Uni- 
versity, and  seared  the  conscience  of 
many  young  men  who  held  their  Fellow- 
ships on  the  condition  of  taking  Orders. 
Young  men  neither  were,  nor  ought  to 
be,  like  the  old  Fellow  of  Brasenose, 
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who  used  to  boast  ''  that  he  would  Hks 
to  see  the  oath  diat  he  would  not  take 
in  order  to  keep  his  Fdlowship."    Thii 

Elan  of  subsidijdng  religion  and  of 
ribing  men  to  be  clergymen  was,  he 
thought,  a  very  poor  oomplimsat  to 
Christianity.  For  these  reasons,  thsn, 
because  he  considered  that  the  present 
system  did  real  harm  and  tended  to  pro- 
mote the  spirit  of  hypocrisy,  he  would 
vote  for  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  BERESFOBD  HOPE  desired  ta 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
the  very  unfisdr,  invidiooa,  and  tnoom- 
plete  wa^  in  which  this  question  kid 
been  projected  into  the  disoassioD.  It 
had  been  treated  by  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site as  if  the  question  raised  in  the  Mo- 
tion stood  by  itself,  and  as  if  it  wen  a 
proposed  measure  of  reform  whieh  wn 
to  deal,  irrespective  of  all  other  Uni- 
versity legislation,  with  this  special  dt« 
of  existing  Fellowships — on  the  pretext 
that  reform  were  urgently  called  fbr. 
But  what  was  the  real  state  of  the  ssee? 
The  whole  Bill  ^ve  ample  powers  to  tKe 
Commissioners  in  each  case  to  deal  wi^ 
the  respective  Colleges ;  and,  in  spite  d 
these  broad  powers  given  to  deal  with  ' 
Fellowships  in  question,  the  Commi 
was  callea  upon  to  fix  a  stigma  upon 
clerical  element,  and  in  uu;t  to  tie 
hands  of  the  Commissioners  00  as  to 
vent  them  from  dealing  with  the  w 
of  the  circumstanced  brought  be 
them.  The  College  to  whidi  he  ( 
Beresford  Hope)  Belonged,  Trinitj 
lege,  Cambridge,  had  no  derioal  FsDov^ 
ships  for  which  only  candidates  in  H 
Orders  could  present  themselTea.  It 
open  to  all ;  and  he  did  not  know  cf 
case  in  which  a  candidate— •except  m 
few  very  exceptional  caoee  oould 
anything  else  than  a  layman,  beoaust 
must  be  elected  before  he  had  taken 
MA.  degree.  If,  however,  he 
not  to  tauce  Holy  Orders  afterwards, 
occupancy  of  the  Fellowship  termini 
in  seven  years  after  his  degree  of  ~ 
It  was  practically  a  terminable  Fellov 
ship  lasting  from  eight  to  ten  Tean 
election,  miless  continued  by  tt 
Holy  Orders ;  in  which  case  it  might 
a  Fellowship  for  life  for  clergymen,  wi 
some  special  privileges  attaohed  lc>  a 
tenure  of  certain  college  offices.  Hi 
was  not  prepared  to  advocate  the 
tinuanoe,  witnout  change,  of  tfiia 
for  he  thought  that  in  Uie  ftiture 
ships  for  1U(S  must  be  exceptiona,  an 
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■I  tht  nk.  How0Ter»  ibis  olaittey  if 
■■iid,  vodld  be  «  great  eligpna  upon 
Ae  il»far  «f  tiMologjr,  and  a  whol^  ex- 
fl|iinM  pTOTUMo.  fle  truated^  there* 
kr%  Ibat  IfcaHome  would  rneet  it. 
Ml  IBE¥MiYAN :  fiSr^tbeiaifone 
in  tUa  qaeitieii  on  which  mueh 
haa  Boi  mtheite  been  laid»  bni  to 
"Mtk  the  Oommittee  would  do  well  to 
Ami  lie  attention.  Duxing  this  Ses- 
and  the  laat,  theaapeot  of  the  Uni- 
q[naetinn,  which  hat  been  dia- 
nM)et  oofiootlr,  and,  I  think, 
aflaetoaQy,  hae  been  the  different 
bf  which  the  ftmds  of  the  Uni- 
msght  be  need  to  encourage 
»ia  ef  hi^  genine  to  devote  their  lives 
l»itedT  and  roaeaffch.  Now«  Sir,  I  am 
^iiilad  xnaiqdng  that  die  opinion  of  the 
was  that  we  should  not  be 
lo  fimnding  a  sort  of  hierarchy 
to  be  held  by  men  of  aU 
hcax  youth  upwarda,  which  would 
te  be  filled,  whether  there  were 
wa  fit  to  fiU  ibem,  or  whether  there 
9tm  waL  Bnt,  on  the  other  hand,  we 
wtm  aU  ptatij  well  agreed  that,  in  the 
«M  of  m  man  who,  by  the  booka  which 
kshad  written  and  thediaocreiies  which 
hi  had  made,  had  given  unmiatakeable 
paah  thai  he  was  inspired  by  the 
fMuae  aidoar  of  letters  and  science, 
•s  dbonU  be  glad  if  means  could  be 
te  rdieve  such  a  man  from  the 
slfuggle  fbr  a  livelihood,  and  on- 
to devote  all  his  time  and  all 
Ui  enecgj  to  the  studies  in  which  he 
«ded.  Now,  Sir,  a  great  deal  mi^ht 
fcsflsid  aa  to  the  expediency  of  retaining 
As  Headrfiips  of  Oolleges  on  their  pre- 
iootigut.  But  as  long  aa  our  Head- 
I  of  QJleges  are  idiat  they  are, 
er  nae  can  we  put  them  to  than 
te  maka  them  into  poets  that  may  be 
kM  hf  man  of  aeknowledffed  learning 

"  genius?   What  would 

to  the  seputation  and  prestige 

r  Unsvanities  than  that  the  Masters, 

Wsvdaaa,  and  Provosts  should  be 

of  the  etamp  of  Professor 

md  ftofossoB'  lyndall,  or  literary 

gf  the  Ihme  of  Mr.  Orote  or  Mr. 

f    Men  who  have  proved  that 

lava  work  fbr  its  own  sake,  and 

wmk  to  good  purpose,  are  the 

inr   tMse   positions,  which 

-ptovida  tbsm  with  the  rewards 

mtj  hafva  so  -well  deserved  and 

wUeh  liiey  so  well  know  bow 

Bat  as  long  as  you  keip  up 


the  condition  of  Holv  Orders  in  the  great 
m^ority  of  our  OoUeges,  such  men  as 
these  are  absolutely  excluded  from  ftinc- 
tions  which  they  would  so  admirably 
exercise.  But  it  will  be  said  that  there 
are  many  divines  who  come  within  the 
categoiy  of  men  who  have  a  claim  to  the 
enjoyment  of  learned  leisure.  Well, 
Sir,  fbr  learned  divines  there  surely  are 
sinecures  enough  within  the  pale  of  the 
Ohurdi  itself.  I  do  not  know  any  ground 
upon  which  the  existence  of  deaneries 
and  canonries  can  in  these  davs  be  de- 
fended, except  that  they  provide  means 
for  rewarding  and  utilizing  such  men  as 
Dean  Stanley,  and  Dean  Milman,  and 
Oanon  Kingsley.  Surely,  then,  we  do 
wrong  in  cutting  off  from  eminent  lav- 
men  their  one  wd  only  prospect  of  ob- 
taining such  a  position,  by  insisting  that 
no  one  shall  be  at  the  Head  of  Balliol, 
or  Ohristchiirch,  or  Trinity,  except  he 
be  in  Holy  Orders.  Why,  Sir,  we  are 
not  without  example  of  how  nobly  these 
places  would  be  nlled  if  their  occunants 
could  be  chosen  from  the  broad  field  of 
secular  life.  In  the  great  Elizabethan 
era,  when  genius  and  learnings  were 
held  in  more  veneration  than  they  ap- 
pear to  be  held  now,  the  conditions  which 
required  Holy  Orders  as  a  qualifica- 
tion for  holding  the  Provostship  of  Eton 
College  were  for  a  time  relaxed.  And 
with  what  admirable  results  ?  In  1595, 
Sir  Henry  Savile,  who  is  described  as 
the  most  learned  Englishman  in  profane 
literature  of  his  day,  and  whoso  know- 
ledge of  Divinity  was  so  extensive  that 
he  went  by  the  name  of  the  'May- 
Bishop,''  was  appointed  Provost;  and 
during  his  tenure  of  offioo  Eton  was 
honourably  known  as  a  centre  of  letters 
throughout  the  European  world.  Sir 
Henry  Savile  was  succeeded  by  one  Dr. 
Murray,  a  clergyman,  who  died  soon 
after  his  appointment;  and  the  next 
candidates  for  the  poet,  seven  in  num- 
ber, were  all  of  them  laymen,  and  all  of 
knightly  rank.  One  of  the  candidates 
was  no  less  a  man  than  Lord  Bacon, 
who,  to  use  his  pleasing  expression, 
regsirded  the  Provost's  house  as  ''a 
pretty  cell,"  in  which  he  might  spend 
ids  declining  years.  It  was  not  that  he 
intended  to  be  idle  and  indifferent  to  his 
duties.  ''The  College,"  he  writes,  "I 
do  not  doubt  but  I  shall  make  to  fiourish. 
I  eould  do  as  much  good  to  the  College 
as  another,  be  it  square  cap  or  round." 
.  In  the  end  the  choice  fell  upon  Sir  Henry 
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Wotton ;    a  famous  traveller,  linguist, 
and  diplomatist,  who  did  much  to  keep 
up  the  repute  of  the  Provostship.    And 
the  line  of  eminent  Eton  Provosts  might 
have  remained  unbroken  to  this  day, 
had  it  not  been  that  the  possession  of 
Holy  Orders  was  once  more  made    a 
necessary  condition,  in  consequence  of 
the  increased  respect  in  which  religion 
was  held  in  the  moral  and  virtuous  Court 
of  his  sacred  Majesty  Charles  the  Second. 
Sir,  if  the  Headships  of  our  more  cele- 
brated Colleges  were  once  thrown  open 
to  the  acceptance  of  laymen,  there  is  no 
limit  to  the  eminence  of  the  men  who 
would  welcome  the  opportunity  of  filling 
positions  at  once  so  honourable  and  so 
desirable.     It  may  be  said  that  it  is  of 
importance  that  the  Head  of  a  College 
should  be  able  to  address  from  the  pulpit 
the  members  of  the  Body  over  which  he 
presides.  But,  Sir,  as  I  have  the  honour 
of  addressing  an  Assembly  of  practical 
men,  who  take  things  as  they  are,  I 
venture  to  appeal  to  hon.   Gentlemen 
and  ask  them  whether  it  ever  has  been 
known  that  the  Head  of  a  College  makes 
use  of  the  pulpit  to  exercise  over  the 
young  men  that  powerful,  that  salutary 
influence  which  Head  Masters  of  our 
public  schools  exercise  over  their  pupils. 
Anyone  who  was  under  Dr.  Arnold,  at 
Rugby,  and  Dr.  Vaughan,  at  Harrow — 
anyone,  I  will  venture  to  say,  who  has 
been  at  Harrow  under  the  present  regime 
— will  admit  the  immense    advantage 
which  a  Head  Master  enjoys  who  can 
every  week  or  fortnight    address    the 
school  in  the  character  of  its  religious 
guide  and  adviser.     But  anyone  who 
knows  our  Universities  will  allow  that 
such  influence  has  rarely  indeed  been 
exercised  by  the  Head  of  a  College; 
and   I   am    one    of   those   who    thmk 
that,   with  the  ecclesiastical  world    in 
the  state  it  is  now,  such  an  influence 
would  be  by  no  means  without  its  dan- 
gers.   Another  reason  for  passing  this 
Amendment  is,   that    as  long  as  half 
our  Fellowships  and  two-thirds  of  our 
Headships  are  more  or  less  subject  to 
clerical  restrictions,  so  long  the  clerical 
element  will  be  so  dominant  at  our  Col- 
leges that  education  itself  will  suffer. 
The  money  which  ought  to  go  to  en- 
couraging learning,  goes  to  improving 
the  position  of  the  ex-Fellows  who  hold 
livings,  and  the  prospects  of  the  existing 
Fellows,  who  hope  to  hold  them.    It  has 
been  calculated  that  five  Colleges  alone 
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spend  more  than  £20,000  a-yearon  im- 
proving  their  livings ;  a  sum  of  mose} 
which,  I  am  afraid,  far  ezoeedB  th&i 
which   this  Commission,    whaterer  iti 
powers  may  be,  will  oontriye  to  extnci 
from  those  Colleges  for  the  adyancemeni 
of  science  and  learning.    This  oounti^ 
is  not  so  poor,  nor  are  its  inhabitentfi  ao 
indifferent  to  the  interests  of  reHgioo^ 
that  it  cannot    afford   to   pay  for  itt 
system  of  public  worship  without  trendi' 
ing  on  the  funds  which  ought  to  be  ofied 
for  the  spread  and  maintenance  of  public 
education ;  and  one  of  the  certain  i^ 
suits  of  removing  these  clerical  restiie^ 
tions  is,  that  we  should  gradoall j  get 
together   in   each  College   a  body  i 
FeUows  who  would  be  ashamed  to  divat 
our  not  too-abundant   educational  re- 
sources, for  the  purpose  of  enriching  tb 
livings  which  they   are  themselTee  to 
hold.     Sir,  when  the  University  Tee 
Act  was  carried  through  the  late  IV 
liament,  a  pledge  was,  as  it  were,  gint 
to  the  nation  that  this  House  dmp- 
proved  of  the  existence  of  religionB  tott 
If  that  is  not  so,  what  meaning  is  then 
in  the  Preamble  which  heads  UiatAct' 
But  the  maintenance  of  clerical  Fellor- 
ships  involves  the  existence  of  a  reli- 
gious test  of  the  most  stringent  nature, 
which  has,  in  addition  to  the  erilscf 
other  tests,  certain  still  greater  eriliF^ 
culiar  to  itself.  At  many  Colleges  in  bot^ 
Universities,  including  the  two  College 
which  stand  far  at  the  head  of  the  (^- 
bridge  list  in  numbers  and  importaim 
a  layman  is  permitted  to  win  a  FelloT* 
ship  and  keep  it  for  a  certain  number  of 
years ;  but  at  the  end  of  that  period  b 
must  either  take  Orders  or  leave  theCor 
lege.   Sir,  let  hon.  Gentlemen  just  pictan 
to  themselves  the  meaning  of  thif  v* 
rangement.     You  take  a  young  vj^ 
who,  in  most  cases,  oomes  from  a  faio^T 
which  is  rather  poor  than  ricb;  y« 
allow  him,   as  the  reward  of  indostn 
and  ability,  to  obtain  a  position  as  ^ 
viable,  in  many  respects,  as  anypofiiti^ 
in  the  world — a  position  on  whicDr  ^ 
the  height  of  their  fame  and  prosperitT. 
many  of  our  most  eminent  statesm^ 
and  lawyers  have  looked  bade  with  fos^ 
regret.    You  make  him  one  of  tbeiw** 
ten  of  a  renowned  and  rich  io8titutio& 
He  is  lodged  in  buildings  with  wbici 
notiing  in  our  domestic  itfohitecture  ctf 
compete  except  the  country  seats  of » 
few  of  the  most  fortunate  of  onr  ^ 
ancient  nobility— kitchens,  cellaiSi  vA 
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^tUmg  •fttijthiDg  about  him  is  pro- 
fidid  with  the  taste  and  comfort  natural 
a»  «a  eAtablishment  where  a  oommunity 
of  wealthj  bachelors  have  been  living 
ir  sereral  centuries.  He  has  at  his 
libraries  of  European  reputa- 
and  gardens  which  possess  a  cnarm 
of  Umut  own  that  can  be  found  in  no 
fdMT  gmrdens  in  the  world.  And  when 
hs  has  lived  for  six,  or  seven,  or  ten,  or 
iflMB  Tears  amidst  all  this  luxury,  men- 
tslaad  material;  when  the  habit  of  so 
hviiff  has  become  part  of  his  nature, 
Hkd  he  can  no  longer  do  without  it,  then 
J9Q,  ttll  him  to  leave  this  Paradise,  and 
fo  Sorth  into  the  world  at  an  age  when 
It  IS  almost  too  late  to  commence  a  fresh 
mxmr,  unless  he  is  prepared  to  say  that 
Ksis  iawardlj  moved  by  the  Holy  Ghost 
to  take  apon  himself  the  office  of  the 
■iaiiAfj.  Sir,  this  is  a  temptation  to 
vkich  we  have  no  right  to  expose  any- 
•as.  For  the  sake  of  the  individual,  and 
lag  tke  sake  of  the  Church  itself,  I  think 
w  eoght  to  put  a  stop  to  this  device  for 
wtoayping  recruits  into  the  ranks  of 
Aeeimj.  The  clergymen  whom  you 
nt  by  uus  method  are  no  longer  worth 
Mrac .  Public  feeling,  on  these  topics, 
kw  cKanged;  and  it  is  time  that  our 
kfklation  should  change  with  it.  There 
time  when  a  younff  man  who 
to  keep  his  Fellowship  had  no 
whatever  about  joining  the 
A  College  Fellow  used  to 
liksOrdenaa  naturally  and  lightly  as 
a  Member  takes  the  oaths  at  this 
Xahla.  But  it  is  so  no  longer.  On 
Ais  question  it  is,  of  course,  impossible 
to  aaote  statistics ;  but  I  appeal  to  the 
ysnooal  experience  and  observation  of 
•rary  Univeraity  man  in  this  House, 
ahe  ia  under  five-and-forty,  to  say 
aWhar  it  ia  not  the  case  that  a  large — 
a  vary  large — a  quite  preponderating 
of  the  most  distinguished 
at  our  Colleges  are  unwiSing  to 
olargymen  under  the  same  cir- 
aa  formerly.  They  are  will- 
to  take  Orders,  if  they  intend  to 
themselves  to  spiritual  ministra- 
They  will  not  take  Orders  that 
Asf  may  qualify  themselves  for  holding 
aa  adiiMSioDal  post  Do  you  want  a 
MoCf  Look  at  our  public  schools. 
Tawij  years  ago  almost  all  the  under 
SHlMa  ware  in  Orders.  Now,  not  even 
Aa  iauaansa  temptation  of  suoceding  to 
Aa  Haadmestersnip  of  Eton,  Harrow, 
Bngby,  will  mduoe  many  of  our 


most  able  and  efficient  under  masters  to 
wear  the  white  neckcloth.  The  result  of 
making  Orders  a  necessary  qualification 
for  holding  a  Fellowship  or  a  Head- 
ship is  not  that  you  bring  good  men 
into  the  Church,  but  that  you  keep  the 
best  men  out  of  the  College.  If  there 
were  a  Fellow  of  Trinity  who  was  on- 
gaged  on  writing  a  history  which  would 
rival  Thirlwall ;  if  there  were  a  Follow 
of  Saint  John's  who  was  engaged  in 
prosecuting  discoveries  of  equal  value 
with  those  of  Herschel  or  of  Adams, 
when  his  term  of  gpraoe  has  expired,  he 
must  take  on  himself  the  vows  of  the 
Ordination  Service — vows  which  mean 
nothing,  if  they  do  not  mean  that  he  is 
to  leave  his  studios  and  devote  himself 
henceforward  to  the  spread  of  religion 
and  the  salvation  of  souls — or  he  must 
give  up  his  Fellowship,  and  fall  to 
writing  leading  articles  for  his  daily 
bread.  Sir,  if  these  clerical  Fellowships 
did  attract  into  the  Church  any  great 
proportion  of  the  talent  and  the  energy 
of  the  country,  I  should  still  oppose 
their  maintenance,  on  the  grouna  of 
justice  to  our  Nonconformist  fellow- 
countrymen  ;  but  the  object  of  the  re- 
marks to  which  the  Committee  has  so 
kindly  listened  has  been  to  show  that 
it  is  in  the  interests  of  University  educa- 
tion, and,  as  I  venture  to  think, in  the  still 
higher  interests  of  truth  and  morality 
that  we  should  support  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Goschen). 

Me.  HANBUKY  said,  that  although 
he  felt  a  good  deal  might  be  said  iu 
favour  of  the  Amendment,  insomuch 
that  he  could  not  vote  against  it,  yet  he 
did  not  feel  himself  justified  in  voting 
for  it,  as  it  included  clerical  Headships 
to  which  he  saw  no  objection.  He  ob- 
jected altogether  to  clerical  Fellowships 
because  ho  believed  that  practically  they 
were  most  mischievous.  If  he  thought 
that  those  clerical  monopolies,  which 
were  not  monopolies  of  the  Church  as 
such,  but  only  of  a  small  portion  of  it, 
were  of  any  kind  of  use  to  the  Church, 
or  were  even  merely  harmless,  he  should 
hesitate  to  vote  for  their  abolition ;  but 
he  was  convinced  that  they  were  posi- 
tively mischievous  to  the  Church  and  to 
the  Fellows  themselves,  and  of  no  sort 
of  use  to  tho  University.  His  obiection 
was  founded  on  practical  grounds,  and 
arose  from  the  altered  circumstances  of 
the  last  20  years.  During  that  time  those 
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FeUowsbips  had  tended  to  beoome  more 
and  more  isolated  monopolies  of  a  nar^ 
rower  and  narrower  character.  It  was 
an  undoubted  fact  that,  in  the  firstplace, 
the  best  men  did  not  enter  the  Ohurch 
in  such  numbers  now  as  they  formerij 
did ;  and,  in  the  second,  that  the  picked 
men  who  took  Orders  competed,  not  fbr 
monopolies,  but  for  open  prizes;  and 
those  cler^rmen  who  competed  boldly 
for  open  Fellowships  did  the  Ohurch 
much  ereater  honour  than  did  those  who 
depenoed  upon  the  nursing  system  of 
close  Fellowships.  The  sweeping  away 
of  the  latter,  which  had  indeed  beoome 
**idle  Fellowships"  would  not,  he  be- 
lieved, affect  the  religious  teaching  of 
the  Universities,  as  they  would  still 
have  lectures,  daily  services,  and  the 
teaching  of  Professors  and  Fellows  who 
had  gained  their  prizes  in  open  competi- 
tion. If  they  even  had  to  choose  between 
idle  laymen  and  idle  clergymen,  he 
would  be  inclined  to  give  the  preference 
to  the  former ;  but  it  was  those  deiioal 
monopolies  which  had  a  tendency  to 
create  idle  Fellowships.  He  knew 
that  a  good  many  men  who  had  won 
these  clerical  Fellowships  took  work  as 
curates ;  but  the  direct  tendency  of  the 
system  was  to  put  £200  or  £300  a-vear 
into  their  pockets  and  to  require  no  cleri- 
cal work  m>m  them  in  return.  A  suo- 
cessM  candidate  might  go  ''  loafing  " 
about  the  world  doing  nothing,  and  yet 
he  was  told  that,  although  he  might  do 
nothing  for  the  best  years  of  his  life,  he 
would,  if  he  lived,  ultimately  fall  into 
the  possession  of  a  rich  College  living. 
It  was  a  mischievous'  and  almost  a 
fiendish  thing  to  dangle  such  a  tempta- 
tion before  a  man's  eyes  as  an  induce- 
ment to  him  to  take  Orders,  and  it  was 
almost  worse  when,  after  being  for  many 
years  in  the  enjoyment  of  such  a  Fel- 
lowship, he  was  told  that  he  must  either 
renounce  it  or  go  into  Holy  Orders.  The 
system  was  condemned  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  1854,  and  condemned  unani- 
mously in  the  case  of  Oxford,  and  this 
condemnation  ought  to  have  great  weight 
with  Parliament.  If  the  temptation  was 
gpreat  at  that  time  it  was  much  greater 
now,  and  a  point  deserving  considera- 
tion in  connection  with  the  question  was 
that  Parliament  had  lately,  within  the 
last  1 0  years,  made  it  as  easy  for  a  man  to 
divest  himself  of  Holy  Orders  as  to  divest 
himselfof  anoldshoe.  Anotheroonsidera- 
tion  deserving  of  notice  was,  that  owing 
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to  Ihe  nature  of  the  education  now  givea 
at  Oxford,  easy  and  ingemoos  mediodi 
had  been  discovered  of  explaiaiBg  away 
the  responsibility  inoured  in  siffnmg  the 
Thirfr-nine  Artidee.  But  whue  he  ob- 
jected to  these  Fellowfthipe  he  ^  to 
entirely  on  practical  ffroiuMls,  and  lisd 
no  sort  of  sympathy  with  thoee  who  siid 
that  these  privileges  of  ^e  Chvreh  o^ 
England  should  be  swept  away  in  defe^ 
ence  to  the  Nonconformists ;  and  it  ww 
because  he  did  not  see  that  the  ssat 
objection  could  be  made  to  the  denctl 
Headships  as  to  these  Fellowship  thtt 
he  could  not,  as  he  had  aatdy  give  Ikii 
vote. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  oo  &r  agm 
with  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  »i 
down  (Mr.  Hanbury)  that  this  qntsdoB 
is  by  no  means  free  from  diAonhy ;  bntl 
do  not  feel  entitled  to  reHere  mymf  from 
that  difficulty  by  the  method  he  propoMs 
to  adopt — mat  of  not  giving  my  vt>te 
upon  it.  I  will  state  my  own  views  im- 
partially on  the  question.  In  the  fint 
place,  I  fM  a  great  difiioalty  in  td* 
mittinff  the  fbroe  of  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  far 
the  University  of  Oxford  (Mr.  Mowbray  \ 
who  says — "  Let  us  leave  this  mattar  to 
the  Commissioners."  I  am  rather  dtv 
posed  to  say,  whatever  we  do,  we  ongbt 
not  to  leave  this  to  the  Comnuseiottfn 
without  an  indication  of  the  geo«rttl 
view  and    sense  of  Parliament.    Th«> 

Suettions  of  principle  involved  in  tb'* 
[otion  in  one  way  or  the  other,  vA 
likewise  the  questions  of  practice,  are  cf 
such  importance  that  I  hardlv  feel  jn^ 
tified  as  a  Member  of  Parliament  in 
desiring  to  shift  the  responsibility  of  de- 
ciding them  to  a  body,  nowerer  re^oo* 
sible  or  well  chosen,  whom  I  am  noc 
disposed  to  invest  with  unlimited  legii- 
latnre  power  in  a  matter  of  so  mocli 
consequence,  and  lying  so  near  the  ftmn* 
dation  of  the  whole  of  our  acadetiriai 
system.  There  is,  I  think,  considertbl* 
wevht  in  the  representations  Itom  th« 
Umversity  on  both  sides ;  bat  I  oanact 
fail  to  be  stmok  with  the  large  number 
of  persons  practically  conversant  witii 
the  actual  work  and  instraotioa  in  tii« 
University  who  have  signed  the  anplt- 
cation  in  &voar  of  the  removal  (n  n^ 
strietions  which  certainly,  I  think,  havv 
the  effect  of  giving  somewhat  fgntAn 
relative  weight  to  the  desire  that  thf  t 
have  expressed  than  ooold  be  assign^ 
to  it  on  the  ground  of  the  mere  mt- 
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nnlf— not  a  Toxy  large  one— in  num- 
Wt  vhioli  their  body  poMeaees.    It  is 
nthcr  remarkable  that  we  have  this  fact 
htCoie  OS.    If  we  go  back  to  the  period 
paoeding  the  Act  of  1864, 1  do  not  think 
itviU  be  found  that  there  was  in  ex- 
v^msm  in  the  Uniyersity  of  Oxford  at 
tkst  time  a  single  case  in  whioh  a  person 
in  taking  a  Fdlowship  was  called  upon 
to  declare  his  intention  ultimately  to 
tsks  Holy  Orders,    For  some  reason, 
vbkh  the  Commissioners  under  the  Act 
of  1864  found  to  be  cogent,  they  haye 
istiodnced  a  system  which  is  yery  largely 
or  sltogether  new,  and  under  which  a 
preliminary  pledge  is  asked  of  the  oan- 
dubte  for  the  Fellowship  that  he  will 
oska  use  of  his  Fellowship  in  order  to 
bdog  him  into  the  Clerical  Profession. 
I  own  it  appears  to  me  that  there  is 
pest  fioroe  m  the  objection  taken  to  the 
cxscftionof  that  pledge  at  so  early  a  period 
of  Hfo  as  that  at  which  most  young  men 
IsooiDe  candidates  for  Fellowships.    At 
the  same  time,  if  the  other  system  be 
ptderable,  as  possibly  on  the  whole  it 
Bsy  be,  it  would  be  extremely  difficult 
to  rvr«rt  to  it  after  receiying  something 
Iik»  an  anthoritatiye  condemnation  in 
thsfftct  of  its  haying  been  abandoned 
by  the  Commissioners  and  Colleges  of  a 
ivBMr  period,  who  certainly  were  well 
qulified  to  discharge  their  duties,  and 
to  weigh  the  arguments  for  and  against 
on  sU  questions  which    they  decided. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  cannot  but  feel 
tW  there  is  a  great  deal  of  force  in  what 
kss  been  said  by  the  hon.  Qentleman 
vfao  has  just  sat  down,  and  by  my  hon. 
Fhsods  on  this  side  of  the  House,  as  to 
the  yariotts  dangers,  which  are  partly 
SBtiotpated,   and   parUy    witnessed,  in 
lug  this  method  for  securing  a  due 
isftiSon  of  Clergy  into  the   Q^aohing 
sad  Ooyeming  Body  of  the  Uniyersity. 
Ws  haye  it  represented  that  clerical 
FsOowshipe  are  in  danger  of  partially 
loBBg   caste,    and   that   the    practicid 
opsnuion  of  the  test  at  this  moment  is 
ia  evtain  cases  to  induce  men  to  enter 
iaio  Holy  Orders  without   that   deep 
mmm  of  the  responsibility  of  the  step 
they   take  which   undoubtedly  diBtin- 
fushes  the  Clergy  in  generaL    If  I  go 
Deck  to  the  time,  h^-a-centurj  ago, 
whao  I  was  myself  conyersant  with  the 
vnelioal  life  of  the  Uniyersity  of  Oxford, 
I  oaoAOi  si^  that  at  that  time  there  was 
say  «yil  attendant  on  the    system  of 
davioal  Fellowships,   although  the  re- 


strictions then  imposed  operated  more 
largely  than  at  present.    And,  though 
I  am  far  from  saying  that  the  system  of 
the  Uniyersity  was  perfect,  or  that  the 
tone  of  the  entire  resident  Body  was 
eyerything  that  could  be   desired,  vet 
I  cannot  say,  on  the  other  hand,  tnat 
any  serious  amount  of   evil  could  be 
traced  to  the  existence  of  clerical  Fellow- 
ships.   I  am  afraid  that  is  not  now  the 
case ;  and  I  think  there  is  considerable 
force  in  what  the  hon.  Member  who  has 
j  ust  sat  down  has  collaterally  introduced — 
namely,  that  the  legal,  I  will  say  nothing 
about  the  ecclesiastical,  character  of  the 
clergyman  is  not  now  a  character  assumed 
once  for  all,  but  it  is  a  character  of 
which  he  may  diyest  himself.    So  that, 
by  the  system  of  clerical  Fellowships,  we 
are  now  in  the  position  of  offering  a 
very  great  pecumary  and  temporal  in- 
ducement to  a  man  to  engage  that  he 
will  ffo  into  Holy  Orders  for  the  sake  of 
obtaming  that  position,  when  he  has  a 

Serfect  knowleoge  that  at  a  time  when 
is  mind  may  take  that  direction  he  may 
diyest  himself  of  the  clerical  character, 
and  so  in  effect  neutralize  and  frustrate 
the  pledge  he  has  ffiven.  Considering 
all  the  difficulties  inherent  in  the  case, 
I  am  disposed  on  the  whole  to  go  with 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  (Mr.  Goschen),  and  to 
say  that  I  would  not  rely  upon  the  abso- 
lute holding  of  Fellowships  oy  clergymen 
for  securing  objects  which  I,  neverthe- 
less, feel  to  be  of  great  importance. 
What  are  the  objections  ?  The  Memorial 
circulated,  which  is  largely  signed  in  fa- 
vour of  leaving  this  matter  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Commissioners,  professes 
the  desire  of  the  memorialists  that  there 
shotdd  be  a  certain  proportion  of  Clergy 
in  the  Teaching  and  Groveming  Bodies 
of  the  Colleges.  To  that  it  is  answered 
that  there  will  be  a  certain  proportion, 
because  by  the  Tests  Act  we  have 
enacted  that  provision  shall  be  made  for 
relifl^ous  instruction  and  worship  at  the 
Colleges.  But,  so  far  as  religious 
worship  is  concerned,  it  is  not  provided 
by  law  that  the  offices  that  may  be  esta- 
blished for  the  conduct  of  worship  in 
College  chapels  shall  be  offices  connected 
in  any  manner  with  the  Governing 
Bodies ;  and  I  conceive  that  chaplains 
not  belong^g  to  the  Governing  Body, 
nor  forming  essential  parts  of  it,  but 
simply  appointed  to  discharge  duty  in 
the  chapel,  however  excellent  in  that 
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personal  character,  are  of  no  influence 
whatever,  and  in  no  respect  able  to  give 
a  tone  to  the  Governing  Body.  Then  it 
is  said  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Border  Burghs  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
that  a  layman  may  be  a  theologian. 
That  I  do  not  doubt,  and  we  have  an 
instance  in  the  distinguished  Archbishop 
of  Syros  and  Tenedos,  whose  name  was 
well  known  at  the  time  when  he  visited 
this  country,  who  was  a  theologian  long 
before  he  became  a  clergyman,  and  who 
had  been  even  a  Lecturer  and  Professor 
of  Theolo^  without  having  taken  Holy 
Orders.  But  what  I  have  in  view  is 
this — The  University  and  the  Colleges 
are  teaching  Bodies,  which  undertake 
not  only  to  give  instruction  within  the 
four  walls  of  the  lecture-room,  but  to 
take  charge  of  the  lives  and  conduct  of 
the  young  men.  And,  therefore,  I  have 
to  consider  whether,  with  regard  to  the 
composition  of  these  Bodies,  anything 
further  is  required  than  the  adoption  of 
the  rule  detur  digniori  in  the  disposal  of 
Fellowships.  There  is  not,  if  we  give  a 
Bufficientlv  large  meaning  to  the  latter 
word.  Although  I  have  long  laboured 
to  promote  the  application  of  simple  un- 
mitigated competition  to  what  I  may  call 
all  junior  offices  and  emoluments,  yet 
when  I  have  to  speak  of  the  permanent 
or  senior  members  of  Teaching  Gbvem- 
ing  Bodies,  I  cannot  say  that  the  result 
of  any  examination  at  all  constitutes  a 
sufficient  test.  I  throw  over  the  secta- 
rian question^  altogether.  I  am  not 
thinking  of  any  sectarian  distinction,  for 
I  believe  that  not  in  every  case  is  a 
clergyman  better  than  a  layman;  but 
looking  at  the  matter  broadly,  with  re- 
gard to  the  Colleges  of  Oxford,  governed 
by  men,  many  of  them  young,  living 
together,  I  have  not  the  smallest  doubt 
that  the  presence  of  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  clergymen  in  these  resident  Bodies 
is  of  the  highest  importance  for  their 
efficiency  as  Teaching  Governing  Bodies, 
not  merely  for  scholastic  instruction,  but 
the  g^at  business  of  discipline.  There 
is  one  argument  I  should  liJce  to  use,  and 
it  is  not  devoid  of  importance.  Allusion 
has  been  made  to  the  body  of  Junior 
masters  of  our  public  sdiools.  But  in 
hardly  any  case  since  the  election  of 
masters  has  been  made  entirely  £ree  have 
the  trustees  gone  beyond  the  Clergy  for 
the  Head  Master.  This  is  a  fact  of  con- 
siderable weight.  The  Governing  Bodioa 
of  the  public  schools  have  no  motive  but 
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to  secure  the  highest  effioienor  and  pros- 
perity of  the  school,  and  they  have  &mid 
it  for  the  interests  of  the  aohool,  as  a 
general  rule,  to  oonunit  the  principal 
charge  to  a  der|;yman.  It  may  be  said 
that  one  objection  is  that  the  Motion 
includes  the  Headships.  But  I  cannot 
draw  a  fundamental  distinction  between 
Headships  and  Fellowships,  for  th«e  is 
no  part  of  the  Oxford  ^stem  that  re- 
quires a  more  drastic  application  of  prin- 
oiples  of  reform  than  the  Headuips. 
What  I  hope  to  see  is  the  Head  of  every 
College  in  Oxford,  with  the  exception, 
perhaps,  of  the  Dean  of  Christ  Cboroh, 
whose  position  is  exceptional,  become  the 
mainspring  of  the  whole  ffoveminff  dis- 
cipline and  instruction  of  his  Couege. 
and  contributing  to  those  as  largely  and 
efficiently  as  tne  head  of  any  public 
school  now  does  to  the  government  and 
instruction  of  that  school.  Having  made 
the  admission  I  have  made,  that  an 
inf^on  of  clergy  in  the  resident  Bodies 
is  of  the  highest  importance  to  their 
efficiency,  I  may  be  asxed  how  I  propoM 
that  that  end  shall  be  gained,  if  I  no 
loneer  look  to  attain  it  by  means  of  olf- 
ricai  Fellowships.  I  do  not  look  to  at- 
taining it  simply  by  the  proyisions  in 
the  Tests  Act  that  there  shall  be  certain 
officers  for  religious  worship  and  instrno- 
tion ;  but  it  appears  to  me  there  are  two 
thin^  which  ought  to  be  dearly  bornfl 
in  mind  by  the  Oommissionera  who  wiD 
have  to  act  under  the  Bill.  First,  I  a»- 
sume  that  all  Fellowships  will,  in  one 
sense,  be  open ;  that  many  will  be  simpl  j 
Fellowships  of  reward — ^prise  Fellow- 
ships, partly  for  what  has  been  attained, 
and  partly  with  a  view  to  farther  attain- 
ment. Now,  I  think  that  in  the  alloca- 
tion of  Fellowships  for  spedal  studies, 
which  of  late  years  has  oeen  a  feature 
of  University  improvement,  a  flair  pro- 
portion ought  to  be  distinctiy  assigned  to 
the  study  of  theology.  This  does  not 
import  the  derical  test  Independent  of 
the  questioni  whether  there  was  an  in- 
tention to  tu:e  Orders,  there  would  be 
no  pledffe ;  but  they  would  oontxibote  to 
the  stodc  of  men  among  whom  candi- 
dates for  Orders  would  be  found.  In 
proposing  examinationa  in  thedogy,  as 
m  other  subjects,  I  do  not  propoee  to 
treat  it  as  a  test  of  the  llieology  of  this 
or  11iatx>artioular  Church,  but  simply  as 
a  proof  of  the  knowledge  or  the  aoqnire- 
ments  obtained  in  that  partioolar  study, 
and  I  am  assuming  that  the  choice  ibr  a 
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Fdovship  wOl  be  in  many  oaseB  dis- 
Ufiot  from  a  choice  for  an  office  admitting 
iato  the  (}oTeming  Body  of  a  College.   I 
iiiame  that  the  firat  admission  to  a  Fel- 
bvihip  is  one  thing,  and  the  admission 
jtto  the  senior  Ooreming  Teaching  Body 
u  sBother.     I  therefore  come  to  consider 
vhat  shoold  be  the  test  of  admission  into 
tk»    permanent    Teaching    Gt)yeming 
Body ;  and  the  only  test  I  would  propose 
H  that  it  should  be  founded  not  on  the 
rwaha  of  examination,  taken  simply,  but 
m  g«neral  fitness  to  nromote  tne  pur- 
possa  fbr  which  the  OoUege  was  founded 
«  a  place  of  religion,  education,  and 
Isanuog ;  and  I  think  this  will  lead  to 
t^  admission  of  a  large  number  of  the 
Clfrgy  as  members  of  the  Gt)Teming 
Body.    Under  the  Act  of  1864  we  hare 
ntnied,  to  my  very  great  regret,  this 
aoit  exceptionable  system  of  Fellowships 
ht  life.    There  is  therefore  now  but  one 
door  to  the   Ooveming  and  Teaching 
Bodies,  and  that  is  more  and  more  ex- 
duTely  the  mere  result  of  examination. 
Thm%  appeared  to  be  an  impression  on 
'Jm  paaslnff  of  the  Act  of  1854  that  Fel- 
braiips  should  be  disposed  of  according 
to  the  simple  result  of  the  examination 
pspsrs  sent  in.     I  wish  to  render  my 
twrtmony  that  there  cannot  be  a  more 
conmlete  mistake  as  to  the  intention  of 
Pinisment.     What  the  legal  effect  of 
tbs  Aot  may  be  I  do  not  know — what 
m«pr station  has  been  put  on  it  by  the 
Ooouossionera   I    do   not   know;    but 
briag  been  concerned  in  the  drawing 
4f  tbs  Bill  and  baring  had  charge  of  it, 
I  im  perfectly  justified  in  asserting,  so 
£w  sa  any  individual  can  speak  for  the 
atefttion  of  Parliament,  that  it  was  not 
tb  sotentton  of  Parliament  ti^at  in  the 
tisetioD   to  Fellowships,  which  is  the 
door  to  the  GbTemine  Body  of  the 
the  mere  results  of  examination 
be    attended   to.     I  repeat,  I 
t^ak  the  teat  of  admission  to  the  per- 
asaeat    Ooreming    Body   should   be 
gvosral  fitness  for  the  purposes  desig- 
utod  as  the  purposes  of  the  Oollege. 
Ast  would  in  no  sense  be  theological ; 
A  would  not  be  jprofessional ;  but  they 
vn)d  look  to  all  the  qualitiee  which 
|n«  vsiffht  and  efficiency  to  men  who 
tssek  and  fforem ;  and  the  result,  I  be- 
lim,  wtmid  be  that  they  would  get  a 
Ur  pfoportion  of  clergymen  in  those 
<hrninf^  Bodies.     There  is  another 
poiat  whiofa  it  is  important  to  consider 
-tks  eoaposition  of  the  choosing  body. 


I  have  very  great  doubts  whether  simple 
co-optation  in  each  Ck>llege  would  be  en- 
tirely safe  as  the  exclusive  method  of 
choosing  the  permanent  Teaching  Go- 
verning Body.  The  junior  Fellows  can 
hardly  be  considered  a  dominant  influ- 
ence in  the  choice  of  those  who  are  to  be 
the  senior  Governing  Body ;  if  the  choice 
is  not  to  be  made  by  the  whole  body  of 
the  Fellows,  it  will  be  made  by  a  very 
small  body — the  permanent  and  senior 
Fellows ;  and  I  question  whether  it  will 
be  safe  to  allow  a  small  body  to  proceed 
by  co-optation.  It  may  be  necessary  to 
call  in  assistance  from  beyond  the  Ool- 
lege walls,  either  from  the  Professorial 
faculty,  or  some  other  influence,  in  order 
that  me  most  efficient  choice  may  be 
made.  I  have  thought  it  right  thus  to 
point  out  what  should  be  the  objects  we 
shotdd  have  in  view,  for  we  cannot  afford 
to  lose  any  of  the  moral  weiffht  of  the 
Governing  and  Teaching  Bodies.  I  do 
not  say  that  as  regards  the  teaching,  dis- 
cipline, and  character  of  the  Governing 
Body  at  Oxford  there  is  any  clamant 
evil ;  but  there  is  an  evil  against  which 
precautions  may  justly  be  taken,  when 
we  are  providing  means  for  the  modifi- 
cation of  the  present  system.  My  posi- 
tion is  this  —  I  most  distinctly  and 
strongly  desire  that  among  the  governors 
and  teachers  of  youths  in  the  Oolleges  of 
the  University  there  shall  be  a  consi- 
derable infusion  of  the  Olergy.  The 
mode  of  securing  that,  as  it  now  stands, 
I  am  not  prepared  to  defend,  and,  con- 
sequently, I  shall  give  my  vote  for  the 
Amendment  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 

Me.  GATHORNE  HAEDY  said,  he 
felt  he  had  no  reason  to  complain  of  the 
course  which  the  debate  had  taken  ftt)m 
the  beginning.  It  had  been  entirely 
free  from  those  asperities  which  had  oc- 
curred before,  ^ut  he  would  venture 
to  recall  the  Oommittee  to  the  position 
in  which  the  question  now  stood.  In 
1871  the  University  Tests  Act  was 
passed,  and  a  provision  was  inserted  in 
the  drd  clause  which  retained  the  rights 
of  all  those  who  took  Holy  Orders  to  the 
advantages  which  they  possessed  at  that 
time.  Those  rights  had,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, been  intenered  with  bv  the  Act  of 
1854  and  the  ordinances  made  in  conse- 
quence of  it,  and  clerical  Fellowships 
had  been  very  materially  reduced.  At 
the  time  when  the  new  order  of  things 
came  into  force  the  number  of  cleri- 
cal Fellowships  was  stated  at  nearly 
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one-half,  or  270,  as  against  480;   and 
he  belieyed  that  at  present  there  were 
only    116    of    these    Fellowships,   and 
they  were  not  all  provided  for  in  the 
same  way.    In  some  cases  a  pledge  was 
taken    at   once,    and  in  others   there 
were  Fellowships  which  were  held  for  a 
certain  number  of  years,  and  the  holder 
was  then  called  upon  either  to  take  Holy 
Orders  or  give  up  the  Fellowship.    It 
was  very  rare  indeed  that  the  holder  was 
called  on  contemporaneously  with  his 
election  to  declare  that  he  would  take 
Holy  Orders,  it  being  the  general  rule 
that  he  became  a  clergyman  before  the 
time  expired.    It  was  not  neoessary  to 
go  into  a  defence  of  the  present  system. 
But  almost  everyone  who  took  Orders 
could  make  up  his  mind  at  22 ;  a  vast 
number  became  deacons  at  23.    They 
were   not  called  upon  to  elect  before 
other  young  men  chose  their  profession. 
In  every  profession  there  would  be  men 
who  had  sought  their  emolument  in^a 
way  others  might  think  improper.    But 
sing[le  instances  were  by  no  means  con- 
clusive as  to  the  genend  result.     There 
might  be  exceptions,  but  hisbelief  was  that 
the  men  who  did  take  derioal  Fellowships 
did,  in  the  main,  devote  themselves  to 
clerical  duties,  and  it  wotdd  be  found 
that  they  not  only  undertook  the  dutiesi 
but  that  they  discharged  them  with  zeal 
and  efficiency.    What  was  the   result 
of  that  discussion?     He  did  not  pro- 
pose that  the  Bill  should  retain  every- 
thing exactly  as  it  existed  at  present  in 
the  University  of  Oxford,  or  that  there 
should  be  the  same  number  of  cleri- 
cal Fellowships  in   every    College  for 
the  future  as  there  was  now.     On  the 
contrary,  he  would  say  now,  what  he  had 
said  on  the  introduction  of  the  Bill,  that 
it  was  an  academical  Bill,  and  that  if  it 
had  been  a  measure  proposing  to  deal 
with  reli^ous  tests  he  should  not  have 
brought  it  in.    He  must  repeat  that  it 
was  a  purely  academical  Bill,  which  put 
into  the  hands  of  the  Commissioners  the 
means  of  improving  the  Universities  in 
various  ways,  as  places  of  religion,  edu- 
cation, and  learning,  and  thev  would 
have  the  power  among  other  thinffs  of 
altering  the  conditions  on  which  FeUow- 
ships  were  held ;  they  would  be  able  to 
ma^e,  if  they  thought  it  desirable,  a 
different  mode  of  entering  and  retaining 
the  Fellowships  from  what  there  was 
now.    It  seemed  to  him  that  in  dealing 
with  the  question  of  religious  instruc- 
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tion  it  was  most  material  there  shoold 
be  members  of  the  Colleges  who,  in  dis- 
cussing the  statutes,  would  be  able  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Oonunissioiian 
to  the  oiroumstanoes  of  the  OoDeges  with 
respect  to  that  point.    It  should  alto  be 
remembered  that  the  Colleges  were  not 
merely  teaching  Bodies.    They  were  dis- 
ciplinary Bodies,  taking  charge  of  the 
young  men  at  a  time  when  it  was  moAt 
important   that,  in  order  to  influence 
their  minds,  a  wise  discipline  should  b« 
exercised,  and  the  Commissioners  then:* 
fore  would  have  the  means  of  inouiring 
into  and  of  dealing  with  not  only  the  per- 
manent teaching  Bodies  of  the  CoDege«, 
but  the  disciplinary  Bodies  also.     It  wu 
said  that  by  this  means  we  should  get 
nothing  but  inferior  men.     Two  argu- 
ments were  used — one  was  that  the  be«t 
men  went  into  other  Professions,  t&d 
that  men  superior  not  only  in  intellect, 
but  in  morality,  wotdd  not  take  Holj 
Orders  for  the  sake  of  Raining  dencsl 
Fellowships.    His  own  impression  wu 
that  though  there  miffht  be  exoeptioa^ 
yet  as  a  general   rule   there    was  no 
special  exemption  which  would  prevent 
men  from  making  immoral  bargaiuN 
although  they  were   possessed  of  the 
highest  intellect.    High  intellect  did  m>t 
necessarily  involve  the  highest  morality. 
And  when  it  was  argued  that  a  pre- 
liminary pledge  was  immoral,  his  an- 
swer was  that  that  was  just  one  of  the 
things  which  the  Commissioners  would 
have  power   to    alter  if   they    shouU 
think  it  neoessary.    He  ootdd  reooUact 
when  he  was  at  Oxford  that  many  of 
the  clerical  Fellows  were  men  who  exer^ 
cised  the  most  beneficial  influence  po«- 
sible  on  the  young  men  in  every  part 
of  the  University.    He  knew  there  w^e 
such  men  now,  and  it  was  quite  a  mi«- 
take  to  suppose  that  the  present  system 
hadpoduced  anything  like  theresolta 
whidi  hon.  Members  opposite  had  im- 
puted to  it.    He  quite  agreed  with  thoee 
who  said  that  chaplains  would  be  tho 
worst  possible  substitutes  for  the  Oo- 
veminff  Body  of  the  CoUeges,  and  h« 
remembered  several  cases  in  which  obsp- 
lains  were  not  held  in  the  same  rsqiaci 
as  the  Qoveming   Body.    It  was  not 
necessary  to  go  into  the  question  of  co- 
optation  raised  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Ghreenwich,  asit  did  not  affect  the  iitiis 
now  before  the  Committee.    But  what 
he  wished  to  impress  on  the  Committee 
was  that  this  Bill  must  be  treated  simply 
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tt  aa  >ca<faaucftl  Bill.  If  it  were  tarue 
tlbet  the  intereeU  of  education  were  sof- 
Cviof  from  the  ezistence  of  these  elerioal 
Ftttowahipei  it  would  be  in  the  power 
of  the  OommiBeionen  to  diminish  or 
tboUshthem.  If  it  was  found  that  tbej 
■miisifl  an  inflneBoe  hostile  to  intelleot 
sod  aoralitj  in  the  Universi^  it  would 
b*  in  the  power  of  the  Oomnussioners  to 
steer  them.  They  would,  in  short,  be 
oampetent  to  deal  with  everTthinff .  The 
right  hem.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  (^  of  London  (Mr.  €k>sohen)  pro- 
posed to  tell  the  Oommissioners  in  the 
flKMft  peremptoty  manner  that  these 
tUngs  shoula  not  endure  for  a  moment ; 
sad,  therefore,  so  far  from  agreeing  to 
the  daoee,  he  (Mr.  Hardv)  could  not 
swsnt  to  it  eren  in  the  smalleet  propor* 
tun,  because  it  was  taking  the  most 
pvOoos  stop  of  abolishing  the  whole 
■jrtem,  whion,  it  should  be  remembered, 
wss  but  the  remnant  of  a  stato  of  things 
k  which  the  Olerg^  had  much  greater 
rights.  It  was  said  that  no  condition 
ihoald  be  impoeed  in  any  instance  or  in 
fsvDor  of  any  Headship.  That  would 
iadnde  the  Dean  of  Ohnstchuroh,  which 
be  thought  very  objectionable,  as  it 
voald  separate  the  Deanery  of  the  Oa- 
tbedrsl  bom  the  Headship  of  the  College. 
As  he  had  said,  the  Oommittee  ought  to 
isafe  this  question  to  the  Commissioners. 
He  thought  that  a  great  concession  to 
boa.  Oentlemen  opposite,  and  beyond  it 
hs  was  not  prepared  to  more. 

To  MiMirxss  or  HABTINOTON 
ttid,  he  would  not  detain  the  Committee 
fan  more  than  a  few  minutes;  but  he 
thought  it  worth  while  to  point  out  that 
daiiag  that  extremely  interestinff  dis- 
mdoa  not  one  single  speech  had  been 
■sde  on  either  side  of  the  House  in 
which  any  hon.  Member  had  stood  up 
boUly  in  defence  of  clerical  Fellowships. 
It  wts  tme  that  Tarious  objections  had 
bsoa  taken  to  the  clause  of  his  right 
boa.  Fiieiid  (Mr.  Goschen)— that  it  was 
too  short,  that  it  was  too  sweeping,  too 
pwsmptoij,  and  so  on ;  but  the  real  ob- 
jeclioQ  was,  that  it  pointed  out  its  ob»}ect 
too  dearly — that  it  would  take  away 
dsrioal  FeUowohips,  and  not  a  single 
KsBber  had  stood  up  in  their  defenee. 
Baft  the  question  was,  what  oourse  did 
Ae  Goremment  intend  to  pursue  f  They 
■id  that  that  was  one  of  thoee  matters 
wUsh  moet  be  relegated  to  the  Oom- 
■isiioaera;  but  that  would  be  aa  abdi- 
mAm  by  Ftefiament  of  one  of  its  most 


important  duties,  without  ^vin^  the 
fllightest  indication  of  what  its  mind  or 
intention  was.  It  should  be  observed, 
too,  that  no  indication  had  been  ^^^ 
of  the  mind  of  the  Goremment.  The^ 
had  not  defended  the  retention  of  cleri- 
cal Fdlowships  or  Headships,  and  he 
fathered  from  the  speech  of  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  that  they  were  perfectly 
prepared,  if  the  Commissioners  should 
recommend  the  abolition  of  clerical  Fel- 
lowships and  Headships,  to  consent  to 
it.  The  matter  was  left  entirely  to  the 
discretion  of  certain  Commissioners;  but 
the  Committee  had  a  right  to  know,  at 
all  erents,  what  was  the  opinion  of  the 
Goremment  on  the  question — whether 
the  Commissioners  were  to  be  invited 
or  encouraged  to  recommend  the  re- 
tention of  those  clerical  Headships  or 
Fellowships,  or  whether  they  were  per- 
fectly fr-ee  to  recommend  their  aboli- 
tion. His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had 
made  several  suggestions,  by  which 
he  thought  the  evils  arising  from  the 
competitive  system  might  be  avoided. 
Those  suggestions  would  be  most  worthy 
of  the  consideration  of  the  Commis- 
sioners ;  but  he  did  not  think  his  right 
hon.  Friend's  object  would  be  attained, 
or  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  himself 
believed  it  could  be  attained,  by  the  re- 
tention of  a  system  of  teste,  the  only 
effect  of  whi(£  could  be  to  lower  the 
standard,  both  intellectual  and  moral,  of 
those  gentlemen  who  were  in  future  to 
form  the  Ghoveming  Bodies  of  those  Col- 
leges. Holding  that  opinion,  he  had  no 
hesitetion  in  voting  for  the  clause  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend. 

Questicm  put. 

The  Committee  diviM.'^AysB  188; 
Noes  147:  Majority  9.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  148.) 

Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  that  he  had  not, 
during  the  discussions  on  the  Bill,  teken 
up  much  of  the  time  of  the  Committee, 
but  he  would  now  propose  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice, 
that— 

**  Nothing  in  thi«  Act  ahAll  authorise  the  Com« 
mifiionsrsto  reduce  tho  oxuting  number  of  FuU 
bwthipi  In  any  College  or  Hall." 

He  submitted  that,  as  they  had  ap- 
pointed Commissioners,  they  should  en- 
trust them  with   the   more  important 
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details  which  they  would  have  to  carry 
out ;  but  his  Amendment  raised  a  ques- 
tion of  fundamental  importance — it  was 
a  question  of  principle,  as  to  whether 
they  should  otherwise  appropriate  those 
mafi^nificent  endowments  which  had  been 
derived  by  the  Universities  from  the 
munificent  donors  of  the  past.  Those 
who  had  resided  at  the  Universities 
could  not  but  have  been  struck  by  the 
fact  that  there  was  a  powerful  party 
there  who  desired  to  destroy  the  Fellow- 
ship system.  He  spoke  of  that  party 
with  the  utmost  respect,  because  amongst 
it  were  many  of  his  friends,  and  they 
belonged  to  that  Faiiy  in  politics  of 
which  he  was  a  member.  But  there  was 
no  political  issue  raised  by  his  Amend- 
ment, and,  with  regard  to  the  Oommis- 
sioners,  he  should  go  as  far  as  anyone 
in  the  object  of  improving  the  rules  and 
raising  the  standanl  of  intellect  in  their 
Universities,  Colleges,  and  Halls,  and 
the  object  of  his  clause  was  entirely  in- 
tended to  operate  in  that  direction.  He 
thought  it  of  ffreat  importance  that  the 
endowments  of  the  Colleges  should  be 
carefully  guarded  and  administered; 
and  in  reference  to  them  and  other  mat- 
ters, he  miffht  state  that  in  discussions 
at  Cambridge  he  had  been  jocularly 
described  by  some  of  his  friends  as 
being  even  a  worse  Tory  than  the  two 
Members  for  the  University ;  but  whe- 
ther that  was  so  or  not,  he  would  be 
able  to  show  that  this  was  not  a  Party 
question,  and  he  could  advocate  his 
Amendment  with  perfect  consistency  to 
the  opinions  which  he  had  always  held. 
There  would  be  this  practical  question 
which  the  Commissioners  would  nave  to 
consider,  and  which  would  have  to  be 
considered  by  the  Universities.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  was  that  from  every 
College  endowment  the  University 
should  be  able  to  obtain  a  certain  sum 
of  money  which  should  be  applied  to  a 
general  fund.  But  the  practical  ques- 
tion was,  from  what  source  was  that 
sum  to  be  obtained  ?  If  a  College  was 
called  on  to  supply  £1,200  a-year  out  of 
its  corporate  funds  for  University 
purposes,  the  amount  might  be  found 
by  the  rough  expedient  of  abolishing 
four  Fellowships  of  the  value  of  (£300 
each,  or  by  reducing  the  value  of  exist- 
m^  Fellowships,  or,  again,  by  appro- 
priating a  portion  of  the  increment  ac- 
cruing upon  the  income  of  College 
property.     Now,  the    duiger   against 
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which  he  wished  particularly  to  guard 
was  that  the  University  should  m  as- 
sisted by  the  sacrifice  of  existing  Fellov- 
ships.  If  such  a  thing  were  auowed,  it 
would  encourage  a  certain  amount  of 
selfishness,  because  the  existing  FeUows 
would  be  able  to  assist  the  University, 
without  contributing  a  single  penny 
themselves,  but  simply  at  the  expense 
of  their  successors  and  of  those  students 
of  promise  who  were  looking  forward  to 
a  Fellowship  as  a  legitimate  reward.  It 
might  be  said  that  Cambridge  and  Ox- 
fora  now  had  a  superfluity  of  Fellow- 
ships ;  but  he  wished  most  emphatically 
to  deny  that  allegation  as  far  as  his  own 
University  was  concerned.  At  present 
there  was  no  such  superfluity  at  Cam- 
bridge, where  no  Fellowships  were  con- 
ferred on  those  who  did  not  deservs 
them;  but,  on  the  contrary,  with  sn 
increasing  number  of  distinguished 
students  coming  to  the  University  thej 
had  not  enough  Fellowships  to  rewaid 
their  intellectual  achievements.  Since 
he  first  entered  Cambridge,  a  quartsr- 
of-a-oentuiy  aeo,  the  nuniDer  of  Under- 
graduates had  nearly  doubled,  and  the 
number  of  men  reading  for  high  honours 
had  increased  in  a  finr  greater  ratio. 
Moreover,  it  now  required  far  harder 
work  and  more  lengthened  study  to  ob- 
tain a  position  in  the  first  10  Wranglen 
or  in  the  first  10  of  the  Classical  Tnpo« 
than  it  did  25  years  ago.  Again,  since 
he  had  known  the  Universi^  at  les«t 
three  or  four  new  Honours  Tnposes  had 
been  called  into  existence,  and  every 
year  the  standard  in  them  had  been 
raised.  Now  there  were  an  important 
History  Tripos,  a  Law  Tripos,  a  Natursi 
Science  Tripos,  a  Moral  ooienoe  Tripos, 
&c.  During  the  last  quarter-of-a-centory 
not  a  single  Fellowship  had  been  con- 
ferred at  Trinity  College,  Cambridge, 
on  a  student  who  had  not  obtained  U&e 
highest  honours,  and  in  oonsequenoe  of 
the  paucity  of  Fellowships  many  a  man 
had  to  be  rejected  on  whom  the  College 
would  have  liked  to  bestow  such  a  du- 
tinotion.  As  an  example  he  would  men- 
tion that  there  was  a  student  reoently  at 
Trinity  whose  conduct  he  knew  was  un- 
exceptionable, and  who  obtained  a  most 
distinguished  position — ^that  of  fourth 
Wrangler  of  his  year — but  ao  hm  were 
the  Fellowships  that  Trinity  had  to  be- 
stow as  rewards  for  meritorious  study, 
there  was  not  aFellowship  to  be  bestowed 
on  a  student  so  distinguished  as  the  gen- 
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tUnan  he  refSerred  to.    It  wai,  there- 

fc(«,  idle  to  pretend  that  there  were  too 

BUT  FeUowihipe  in  the  UniTenity.   At 

Ctmbridge,  hithertOi  ae  a  general  rule, 

■0  one  had  been  able  to  obtain  a  Fellow- 

lUp  irnleaa  he  had  seoured  distinction 

^h«r  in  the  Claasical  or  the  Mathemati- 

ctl  'bipos.    Hie  own  College,  Trinity 

HaU,  wae  often  deaoribed  as  a  ''Law 

OoQege/'  yet  during  the  last  20  years, 

10  fiu  from  harinff  any  superfluity  of 

FtUowdups,  they  had  nerer  been  able 

to  gite  a  single  Fellowship  to  a  man 

vfao  had  distinguished  himself  in  theLaw 

Tiipos.    Those  holding  advanoed  views 

OS  education  wished  the  new  Triposes 

to  be  encouraged ;  but  if  they  had  not 

•sough  Fellow^ps  to  confer  on  those 

vho  obtained  tfie  highest  positions  in 

tiboss  Triposes,  what  chance  was  there  of 

thsir  aoouiring  the  prestige  which  would 

ittnct  uie  most  distingmshed  students 

is  the  University  ?    It  might  be  said 

tlM  Bill  would  increase  the  number  of 

tseant  Fellowships  from  year  to  year, 

bteause  one  of  its  chief  objects  was  to 

liait  the  term  of  their  tenure.    But,  on 

the  other  hand,  it  was  contemplated  by 

the  Bill  that  those  who  were  doing  edu- 

atumal  work  in  the  UniTersitf  and  the 

OoUeges,  such  as  Tutors  and  Lecturers, 

vsre  to  continue  to  hold  their  Fellow- 

ihins,  even  although  they  became  mar- 

Tv*d  men.     Thus  they  would  diminish 

tbs  number  of  vacancies  bv  allowing 

aor«  Fellowships  to  be  held  bv  men 

illmg  permanent  offices  in  the  U  niver- 

«ty.     The   opponents  of  Fellowships 

trfosd  as  if  tne  present  system  was  to 

mnsin  unaltered;  but,  as  a  matter  of 

fMt,  there  was  now  a  ffeneral  eofuimui 

of  opinion  in  favour  of  a  limitation  of 

tb  tentire  of  Fellowships.    In  his  opi- 

lioo,  the  term  of  tenure  of  non-resident 

FfUowships  should  be  limited  to  seven, 

«<fkt,  nine,  or  ten   years.      He    also 

tlMQght   that    all   celibate  restrictions 

OQ    these    non  -  resident    FeUowships 

ihoQld  be  abolished;   but  he  thouffiit 

the  last  thing  thev  ouffht  to  seek  to  abo- 

Bih  was  the  Fellowsnip  system  itself. 

Pri»  Fellowships  enabled  the  child  of 

the  poorest  parents  to  beg^n  the  battle 

of  hiii  by  tne  unaided  powers  of  his 

ffwiiiis,  on  equal  terms  witn  the  children 

of  the  richest,  and  without  seeking  the 

(Smmr  of  the  great.    He  did  not  know 

whether  it  was   Toryism   to   preserve 

nch  an   institution;    but   whether   it 

vss   Toryism    or    not,    he    thought 


ihey  should  be  anxious  to  defend  a 
system  which  was  the  means  of  con- 
ferring important  benefits  on  deserv- 
ing students.  Having  been  fortunate 
in  obtaining  a  Fellowship  himself,  he 
was  too  conscious  of  the  benefit  it  had 
conferred  upon  him,  and  should  ever 
prize  it  too  highly,  not  to  be  anxious 
that  others  should  not  be  deprived  of 
the  same  advantages.  He  begged  to 
move,  th<erefore,  the  clause  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice. 

Mb.  BEEESFOBD  HOPE  said,  he 
could  find  no  flaw  from  first  to  last  in 
the  argument  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hackney.  If  the  multi- 
plied Honour  examinations — Triposes  or 
Schools  as  they  were  respectively  called 
at  Cambridge  and  Oxford — were  to  take 
their  places  alongside  the  ancient  and 
well-established  ones,  there  must  be  a 
correlation  of  reward  for  the  men  who 
came  out  of  them  with  distinction,  and 
that  could  not  be  obtained  if  the  number 
of  Fellowships  were  to  be  diminished. 
But  while  warmly  sympathizing  with 
the  Amendment  and  its  object,  he  would 
ask  his  hon.  Friend  to  consider  whether 
it  would  be  politic  for  him  to  divide  the 
Committee  at  this  unfortunate  middle 
part  of  the  evening,  and  in  the  then  de- 
serted state  of  the  House.  A  division 
taken  under  those  circumstances  would 
be  no  test  of  the  feelings  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  would  be  apt  to  be  mis- 
understood. If,  however,  his  hon. 
Friend  did  go  to  a  division,  he  should 
feel  it  his  duty  to  vote  with  him. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  remarked,  that 
when  the  Bill  was  brought  into  the 
other  House  last  Session  the  prime 
object  suggested  by  Lord  Salisbury  was 
the  taking  awav  of  certain  funds  from 
the  Colleges  and  diverting  them  to  the 
Universities;  and  although  that  object 
might  have  been  attenuated  considerably 
by  the  noble  Lord's  Colleagues,  it  con- 
stituted the  reason  why  this  measure  was 
approved  by  some  of  the  most  ardent 
spirits  at  Oxford,  and  by  some  also,  he 
believed,  at  Cambridge.  The  maiu  pur- 
pose proposed  to  be  served  was  the 
endowment  of  certain  Professorships. 
There  were  not  to  be  Professorships  in 
the  ordinary  sense  of  the  word,  but 
offices  created  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
veloping research  in  particular  subjects. 
The  chief  object  was  to  have  in  the  Uni- 
versities certain  persons  whom  people 
might  consult  on  certain  branches  of 
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study.  For  example,  ihefe  might  be 
Profeesors  of  Ohinese,  Pali,  and  nshta, 
appointed  not  to  leach  those  langaages, 
\kx  in  order  to  enable  the  UniTersitiee 
to  say — *'  Here  is  our  man  irho  knows 
Ohinese,  or  Pali,  or  Poshta."  He  ooa* 
tended  that  price  Fellowships  were  to  a 
large  extent  the  very  centre  and  stimnlos 
of  the  whole  educational  machinery  of 
the  Kingdom.  In  the  course  of  this 
Oommittee  there  had  been  a  good  deal 
of  talk  about  the  functions  of  a  Uniyer- 
sity.  Many  men  went  there  to  obtain  a 
degree  and  to  enter  by  the  easiest  way 
the  ministry  of  the  Established  Ohurdi. 
Another  function  of  a  Uniyersity  was  to 
occupy  a  certain  portion  of  the  time  of 
the  j$wH$990  darie  of  the  Kingdom,  and, 
of  course,  as  long  as  this  class  of  young 
men  come  up,  the  examinations  must  be 
adapted  to  them.  Then  there  was  a 
thixd  class,  that  of  the  lads  who  began  at 
the  various  schools  and  passing  tlmmffh 
higher  schools  reached  the  Uniyersity  by 
means  of  the  local  and  other  examina- 
tions which  had  been  established  during 
the  last  20  years.  Boys  from  all  sohods 
throughout  the  countiy  came  in  to  com- 
pete lor  the  minor  Scholarships  whidi 
not  a  few  of  the  OoUeges  haii  estab- 
lished, and  they  were  thus  enabled  to  go 
to  the  University,  and  to  pursue  thrnr 
studies  there,  and  eventually  to  find  the 
highest  positions  in  the  world  open  to 
them.  There  were  numerous  instances 
in  which  bojrs  who  had  got  to  the  Uni- 
versity in  this  manner  had  succeeded  in 
attaining  the  x)08ition  of  Prelates, 
Judges,  and  even  of  Ministers  of  State. 
This  was  not  a  new  process,  and  he  need 
only  refer  to  one  illustrious  case--that 
of  Prior,  who,  having  filled  the  office  of 
British  Ambassador  at  Paris,  had  retired 
to  his  University  to  end  his  dajrs  amid 
the  associations  he  had  formed  in  early 
life,  but  by  the  abolition  of  limitations 
and  preferences  in  fEivour  of  particular 
localities  the  competition  throughout  the 
country  had  been  immensely  developed 
in  the  present  generation,  in  this  way 
the  relations  of  the  whole  social  organisa- 
tion of  England  were  kept  healthy  and 
strong,  while  careers  were  opened  to  all 
classes  of  boys,  so  that  each  might  be 
said  to  carry  his  fortune  in  his  satchel. 
No  one  defended  life  Fellowships,  still 
less  would  he,  and  at  Cambridge  they 
were  gradually  going  out  of  favour.  At 
St.  Jonn's  OoUege  tiiere  were  only  two 
life  Fellowships  tenable  by  laymsoi,  one 
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a£  which  was  held  by  himself;  and  to 
those  two  no  more  life  Fellows  would  be 
appointed.  He  must  ojipiesi  a  strong 
(qoiion  in  favour  of  FeUowships  tsnablt 
mr  seven  years,  which  he  preferred  to 
any  feneiftil  IVofessoanhips  that  oould  be 
devised.  He  was  most  anxious  tiiat  the 
system  from  which  he  had  derived  such 
great  advantages  should  not  be  swspt 
away;  and  he  looked  with  some  alarm  to 
the  possibility  of  the  predominance  of 
those  opinions  which  prevailed  at  Ox- 
ford, and  to  a  lesser  extent  at  Oamlnidgi, 
which  would  sacrifice  the  whole  of  ms 
machinery  which  had  hitherto  worked 
so  beneficially  on  the  erroneous  suppo- 
sition that  by  it  learning  was  vulganssd 
and  education  deffraded.  Although  b« 
strongly  supportea  the  Amendment  and 
was  prepared  to  vote  for  it,  he  ooncurred 
in  thmkmg  that  it  would  not  be  wise  to 
take  a  division  at  that  moment. 

Ms.  OATHOBNE  HABDT  said,  thst 
when  he  listened  to  the  qieedieB  of  tht 
hon.  Members  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Oomi- 
ney)  and  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawoett)  he 
began  to  doubt  whether  after  all  he  wst 
not  a  great  revolutionist.  He  was  some- 
what amazed  at  the  ooorage  dis^yed 
by  those  hon.  Gentlemen  in  venturing  to 
lay  down  from  their  eiq>erience  of  their 
own  Colleges  the  genend  {nindple  thst 
everything  was  as  perfect  over  the  whd* 
of  the  two  Universities  as  it  was  there- 
at all  events,  as  regarded  the  FellowshifM 
— ^that  the  CommissionerB  should  not 
have  the  power  to  reduce  the  number  of 
the  latter  under  any  circumstances.  Ths 
speeches  of  the  hon.  Members  indiostsd 
that  they  believed  that  the  existing  sys- 
tems were  going  to  be  changed,  and  thst 
the  Oommissioners  were  going  down  to  tiis 
two  Universities  to  uproot  the  whole  s^ 
tern  of  Fellowships,  ^hibitions,  Scholsr* 
ships,  and  Foundations.  There  was  no 
pretence  for  such  a  suppositian.  Should 
the  view  of  the  hon.  Members  bo 
adopted,  ike  Oommissioners  would  hive 
no  power  to  unite  two  very  poor  FeUow- 
ships into  one  moderate  one,  howerer 
ben^dal  such  a  union  might  be  to  the 
OoUege  to  which  they  bdonged.  There 
was  also  a  OoUege  where  no  teaching 
went  on  at  all;  but  aooording  to  the 
dause  of  the  hon.  Gentleinan  &e  Mem- 
ber fer  Hackney  none  of  those  Felloir* 
ships  oould  be  suppresied  and  the  pro- 
oeeds  diverted  to  other  pnrpoaes.  Itwes 
gratifying  to  find  that  Alma  MaUr  haA 
so  strong  a  hold  Upon  the  mind  of  the 
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ks.  lbmb«r  for  "Eaokney,  and  tkat  no 
boiL  M emb«r  was  inoUned  to  throw  oon- 
feRspt  upon  that  fkithftil  mother  who 
kad  rtared  ao  many  of  them.  The  Oom- 
nhtM,  howerer,  had  already  negatired 
tk«  propoaal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Heecaey,  becanae  they  had  agreed  to  a 
fBnp;raph  in  Claoee  16  spring  the  Ck)m- 
nknonefa  power  to  di?ide»  easpend,  or 
■upprtei  an  J  emolument  of  any  College; 
ud  he  truated  that  they  wotud  adhere 
to  the  prindplee  upon  which  ther  had 
throagbout  Men  acting,  and  would  not 
attanpt  to  tie  the  Oommianoners'  hands 
m  a  natter  whioh  was  ao  eaaential  in  the 
vorking  of  the  aoheme  contemplated  by 
tkeBilL 

Ma.  BRISTOWE  add,  they  had  been 
told  by  the  riffht  hon.  Oentleman  in 
•hayge  of  the  Bill,  when  objection  was 
fiaad  to  the  ftmds  of  the  OoUegea  being 
tak«  for  the  aupport  of  the  UiuVeraitiea, 
Ibtt  the  Oommiaaionera  would  only  hare 
to  deal  with  the  auperfluoua  Ainda  of  the 
OoDsgea.  It  waa,  of  courae,  the  Oom- 
BMKmen  who  would  decide  what  were 
fap«rflnoua  ftinda,  and  if  they  were  to 
ba  at  Uberty  to  make  auperfluoua  fimds 
bywuuieaaiug  emolumenta,  the  Oollegea 
vow  DC  altogether  at  their  mercy.  In 
Ida  opinion,  it  would  be  going  too  far  to 
im  Uiem  the  power  to  reduce  the  num- 
bar  of  Fellowahipa.  He  knew  that  many 
paranta  aent  their  aona  to  the  UniTer- 
itiaa  for  the  emoluments  aa  well  aa  the 
iMKmra  of  the  place,  and  he  considered 
that  it  would  oe  unwiae  to  give  the 
(3«uniaaionera  the  large  power  of  re- 
dieing  the  priaea.  He  atrongly  objected 
to  asT  reduction  whaterer,  and  if  the 
koB.  Member  for  Hackney  went  to  a 
diriaioD  he  would  aupport  him. 

Mb.  BABINO  remarked  that  he  him- 
^  had  felt  the  ralne  of  <'  idle  Fellow- 
iktpa,"  and  he  waa  aure,  aa  a  matter  of 
ttolm,  from  the  atatiatica  contaiped  in 
Aa  Blue  Book  of  the  Oommiaaonera, 
tkat  for  the  next  few  yeara  all  reaaon- 
aUa  demanda  for  appliancea  in  teaching 
pk^vaal  amenee,  modem  hiatory,  lan- 
Kaaeaa  of  the  Baat,  and  other  aubjecta 
WMud  be  met  without  touching  one  of 
tka  enating  Fellowahipa.  He  main- 
tabad  that  there  could  oe  no  reaaon  for 
tatarfating  with  theae  FeUowahipa.  The 
oU  Oomnnaaion  had  auapended,  but  not 
•aupiuaail,  Fellowahipa,  and  that  waa, 
ia  ma  opinion,  fkr  the  oetter  oourae.  A 
ptriooa  daoae  of  the  Bill  waa  auite 
nfloent  for  the  object  of  the  hon.  Mem- 


ber fbr  Hackney.  He  did  not  think  it 
deairable  to  auppreaa  any  of  the  eziating 
Fellowahipa  at  Oxford,  and  thought  it 
would  be  a  breach  of  faith  to  do  so,  aa 
they  would  break  the  word  which  Par- 
liament had  gifen  to  them  by  the  old 
Oommiaaionera. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  discussion  which  had  taken  place 
was  so  extremely  satisfactory  that  it  had 
completely  answered  the  object  which  he 
had  in  view,  and  he  would  not  divide 
the  Oommittee,  inasmuch  as  the  division 
might  be  misunderstood  by  the  Commis- 
sioners, for  there  waa  not  a  single  hon. 
Member  who  had  taken  part  in  the  dis- 
cuaaion,  except  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  for  War,  who  had  not  sup- 
ported the  principle  of  the  clause,  and 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  press  it  to  a 
division.  

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE 
said,  he  waa  aure  that  hia  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Fawoett)  waa  mistaken  in  thinking 
he  had  a  majorit|r  on  the  question. 
On  the  oontraiy,  if  the  Committee  had 
.divided  he  would  have  found  himself  in 
a  considerable  minority.  He  believed 
that  the  great  majority  of  the  resident 
Fellows  at  Cambridge  were  opposed  to 
his  Amendment,  whioh  would  have  come 
with  greater  propriety  from  the  other 
side  or  the  House  than  from  his  own. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

New  clause,  to  follow  Clause  26,  {Mr, 
6o$eh$n)  poitponsd. 

New  Clause  (New  statutes),  to  follow 
Clause  1 1  {Ifr.  Balfour),  pottpoMd, 

New  Gause  (CommissionerB  before 
deciding  on  scheme  diaposing  of  college 
emolumenta  ahall  oousider  correapond- 
ing  acheme  propoaed  for  the  other  Uni- 
veraity ),  to  ftnlow  Clauae  30  (Mr,  Balfour), 
by  leave,  withdrawn. 


Sib  WILLIAM  STIELING.MAX- 
WELL  moved,  after  Clauae  24,  to  inaert 
the  following  Clauae : — 

**  No  ttatutA  or  ordinanco  ihall  be  made  under 
thii  Act  affecting  the  tnuta,  conditions,  or  direc* 
tiona  of  the  will  of  John  Bnell,  Kequire,  deceaaed, 
or  may  aoheme  approved  by  the  Ooort  of  Chan- 
otnr  relatinff  thereto,  without  the  oosaant  in 
writing  of  the  Univeraity  Court  of  the  Uni- 
verrity  of  Qlaagow/* 

Ma.  OATHOBNE  HABDT  aaaented 
to  the  introduction  of  the  clauae,  re- 
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markm^  that  it  appeared  to  him  the 
exhibition!  belonged  rather  to  Olasgow 
than  to  Oxford. 

Olause  a4^Md  to,  and  add4d  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  KNATOHBULL  -  HUGE88EN 
moyed  to  insert  the  following  Olause : — 

**0n  and  after  the  first  day  of  Michaelmas 
Term,  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy* 
seven,  the  election  to  any  office  in  the  XJm- 
versity,  except  the  office  of  Chancellor,  of  the 
High  Stewai^  or  of  Burgesses  which  are  now 
made  by  convocation,  shall  be  made  by  the 
congregation  of  such  University.*' 

He  thought  the  present  eleotiye  body 
was  too  large,  and  the  election  was  oon- 
stantlj  carried  by  political  influence. 
The  Oongregation  of  the  University  was 
better  acquainted  with  the  qualifications 
of  a  canoidate  for  a  Professorship,  and 
if  the  powers  of  such  election  were  dele- 
gated to  Congregation  a  qualified  man 
was  more  likdy  to  be  elected  to  the  office 
than  under  the  present  mode,  under 
which  a  system  of  canrassing  and  elec- 
tioneering prevailed  which  was  by  no 
means  creditable  or  advantageous  to  the 
University.  He  would  eive  as  an  in- 
stance the  election  of  Public  Orator  the 
olher  dav.  He  (Mr.  Enatchbull-Huges- 
sen)  haa  received  a  number  of  leUers 
on  behalf  of  one  of  the  candidates.  One 
gentleman — ^being  a  personal  friend  of 
his — recommended  this  candidate  as  a 
personal  friend  of  his  own ;  others,  be- 
cause he  had  been  connected  with  the 
Apollo  Lodge  of  Freemasons  at  Oxford, 
wnich  gained  him  many  votes ;  and,  fi- 
nally, he  (Mr.  KnatchbuU-Hugessen)  was 
persuadea  to  vote  for  this  candidate  be- 
cause he  found  that  all  the  membersof  his 
own  College  were  going  to  do  so.  But  no 
one  canvassed  him  on  the  ground  that 
this  gentleman  was  the  candidate  best 
qualified  for  the  office ;  and  it  was  not 
until  his  arrival  in  Oxford  to  vote  that 
he  found  many  of  the  residents,  most 
competent  to  judge,  were  supporting 
anotner  candidate  upon  the  ground  of 
his  superior  qualifications.  Surely,  Con- 
gregation, comprising  as  it  did  those 
who  did  the  daily  practical  work  of  the 
University,  was,  even  though  unre- 
formed  and  containing  some  persons  not 
so  engaged,  a  body  more  competent  to 
judge  of  the  fitness  of  men  for  these 
offices  than  the  larger  bodv  of  Convoca- 
tion, the  vast  majority  of  which  were 
men  who  had  lonff  ceased  to  have  any 
connection   with  me  University.      He 

Mr,  Oaihome  Sardy 


had  been  told  that  the  same  sjitam  of 
electioneering  would  prevail  in  the 
smaller  body ;  but  he  had  greater  oon- 
fidence  in  Uie  men  who  oompoeed  the 
Congregation  of  Oxford  than  to  suppose 
tfiey  would  to  any  great  extent  be  gmded 
by  other  motives  man  the  qualifications 
of  the  candidates,  and  the  public  opi- 
nion of  the  University  would  be  more 
easily  brought  to  bear  upon  them  than 
upon  Convocation. 

Mr.  mo  WBBAT  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment.  The  present  system  gave  the 
Universify  a  voice  in  these  appointments 
which  it  was  undesirable  to  interfere 
with.  Further  than  that,  the  daiise 
would  have  very  little  effect,  Convoca- 
tion and  Congregation  so  nearly  coin- 
cided the  one  with  the  other. 

Mb.  BEBESFOBD  HOPE  said,  he 
was  anxious  not  to  hamper  the  Com- 
missioners too  much.  This  was  a  ques- 
tion which  might  very  well  be  \m  to 
them.  The  proposed  change  would  not 
get  rid  of  canvassing  or  personal  feetinr 
entering  into  elections,  and  he  doubted 
much  its  resulting  in  a  better  clause. 
In  Cambridge  free  election  had  given 
to  the  world  as  its  Professor  of  Oeolonr, 
Adam  Sedgwick,  one  who  perhaps  au 
more  to  advance  that  study  than  aaj 
man  who  ever  lived.  His  opponent  wu 
Mr.  Qorham,  who  afterwards  became 
verv  notorious  in  the  suit  of  Ooriiam  t . 
Bishop  of  Exeter.  Had  the  election 
been  m  a  limited  body,  it  might  hare 
appointed  a  dernman  about  whose 
geology  nobodv  siterwards  knew  anv- 
ming,  though  there  could  be  little  doubt 
as  to  his  theolo^. 

Mb.  QOSCHEN  said,  he  agreed  with 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Knatohbnll- 
Hugefsen),  that  Convocation  was  not  a 
proper  body  to  make  the  election,  and 
that  many  abuses  existed.  He  was  die- 
posed  also  to  think  that  CongregatioD 
was  not  always  the  best  body  to  dect 
Professors,  seeing  that  it  was  still  liable 
to  the  objection  that  it  would  in  indi- 
vidual electors  be  open  to  circulars  and 
the  same  influences  of  which  his  right 
hon.  Friend  complained ;  only  they  would 
be  stronger,  because  the  electoral  bodj 
would  be  smaller.  He  trusted  his  rigbt 
hon.  Friend  would  be  content  with  hav- 
ing called  attention  to  the  subject,  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  and  leave  it 
to  the  Commissioners  to  devise  some 
better  means  for  the  election  of  Fke* 
fessors. 
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1ft.  OATHOKNE  HABDT  pointed 
ovt  tiMt  Wilder  the  16th  dauee  the  Oom- 
ttWoiMn  would  hare  power,  if  they 
«v  iBMOu  to  do  sOp  to  alter  <lie  eleo- 
tanlbody. 

Qaiue,  by  leave,  mihdrawn, 

^Mi^KiDed  daose  2  (Interpretation). 

Hm.    CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN 

mi,  that  in  the  clause  the  word 
"ichool"  included  in  ite  definition 
"OoOegea  in  Scotland,"  which  he 
tlumght  was  deg;rading  to  those  Ool- 
kfM.  He  wished  to  be  infohned  what 
vu  the  reason  for  this  definition,  and 
tlumdit  that  at  all  events  the  Oolleges 
<d  Ouigow  and  Edinburgh,  which  were 
co-^ztensive,  and  b^  statute  identical, 
vtth  the  TTniversities  of  those  cities, 
ibodd  be  classed  in  the  Bill  as  Uni- 
rfnhies. 

Ml.  LYON  PLAYPAIR  said,  the 
Mnition  given  in  the  measure  was 
•atirsly  unnecessary,  and  would  give 
(jflioce  where  none  was  intended. 

1£».  OATHORNE  HAEDT  said,  he 
vould  consider  the  matter  on  the  Beport. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Oatboriob 
Haiot,  Amendments  made  in — 

Psge  2,  line  3,  after  •* Oxford,'*  insert, 
u  s  new  paragraph — 

**1Vi  O^rerainc  Bodj  of  *  CoU«n"  means, 
m  ft|vds  th«  CoUeg«t  in  the  UniTenity  of 
(iJotd,  •xo0pt  Christ  Choroh,  the  head  and  all 
'  «1  fellowi  of  the  College,  being  graduates, 
u  regards  Christ  Church  means  the  dean, 
and  senior  students. 


Lias  14,  after  "place,"  insert  "in  the 
Fiirsnity  or  a  College." 

line  16,  after  "by  a,"  insert  "head 
«roUitr/' 

lias  17,  leave  out  "and  in,"  and  in- 


**  cr  hsvinf  sttaohod  thereto  an  inoome  to  be 
m  kid  sad  o^oyed,  arisinff  wholly  or  in  part 
ffv  sa  AMiowmflnt,  Ixniefaction  or  trust,  and 


ths  (nrome  aforesaid,  and  all  benefits 
— <  sd?a>tag—  of  erenr  nature  and  kind  be. 
■Sliaff  to  the  plaee,  ana  includes,  as  regards." 

Claase,  as  amended,  a^^r^d  tOf  and 
WifMf  to  Stand  part  of  the  Bill.    . 

Fbitpotied  Clause  18  (Provision  for 
ivigkius  instmotion,  fto.). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Dodsok,  Amend- 
BMitimadein — 

Pii^  7,  Una  8,  leave  out  "for  a  Col- 
VOL.  OCXXXIV.    [thikd  siants] 


Line  12,  after  "prayer,"  insert  "in 
Oolleges." 

Line  12,  after  "make,"  insert — 

*' directly  or  indirectly  through  the  consoli- 
dation or  combination  of  any  office  or  emolu- 
ment with  any  other  office  or  emolument,  whe- 
ther in  the  UniTersity  or  in  a  College." 

Line  14,  after  "headship,"  leave  out 
"or." 

Line  14,  aftier  "fellowship,"  insert 
"office  or  emolument." 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  mov- 
ing  to  leave  out  the  latter  part  of  the 
clause,  and  insert  words  to  the  effect  that 
the  Commissioners,  after  making  pro- 
vision for  religious  instruction  and  morn- 
ing and  evening  prayer,  should  with  re- 
spect to  all  College  emoluments  or  offices 
have  regard  to  the  ensuring,  and  should 
make  such  statutes  as  might  be  neces- 
sary for  ensuring,  the  same  bein^^  con- 
ferred according  to  personal  merit  and 
fitness,  and  (except  in  so  far  as  was  re- 
quisite for  the  purposes  of  religious  in- 
struction and  worship)  that  none  of  the 
tests,  conditions,  and  obligations  referred 
to  in  the  third  section  of  "The  Univer- 
sities Tests  Act,  1 87 1,"  or  in  the  provisoes 
thereto,  should  be  imposed  or  continued 
as  part  of  the  conditions  of  eligibility  to 
or  tenure  of  any  College  emolument  or 
office,  said,  the  question  raised  by  his 
Amendment  was  not  exactly  that  decided 
by  so  narrow  a  majority  before  dinner. 
It  was  fVamed  so  as  to  avoid  the  criti- 
cisms directed  against  the  Amendment 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  ^Mr.  Goschen). 
The  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
(Mr.  Hardy  and  Mr.  Mowbray)  and  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  ob- 
jected to  the  former  Amendment,  be- 
cause it  would  bo  necessary  to  create 
chaplaincies  for  the  due  performance  of 
religious  services,  and  because  chaplains 
were  an  inferior  class  and  a  different 
stamp  of  men,  and  further  because  the 
religious  element  in  Colleges  would  be 
better  recognised  by  attaching  these  re- 
ligious functions  to  Fellowships.  In  the 
case  of  his  Amendment  these  objections 
fell  to  the  ground.  It  was  couched  also 
in  much  milder  language,  and  he  there- 
fore hoped  that  the  very  narrow  majo- 
rity against  the  other  Amendment  would 
be  converted  into  a  majority  in  favour 
of  his  Amendment.  Statistics  had  been 
given  of  the  Fellowships  of  each  Univer- 
sity, but  no  one  had  given  the  totals  of 
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both  together.  So  far,  however,  as  he 
could  ascertain,  there  were  at  Cambridge 
350  Fellowships,  and  at  Oxford  337.  The 
highest  number  at  Oxford  computed  to 
be  subject  to  clericed  conditions  was  149, 
and  the  lowest  116.  As  to  Cambridge, 
there  were  no  diflference  of  opinion,  the 
number  of  Fellowships  subject  to  clerical 
restrictions  being  235,  and  only  115  be- 
ing free  from  those  conditions.  The 
hon.  Baronet  concluded  by  moving  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  7,  line  4,  to  leave  out  from  the  words 
'*  office  or  emolument,"  to  the  end  of  the  Clause* 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  and  after  making 
such  provision  for  religious  instruction  and 
morning  and  evening  prayer,  they  shall  as  re- 
gards all  college  emoluments  or  offices  have 
regard  to  the  ensuring,  and  shall  make  such 
statutes  as  may  be  necessary  for  ensuring  the 
same  being  conferred  according  to  personal 
merit  and  fitness,  and  (except  in  so  far  as  is 
requisite  for  the  purposes  of  religious  instruction 
and  worship)  none  of  the  tests,  conditions,  and 
obligations  referred  to  in  the  third  section  of 
*The  Universities  Tests  Act,  1871,'  or  in  the 
provisoes  thereto,  shall  be  imposed  or  continued 
as  part  of  the  conditions  of  eligibility  to  or 
tenure  of  any  college  emolument  or  office." — 
(iSir  Charles  JF.  Dilke.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  J.  Q.  TALBOT  said,  that  not- 
withstanding  the  milder  form  of  the 
Amendment,  it  raised  the  same  question 
and  was  open  to  the  same  objections  as 
that  which  the  Committee  haa  rejected. 
Most  of  the  Amendments  offered  to  the 
clauses  had  been  recommended  on  the 
ground  of  expansion  and  of  liberality, 
but  this  was  an  illiberal  proposal,  and 
would  only  have  the  effect  of  contracting 
the  powers  of  the  Commissioners.  If 
the  Amendment  were  accepted,  although 
some  provision  might  be  made  for  reli- 
gious instruction,  clerical  Fellowships 
as  such  would  cease  to  exist.  The  Con- 
servative opinion  of  the  Universities  on 
this  subject  was  that  which  did  not  ex- 
press itself  most  loudly.  The  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  was  so  convincing,  that 
it  was  to  be  regretted  it  had  not  been 
supported  by  his  vote.  The  question 
was  one,  not  of  the  social  position  and  the 
privileges  of  the  Clergy,  but  of  the  benefit 
to  the  Colleges  as  places  of  learning. 
The  study  of  theology  and  religious 
teaching  must  occupy  a  g^reat  part  of  the 

Sir  CharU»  W.  Dilh 


attention  of  the  Oollegee ;  and,  if  the  po- 
sition of  the  teachers  of  religion  wu 
lowered,  a  g^at  injuiy  would  be  done 
to  the  cause  of  religion  and  of  liberal 
education.  Eeference  had  been  made 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Charlet 
W.  Dilke)  to  the  feelings  of  parentA. 
For  himself,  he  thought  it  was  quite 
clear,  and  quite  natural  and  right,  thit 
parents  desired  to  entrust  their  children, 
at  least  in  their  earlier  years,  to  those 
who  were  in  Holy  Orders,  and  many 
arguments  to  the  contrary  seemed  to  be 
drawn  from  a  former  generation.  There 
was  now  no  fear  of  clerical  domination, 
and  if  there  was  any  fear  at  all,  it  wai 
of  too  little  rather  than  too  much  reli- 
gious influence.  At  Balliol,  the  seat  of 
advanced  Liberalism,  the  chaplain  hid 
been  made  an  honorary  Fellow,  so  tlut 
theUndergpraduates  might  not  look  down 
upon  him,  as  they  might  upon  one  who 
came  in  to  perform  dericai  duties  and 
was  not  a  member  of  the  Governing 
Body  of  the  College.  He  did  not  take  t 
non  possumtii  or  status  quo  position ;  bat 
he  said  that,  having  appointed  Oonunit- 
sioners,  they  ought  to  trust  them  to  carry 
out  in  a  truly  liberal  spirit  anv  amend- 
ment which  might  be  desired  in  this 
direction. 

Mk.  LYON  PLAYFATB  supported 
the  Amendment,  although  he  did  not 
vote  for  the  clause  of  the  li^t  hoa. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  London, 
because  it  was  too  sweeping  and  wsi 
open  to  objections  from  which  this 
Amendment  was  free.  That  claoee 
would  have  interfered  with  the  principle 
of  the  academic  constitution  of  Unirer- 
sities  all  over  the  world,  for  there  were 
in  every  University  a  preparatory  Faculty 
of  Arts,  and  professional  faculties  fear 
Theology,  Law,  and  Medicine ;  and  the 
clause  would  have  placed  disabilities 
upon  one  of  these  only.  Had  the  cUnee 
not  imposed  an  actual  disability,  but 
simply  asked  that  the  clerical  Fellow- 
ships should  be  reduced  to  a  reasonable 
number,  in  fair  proportion  to  the  other 
professional  Faculties,  and  thus  opened 
them  to  the  clergy  of  all  denominations, 
he  would  have  supported  such  a  propo- 
sition with  alacrity.  But  a  olauee  of 
absolute  prohibition  was  quite  contrary 
to  the  prog^ss  of  the  Universities,  which 
were  trying  to  make  themselves  useful 
to  the  occupations  of  the  people.  Csm- 
bridge  had  recently  estabUshed  10  Fel- 
lowships in  oonneotion  with  Law,  and 
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■ix  in  connection  with  Soienoe,  and  why 

•hooU  it  have  these  new  FeUowships, 

tad  not  any  in  connection  with  Theology  ? 

Ai  a  Liberal,  he  thought  it  would  be 

fatd  to  the  progress  of  Liberal  princi- 

plas  that  the  Clercnr  should  become  semi- 

nsrists,  instead  of  being  educated  at  the 

gnat  tfniTersities.    It  was  education  at 

ths  UniTeraitiee  that  made  them  have 

nch  a  hold  over  the  neople.    If  they 

bMame  seminarists  ana  were  educated 

in  mere  derical  institutions,  they  would 

U  made  simple  dogmatists.    The  eyil  of 

tU  special  or  techmcal  instruction,  apeut 

from  UniTersity  draining,  was  that  the 

fdoettion  had  length  without  breadth. 

It  vss  important  that  the  Clergy  should 

be  ednoated  with  the  laity,  in  order  to 

•cqnire  public  sympathies,  and  thus  be 

expandea  into  citizens  before  they  were 

coatncted  into  priests.    Foreign  coun- 

tms  had  found  it   most  injurious  to 

imUtc   progress  that  the  priests    had 

tNtoome  a  caste  separate  from  laymen ; 

tfid  in  Oermany  Prince  Bismarck  had 

ftmad  it  necessary  to  propose  a  law  to 

f^mpsl  candidates   for    the   priesthood 

to  go  to  UniTorsities  before  attending 

tlMological    seminaries.     The    Amend- 

nat  did  not  abolish  clerical  Fellow- 

fthips,  but  it  abolished  tests  in  regard 

to  them.     It  promoted   the  science  of 

Tkeolof^  as  aistinct  irom  Belief,  and 

vodd  aUow  the  granting  of  degrees  and 

boBoom  without  asking  what  a  man's 

opnions  were.      That  was  alreadj  the 

pnctiee  in  the  theological  Faculties  of 

tbs  Beotch  UniTorsities.    It  would  surelpr 

b«  for  the  advantage  of  the  country  if 

Dttsenting  ministers  went  to  our  Univer- 

vties  for  training,  and  thus  acquired 

rvhnre  in  addition  to  theological  know- 


Mgt. 


WALPOLE  said,  he  could  not 
bip  obeenring  that  that  Amendment 
woold  introduce  disturbance  in  that  very 
Fseahy  on  which  all  the  Colleges  were 
fbofided.  They  were  all  based  on  roli- 
poQs  education  and  connection  with  the 
Uablished  Church  of  the  country.  If 
tksj  broke  up  that  basis,  or  serered  that 
fva&eetion  with  the  Established  Church, 
tbsy  would  do  a  vast  amount  of  injury, 
■ot  only  to  that  Church,  but  to  the  Ool- 
ispithemaelTes,  for  some  parents  would 
W  rshictanoe  in  sending  their  children 
to  SB  institution  which  was  dissociated 
friB  tha  Church,  while  others  would 
th«b  children  to  theological  Col- 
or aeminaries,  which  would  have 


an  injurious  effect,  by  separating  those 
who  were  to  be  our  future  clergy  from 
local  education  with  the  great  body  of 
the  laity.  That  was,  in  his  opinion, 
a  strong  reason  why  they  should  do 
nothing  to  diminish  the  connection  be- 
tween the  Universities  and  the  main- 
tenance of  clerical  Fellowships.  He  ad- 
mitted that  many  improvements  could 
be  made  in  different  Colleges ;  but  he 
did  not  see  how  good  was  to  be  effected 
by  laying  down  a  hard  Procrustean  rule 
applicable  to  all.  The  Bill  should  be 
treated  as  a  purely  academical  one,  leav- 
ing to  the  Commissioners  and  Iloads  of 
Colleges  full  powers  of  action.  Ho  could 
not  support  the  the  Amendment. 

LoKD  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  that  he  hoped  many  hon.  Members 
opposite  would  come  over  and  vote  for 
the  Amendment,  having  had  time  for 
reflection  since  the  last  division.  The 
discussion  had  done  this  good,  it  had 
justified  the  action  taken  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Chelsea  in  rais- 
ing the  question  a  second  time  in  a  dif- 
ferent form.  If  any  excuse  were  needed, 
it  could  be  easily  found  in  the  tone  taken 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Cambridge 
himself.  They  had  now  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  statement  which  he 
(Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  had  at- 
tempted in  vain  to  draw  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford  (Mr.  Hardv)  as  to 
what  the  meaning  of  '*  religion  in  the 
Bill  really  was.  This  Amendment  was 
opposed,  because  it  was  said  it  would  in- 
teriero  with  the  sacred  connection,  which 
had  never  yet  been  abolished,  between 
the  Universities  and  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. It  had  been  his  impression  that 
the  Tests  Act  had,  once  and  for  all, 
separated  that  connection  with  the 
Church  of  England ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  was  a  mistake. 
That  was  a  statement  against  which  he 
must  distinctly  protest.  If  they  wanted 
an  excuse  for  pressing  the  Amendment 
to  a  division  it  would  bo  found  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
was  said  this  matter  should  bo  left  to 
the  Commissioners.  But  the  question 
lay  at  the  root  of  all  University  and  Col- 
lege reform  ;  it  was  not  academical,  but 
it  was  bound  up  with  many  deep-seated 
political  questions — it  was  part  and  par- 
cel of  the  Question  of  religious  liberty, 
which  had  oeon  discussed  for  ovor  1 00 
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years  in  that  House,  and,  therefore,  the 
Committee  should   not  leave  it  to  the 
Commissioners  to  do  what  they  might 
think  fit.     The  Colleges  could  not  deal 
with  their  organization  or  re-organiza- 
tion, unless  the  Committee  settled  this 
question  for  them.     The  hon.. Member 
for  West  Kent  (Mr.  Talbot)  said  that 
religious  education  would  be  in  danger ; 
but  that  was  the  same  cry  when  the 
University  Tests  Act  was  passed,  and 
yet  no    harm  had   resulted   from   the 
passing  of  that  Act.     It  reminded  him 
of  a  saying  of  the  late  Mr.  Hallam,  of 
which  he  ^Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice) 
approved,  tnat  the  Established  Church 
was  only  in  favour  of  liberty  when  they 
wanted  to  overthrow  Liberal  institutions. 
It  was  not  necessary  to  have  Fellows  in 
Holy  Orders  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
religious  instruction.    You  might  have 
persons  who  would  give  that  instruction 
without  being  clerical  Fellows.     Com- 
petition had  produced  the  same  effect 
upon  the  study  of  Theology  at  the  Uni- 
versities   which    competition    had  pro- 
duced in  everything  else — it  had  stimu- 
lated it.    As  long  as  we  kept  the  Uni- 
versities closed.    Theology    slept;   but 
when  we  threw  the  Universities  open, 
the  Church  of  England  woke  up  and 
saw  that  it  must  set  to  work,  and  now 
at  Cambridge,  of  what  were  called  the 
new  Triposes,   there  was  none,   except 
the  Law  Tripos,   which  was  so  much 
sought  after  as  the  Theological  Tripos. 
Last  year  there  was  a  larger  number 
who  had  gone  out  than  the  year  before, 
and  he  was  told  that  this  year  the  num- 
be  would  be  still  larger.     He  could  not 
help  thinking  that  it  would  be  far  better 
that  the  Committee  should  say  at  once 
and    for  all  time  that  these  disputes 
should  be  put  an  end  to;    that  they 
should  treat  this  question  in  a  purely 
academical  spirit,  and  that  they  should 
make  the  great  Universities  open  and 
free  to  all ;  and  then  they  would  gain, 
as  they  had  been  raining,  more  and 
more  upon  the  intelligence  and  affec- 
tions of  the  people. 

Mb.  FORSYTH  said,  that  if  he  had 
been  in  the  House  in  the  earlier  part  of 
the  evening,  he  would  have  voted  for 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  City  of  Lon- 
don. He  thought  that  the  fact  that  a 
person  to  obtain  a  Fellowship  must  take 
Holy  Orders  was  a  most  objectionable 
thing.  It  induced  young  men  to  enter  into 
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Holy  Orders  for  the  sake  of  an  inoome. 
He  had  known  cases  of  younff  man  who 
had  been  tempted  to  take  that  ooone 
simply  that  they  might  get  £300  a-year. 
But  at  the  age  of  23  they  were  hardlj 
able  fully  to  understand  the  nature  of 
the  obligations  they  were  about  to  under- 
take, and  afterwards  they  groaned  under 
the  burden,  because,  untu  a  few  yean 
ago,  they  could  not  be  relaaed  from  it 
The  object  of  the  present  Amendment 
was  to  allow  any  man — if  he  were  per- 
sonally fit  as  regarded  his  academical 
attainments — ^to  take  office,  and  then,  if 
he  should  think  proper,  to  enter  into  Holy 
Orders.  But  the  present  system  at  both 
Cambridge  and  Oxford  was,  in  some 
cases,  not  to  confer  a  Fellowship  upon  t 
man,  or  continue  it,  unless  he  was  in 
Orders.  That  was  a  great  temptation  to 
induce  men  to  take  Orders  to  eaoape 
from  poverty,  and,  in  his  opinion,  wu 
wrong. 

Mb.   WADDY  said,  there    was  one 
view  of  the  question  which  had  not  been 

Eut  before  the  Committee.  He  had  not 
ad  the  opportunity  of  being  a  member 
of  either  of  the  great  Universities,  and 
there  were  a  great  many  more  persona 
in  this  country  in  the  same  position.  He 
thought  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Walpole)  had  made  a  dis- 
tinot  attack  upon  Nonconformity.  [Mr. 
Walpole  denied  that  he  had  done  io.] 
Though  not  intended,  it  was  done,  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  in  the 
plainest  language,  that  the  teaching  of 
the  Universities  was  based  upon  the 
principle  that  they  were  bouna  to  tbe 
Established  Church.  [CiW't.]  He  wu 
very  thankful  to  have  that  statement 
cheered  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
because  it  was  time  they  should  be  told, 
if  they  had  never  heard  it  before,  what 
was  the  opinion  of  that  (the  Ministerial) 
side  of  the  House  upon  this  question. 
The  statement  was  not  the  opinion  of, 
at  all  events,  a  large  number  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  and  it  was  an  in- 
dignity and  an  insult  to  the  Noncon- 
formists of  the  country.  Some  yean 
ago  they  professed  to  admit  youn^  men 
unconditionally  into  the  Universitiei — 
the  sons  of  Nonconformists — but  thej 
carefully  kept  from  them  all  the  ad- 
vantages of  such  a  step,  by  deprifing 
them  of  any  chance  of  obtaining  a  Fel- 
lowship or  any  other  of  the  emmoments 
attached   to   these   institutions,  unless 
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*J^  beoame  members  of  the  Church  of 
EagUnd.  By  that  means,  instead  of 
tlwir  UniTersities  being  educational, 
thiyvere  proselytizing  establishments. 
[Crm  •/  *•  Oh,  oh  I "]  Hon.  Members 
sight  saj  Oh,  oh,  but  it  was  neyerthe- 
l^  true.  They  got  from  the  Noncon- 
focmist  Bodies  their  best  and  most  pro- 
ailflng  youths,  but  prevented  tbem  from 
olfUxnlng  any  of  their  prizes,  unless  they 
nooone^  the  Churches  in  which  they  had 
beai  bom  and  to  which  their  forefathers 
b«io&ged.  The  Nonconformists  of  the 
eoantry  did  not  acknowledge  the  Church 
•j|  England  as  the  religion  of  the  peo- 
pl*— uey  did  not  envy  the  Universities 
th«  power  of  giving  away  the  best  livings 
to  those  of  their  owncommunion ;  let  them 
do  10  by  all  means.  But  let  them  act 
£uriy,  and  not  bribe  the  best  of  their 
foath  to  enter  Universities  where  no- 
tkof  was  given  them  but  inducements  to 
Uam»  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
\mbL  On  that  ground  he  protested 
ifitMt  such  a  state  of  things,  and  sup- 
portsd  the  Amendment. 

Ma.  COLMAN,  as  a  Nonconformist, 
vpported  the  Amendment,  and  wished 
to  know  why  the  clergy  of  one  Church 
Qitlr  ihould  be  entrusted  with  the  edu- 
cHioQ  of  the  children  of  Nonconfor- 
auU  ?  They  were  now  deprived  of  the 
opportiuity  of  obtaining  Fellowships  at 
tki  Universities ;  but  he  believed  the 
4sj  WIS  last  coming  when  that  course 
•vM  no  longer  be  pursued. 

Question  put. 

Ths  Committee  divid$d: — Ayes  173; 
151:    Majority  22.— (Div.    List, 
X©.  149.) 

Clatue,  as  amended,  agreed  to^  and 
iritred  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Postponed  Clause  56  (Operation  of 
TfliU  Act  aa  regards  theological  offices). 

Ob  the    Motion    of  Mr.   Gathornb 

niii>Y,  Amendments  made  in  page  16, 

hM  34,  after  "  learning,"  insert — 

**  Wbkh  tib^v  an  bflrobv  empowerMi  to  dof 
pvwiM  tlie  ofllco  bo  not  a  neadship  or  follow- 
^  <il  ft  ooUflge  then." 

Liae  35,  leave  out  "  statute,"  and  in- 
•«rt"  office." 

Meden  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  clause,  aa  amended,  stand 
pvt  of  the  BiU." 

Ma.  D0D60N  observed  that  thero 
vts  no  definition  of  the  word  '^  office  " 
«a  the  billy  but  the  effect,  as  he  ap- 


prehended, would  be  to  give  the  Com- 
missioners power  to  create  theological 
appointments  ad  libitum^  provided  they 
were  neither  Headships,  nor  Fellow- 
ships. That,  he  conceived,  was  con- 
trary to  the  policy  of  the  Act  of  1871, 
and  he  would  therefore  move  to  leave 
out  the  clause. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  explained 
that,  by  the  clause,  the  Commissioners 
would  have  power  to  create  offices  for 
the  teaching  of  Theology  like  any  other 
Facultv  in  the  University,  but  they  could 
not  take  funds  for  that  purpose  which 
had  not  been  heretofore  so  applied.  An 
Amendment  had  already  been  agreed  to 
in  the  shape  of  the  succeeding  clause, 
which  would  meet  the  objection  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  if  the  Amend- 
ment did  not  make  it  sufficiontly  clear, 
he  would  make  it  so  on  the  Report. 

Mb.  D0D80N  maintained  that  they 
still  left  it  within  the  power  of  the  Com- 
missioners to  apply  funds  which  were 
not  now  devoted  to  exclusively  ecclesi- 
astical purposes  for  the  endowment  of 
offices  requiring  theological  learning. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  170; 
Noes  119:  Majority  61. — (Div.  List, 
No.  150.) 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Staveley  Hill, 
Preamble  amended  by  leaving  out  in 
page  1,  line  16,  the  words  *'  Whereas  it 
18  uesirable.'' 

Preamble,  as  amended,  agreed  to^  and 
ord^ed  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Goschkn, 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  it 
would  be  impossible  at  present  to  fix 
the  day  when  the  next  stage  of  the  Bill 
would  be  taken. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported^  as  amended,  to  bo  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next,  and  to  bo 
printed.     [Bill  183.] 

PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  BILL— [Bat  146.] 
{Mr.  Sclater. Booth,  Mr,  Salt,  Mr.  mUiam 
lltury  Smith.) 

TIIIUI)   READING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  the  third 
1  time.*' 
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Mr.  STEVENSON  asked  that  the 
third  reading  should  be  adjourned,  so  as 
to  enable  the  House  to  criticize  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Public  Works  Loans  Com- 
missioners. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER regretted  that  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  was  not  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government.  It  was  necessary, 
however,  to  proceed  with  the  Bill,  so  as 
to  put  the  Commissioners  in  possession 
of  the  requisite  funds.  To  postpone  it 
would  cause  considerable  public  incon- 
venience. 

Me.  HUSSEY  VIVIAN  said,  the  Re- 
port was  considered  at  the  last  meeting 
of  the  Commissioners,  and  was  ready 
for  presentation,  but  he  thought  it  de- 
sirable that  any  discussion  on  the  sub- 
ject should  be  deferred  to  another  year, 
when  the  Commissioners  would  be  ready 
to  meet  any  objections  that  might  be 
urged  to  their  proceedings. 

Mr.  DODDS  thought  the  complaint 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Glamorganshire  was  uncalled  for  under 
the  special  circumstances  of  the  case. 
The  discussion  as  to  the  proceedings  of 
Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners  on 
Friday  last  had  risen  incidentally  in  the 
course  of  the  debate,  and  was  entirely 
and  naturally  an  offshoot  from  that  dis- 
cussion. He  thought,  however,  that 
seeing  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  recognized  the  promise  made  on  the 
passing  of  the  Public  Works  Loans  Act 
of  1 875  the  Commissioners  had  no  reason 
to  complain  if,  in  the  absence  of  their 
Report,  Members  availed  themselves  of 
any  legitimate  opportunity  of  remarking 
upon  their  course  of  procedure,  and  sug- 
gesting alterations  therein,  as  well  as 
in  the  powers  conferred  upon  those  gen- 
tlemen by  Act  of  Parliament.  The  Bill 
now  under  consideration  had  stood  upon 
the  Paper  for  some  time,  and  he  thought 
the  Report  ought  to  have  been  presented 
earlier  so  as  to  admit  of  its  being  dis- 
cussed. After  the  statement  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  he  trusted 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Shields  would 
allow  the  present  Bill  to  pass,  because 
the  money  was  not  merely  required  by 
the  Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners 
but  by  Harbour  Authorities  and  others 
to  whom  eventually  the  money  would 
have  to  be  paid.  He  hoped,  at  the  same 
time,  that  some  assurance  would  be 
given  that  in  future  Sessions  the  Report 
of  the  Commissioners   would  be    pre- 


sented and  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members 
in  time  to  admit  of  its  being  discussed 
during  the  passage  of  the  annual  Ap- 
propriation Bill  through  the  House.  He 
appealed  to  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Stevenson)  to  withdraw  his  objections. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BISHOPRICS  BILL— [Bill  163.] 
{Mr,  Aasheton  CroM^  Sir  Henry  8elwin»Ihh^mm.) 

SECOND  BEADmO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time." — {Mr,  Assheton  Cross,) 

Mr.  DILLWYN  appealed  to  the  Go- 
vernment not  to  proceed  with  the  Bill 
at  that  time,  as  many  hon.  Members  who 
had  announced  their  intention  to  oppose 
the  Bill  left  the  House,  as  they  under- 
stood an  arrangement  had  been  made, 
and  the  Government  had  promised  not 
to  take  the  second  reading  that  nig^t. 
He  would  move  the  Adjournment  of  the 
Debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoumei" 
—{Mr,  JDillwyn,) 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  the 
arrangement  was  a  conditional  one,  and 
the  conditions  had  not  been  fulfilled.  It 
had  been  hoped  that  they  might  haTe 
been  able  to  go  on  with  the  Factories 
Bill,  and  in  that  case  the  Bishoprics  BiH 
would  not  have  been  taken. 

Mr.  J.  CO  WEN  objected  to  the  second 
reading  on  the  same  ground  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  DiDwyn). 

Sir  ANDREW  LUSK  asked  that 
time  might  be  g^ven  for  the  discussion 
of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  assheton  CROSS  did  not 
understand  that  any  arrangement  had 
been  come  to  as  to  the  hour  when  the 
Bill  should  be  taken,  and  hoped  that  it 
would  be  proceeded  with.  The  Bill  iras 
brought  in  in  pursuance  of  a  dehate 
which  took  place  on  this  subject  verr 
fully  last  year,  in  which  there  was  an 
overwhelming  majority  in  favour  of  the 
Bill,  so  that  the  discuBsion  had  alreadj 
taken  place. 

Mr.  DODSON  thought  there  had  been 
such  an  imderstanding.  [An  hon.  Mix* 
ber:  a  misunderstanding.]  Well,  a 
misunderstanding.    In  any  case  no  ad- 


IJ93        Blind  and  Jka/^Muii       (June  4,  1877}     Children  {Education)  Bill.    1294 


TtnUge  oould  be  gained  by  pressing  the 
Bill  now  which  oould  only  lead  to  a  waste 
of  time  in  a  dirinon  on  the  question  of 
Adjouniment. 

Tot  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB,  while  he  did  not  understand 
tliat  any  arrangement  had  been  come  to 
u  to  the  hour  when  the  Bill  should  be 
taken,  said,  the  Goyemment  would  not 
pr««  it  if  there  was  any  doubt  on  the 
•object. 

Ma.  PABNELL  objected  to  the  Ad- 
i<mmment  of  the  Debate,  if  it  was  merely 
m  order  that  Irish  Bills  which  stood  on 
the  Paper  should  be  taken  at  a  late 
boor. 

Tot  CHANCELLOR  of  tot  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  could  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  it  was  not  intended  to  pro- 
ceed with  those  Bills  that  night. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjowmed  till  To'tnorrow^  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 

003IPANIES  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
f  Jfr.  Eiward  Sttmhope^  Sir  Charles  Addtrhy.) 

[bill     171.]      SECOIO)    BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.*'— (ifr.  E.  Stanhope.) 

Mb,  PABNELL  said,  he  would  not 
oppose  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  if 
it  was  a  matter  of  form,  but  he  protested 
i^tizut  the  practice  of  taking  second 
raadings  at  a  late  hour.  It  was  in  all 
mbabilityan  important  Bill.  [^Laughter.'] 
Well,  it  was  impossible  for  every  Mem- 
ber to  study  all  the  Bills. 

Me.  monk  thought  it  objectionable 
tiiat  a  Member  of  the  Goyemment  should 
nwrely  rise  and  by  taking  off  his  hat 
iDore  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill.  He 
dui  Dot  know  what  the  principle  of  the 
Rill  was;  indeed,  ho  beheved  there  were 
not  20  hon.  Members  who  did,  and  he 
dsared  some  explanation  on  the  subject 
from  the  OoTomment. 

Mjl  E.  stanhope  said,  the  Bill 
iud  been  introduced  mainly  in  conse- 
queoce  of  representations  made  to  the 
Botrd  of  Trade,  arising  out  of  the  recent 
(isctfion  of  the  Master  of  the  RoUs,  which 
mdered  the  law  on  this  subject  very  un- 
(vtain.  At  the  instance  of  many  hon. 
Vvmbers  of  the  House,  of  many  impor- 
Ual  cjmpanies  especially  in  the  North 


of  England,  and  of  other  commercial  and 
trading  Bodies,  it  was  found  necessary 
to  place  beyond  a  doubt  the  power  of 
Companies  to  reduce  their  paid  up  capi- 
tal. The  Bill  provided  proper  safe- 
guards, and  the  Courts  would  impose 
proper  restrictions ;  but  the  measure  was 
of  so  simple  a  character  that  he  trusted 
that  the  House  would  at  once  agree  to 
the  second  reading.  The  Government 
was  perfectly  ready  to  take  into  con- 
sideration any  suggestions  that  might 
be  made  in  detail  m  Committee. 

Mr.  MOEGAN  LLOYD  hoped  that 
when  the  Government  was  introducing 
a  Bill  to  explain  and  render  more  de- 
finite the  provisions  contained  in  one 
clause  of  the  Companies'  Act,  1867,  it 
would  also  endeavour  to  deal  with  and 
render  more  clear  another  clause  on 
which  the  Court  of  Appeal  was  the  other 
day  divided  in  opinion.  He  referred  to 
the  case  of  Twycross  r.  Grant.  Of 
course,  legislation  now  would  not  affect 
what  had  taken  place  ;  but  for]the  future 
it  would  be  well  to  define  more  clearly 
what  was  intended  to  be  admitted,  and 
what  was  to  be  restrained  by  the  clause 
to  which  he  referred. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  second  time,  and  eoni' 
mitted  for  U^ureday. 

BUND    AND    DEAF-MUTE    CHILDREN 

(EDUCATION)  BILL~[BiLL  176.] 

{Mr.  irhedhouae^  Mr,  Isaac.) 

SECOND   EEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (i/r.  JVheeihouee,) 

Mr.  SCLATEIl-BOOTH  said,  that  the 
Bill  would  require  much  consideration 
before  it  could  be  assented  to  by  the 
Government,  or  passed  by  the  House 
into*law. 

Mb.  DODDS  moved  the  Adjournment 
of  the  Debate,  as  it  was  too  late  to  enter 
upon  a  discussion  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  that  night. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.** 
—{Mr,  JJodds.) 

Mu.  WIIEELHOUSE  said,  that  tho 
Bill  merely  gave  permission  to  the  jus- 
tices in  couutiids  and  boards  to  provido 
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the  means  for  the  education  of  those 
children  who  were  in  the  unfortunate 
position  of  being  blind  and  deaf-mutes. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  suggested  that  they 
should  agree  at  once  to  an  Adjournment 
of  the  Debate,  as  he  also  desired  to  offer 
some  opposition  to  the  BiU. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :■— Ayes  24  ;  Noes 
63:  Majority  29.— (Div.  List,  No.  161.) 

Mr.  ANDEESON  objected  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill ;  which,  in  the  first 
place,  enacted  that  Boards  of  Guardians 
should  be  compelled  to  pay  for  the 
education  of  those  children  up  to  the  age 
of  14  years. 

Mr.  SOLATER-BOOTH  also  obieoted 
to  that  provision  of  the  BiU,  and  Loped 
the  House  would  not  assent  to  it. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  oommitUd 
for  To-morrow. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  (MBTEOPOLIS)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sclatbr-Booth,  Bill  to 
consolidate  and  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
PubUc  Health  in  the  Metropolis,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  'hii.  Sclatbr-Booth  and  Mr. 
Salt. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 87.] 

BXTILDINa    SOCIETIES    ACT    (1874)   AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dalrymple,  Bill  to  amend 
•*The  Building  Societies  Act,  1874,"  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Dalrymplb,  Mr.  Waddy, 
and  Mr.  Ybaman. 

BUlpreeenied,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  188.] 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 

One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tueiday,  5th  June,  1877. 


MINTJTES.l  — 5a^  Firet  in  Parliament ^The 
Earl  of  Lindsey,  after  the  death  of  his 
Brother. 

Public  Bills— fVrar  Readwf; ^CmiomBy  Inland 
Revenue,  and  Savings  Banks  •  ;  Public 
Works  Loans  ♦  (88) ;  Cocal  Goremment  Pro- 
visional  Orders  (Altrincham,  &c.)  ♦  (89),  and 
fffeiTed  to  the  Examiners;  Local  Gorem- 
ment   (Gas)    Provisionul   Orders    (Penhth, 

Mr.  TTheelhouee 


&o.)  *  (90),  and  referred  to  the  Examisen ; 
Local  Government  Board's  Provisional  Orders 
Confirmation  (Artiaans  and  Laboorsrs  Dwvll. 
ings)*  (91),  and  referred  to  tha  Ezamiiien; 
Local  Government  Board's  ProviAoaal  Orion 
Confirmation  (Joint  Boards)*  (92),  and  rr- 
f erred  to  the  Examiners;  Local  Govemmiit 
Boiurd's  Provisional  Orders  Conflimatioii 
(Bishop  Auckland,  Ac)*  (93),  and  refirrwd 
to  the  Examiners ;  Local  Govemmeot  Board's 
Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Osistor 
Union,  &c.)  *  (94),  and  referred  to  the  Exa- 
miners. 

Second  Reading  ^Oj^^  and  MuMel  fisheries 
Orders  Confirmation*  (73) ;  Consolidated  Fond 
r£6,900,000)*;  Provisional  Orden  (Ireland) 
Confirmation  (Artisans  and  Labourers  Dwell- 
ings)* (78);  Provisional  Orders  (Ireland) 
Confirmation  (Bnnis,  &c.)  *  (79). 

Committee  —  .Rijwrt— Provisional  Orders  flw- 
land)  Confirmation  (Holjwood,  &c)  *  (63). 

Third  Blading — Soliators  ETsmination,  te.* 
(76);  Gas  and  Water  Orders  Confirmatios 
(Brotton,  &c.)  *  (60),  and/MUM«f. 

LOCAL  OOVERKMEKT  BOA&d's  FBOTI- 
BIONAL  0RDSR8  OONFnOLlTION  (▲BTiaA5S 
AND  LAB0UKER8  DWELUNOS)  BILL  [h.L.], 
(no.  91.)  A  Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provi« 
sional  Orders  of  Uie  Local  Government  Board 
relating  to  the  City  of  Norwich  and  the  Bo- 
roughs of  Walsall  and  Wolverhampton : 

LOCAL  OOVEBNMEirr  BOABD'b  PBOTI- 
8I0NAL      ORDERS      CONFIRMATION      (J0D7T 

boards)  BILL  [h.l.J,  Tno.  92.)  A  Bin  to 
confirm  certain  Provimonal  Orders  of  the  Loctl 
Government  Boiml  fonning  the  Binninghain. 
Tame,  and  Red  Main  Sewerage  District,  and 
the  Lower  Thames  Valley  Main  Sewerage  Dis- 
trict, and  constituting  the  Weymouth  Port 
Sanitary  Authority : 

LOCAL     OOVERNMBNT      BOARD's     PBOVI- 

SIONAL     ORDERS     CONFIRMATION      (BUBOF 

AUCKLAND,    &C.)     BILL    [h.L.],    (NO.    98.^ 

A  Bill  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  ol  th« 
Local  Government  Board  under  theprovi«ooi 
of  the  Gas  and  Water  Works  Facilities  Ad. 
1870,  and  the  PubUc  Health  Act,  1876,  relatiiig 
to  the  Local  Government  District  of  Bishop 
Auckland,  and  certain  other  Provisional  Ordw* 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  under  ths 
PubUc  Health  Act,  1876,  reUting  to  the  Lo«J 
Government  District  of  Hyde,  the  Boroughs  of 
PlymouUi  and  Ryde,  and  the  Local  Govern- 
ment District  of  Westhoughton :  And 

LOCAL  OOVERNMBNT  BOABD's  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDERS  CONFIRMATION  (CAISTO* 
UNION,  dbC.)  BILL  [ill.],  (NO.  94.) 
A  Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provitional  Oiden 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  relating  if 
the  Rural  Sanitary  District  of  the  Cjift*^ 
Union,  the  Borough  of  Cherterfleld,  the  Lj^l 
(4ovemmont  DistnoU  of  Cleckheaton  and  Kbbir 
Yale,  the  Boroughs  of   Homton  and  Kxaf  • 


1»7      lU  Eait$m  QMiiion.        {  June  6, 1877 1  Prince  Oortohakofi  Circular.  1298 


Un  (two),  the  Rand  Sanitary  District  of  the 
uUa  rnioii,  the  Local  Government  Districts 
4  Kev  Mfafbrd,  Redcar,  and  Handown.  the 
T«vB  <A  Bottthampion  (Poor  Law),  the  Local 
rMmamnft  Diitncta  ol  Wallasey  (two).  Wal- 
iiaffan,  Wallinffboroiigh,  and  Ystradyfodwo;; 
Tf««/rMm/#JbyTh<f  Earlof  Jkjuby;  reaal% 
isd  rtftrrwd  to  the  Examiners. 

House  a41ounied  at  half-past  Five 

o^dook,  to  ThuTiday  next, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
l\mda^,  6th  Jun$,  1877. 


UlNUTEa]— 8BLICT  ^^CoxMiTTMB— Companies 
Acts,  IHS'i  and  1S67,  nominaUd ;  Irish  Land 
Act,  1870.  Mr.  Fay  added;  Public  Offices 
■ad  Boildiiigs,  Sir  George  Bowyer  added, 

pi  sue  Bills — CoH$ider$d  as  awmtdni^-PnaoDB 
(ml,  d06at4  a4Joumed;  Colonial  Fortiflca- 
.•[174]. 


QUESTIONS. 

Th»  HoQM  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

'  ATTLE  DISEASES  (IRELAND)  ACTS— 
UEDEE  IN  COUNCIL  DECEMBEli  U, 
Ji7«.-aUEHTION8. 

Dr  CAMERON  asked  the  Chief 
"Wvtary  for  Ireland,  Under  what  parti- 
niUrproriaionof  the  Cattle  Diseases  (Ire- 
lud)  Acts  the  Irish  Privy  Council  has 
i&  ito  Order,  dated  December  14th  1876, 
utkorised  veterinary  inspectors  to  order 
tA^tU  alaoghtered  because  labouring 
-uite  pteuro-pneumonia  to  be  sold  by 
Poor  Law  Guardians  to  the  best  advan- 
t^  for  human  food,  in  case  of  the 
'-(VMtB  dedimng  so  to  sell  them ;  whe- 
-W  from  the  evidence  in  a  case  recently 
t'H'aght  before  the  Blanchardstown  Petty 
?^Mions,  it  did^not  appear  that  under  the 
'  ^ritt  a  cow  whose  lungs  weighed  6  2  lbs. , 
ttd  which  was  described  by  the  medical 
"ftctr  of  health  of  the  city  of  Dublin  as 
'»•  <rf  the  worst  cases  of  pleuro-pneu- 
Cf«ia  he  had  ever  seen,  was  sold  for 
"^jmMn  food  by  the  Guardians  of  the 
^*Qcdl  Dublin  Union ;  and,  whether  he 
*«&  af  if  a  similar  practice  prevails  in 
U|iiad  and  Scotland  ? 


Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
In  reply  to  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member,  I  have  to  state  that  besides 
the  general  power  to  appoint  Inspectors 
and  Valuers  and  to  provide  for  tne  due 
execution  of  the  Cattle  Diseases  Acts 
under  39  &  40  Viet.  c.  61,  s.  4,  the  power 
to  regulate  the  disposal  of  the  carcasses 
of  cattle  slaughtered  under  Orders  in 
Council  is  ooifferred  by  11  &  12   Vict. 
c.    107,   s.   4,   extended  to  Ireland  by 
29  Vict.  c.  4,  8.  1,  and  incorporated  with 
the    subsequent    Cattle    Diseases  Acts 
down  to  and  including  the  Act  of  1876. 
Under    these  powers  repeated    Orders 
have  been  made  relating  to  the  subject. 
As  to  the  second  Question  put  to  me  by 
the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say  that  it 
appears,  fkt)m  the  reports  which  have 
appeared  in  the  newspapers,  that  the 
Inspector  of   the    North    Dublin  City 
Umon  considered  that  the  animal   in 
question  was  fit  for  human  food,  and 
ordered  the  carcass  to  be  sold.    The  case 
was  subsequently  brought    before  the 
magistrates,  who  disag^ed  in  opinion, 
and  it  was  dismissed  without  prejudice. 
In  reply  to  the  third  Question  an  inquiry 
was  made  before  the  issue  of  the  last 
Order  by  the  Irish  Privy  Council  as  to 
what  practice  prevailed  in  Great  Britain ; 
and  it  was  oiscovered  that,  generally 
speaking,  in  the  case  of  animals  slaught- 
ered on  account  of  their  being  affected 
by  pleuro-pneumonia,  it  was  the  practice 
to  utilize  the  flesh  for  food,  imless  the 
disease  was  so  advanced  as  to  render  it 
unfit  for  consumption. 

• 

THE  EA8TEUN  QUESTION  —  PRINCE 
(K)RTCHAKOBT'H  CIRCULAR  —  LORD 
DERBY'S  ANSWER.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
as  to  the  Despatch  of  the  Earl  of  Derby 
to  Prince  Gortchakoff,  dated  the  1st 
of  May,  Whether  any  of  the  parties  to 
the  Conference  at  Constantinople  have 
expressed  concurrence  in  the  views 
therein  set  forth,  and  especially  that 
the  Emperor  of  Russia  has  ''  departed 
from  the  rule  to  which  he  himself  had 
solemnly  recorded  his  consent  ?  '' 

Mr.  BOURKE  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Peterborough,  I  have  to 
state  that  no  expression  of  opinion  has 
been  asked  by  iler  Majostv's  Govern- 
ment from  any  of  the  other  Powers 
with  rospoct  to  the  despatch  referred  to 
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in  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  and 
no  expression  of  opinion  has  been  given 
on  the  subject  by  the  other  Powers. 

COMMERCIAL   REPORTS   OF   THE   FO- 
REIGN OFFICE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  DODSON  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  with 
reference  to  the  Reports  of  Her  Majesty's 
Secretaries  of  Embassy  and  Legation  on 
the  Manufactures,  Commerce,  &o.  of  the 
Countries  in  which  they  reside  (Part  IV. 
Session  1876),  How  a  Report  from  Mr. 
Hill,  dated  *'  Munich,  August  23, 1876," 
and  a  paper  from  Mr.  Walter  Baring, 
dated  **Thorapia,  Sept.  9,  1876,"  came 
to  bo  included  among  the  Reports  pre- 
sented by  Command  to  Parliament  on 
the  9th  day  of  August,  1876;  and, 
whether  he  considers  that  the  pub- 
lisher of  papers  thus  inserted  amon^ 
papers  presented  to  Parliament  would 
in  case  of  need  be  entitled  to  the  benefit 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Act  3  and  4  Vic. 
c.  9,  for  the  protection  of  persons  con- 
cerned in  the  publication  of  papers  by 
or  under  the  authority  of  either  House 
of  Parliament  ? 

Mr.  BOURKE:  It  has  been  the 
custom,  upon  grounds  of  public  con- 
venience, to  include  in  the  last  series 
of  Commercial  Reports  presented  to  Par- 
liament each  Session  any  Reports  that 
may  be  received  after  Parliament  has 
risen,  and  which  have  arrived  in  time  to 
be  printed.  The  Reports  referred  to 
were  distributed  on  the  28th  of  Novem- 
ber last.  If  they  had  been  kept  back 
till  Parliament  met,  they  could  not  have 
been  made  public  untU  the  middle  of 
February.  As  to  the  second  Question, 
which  is  altogether  hypothetical,  and 
of  entirely  a  legal  character,  I  do  not 
think  that  it  is  expedient  to  give  any 
definite  reply,  particularly  as  I  nave  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  question  is 
likely  to  arise  in  a  practical  shape  ;  but 
attention  having  now  been  called  to  the 
matter,  the  consideration  of  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  will  be  directed  to 
the  question,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's object  in  putting  the  Question 
will  thus  no  doubt  be  attained. 

RUSSIA    AND    TURKEY— TIIE   DECLA- 
RATION OF  PARI8-TIIE  SUEZ  CANAL. 

QUESTION.      OB8EBVATION8. 

Mb.  GOURLEY,  who  had  given  No- 
tice   •'  To  ask   the  Under  Secretary  of 

J/r.  Bourkc 


State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If   he  can 
inform  the  House  of  the  intentionB  of 
the  Hussian  Qovemment  relative  to  the 
observance  or  otherwise  of  the  Maritime 
Declaration  of  Paris;  and,  if,   in  con- 
junction with  other  European  Power*, 
oe  win  endeavour  to  promote  friendlj 
negotiations  with  the  Russian  GK>vera- 
ment  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  an 
assurance  that  the  navigation  of  thn 
Suez  Canal  shall  not  be  interfered  witli 
by  Russian  cruisers,"  said :  If  the  Hooa" 
will  permit  me  by  way  of  explanatioo, 
I  will  state  my  reasons  for  giving  Notic* 
of  this  Question,  and,   if  neceesary,  I 
will  conclude  with  a  Motion.  The  reason 
why  I  put  this  Notice  is  because  at  thii 
moment  Egypt  is  at  war  with  Rossia. 
[**  Order,  order !  "] 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled  to  enter  into  any  argu- 
ment. The  Question  he  proposes  to  put 
is  perfectly  plain,  and  does  not  require 
any  explanation. 

Mr.  GOURLEY:  Can  I  not  mos^ 
the  Adjournment  of  the  House  ?  ["No, 
no!"]  ^ 

Mr.  BOURKE :  I  think  I  had  better 
answer  the  last  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  first — that  is,  that  part  of  it 
which  relates  to  the  Suez  Canal.  I  garo 
an  answer  the  other  day  to  a  Queftion 
of  a  similar  character  to  this,  and  I  hart^ 
nothing  to  add  to  the  information  I  then 
gave ;  but  I  wish  now  to  inform  th»' 
House  that  last  night  I  presented  som*' 
Correspondence  on  the  subject,  and  tb*- 
hon.  Member  will  find  all  the  informA- 
tion  he  requires,  or,  at  all  events,  all  thf* 
information  Her  Majesty's  Government 
can  give  him  in  that  Uorreepondenct! 
Then,  with  regard  to  the  first  part  of 
the  Question — as  to  what  the  intention^ 
of  the  Russian  Government  are  relativ" 

* 

to  the  observance  or  otherwise  of  th«^ 
Maritime  Declaration  of  Paris — I  hsTo 
to  inform  the  hon.  Member  that  a  ukft«< 
has  just  been  issued  at  St.  Petersbor^' 
giving  directions  to  the  Russsian  autho- 
rities as  to  the  mode  in  which  thev  aro 
to  deal  with  Turkish  subjects  and  Bu^- 
sian  subjects  in  this  matter,  and  &l«o 
giving  directions  as  to  the  course  the 
Russian  authorities  are  to  pursue  in  Ha- 
lation to  foreign  subjects — including,  of 
course,  ourselves  amongst  the  number; 
and  in  that  ukase  there  will  be  foond  a 
declaration  on  the  part  of  the  St.  Petor»- 
burg  Government  to  the  effect  that  th«'.^ 
mean    to  observe    the    Dedaratioa  of 
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Puii,  with  regard  to  the  Powers  whioh 
sr»  jDftrties  to  that  Declaration ;  but, 
the  Bouse  is  aware,  the  United  States 
sod  Spain  are  not  parties  to  that  De- 
cltnUion.  The  Russian  Qoremment 
have  given  notice  of  their  intention  to 
obfife  the  Declaration  of  Paris  also 
vith  regard  to  the  United  States  and 
Spain.  I  have  a  copy  of  the  ukase 
■ad  shall  be  very  happy  to  show  it  to 
tbs  hatL  Member.  It  will  be  published 
in  The  Londcn  Oautie  to-night,  with  a 
translation. 

to  WILLIAM  HAEOOURT:  I 
would  ask  whether  Turkey  has  made 
say  intimation  of  an  intention  to  ob- 
•trre  the  Declaration  of  Paris  ? 

lia.  BOUBKE:  Speaking  txom  me- 
mory, I  think  the  Porte  has  made  such 
s  dselaration. 

Ma.  OOURLEY :  The  answer  of  the 
boa.  Gentleman  with  regard  totheMari- 
tiBM  Declaration  of  Paris  is  extremely 
latislactorT ;  but  his  answer  with  re- 
fard  to  the  negotiations  conducted  by 
ths  Ooremment  is,  to  my  mind,  scarcely 
•0.  I  deaire  to  state  the  reasons  by 
which  I  hare  been  actuated  in  putting 
the  Question.  V*  Order ! '']  I  mean  to 
ooodode  with  a  Motion  for  the  Adjoum- 
msnt  of  the  House. 

Ma.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
•sTs  he  will  conclude  with  a  Motion. 
Or  courM,  I  am  not  here  to  prevent  the 
km.  Member  from  taking  any  course 
which  the  Forms  of  the  House  will  per- 
mit; bat  I  do  not  think  I  should  be 
dotag  my  duty  to  the  House  if  I  did  not 
poiat  out  in  the  strongest  manner  the 
Mwioos  inconvenience  that  would  arise  if 
sa  hon.  Member  should  put  a  Question 
upon  any  subject,  and,  not  being  satis- 
fied with  the  Answer  he  receives,  should 
move  the  Adjournment  of  the  House. 

Mt,  OOURLEY :  I  bow.  Sir,  to  your 
dsdtion ;  but  I  give, Notice  that  on  the 
earliest  opportunity  I  shall  call  the  at- 
ttation  ox  the  House  to  the  despatches 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  with 
r»gard  to  the  navigation  of  the  Suez 
Csaal. 

Ma.  E.  JENKINS :  I  beg.  Sir,  to 
Bkove  the  Adjournment  of  the  House. 
Mj  hon.  Friend  has  put  a  Question  of 
th«  deepest  importance  at  this  moment 
to  the  maritime  interests  of  England, 
sad  1  cameatly  hope  that  some  further 
ttplanationa  on  the  subject  will  be  given 
by  the  Qoremment.  This  morning  one 
fit  the  weightiest  I'apers  present^   to 


Parliament  this  Session  has  been  placed 
suddenly  in  the  hands  of  Members,  and 
it  so  happens  that  that  Paper  relates  to 
a  subject  which  is  in  harmony  with 
the  question  which  my  hon.  Friend  has 
brought  before  the  House.  My  hon. 
Friend  stated  that  he  intended  to  con- 
clude with  a  Motion.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
of  course  feel  with  the  rest  of  the  House 
that  any  expression  of  opinion  which 
falls  from  the  Chair  ought  to  be  received 
by  both  sides  of  the  House  with   the 

fBatest  respect ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
cannot  feel  the  slightest  doubt  that, 
as  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  has  said, 
there  are  occasions  on  which  it  is  not 
only  proper,  but  necessary,  that  Mem- 
bers should  break  through  the  ordinary 
Rules  of  the  House ;  and  I  cannot  help 
feeling.  Sir,  that  on  the  present  occa- 
sion my  hon.  Friend  was  justified  in 
asking  the  House,  as  has  been  done  by 
hon.  Members  on  much  less  important 
occasions,  that  some  consideration  should 
be  given  to  him  in  proposing  to  move 
the  Adjournment,  in  order  that  he  might 
call  attention  to  this  important  matter. 
Now,  Sir,  I  had  intended  to  follow  my 
hon.  Friend ;  but,  as  he  has  for  the  mo- 
ment dropped  the  question,  I  wish  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  tho 
importance  of  the  Declaration  which  is 
to-day  submitted  to  us.  Of  course,  wo 
have  only  had  a  few  hours  to  consider 
it ;  but  I  hope  the  House  will  not  have 
any  doubt  of  the  importance  and  gravity 
of  the  subject,  and  of  the  fact  that  it  is 
not  open  to  private  Members  to  force  on 
a  debate  with  any  rapidity  in  this  House, 
in  any  other  way  except  that  which  is 
now  beinff  adopted.  1  trust  the  House 
will  feel  that  I  am  not  going  too  far  in, 
for  a  few  moments,  asking  that  some 
further  explanation  should  proceed  from 
the  Ministerial  Bench  with  regard  to 
the  Correspondence  which  has  been  laid 
before  the  House  this  morning.  I  do 
not  know  whether  many  hon.  Members 
are  aware  of  the  important  subjects  dealt 
with  in  these  Papers ;  but  what  I  wish 
to  call  attention  to  is  this — that  it  ap- 
pears from  these  I'apers  that  M.  ue 
Lesseps,  the  managing  director  of  tho 
Suez  Uanal,  went  to  the  Foreign  Office 
on  the  10th  ultimo  and  had  a  very  im- 
portant interview  with  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  who  was  as- 
sisted by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer.    In  tho  course  of  that  interview  a 
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project  was  laid  before  the  noble  Lord 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  which, 
looking  at  it  simply  upon  the  surface, 
and  taking  the  first  view  of  the  case,  I 
cannot  but  feel  was  a  project  which 
was  in  consistence  with  the  interests  of 
England,   and  in  consistence  with  the 

feneral  interests  of  the  Continent  of 
lurope ;  and  it  is  a  matter  of  the  very 
deepest  gravity  that  Her  Majesty's  Gb- 
yemment  should  have  felt  themselves 
compelled  to  object  to  the  proposition 
which  was  laid  before  them.  That  pro- 
position is  contained  in  the  second  In- 
closure  to  Despatch  No.  1  printed  in 
these  Papers,  and  I  would  call  atten- 
tion to  tne  two  most  important  para- 
graphs of  it 

Mr.  PULESTON:  I  rise  to  Order, 
Sir.  I  should  like  to  ask  whether  it  is 
convenient  or  prudent  to  discuss  this  im- 
portant matter  before  hon.  Members 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  reading  the 
Papers  on  the  subject,  which  have  only 
been  delivered  to  hon.  Members  this 
morning  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
asks  me  whether  it  is  convenient  to  dis- 
cuss this  matter  now  ?  I  have  already 
stated  my  opinion  on  this  proceeding, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
(Mr.  Gourley),  in  deference  to  my  sug- 
gestion, gave  Notice  that  on  a  future  oc- 
casion he  would  bring  the  matter  before 
the  House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
dee, however,  has  thought  proper  to 
move  the  Adjournment  of  the  House, 
and  I  have  no  power  to  interfere. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS :  I  can  only  assure 
the  House  that  if  I  had  not  felt  that  it 
was  a  matter  of  the  very  deepest  im- 
portance I  should  not  be  occupying  its 
attention  at  this  moment,  and  I  trust  that 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Puleston) 
will  not  again  intervene  with  interrup- 
tions which  are  scarcely  in  acoordanoe 
with  Parliamentary  usag^. 

Mr.  PULESTON:  I  rise  to  explain 
that  it  is  because  of  the  g^ve  importance 
of  the  matter  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  I  rose  to  Order. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS :  It  is  only  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  a  little  further  infor- 
mation irom  the  Government  that  I  have 
taken  this  course.  I  think  we  are  en- 
titled, when  a  matter  of  this  importance 
is  before  the  country,  to  have  full  infor- 
mation of  what  the  line  is  which  they 
wish  to  take ;  and,  possibly,  it  may  save 
further  debate.    The  proposal  which  was 

J/r.  E.  Jenkins 


laid  before  the  Government  wu  this — 
that  the  Governments  of  such  and  such 
States  should  agree  together  to  maintain 
the  same  liberty  to  every  ship  of  war 
and  commerce,  whatever  may  be  its  fla?, 
and  without  any  exception ;  and  there  u 
another   proposal    which   has  in  view 
simply  the  prevention  of  the  landing  of 
men  and  munitions  of  war  .upon  any 
part  of  the  territory  of  Egypt.     Now, 
Sir,  what  I  would  ask  f^m  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of  8tat« 
for  Foreign  Affairs  is,  what  is  the  objec- 
tion which  Her  Majesty's  Govemmeot 
have  taken  to  the  proposal,  which  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  so  equitable,  and  to 
have  in  view  the  reserving  of  the  ri^ts 
of  all  the  Naviee  of  Europe?   What  Her 
Majesty's  Government  say  is,  that  to 
blockade    or   interfere  with    the  Saef 
Canal,  or  its  approaches,  would  be  re- 
garded by  them  as  a  menace  to  India, 
and  as  a  grave  injury  to  the  commerM 
of  the  world.    Now,  Sir,  I  am  not  here 
for  one  moment  to  say  that  Her  Majestf*! 
Government  are  not  right  in  laving  it 
down  as  a  principle  that  it  would  be  a 
menace  to  India,  but  they  go  on  to  refer 
to  the  commerce  of  the  worid ;  and  I 
want  to  understand  whether  Her  Ma^ 
jesty's  Government,  before  they  mad« 
this  declaration,  had  considered  in  con- 
ference ^th,  or  by  communications  with, 
other  States,  how  the  commerce  of  the 
world  was  to  be  best  protected  in  relation 
to  the  passage  of  the  Suez  CanaL    I 
think  we  are  entitled  to  know  whether 
our  Government,  occupying  as  they  haro 
always  done  during  the  whole  of  thete 
negotiations,    an    isolated   position    in 
Europe,   and    simply  putting    forward 
British  interests  in  the  face  of  the  in- 
terests of  the  whole  of  Europe,  are  dobg 
that  in  this  case,  or  whether  there  haT« 
been  any  previous  communications  with 
other  Governments  which  are  undoubtedly 
concerned,  equally  concerned  with  our- 
selves, in  this  matter  ?    We,  I  hope,  are 
determined  at  aU  events  that  the  arro- 
gance of  British  pretensions — [  '*  Oh !  '*] 
— with  regard  to  the  Suez  Canal,  to  the 
Mediterranean,  and  to  other  matters  in 
relation  to  the  Eastern  Queetion,  shaU 
not  be  put  forward  in  such  a  way  as  to 
call  upon  us  the  general  protest,  and, 
perhaps,  the  forcible  resistance  of  Eu- 
rope.    [**0h!"]     I  have  spoken  — I 
hope  the  House  will  not  be  angry  with 
me  for  having  done  so — from  a  convic- 
tion that  a  matter  of  this  importance 
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iom  i«nd«r  it  neoaMary  that  we  should 
haw  tome  emrlr  and  immediate  in- 
iamatioa  of  what  are  the  real  feel- 
ia^of  Her  Migestj's  GbTemment  upon 
dm  queetion ;  and  I  do  hope  that  the 
rifht  hon.  Oentleman  the  Ohanoellor 
oi  the  Exchequer  will  give  us  some  more 
diar  and  satisfaotoiy  explanation  of 
vkat  the  line  of  their  polioj  is,  than 
iBjthisg  that  we  find  in  these  Papers 
which  ^Te  been  presented.  I  beg  to 
more  the  Adjournment  of  the  House. 

Ua.  WHALL£Y  rose  to  seoond  the 
Motion.  He  thought  the  hon.  Member 
(sr  Dundee  (Mr.  Jenkins)  entitled  to  the 
npport  of  erery  independent  private 
Member.  Unless  there  were  some  modi- 
fications of  the  Rules  of  the  House  to 
pomit  private  Members  to  brine  forward 
unportant  questions,  there  should  be 
(r»edom  in  a  case  like  this  to  take  ad- 
Tutage  of  the  Forms  of  the  House.  If 
it  vere  said  that  these  matters  should  be 
kft  tothe  Front  benches,  he  replied  that 
thoM  who  had  had,  like  him,  the  ad- 
Ttotage  of  attending  public  meetings  at 
Birmingham  would  auite  understand 
tiwt  the  country  did  lixe  to  see  indivi- 
dnsls,  howerer  insignificant  or  unpopular 
Umj  might  be  in  the  House,  m  their 
ptsoss  discharging  their  duties ;  because 
It  vas  recognized  that  in  this  matter  the 
Uadership  of  the  Opposition  was  in 
rrmunisnon.  There  was  yet  to  be  found 
that  organization  of  Her  Majesty's  Oppo- 
iftion  which  was  essential  for  the  pro- 
tMtion  of  the  interests  of  the  country. 
Ht  complained  that  a  very  simple  Notice 
for  Betams  in  connection  with  the  Tioh- 
InfM  proeeoution  which  he  had  placed 
BBoa  the  Paper  had  been  by  every  pos- 
■W  device  and  obstruction  put  off  from 
tia#  to  time.  He  thought  the  Oovem- 
BMot  ought  to  give  some  undertaking 
that,  either  by  keeping  a  House  at  the 
Evning  Sittings,  or  in  some  other  way, 
private  Members  should  have  an  oppor- 
tiuity  of  bringing  forward  grievances. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.'' — 
(J6-.  JS*.  /(miiiM.) 

am  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  trusted 
ths  Government  would  abstain  from 
Ukiag  any  notioe  of  the  question  which 
had  been  put  to  them  by  tne  hon.  Mem- 
htr  for  Dundee.  The  question  waa  one 
^  fmj  great  importance,  and  one  which 
Bifht  very  fairly  be  brought  before  the 


House ;  but  the  Papers  had  only  been 
issued  that  morning,  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  had  no  Notice  that  they 
would  be  called  upon  to  make  any  de- 
fence of  the  despatches  which  they  had 
written.  He  thought  it  scarcely  fair 
that  they  should  be  called  upon  to  do 
so  at  a  moment's  notice,  and  before  hon. 
Members  had  had  time  to  study  the 
Papers.  He  fully  appreciated  the  anxiety 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee  to  bring 
this  question  before  the  House ;  but  he 
trusted  the  Oovemment  would  not  upon 
that  occasion  enter  into  any  further  dis- 
cussion. 

Mb.  T.  E.  smith  concurred  in  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ohristchurch  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff). 
He  regarded  the  Suez  Canal  as  one  of 
the  most  important  subjects  of  the 
day ;  but  he  felt  that  it  would  be  most 
unfair  to  the  Oovemment  and  the 
House  that  either  the  Oovemment  or 
the  House  should  be  called  upon  to 
express  an  opinion  at  this  moment 
upon  Papers  which  had  only  been 
published  that  morning.  However  im- 
portant the  subject  mignt  be,  the  House 
had  reason  to  have  every  confidence  in 
Her  Migesty's  Oovemment  that  they 
would  bo  willing  within  a  day  or  two  to 
give  ample  information  upon  the  ques- 
tion, lie  earnestly  hoped  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
would  decline  to  give  further  informa- 
tion until  proper  Notice  had  been  given 
of  the  Question,  and  an  opportunity 
afforded  to  the  House  to  deal  with  it  by 
a  dobato 

Mr.  MAO  IYER  wished  to  sa v  a  few 
words  in  opposition  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee.  In 
his  own  (Mr.  Mac  Ivor's)  and  neigh- 
bouring constituencies,  whose  trading 
interests  were  really  involved  in  such 
matters,  they  felt  the  most  .'entire  con- 
fidence in  the  course  the  Government 
had  pursued  in  respect  to  the  Eastern 
Question,  and  that  it  was  wrong  merely 
for  party  purposes  to  endeavour  to  raise 
these  dehcate  questions  with  no  other 
object  than  to  embarrass  the  Oovem- 
ment. If  the  Government  had  done 
right  in  the  past,  and  he  had  not  the 
slightest  hesitation  in  affirming  that 
they  had,  they  should  be  allowed  to  con- 
duct these  matters  in  their  own  way 
without  too  much  hypercritioism. 

Mr.  WHITBREAI)  said,  he  desired 
to  express  to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem* 
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ber  for  Dandee  (Mr.  Jenkins)  the  ex- 
treme inoonvenienoe  of  bringing  ques- 
tions of  this  sort  forward  without  Notice. 
The  inconvenience  was  two-fold.  First 
of  ally  they  had  not  present  many  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  who  would  like  to  take 
part  in  the  discussion  on  the  very  im- 
portant question  that  was  raised.  In 
the  next  place,  they  could  not  obtain 
from  the  (Government  those  fVill  explana- 
tions which  were  required,  and  they  had 
a  sort  of  desultory  conversation  in  the 
House  which  led  to  no  result.  If  that 
were  the  only  mischief,  it  would  be 
enough  to  prevent  questions  of  this 
kind  being  brought  forward  without 
Notice ;  but  it  must  be  remembered 
that  this  was  a  subject  which  was 
watched  very  keenly  outside  the  House. 
Now,  when  they  had  a  conversation  of 
this  character  on  a  subject  of  import- 
ance, without  either  the  question  being 
put  in  the  formal  manner  in  which  it 
ought  to  be  put,  and  without  having 
that  full  explanation  which  the  hon. 
Member  required,  people  outside  were 
apt  to  be  misled  into  thinking  that  the 
House  treated  this  question  as  not  beinff 
a  large  and  grave  one.  They  would 
think  the  House  had  not  made  up  its 
mind  on  the  gravity  of  the  subject,  or, 
for  some  reason  or  other,  desired  to  pass 
it  over  without  notice.  It  was  very  hard 
upon  the  whole  House  that  they  should 
not  have  Notice  of  such  an  important 
question  being  raised.  If  the  question 
could  be  said  to  be  one  of  urgency,  his 
hon.  Friend  would  be  justified  in  raising 
it  by  the  unusual  mode  of  moving  the 
Adjournment  of  the  House;  but  he 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  for 
a  moment  contend  that  this  was  a  ques- 
tion of  such  urgency  that  he  could  not 
have  given  the  ormnary  Notice  of  his 
intention  to  ask  the  Question. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  said,  he  would 
gladly,  in  accordance  with  what  ap- 
peared to  be  the  feeling  of  the  House, 
withdraw  the  Motion  for  its  Adjournment. 
He  begged  to  say  he  had  not  really 
raised  a  debate.  He  had  simply  asked 
a  Question — he  had  asked  for  further 
information ;  and  if  the  Government  did 
not  choose  to  give  it,  he  could  not  com- 
pel them  to  do  so.  He  thought  by  the 
course  he  had  taken  he  had  not  laid 
himself  open  to  the  animadversions  of 
his  hon.  Friend. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOURT :  I  un- 
derstand  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- 

Mr,  7Fhithr0ad 


land  (Mr.  Gourley)  has  ffiven  Notice  of 
his  intention  to  bring  this  question  be- 
fore the  House.  Everyone  reooenixes 
the  importance  of  the  subject,  and  I  do 
not  suppose  that  the  Government  will 
decline  lor  a  moment  to  g^ve  the  infor- 
mation that  may  exist.  I  hope  my  hon. 
Friend  will  fix  an  early  day  on  which 
this  matter  may  be  discussed^ 

Motion,  by  leave,  tctthdrawn. 

CRIMINAL  LAW- 
CASE  OF  8.  G.    MERRETT.— QUESnoy. 

Mb.  monk  asked  the  Secretaj^of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther the  case  of  Samuel  George  Merrett, 
who  was  convicted  at  Gloucester  in 
April  1876,  and  sentenced  to  seven 
vears'  penal  servitude  for  a  crime  whicli 
it  has  been  proved  he  never  committed^ 
and  who  has  consequently,  on  the  re- 
commendation of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, received  a  f^ee  pfu^on  from  Her 
Majesty,  is  one  which  he  can  fairly  t«- 
commend  to  the  Commissioners  of  Her 
Majesty's  Treasury  for  some  compensa- 
tion to  Merrett  in  respect  of  his  twelre 
months'  wroogful  punishment? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  wplj, 
said,  that  the  case  had  been  eufficientij 
met  by  a  sum  of  money  and  some  other 
assistance  having  been  given  to  tlte 
man. 

NAVY- REPORTED  MUTINY  ON  BOAED 
H.M.S.  "  ALEXANDRA."— QUESTION. 

Mb.  P£A8E  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it 
is  true  that  Mutiny  broke  out  on  board 
Her  Majesty's  Ship  '*  Alexandra"  at 
the  PirseuB  during  last  week,  and  that 
the  mutineers  damaged  the  gun»  of  the 
vessel ;  and,  whether  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  any  information  as  to  thecauM 
of  the  outbreak,  or  as  to  the  present 
state  of  affairs  on  board  the  ship  ? 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGERTON  :  In  answCT 
to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say  it  u 
not  true  that  a  mutiny  has  broken  oat 
on  board  Her  Majesty's  ship  AUxMdr§ 
at  the  PirflBUB.  The  official  Report  to 
the  Admiralty,  dated  23rd  of  May,  statee 
that  a  case  of  insubordination  had  oc- 
curred, exhibited  by  the  throwing  over- 
board of  certain  small  articles,  such  ai 
tangent-sights  and  pipe  whistles,  by  aome 
person  or  persons.  There  was  no  daeto 
the  offenders  given  by  the  ship  polios  or 


1109 


Priioni  Bill, 


t  Juke  5,  1877) 


Coniideration, 


1310 


^  ptttj  oflloen,  and  they  hare  been 
wned  that  they  will  be  suspended  if 
tA«re  be  any  recurrence  of  these  pro- 
eoedingt.  The  acta  in  question  followed 
Oft  the  imposition  of  some  extra  drill, 
(rrdftrvd  in  consequence  of  the  negligent 
pfifunnance  of  duty  on  the  part  of  the 
«atch  and  some  of  the  petty  officers. 
No  official  letter  has  since  been  received 
fnim  the  Commander-in-Chief;  but  a 
piirate  letter  was  received  yesterday  by 
A  Member  of  the  Board,  written  six 
(isjs  later  than  the  occurrence,  in  which 
BO  alliuion  is  made  to  the  matter,  and 
thft  writer  states  that  the  ship  was  to 
nil  next  day. 


PRISONS  BILL.— [Bill  121.] 
'Mr.  AmkttoH  CrM9,  Sir  Henry  Sehoin^lbbetion.) 

OOVBIDBRATIOV. 

<'>rder  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
rtad. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
That  the  Bill  be  now  taken  into  Con- 


«« 


■deration."— (ifr.  Auheton  Cro$$,) 
Ma.  O'CONNOE  POWER  moved— 

"  Tbftt,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Houae,  no  legis* 
Utfaoo  Am^Mn^  witn  the  management  and  disci- 
^aaf  of  Priauna  can  be  satisfactory  which  does 
•  i  pxtand  to  convict  ostabllshments.'* 

Thh  hon.  Member  said,  that  it  had  been 
his  daty  in  every  Session  of  the  present 
I'lrliament  to  endeavour  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  hardships 
endured  by  a  particular  class  of  pHsoners 
amWgoing  confinement  in  Her  Majesty's 
ffwms;  but  he  did  not  recollect  that 
ujr  opportunity  so  favourable  as  the 
pf»*ent  had  heretofore  presented  itself 
<4  placing  before  the  House  an^hing 
Lie  a  complete  statement  on  this  very 
important  subject.  After  the  many  re- 
prMsntations  made  to  the  Government 
with  reference  to  the  cruel  and  unneces- 
mxy  punishment  inflicted  on  political 
prisoners  in  various  prisons  in  England 
•zkd  Ireland  during  the  last  11  or  12 
jmx%  it  might  iustlv  have  been  ex- 
pected that  any  legislation  which  Mi- 
nistTs  submitted  to  the  House  would 
contain  ample  provisions  against  prao- 
titce  so  revolting  to  justice  and  humanity. 
Bot  what  did  they  find  ?  He  had  care- 
hHj  examined  the  Prisons  BUI  for  £ng- 
iud  and  the  Prisons  Bill  for  Ireland, 
tad  it  seamed  to  him  that  in  the  oon- 
•tnctioa  of  those  Bills  the  Government 


had  not  given  a  thought  to  the  com- 
plaints of  prison  treatment  so  frequently 
made  by  non.  Members  in  that  House, 
and  in  resolutions  forwarded  from  meet- 
ings held  in  every  considerable  town 
and  city  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 
He  was  in  his  place  on  that  day  to  ac- 
cuse Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  di- 
rect and  explicit  terms,  of  being  the  up- 
holders of  a  system  of  prison  discipline 
under  which  cruel  and  barbarous  punish- 
ments had  been  inflicted,  were  now 
being  inflicted,  and  might  at  any  time 
be  inflicted  so  long  as  the  present  sys- 
tem was  maintained.  It  must  be  re- 
membered that  during  the  recent  Fenian 
excitement  thousands  of  men  mere  incar- 
cerated in  the  various  prisons  of  Ireland 
for  periods  ranging  from  three  months 
to  two  years.  He  spoke  of  prisoners 
who  were  never  brought  to  trial,  and 
consequently  were  never  convicted.  Many 
of  those  prisoners,  confined  without  an 
appeal  to  either  Judge  or  jury,  were 
tortured  to  death  or  driven  to  madness 
by  the  barbarous  treatment  they  received. 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  suspected  him  of  ex- 
aggeration, he  had  only  to  remind  them 
that  in  the  Sessions  of  1874  he  moved 
for  Hetums  bearing  upon  this  subject, 
and  the  Home  Secretary  refused  to  grant 
them,  thereby  withholding  from  the 
House  official  information  on  a  subject 
of  great  national  importance,  and  cloak- 
ing with  the  authority  of  his  position  the 
outrages  that  wore  committed  by  brutal 

gaolers,  and  condoned  and  connived  at 
y  Government  Inspectors.  He  would 
quote  some  official  information  on  the 
subject.  In  1867  Dr.  Eobert  McDonnell, 
the  medical  superintendent  of  Mountjoy 
Convict  Prison,  furnished  a  Koport  to 
the  Directors  in  which  he  drew  attention 
to  the  state  of  health,  mentally  and  bodilyi 
of  those  imtried  prisoners  who  had  been 
in  custody  for  manv  months.  Dr.  M'Don- 
nell  stated  that  those  untried  prisoners 
were  kept  confined  by  themselves  all  day 
long,  except  when  at  exercise  or  religious 
service;  that  at  these  times  they  were 
not  allowed  to  communicate  with  each 
other :  that  they  had  not,  as  the  convict 
had,  the  comparative  recreation  of  school ; 
that  they  were  emaciated  and  worn-look- 
ing; that  some  had  shown  unmistakeable 
signs  of  mental  disturbancoH ;  and  that 
the  lengthened  period  of  their  conflne- 
ment  made  their  case  unlike  that  of  ordi« 
nary  untried  prisoners  awaiting  trial. 
Dr.  McDonnell  recommended  on  medical 
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grounds  that  the  severity  of  the  prison 
oisoipline  should  be  relaxed.  Ana  what 
was  the  result  ?  Instead  of  there  being 
any  relaxation  in  the  discipline  the 
humane  officer  who  advocated  the  better 
treatment  of  the  prisoners  was  dismissed. 
He  (Mr.  Power)  asked  the  House  to  con- 
sider caref^y  the  magnitude  of  such 
cruelty  and  injustice — innocent  men  con- 
demned to  a  state  of  perpetual  solitary 
confinement,  and  this  was  done  by  the 
Irish  Gk>yemment  under  both  the  Liberal 
and  Conserrative  Administrations.  The 
shadow  of  this  great  wrong  rested  alike 
on  both  Parties  in  the  House,  and  the 
time  had  now  come  when  both  should 
unite  to  remove  it  by  just  and  humane 
legislation.  Some  correspondence  on  the 
treatment  of  political  prisoners  had  ap- 
peared recently  in  The  Times,  and  that 
leading  journal  said,  very  justly,  that 
the  statements  made  on  the  subject 
could  not  be  read  without  a  keen  sense 
of  indignation.  But  it  was  a  remark- 
able illustration  of  the  indifference 
to  Irish  affairs  felt  by  the  Press 
and  the  public  of  Ghreat  Britain. 
The  Timee  on  a  recent  occasion  treated 
these  statements  as  if  they  were  only 
then  made  for  the  first  time.  When  the 
punishments,  the  evil  effects  of  which 
Dr.  M'Donnell  had  described,  were  being 
inflicted,  the  Irish  papers  and  people 
frequently  and  loudly  called  for  redress, 
but  none  came.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  now  bound  to  take  one  of  the 
two  courses  in  reference  to  the  question 
— either  to  justify  the  perpetration  of 
horrible  outrages  on  political  opponents 
on  the  atrocious  principle  that  the  end 
justified  the  means,  or  to  propose  such 
legislation  as  should,  in  the  language  of 
2%e  TSmee,  render  it  impossible  for  the 
future.  When  Mr.  O'Donovan  Rossa 
and  his  companions  were  in  prison  the 
country  never  would  have  heard  of  the 
illegal  and  shocking  treatment  they  re- 
ceived but  for  information  brought  out 
of  prison  surreptitiously  by  discmarged 
prisoners.  Some  of  the  national  jour- 
nals had  published  this  information, 
which  in  the  course  of  time  led  to  in- 
quiry, and  fkt>m  inquiry  to  the  partial 
liberation  of  the  pohtical  prisoners — an 
act  which  the  half-hearted  and  short- 
sighted policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  deprived  of  the  character  of 
enlightened  statesmanship  which  would 
undoubtedly  attach  to  a  full  and  com- 

Mr.  (y  Connor  Power 


plete  amnesty.  Borne  letter*  whicih  were 
written  12  months  since,  and  bxtraght 
out  from  Dartmoor  Prison  by  discharged 
prisoners,  had  been  placed  in  his  hands, 
from  which  he  should  read  extracts  to 
the  House.     The  writers   knew  veiy 
well  the  consequences  that  might  foDow 
the  announcement  of  their  violation  of 
the  prison  rules,  but  their  patience  wsa 
exhausted.    They  contended,  with  rea- 
son, that  as  the  prison  authorities  had 
violated  a  rule  in  treating  tJiem  wone 
than  ordinary  criminals,  they  were  justi- 
fied in  disregarding  the  rules  for  the 
purpose  of  self-defence,  and  they  had 
therefore  sent  out  word  that  he  (Mr. 
Power)  was  at  liberty  to  make  what  use 
he  thought  proper  of  the  letters.     The 
hon.  Member  proceeded  to  read  extraeti 
from  these  letters.    Mr.  Michael  Daritt 
a  prisoner  convicted  of  treason  felony, 
and  had  been  in  penal  servitude  for  the 
last  seven  years,  wrote  complaining  of 
the  treatment  he  received  from  the  prison 
officials,  and  stating  that  he  had  been  wt 
to  stone-breaking,  of  which,  in  warm 
weather,  he  did  not  complain ;  but  in 
winter  he  was  compelled  to  work  in  a 
large  open  yard,  the  veiy  coldest  in  the 
prison ;  his  cell,  seven  feet  long  by  £rar 
broad,  iron  sides,  and  slate  floor,  was 
directly  opposite  the  water-closet,  1 0  or  IS 
feet  distant,  where  the  feecal  matter  from 
10  wards  (74  men)  was  kept  in  tabs  fbr 
manure:    he  had  asked  the  prinoipal 
warder  to  remove  him  a  little  higher  up, 
butnoohangewaseffected,  although  there 
was  an  empty  cell.    The  hon.  Membar 
then  read  further  extracts  frt>m  Michael 
Davitf  s  letters,  one  of  which  stated  that 
that  there  was  not  one  prison  official,  from 
the  Visiting  Director  to  the  lowest  of  thi 
crowd,  that  would  not  lie  to  save  thsm- 
selves  frt)m  blame  or  exposure.  Another 
stated  that  he  suffered  much  during  ths 
long  winter  from  catarrh  and  incesssni 
spitting  of  phlegm,  which  mnst  inerit- 
ably  end  in  lung  disease;  that  the  oHmata 
waa  80  severe,  and  the  food  so  abomi- 
nablv  bad  and  filthy,  that  the  wonda 
was  now  men  could  bear  up  against  two 
of  the  greatest  hardships  of  life— ooU 
and  hunger;  and  that  they  were  ragalad 
with  the  potatoes  which  had  become  tm- 
fit  for  the  pigs  in  the  neighbourhood  to 
eat.    The  hon.  Member  uien  alluded  to 
the  case  of  Sergeant  M^Oarthv,  and  nad 
a  letter  from  that  prisoner,  uted  Chat- 
ham, April  1877.    The  letter  stated  that 
the  poeition  of  the  priaonen  waa  ht- 
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coaiBg  d6tp«rftte;  that  thej  were  sub- 
j«elid  to  tooh  fyttematio  annojanoes 
tbii  if  th^y  were  allowed  to  go  on,  they 
<oeld  only  haye  one  ending — namely^ 
d«tli;  th!at  the  melanoholy  conoloeion 
btd  filmed  itself  upon  them  that  nothing 
Ua  than  their  lires  were  aimed  at,  and 
tilt,  too,  in  a  eowardlyi  assassin-like 
wumer ;  and  that  it  was  a  significant 
liMt  that  thia  persecution  dated  only 
from  the  time  the  Gbvemor  of  the 
pnon  beeame  aware  that  he  (M'Oarthy) 
VIS  suffering  from  heart  disease.  The 
ka.  Member  then  referred  to  the  case 
of  Oorporal  Ohambers,  who,  for  the 
ftte  months  during  which  he  was  in 
easlody  before  triiQ,  was  treated  worse 
tya  a  oonTiot  during  his  imprisonment. 
Cbaaiben  had  been  made  to  mop  out 
filthy  dens  of  dirt;  and  when  in  the 
hos^italy  snfferinff  from  chronic  rheu- 
msftismf  he  complained  of  10  ounces  of 
fiwd  per  day  as  inadequate,  he  was  de- 
darea  to  be  cured  and  turned  out  of 
hospital.  It  was  impossible  to  read 
tkoee  documents  without  indignation; 
bat  Chambers'  case  spoke  for  itself.  It 
vss  only  DaTitt,  with  nis  superior  derer- 
who  had  made  himself  heard.  This 
was  weekly  obliged  to  act  as  ohar- 
^an  to  a  lot  of  very  dirty  people. 
Brsn  a  ^ance  of  the  eye,  a  look,  was 
^ssaad  a  crime  in  Dartmoor.  Chambers 
bad  been  held  by  one  gaoler  while 
hs  was  being  ill-treated  by  another 
taoler.  "Worthy  sons,"  said  Cham- 
bsn,*' of  worthy  nres;"  and  he  made  an 
•Qasion  which  he  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power) 
SA  not  understand.  Amongst  other 
natt«  it  was  stated  that  of  1,000  pri- 
lasri  in  Dartmoor,  nearly  one  half  suf- 
faed  from  heart  and  pulmonary  diseases, 
ewiagto  insufficient  clothing  aurinff  the 
nU  weather,  ezoessiye  labour,  ana  bad 
food.  It  might  be  said  that  the  language 
m  whidi  the  complaints  were  couched 
WBs  ysiy  strong ;  but  he  did  not  think  it 
VIS  too  strong  to  be  repeated  to  the 
Heose  of  Commons.  In  1868  orders 
w«e  reeeiyed  to  treat  Chambers  with 

Cv  seyerity,  and  those  orders  bad 
oarried  out,  and  were  in  force  so 
wnesUy  as  13  months  ago.  According 
to  DayKt,  the  man  Chambers  was  not 
allowed  to  snye  eyidence  before  a  Com- 
aisaoB  of  Inquiry,  nor  was  Chambers 
ptodnced  beCore  the  Commission  in  1 870. 
la  June  or  July,  1868,  Chambers  re- 
«smd,  iu  reply  to  a  Petition  asking  to 
bs  allowed  to  attend  to  his  religious 
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duties,  the  words  ''No  erounds.''  In 
yiew  of  the  fact  that  Members  from  Ire- 
land had  once  or  twice  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Goyemment  to  the  circum- 
stances and  treatment  of  these  treason- 
felony  prisoners,  and  nothing  had  been 
done,  it  did  appear  to  him  that  the  time 
had  come  when  the  feelings  of  the  Eng- 
lish nation  should  be  stirred  up  on  this 
question.  Meetings  on  the  sumeot  had 
been  held,  and  oyer  one  of  them  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Limerick  {Mr.  Butt)  presided.  About 
200,000  persons  attended  that  meeting 
in  Dublin,  and  they  were  men  who  had 
a  stake  in  the  country,  and  who  knew  that 
the  treatment  of  the  political  prisoners 
as  conyicts  and  malefactors  was  not  the 
way  to  stamp  out  disaffection.  Those  pri- 
soners were  men  who  had  exhibited  ex- 
cessiye  patriotism,  and  adopted  measures 
to  remedy  admitted  grievances  not  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Constitution  of  the  country. 
The  agitifition  of  last  Autumn,  whatever 
might  be  the  motives  of  its  promoters, 
showed  that  the  English  people  were 
capable  of  sympathizing  with  suffering 
humanity ;  and  he  cherished  the  hope 
that  his  feeble  words  would  find  an  echo 
in  the  constituencies  of  England  and 
Scotland,  and  that  they  would  not  sanc- 
tion any  adverse  vote  of  the  House  of 
Commons  denjdng  those  reforms  in  pri- 
son discipline  which  he  believed  were 
absolutely  necessaxr  to  prevent  the  re- 
currence of  such  deeds  as  he  had  re- 
cited. He  considered  himself  justified  in 
bringing  forward  the  Amendment  he 
had  put  on  the  Paper,  and  in  saying 
that  the  time  had  come  when  the  Oo- 
vemment  should  introduce  something 
more  comprehensive  than  the  present 
paltry  measure,  and  somethinff  that 
should,  in  the  first  place,  deal  with  the 
crying  evils  such  as  those  to  which  he 
had  referred.  This  question  ought  not 
to  be  dealt  with  piecemeal,  and  he 
thouffht  the  Oovemment  ought  to  defer 
legislation  on  this  subject  until  they 
could  remove  the  great  evils  of  which  he 
complained.  lie  knew  he  would  be  told 
that  inquiries  had  been  made  and  a 
Commission  issued  to  inveBtigate  the 
complaints  against  prison  officials,  and 
that  it  had  been  found  that  the  most 
serious  accusations  had  not  been  verified. 
But  the  inquiry  was  of  the  most  unsatis- 
factory character.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt)  had 
stated  that  if  the  inquiry  were  to  bo 
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oondncted  in  the  manner  proposed  it 
could  not  fail  to  be  regarded  with  dis- 
trust ;  for  that  when  the  prisoners  asked 
to  be  allowed  the  assistance  of  counsel 
in  preparing  their  statement,  which  as- 
sistance the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said  was  necessary,  they  received  a  reply 
stating  that  the  Commissioners  could  not 
comply  with  the  request.  As  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  w^ll  stated,  an 
investigation  of  complaints  without 
hearing  the  complainants  could  not  fail  to 
be  regarded  as  a  mockery  and  a  delu- 
sion, if  not  also  a  snare.  If  the  inquiry 
had  been  conducted  in  a  full  and  fair 
manner,  he  ventured  to  say  that  it  would 
not  have  been  his  duty  to  get  up  in  that 
House  Session  after  Session  and  occupy 
the  attention  of  the  House  in  the  hope 
of  obtaining  some  much-needed  reforms. 
Up  to  this  point  the  Government  had 
determined  to  keep  the  political  prisoners 
in  gaol ;  but  he  did  not  think  they  would 
determine  to  keep  them  there  much 
longer.  But  however  long  they  kept 
them  in  confinement,  he  urged  that  they 
should  be  treated  as  men,  and  not  as 
brutes.  It  was  time  that  the  question 
should  be  taken  up  as  to  how  far  the 
Government  was  justified  in  detaining 
political  prisoners.  If  the  House  of 
Commons  at  the  latter  part  of  the  19th 
century  was  about  to  assert  that  there 
was  no  di£Perence  between  political 
offences  and  ordinary  crimes,  they  would 
do  what  was  not  done  in  any  other 
nation ;  and  if  they  did  so  to-day,  they 
would  be  rolling  back  the  tide  of  civiliza- 
tion. He  trusted  that  the  result  of  any 
division  which  might  be  forced  upon 
them  on  this  question  would  show  mat 
the  feeling  of  the  House  of  Commons 
was  on  the  side  of  humanity  and  justice. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  mov- 
ing hisBesolution. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  <*  That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  no  le^slation 
dealing  with  the  management  and  discipline  of 
Prisons  can  be  satisfactory  which  does  not  ex- 
tend to  convict  establishments,"— (if r.  O'Commot 
Power  ^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'' 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  willinrfy 
paid  a  tribute  to  the  generous  sympamy 

Mr,  0*  Connor  Power 


and  belief  in  the  truth  of  tk«  ftatements 
made  to  him  which  induced  the  hon. 
Member  to  bring  forward  this  question 
year  after  year,  and  to  express  himsslf 
so  strongly.  He  (Mr.  Cross)  deeUned  on 
the  present  occasion  to  go  into  the  ques- 
tion whether  or  not  political  (fences 
should  be  treated  in  the  manner  in 
which  they  were  now  treated  by  the  law 
of  the  land.  The  object  of  the  MotioA 
was,  however,  not  to  say  that  the  House 
ought  not  to  legislate  on  the  subject,  or 
that  the  Government  ought  not  to  intro> 
duce  a  Bill  like  that  now  before  ths 
House;  but  that,  if  they  dealt  with 
county  and  borough  prisons,  they  ought 
also  to  deal  with  convict  prisons.  His 
answer  to  that  was  that  he  prefemd 
to  do  one  thing  at  a  time,  ana  the  BiO 
now  before  the  House  dealt  with  a  vsrj 
large  number  of  prisons  and  many  larg« 
questions.  Moreover,  it  was  a  measnrs 
which  would  in  the  long  run  grestiy 
ameliorate  the  condition  of  thoee  nnfor> 
tunate  persons  confined  in  them.  Thi 
hon.  Member  talked  about  the  barbarous 
manner  in  which  persons  who  had  not 
been  convicted  of  any  crime  had  been 
treated,  especially  in  Mountjoy  Prison. 
The  hon.  Member  said  they  wars  sab- 
jected  to  certain  discipline  which  no  p6^ 
son  except  a  man  who  had  been  convMtsd 
ought  to  be  subject  to.  He  (Mr.  Cross) 
must,  to  acertain  extent,demur  to  thestat*- 
ments  made  as  to  the  treatment  of  prison- 
ers in  Mountjoy  Prison,  Thequestion isto 
the  treatment  of  prisoners  in  that  prison 
was  brought  before  the  House  in  1867, 
when  it  appeared  from  the  Beport  asto 
the  state  of  things  in  that  prison,  that 
with  reference  to  untried  prisoners  thsrs 
was  not  a  single  case  requiring  trest- 
ment  in  the  hospital;  that  they  wttt 
permitted  to  obtain  their  own  food ;  thst 
the  prison  scale  of  diet  waa  toleraUj 
liberal  and  varied;  that  durins  th« 
hours  of  exercise  the  untried  pcSitical 
prisoners  might  associate  witn  sack 
other ;  and  that  they  might  read  boob 
obtained  from  the  library  or  sent  to  thsm 
by  their  Mends.  The  d9th  clause  of 
this  Bill  provided  that  wherever  thsrs 
were  political  prisoners,  whether  ferssft 
custody  before  trial  or  after  conviction, 
special  rules  should  be  provided  for  thsi 
class  of  prisoners.  The  BiU,  therefore 
did  meet  the  precise  evil  brought  belbre 
the  House  by  the  hon.  MemW.  With 
reference  to  &e  attack  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  generally  on  the  managemsnt 
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d  ^  oonTiet  prisona,  he  f  Mr.  Otom) 
«oiUr«BmdthtHonae  ihattnisquestion 
had  been  diwoMed  by  the  House  when 
a  Obmmitteet  and  iliat  the  Oommittee 
^mM  that  it  was  better  to  confine  the 
Ml  to  ooimty  and  borough  prisons ;  but 
It  was  competent  for  the  hon.  Member 
to  mn  the  qneation  Again.  With  re- 
pA  to  Dartmoor  Prison,  where  Daritt 
tad  MKTarthj  were  confined,  ha  could 
kare  widied  diat  the  hon.  Member  had 
p?«i  him  Notice  that  he  meant  to  refer 
10  those  particular  cases.  Except  his 
ittaatkm  was  called  to  particular  cases, 
ths  fcaowled^  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
VIS  moetlj  hmited  to  the  general  con- 
dition of  the  prisons.  He  warned  the 
Boose  against  beinff  led  away  by  state* 
mats  that  the  food  was  bad,  the  cells 
llt^,  and  the  prisoners  treated  more 
Hkt  brotes  than  human  beings.  Those 
vffft  broad  statemento  and  grave  accu- 
Mtkms,  and  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
from  his  own  personal  inspection  he  was 
■Us  to  pre  them  a  most  emphatic 
isBial.  He  had  examined  the  cells  and 
the  food  and  the  condition  of  the  pri- 
waais  themseWes,  and  haying  besides 
bssB  a  Yiiiting  Justice  for  a  great  num- 
)m  of  years,  he  did  not  believe  that  such 
cooqilainto  as  those  of  Dayitt  could  pos- 
■l^  be  substantiated.  That  prisoners 
vara  induced  to  make  complaints  he  did 
Mtdeoy;  and  that  prisoners  firom  a  class 
(rfKfs  Ue  that  of  Dayitt  found  the  dis- 
cipliae,  the  restraint,  and  the  food  of  a 
pnaoa  irkaome  and  diataatoftUwaa  likely 
«aoagh;  but  it  muat  be  remembered 
tkal  the  man  had  been  conyicted  of 
Many.  fMr.  O'Ooimom  Powbr:  Of 
tnaaon-ftiony.l  That  waa  felony  in 
law.  He  would  not  diacuss  now  how 
the  treaeon-falony  ought  to  be  treated ; 
bat  when  a  man  had  oy  the  law  of  Eng- 
kad  beao  conyicted  of  felony  and  been 
Mat  to  a  convict  priaon,  it  waa  impoa- 
able  for  the  priaon  authoritiea  to  treat 
Ua  diffarently  from  the  other  priaoners ; 
n^iwiae  the  Home  Secretary  would  be 
dffagad  with  many  more  complainta 
thaa  were  made  now,  aa  to  how  one 
pnaoaer  waa  treated  aa  compared  with 
aaother.  Moreover,  that  mattor  had 
baao  diannaaed  over  and  over  again,  and 
■I  waa  not  aa  if  there  had  been  no  inquiry 
iato  it  The  hon.  Member  aaid  the  in- 
qaby  that  had  been  made  had  not  been 
lirfiutuij,  aa  the  priaonera  had  no 
•lyortuaiiyof  anbstantiating  their  alle* 
pltoaa    NoW|  in  the  oaae  of  the  Deron 


Commission  the  most  complete  facilities 
for  stating  their  complaints  against  the 
prison  omcers  were  given  to  the  pri- 
soners. They  were  supplied  with  un- 
limited pens  and  paper,  and  had  the 
ftillest  freedom  of  communication  with 
their  friends ;  while  the  prison  officers, 
on  the  other  hand,  were,  in  fact,  pat  on 
their  trial  before  the  Oommissioners 
without  having  any  knowledge  whatever 
of  the  obarffes  to  be  brought  against 
them.  Well,  after  patient  investiga- 
tion the  Oommissioners  found  that 
there  was  no  ground  for  believing 
that'  the  treason-felony  prisoners  in 
English  prisons  had  as  a  class  been 
subjected  to  any  exceptionally  se- 
vere treatment,  or  that  they  had  suf- 
fered any  hardship  beyond  what  was 
incidental  to  the  incarceration  in  a  con- 
vict prison  of  persons  sentenced  to  penal 
servitude.  On  the  contrary,  it  appeared 
that  the  prison  authorities  had  sanc- 
tioned from  time  to  time  certain  relaxa- 
tions of  the  convict-prison  discipline  in 
their  favour.  It  was  true  that  on  certain 
points  the  Oommissioners  recommended 
certain  alterations,  but  those  did  not 
affect  the  treason-felony  prisoners  more 
than  anyone  else.  The  Commissioners, 
having  visited  Dartmoor  and  the  other 
convict  prisons,  reported  favourably  of 
their  general  administration  in  respect 
to  treatment,  diet,  and  discipline.  They 
said  that  the  officers  as  a  body  wore 
qualified  for  the  efficient  discharge  of 
their  duties;  while  they  were  under 
such  careful  and  responsible  supervision 
by  the  Central  Department  as  provided 
a  sufficient  safeguard  against  abuse. 
They  observed  that  there  was  nothing 
to  justify  the  charges  which  Lad  been 
made  of  undue  severity,  of  hardship,  or 
neglect  of  due  provision  for  the  preser- 
vation of  health,  although  they  qualified 
their  general  expression  of  approval 
on  certain  pointe  as  to  which  they  sug- 
gested some  alterations.  But  that  was 
not  all.  In  consequence  of  complaints 
made  of  the  treatment  of  certain  pri- 
soners, the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Walpole), 
when  he  filled  the  office  of  Home  Secre- 
tary, appointed  two  perfectly  indepen- 
dent men,  Mr.  Knox,  the  police  magis- 
trate, and  Dr.  Pollock,  of  Pentonville, 
to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the  convict 
prisons.  Those  gentlemen  reported  that 
they  found  the  cells  perfectly  clean,  the 
beds  and  bedding  comfortable,  and  the 
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prisoners  were  allowed  the  use  of  some 
books  to  read  when  not  occupied  in 
their  daily  work.  The  dietary  at  Pen- 
tonville  was  emphatically  good  and  suf- 
ficient. Portland  Prison  was  a  perfect 
model  of  order,  cleanliness,  and  pro- 
priety ;  the  cells  were  sufficiently  large, 
the  bedding  ample  for  health  and  com- 
fort. The  prison  fare,  as  far  as  they 
saw  it,  was  excellent  of  its  kind ;  and  if 
it  was  not  sufficient  to  satisfy  the  full 
desires  of  the  inmates,  it  was  at  least 
sufficient  to  sustain  them  in  the  robust 
health  they  exhibited  when  the  Commis- 
sioners visited  them.  The  Commissioners 
remarked  that  it  was  much  to  be  desired 
that  all  the  honest  labouring  classes  of 
this  country  were  as  well  fed  and  cared 
for  as  the  300  convicts  on  the  Island  of 
Portland.  The  sanitary  arrangements 
were  excellent,  and  so  was  the  food,  and 
the  hours  of  labour  were  not  unreason- 
able. The  hospital  arrangements  were 
as  good  as  any  in  London.  Every  care 
was  taken  for  the  spiritual  welfare  of 
Protestants  and  Catholics  alike.  Books 
of  all  kinds  were  to  be  had  and  the 
superior  officers  were  all  good  and  civil, 
and  the  Governor  was  a  well-tried  ser- 
vant of  the  Crown,  and  had  risen  to  his 
position  by  his  own  merits,  and  the  other 
officers  were  men  of  rank  and  character. 
The  superiority  of  Portland  over  Conti- 
nental prisons  was  so  marked  that  a 
comparison  between  them  was  out  of 
the  question.  The  Commissioners  said 
it  was  their  distinct  opinion  that  the 
charges  brought  by  the  treason-felony 
convicts  against  the  prison  officials  at 
Portland  could  not  be  sustained;  and 
that,  although  many  charges  were  made 
against  the  Governor  and  the  warders, 
they  did  not  remember  a  single  instance 
in  which  those  charges  were  not  of 
80  frivolous  a  character  as  to  be  un- 
worthy of  serious  consideration.  The 
Commissioners  said  they  had  visited 
Woking  Prison,  and  that  nothing  could 
excel  the  general  arrangements  there 
for  cleanliness,  order,  and  good  manage- 
ment. Anybody,  therefore,  who  wished 
honestly  to  come  to  a  correct  conclusion 
on  that  matter  would  surely  give  weight 
to  the  testimony  of  an  independent  in- 
quiry. For  himself,  he  hated  imprison- 
ment, and  nothing  would  induce  him  to 
send  a  man  for  imprisonment  if  it  could 
be  avoided.  The  statements  made  from 
time  to  time  to  this  House  of  harsh 
treatment  were,  as  a  rule,  unfounded. 

Jfr,  Asshfon  Cross 


There    might   be,  in  some   particiilar 
oases,  a  warder  who  might  have  harshly 
treated   a   prisoner;    but   they    might 
depend  upon  it  such  a  warder  woald  b« 
sure  to  oe  punished,  and  if  the  cace 
came  to  his  (Mr.  Cross's)  knowledge, 
such    a    warder   would   be   dismissed. 
Hundreds  of  complaints  came  before 
him   every   year,   and   they   were    all 
inquired  into  and  dealt  with  aooording 
to  their  merits.    The  superintendenoe  cd 
the  Home  Office  over  the  convict  prisonf 
was  not  a  mere  matter  of  form,  and  the 
prisoners  knew  it  was  not.    It  was  not  a 
fact  that  a  letter  addressed  by  a  convict 
to  the  Home  Secretary  would  not  readi 
him,  and  there  was  not  a  goremor  of 
a  convict  prison  from  one  end  of  the 
country  to  the  other  who  did  not  know 
that  such  a  letter  must  come  to  him. 
The  unfortunate  dass  who  had   to  be 
confined  in  gaols  consisted  largely  of 
persons  who,  from  the  circumstances  ia 
which  they  had  been  brought  np  froo 
infancy,  would  be  most  likely  to  suffsr 
in  their  health,  and  it  might,  therefore, 
be  expected  that  there  would  be  a  high 
death-rate  amonff  them.    But  what  wm 
the  fact?    He  found  from  the  Hepoit 
issued  in   1875  that  the  daily  average 
number  of  male  convicts  imprisoned  wu 
8,572,   and    that   the    average  amrail 
deaths  were  only  135.  That  was  a  lover 
death-rate  than  could  be  shown  by  any 
city  in  England.    Apart,  however,  (torn 
this  proof  of  the  health  of  the  prisoai 
they  had  independent  testimony  attesting 
the  same  fact.     Dr.  Bichardson,  an  in- 
dependent witness,  who  had  given  great 
attention  to  the  subject,  declared  that 
the  modem  prison  was  a  perfect  dwelling- 
house  from  the  point  of  view  of  heahL 
except  that  it  was  insufficiently  lighted 
from  without,  and  that  our  prison  popa- 
lation    were    healthy  above    all   other 
classes.    The  only  complaint  which  Dr. 
Bichardson  had  to  make  was  that  all 
prisoners  should  be  put  upon  one  standard 
of  work,  as  if  their  physical  faculties  were 
all  alike,  and  in  that  he  (Mr.  Cross^ agreed 
with  him.    The  facts  beine  as  he  (Mr. 
Cross)  had  stated,  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  introduced  the  subject  could  not  ful 
to  perceive  that  where  any  remedy  was 
needed  it  was  applied,  and  that  the  gene- 
ral management  of  the  ffaols  was  above 
reproach.     He  must  dedare  in  the  most 
emphatic  manner  that  the  charges  msda 
against  the  prison  officials  were  utterly 
ffdse  and  unrounded,  and  that  they  ought 
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oot  to  be  made  again.  He  oould  not 
ipcak  too  highly  either  of  the  gallant 
oAoer  who  was  at  the  head  of  the  Oon- 
net  Department,  or  of  those  who  served 
sndsr  aim.  K  any  individual  case  of 
ktfdahip  did  arise,  they  might  depend 
spoD  it  that  as  soon  as  it  came  under 
k»  (Mr.  Cross's)  notice,  he  should  cause 
H  to  be  strictly  inquired  into  and,  if 
neiessiarv,  remedied.  He  mip^ht  say  that 
■o  Ut  horn  fearing  investigation,  he 
ooorted  it;  because  he  was  convinced 
that  the  more  complete  and  thorough  it 
VBi,  the  more  admirable  and  satisfactory 
would  oar  prison  system  be  found  to  be. 
And  that,  he  believed,  was  the  feeling 
of  the  prison'  officials  themselves.  He 
hopedy  m  these  circumstances,  that  the 
HoQse  would  now  allow  the  Bill  to  pro- 
ved. As  regarded  untried  prisoners, 
he  might  add  that  he  was  certain  they 
ksd  been  carefully  attended  to  by  the 
Tkitiiig  Justices;  but  the  Bill  would 
t«od  to  ameliorate  their  condition  by 
foaUing  the  Secretary  of  State  to  em- 
ploy the  most  competent  servants,  and 
to  introduce  in  borough  gaols  a  system 
of  sdministration  superior  to  that  which 
hid  hitherto  prevailed. 

Da.  WABD  said,  that  the  Home  Se- 
cntsry  had  just  stated  that  the  Govem- 
ii«nt  was  always  willing  to  grant  a  full 
iflveitigation  into  the  alleged  charges  of 
arukj  in  convict  prisons.  It  certainly 
VM  very  remarkable  that  the  Commis- 
m  appointed  some  years  ago  to  investi- 

ee  tome  of  these  charges  refused  to 
the  only  thing  which,  as  was  shown 
bj  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
limsrick  (Mr.  Butt),  would  make  the 
iaveitigation  of  any  worth.  Still  more 
rtmarkable  was  the  circumstances  con- 
Mcted  with  Dr.  M'Donnell,  who  had 
rvported  on  the  harsh  treatment  of  un- 
eoavioted  prisoners  in  Mountjoy  Convict 
Prison.  Dr.  McDonnell,  who  was  a 
pBtlsman  of  high  position  in  science, 
•ad  with  a  large  ana  first-class  practice 
ui  DabUn,  was  told,  after  he  haa  sent  in 
ktt  Beports,  that  unless  he  consented  to 
iirt  in  the  prison,  and  become  a  mere 
pHsoQ  official,  he  must  cease  to  be  mo- 
dioal  officer  to  the  prison ;  and  Dr. 
M'Donnell  was,  in  fact,  dismissed.  Such 
vu  the  way  in  which  an  honourable  and 
'ittiagaished  gentleman  was  treated  be- 
msshe  ventured  to  object  to  the  cruel- 
tMs  praotiaed  in  Mountjoy  Convict  Prison . 
TWn  aa  to  the  denial  of  the  Home  Se- 
cretary to  the  specific  charges  brought 


by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  they  un- 
fortunately found  by  experience,  that 
where  prison  officials  were  guilty  of 
cruelty,  they  were  quite  ready  t'b  shield 
themselves  by  falsehood,  and  they  did 
not  even  hesitate  to  put  a  falHehood  into 
the  mouth  of  Secretaries  of  State  when 
answering  Questions  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  They  had  a  case  in  point 
when  the  case  of  0' Donovan  Eoosa  was 
brought  before  the  House.  The  then 
Home  SecretaiT  (Lord  Aberdare)  cate- 
gorically denied,  on  the  authority  of  the 
E risen  officials,  that  0' Donovan  Bossa 
ad  been  handcuffed  for  34  days  conse- 
cutively, and  that  the  prisons  were  most 
unhealthy.  It  should  be  remembered 
that  the  specific  charges  brought  forward 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  were  not 
affected  by  the  statements  of  the  Home 
Secretary.  A  prison  might  be  ever  so 
healthy,  yet  the  officials  might  carry  on 
a  system  of  cruelty  to  the  unhappy  in- 
mates. That  had  been  established  be- 
fore ;  and  he  doubted  not  if  a  full  and 
fair  investigation  were  granted,  it  would 
be  found  that  such  cruelty  was  practised 
in  the  convict  prisons  of  England. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  the  powers  of 
qualifying  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
prisons  at  present  in  force  m  England 
were  very  various.  The  Bill  of  1865 
dealt  to  some  extent  with  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  prisons,  but  not  as  to  their 
treatment  to  the  extent  that  he  should 
like.  No  doubt  some  modifications  had 
been  made,  and  some  of  the  power  had 
been  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Homo 
iSecretary.  For  his  own  part,  he  brought 
forward  Amendments  in  Committee  as 
to  the  treatment  of  political  prisoners, 
and  they  were,  as  a  consequonco,  put 
under  the  Prisons  Act  of  1 866.  In  some 
instances  the  Committee  decided  upon 
making  rules  themselves,  but  that  prin- 
ciple was  pushed  far  enough;  and  he 
should  like  to  see  as  many  of  the  regula- 
tions as  possible  under  the  borough  and 
county  gaols  under  the  operation  of  this 
Bill,  and  framed  by  that  House.  The 
Homo  Secretary  had  just  told  them  that 
his  object  was  to  make  uniform  the  re- 
gulations of  the  various  prisons  through- 
out the  country.  It  was  an  interesting 
matter  in  connocticm  with  the  subject 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt)  had 
carried  a  Motion  for  a  Ketum  of  all  the 

E risen  rules  in  force  in  Ireland,  and  his 
on.  and  learned  Friend  just  now  in- 
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formed  him  that  the  Betum  was  now 
before  the  House.  He  could  not  help 
thinkinfl^  that  it  was  very  desirable  for 
an  Engush  Member  to  move  fqr  a  simi- 
lar Betum  for  England.  He  only  re- 
ferred to  the  question  of  the  rules  for 
borough  and  county  gaols  in  order  to 
show  that  a  much  greater  necessity  arose 
why  the  rtdes  goyeming  the  treatment 
and  discipline  of  conyiot  prisons  should 
be  brought  under  the  attention  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  It  was  somewhat 
remarkable  that  the  Gt>yernment  had 
considered  that  there  should  be  a  diffe- 
rence in  the  case  of  Ireland  between  the 
Board  which  was  to  carry  out  the  direc- 
tions of  the  Irish  Bill  as  regarded  con- 
yicts,  and  the  Board  which  was  to  deal 
with  borough  and  county  gaols.  If  they 
had  been  put  under  the  same  Board,  he 
should  haye  thought  that  upon  the  score 
of  economy  the  Goyemment  would  haye 
seen  the  necessity  of  haying  only  one 
Board,  as  in  England.  As  to  the  necessity 
for  reform  in  the  management  of  some  of 
the  conyict  prisons,  he  would  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  a  Beport  issued  by 
the  Howard  Committee  in  reference  to 
conyict  prisons,  in  which  they  directed 
attention  to  some  of  the  eyiLs  of  the 
English  conyict  system.  They  said  that 
the  conyict  prisons  were  disting^shed 
from  borough  and  coimty  gaols  receiying 
criminals  undergoing  penal  seryitude. 
The  Beport  referred  to  the  Irish  prisons, 
which  were  fiye  in  number,  and  which 
were  to  be  placed  under  a  Board  under 
the  Irish  Prisons  Bill.  Then  the  Beport 
went  on  to  adyocate  the  separation  of 
the  different  classes  of  conyicts.  It 
said — 

"  The  custom  was  to  herd  prisoners  together 
in  dens,  in  which  there  was  a  considerahle 
amount  of  association,  and  then  the  warden 
were  generally  old  soldiers,  too  apt  to  rely  on 
force. 

Upon  this  The  Lancet  remarked — 

**  Soldiers  are  not  the  most  suitahle  persons  to 
deal  with  criminals ;  they  dealt  with  men  as  raw 
material  to  be  beaten  into  shape,  and  they  over- 
looked the  fact  that  they  had  minds,  lliere  is 
no  place  for  mind  in  Uie  military  system ;  but  it 
is  tne  mind  which  is  at  &ult  in  the  criminal.'* 

The  Association  then  pointed  out  the 
necessity  of  a  closer  inspection  of  conyict 
prisons;  and  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  wished 
to  point  out  that  this  was  a  subject  of 
the  utmost  importance,  because  under 
this  Bill  the  power  of  Visiting  Justices 
had  been  curtailed  and  almost  nullified, 

Mr.  Parnell 


and  in  their  stead  there  was  bo  one  to 
make  an  independent  inqoiiy  into  oases 
of  hardship.     Beally  reliable  S«parts 
were  a  mim  pud  mom.    As  an  instance  <d 
the  truth  of  the  assertion  .of  the  Howard 
Association,  he  would  refer  the  Honse 
to  the  Beport  of  the  Deyon  Oommifsion 
on  the  alleged  ill-treatment  of  O'Donovaa 
Bossa,  who  was  confined  in  Portland 
Prison ;  and,  when  that  case  was  brought 
before  the  House,  the  Predecessor  of  tb« 
present  Home  Secretary  (Lord  Aberdars) 
nromptly  denied  that   there   was  aaj 
foundation  for  the  statement,  though  hs 
was  afterwards  compelled  to  admit  thsrs 
was  foundation  for  it,  and  he  was  obliged 
to  consent  to  the  appointment  of  ths 
Deyon  Commission  to  inyeetigate  thf 
char^.     That   Commission    rejported 
that  m  eyery  instance  of  spedfio  onargw 
as  to  ill-treatment  of  0'I>onoTan  Bom, 
and  other  persons,  they  were  thoroogklj 
established  and  well-founded.    It  was 
unnecessary  for  him  to  go  farther  into 
the  question,  for  the  complainte  of  tiii» 
Fenian  prisoners  were  fully  established 
before  tne  Deyon  Commission;  but  be- 
fore he  sat  down  he  wished  to  say  thst 
the  Irish  people  were  deeply  interested 
in  this  Question ;  that  it  was  a  question 
on  which  they  could  go  to  such  extreou- 
ties  as  they  could  not  go  on  any  other 
Irish  question ;  it  was  a  question  that 
they  would  push  on  the  attention  of  tli» 
House,  and  that  they  would  make  in- 
conyenient  to  this  House  if  neoesssry. 
While  no  exertion  of  theirs  would  b« 
left  undone  to  ensure  that  the  attentios 
of  the  Home  Secretary  should  be  directed 
to  the  consideration  of  the  treatment  of 
the  few  political  prisoners  still  in  prison, 
they  would  ask  fairly  and  temperatelj 
that  Parliament  should  look  into  Ui« 
treatment  of  these  men,  that  there  might 
be  some  alleyiation  of  the  terrible  and 
cruel  lot  and  fearftd  treatment  they  had 
hitherto  experienced. 

Mb.  WHALLET  said,  he  thought 
that  this  conyict  question  was  the  odjr 
point  in  connection  with  prison  reform 
that  had  oyer  interested  the  country. 
Conyict  establishments  were  an  expe- 
riment which  was  forced  upon  ^  coua- 
tiy  against  its  experience  and  judgmsBt. 
in  consequence  of  the  breakdown  of 
transportation.  The  present  Home  &H 
cretary  was  one  of  the  most  han^,  most 
unreasonable,  and  uzgust  administrators 
of  the  0£Bloe  during  the  36  years  bt 
had  been  in  the  House ;  because  he  bad 
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thought  fit  to  lay  down,  in  reference  to 
the  conduct  of  his  business  as  a  Court 
of  Appeal  in  cases  of  miscarriage  of  jus- 
tice, a  rule  which  had  nerer  been  laid 
down  before,  which  was  perfectly  un- 
reasonable, and  which  could  not  be 
justified  for  one  moment,  if  the  object  of 
the  law  was  to  administer  justice  fairly 
and  equally. 

Mb.  8P£A£EB:  I  fail  to  see  the 
relavancy  of  the  line  of  argument  which 
the  hon.  Member  is  now  pursuing  to  the 
Question  before  the  House. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  replied  he  would 
make  every  possible  effort  in  his  power 
to  enable  the  Speaker  to  see  its  relevancy. 
It  was  disgraceful  that  prisoners  suffer- 
ing from  a  miscarriage  of  justice  had  no 
Court  of  Appeal  for  redress.  It  was  a 
thing  that  could  not  for  a  moment  be 
tolerated.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  stated  to  a  deputa- 
tion which  he  (Mr.  Whalley)  had  the 
honour  to  introduce,  that  he  would  not 
listen  to  any  questions  of  evidence  that 
had  been  given  in  one  of  the  Courts  of 
Law. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  :  I  never 
said  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mb.  whalley  said  he  was  glad  to 
hear  it,  because  it  would  have  the  effect 
of  mitigating  much  of  the  feeling  that 
existed  out-of-doors,  and  more  especially 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  begin 
to  act  upon  it.  As  other  Members  had 
been  allowed  to  refer  to  particular  pri- 
sons, he  might  perhaps  be  permitted  to 
refer  to  the  case  of  a  prisoner  confined 
in  Dartmoor  Gaol.  Lord  Bivers  and 
Mr.  Onslow  visited  him  a  few  days  ago, 
and  they  found  that  he  desired  to  com- 
plain of  his  treatment,  but  that  he  was 
immediately  stopped  by  the  warder  in 
attendance. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY :  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  is  not  that  I  should  wish  to 
interrupt  the  hon.  Member  in  the  course 
he  is  taking,  if  it  were  a  fitting  occasion, 
but  out  of  respect  to  your  ruling — that 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  are 
not  relevant — I  think  the  House  ought 
to  snpportyou  in  that  ruling. 

Mb.  whalley  said,  he  thouriit  he 
was  going  on  quite  successfully.  It  was 
most  unintentional  on  his  part  if  he  had 
in  any  way  departed  from  Order.  He 
had  only  been  adducing  the  case  in  ques- 
tion, as  an  illustration  of  the  manner  in 
which  convict  establishments  were  at 
present  administered.    He  regarded  the 


case  referred  to  as  one  of  the  worst  in- 
stances of  injustice  and  cruelty  that  had 
ever  occurred  in  this  country.  He  must 
say  that  he  thought  the  hon.  Members 
for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  and 
Meath  (Mr.  Pamell)  were  entitled  to  the 
thanks  of  the  country  for  bringing  be- 
fore the  House  the  cruelty  of  the  treat- 
ment to  which  persons  were  subjected 
in  our  convict  prisons. 

Mb.  BUTT  said,  he  could  not  but  feel 
some  little  embarrassment  as  to  the  vote 
he  should  give  upon  the  question.  He, 
for  one,  thought  that  hon.  Members 
should  feel  indebted  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  for  the 
manner  in  which  the  Amendment  had 
been  brought  forward.  From  the  be- 
ginning he  had  entertained  very  strong 
objections  to  the  present  convict-prison 
rules,  as  introducing  a  great  constitu- 
tional change  in  the  country.  There 
was,  however,  a  strong  feeling  in  favour 
of  saving  some  addition  to  the  county 
rates,  and  he  regretted  very  much  that 
the  Bill  should  pass  on  such  grounds. 
If  the  Motion  were  carried  to  a  division, 
he  must  vote  for  it  as  a  protest  against 
the  present  system  of  convict  establish- 
ments. He  knew  of  cruelties  that  went 
on  atMountjoy  Prison  under  the  disci- 
pline of  the  authorities,  and  inflicted 
upon  persons  confined  there  upon  an 
arbitrary  warrant,  perfectly  innocent, 
and  yet  subject  to  severe  treatment  as 
convicted  criminals.  He  thought  tho 
time  had  come  when  this  question  should 
be  considered  without  reference  to  poli- 
tical prisoners  only,  for  the  cruelties 
might  be  inflicted  upon  prisoners  com- 
mitted for  no  offence.  Without  going 
into  the  changes  which  might  be  intro- 
duced into  convict  establishments  by  the 
Bill,  he  thought  the  House  would  have 
been  better  satisfied  if  they  had  obtained 
from  the  Home  Secretary  an  intimation 
that  the  rules  of  convict  establishments 
would  be  subject  to  revision.  The  sys- 
tem was  established  as  an  experiment  at 
the  time  when  transportation  was  abo- 
lished, and  in  some  degrees  was  forced 
on  by  philanthropists,  who  were  influ- 
enced oy  kind  motives  towards  the 
prisoners,  although,  unfortunately,  their 
tender  mercies  had  turned  out  to  be  very 
cruel.  He  could  not,  therefore,  refuse 
to  vote  for  the  Motion  as  a  protest ;  but 
he  would  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo  whether,  if  he  pressed  this  Motion 
to  a  division,  he  would  have  a  satisfao* 
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tory  decision  upon  it  ?  The  question  he 
wished  to  raise  was,  that  the  present 
convict  system  required  revision.  He 
felt  sure  that  there  were  many  in  the 
House  quite  willing  to  support  a  Motion 
for  such  a  revision,  hut  who  could  not 
hring  themselves  to  vote  for  the  Motion 
then  before  them.  There  were  many 
who  would  share  the  reluctance  he  felt, 
and  yet  who  would  not  with  that  reluc- 
tance vote  in  favour  of  the  Motion,  but 
against  it.  Therefore,  a  division  would 
not  decide  the  great  question  whether 
the  whole  system  ought  to  be  revised, 
or  the  treatment  of  the  Irish  prisoners, 
which  had  been  incidentally  raised.  He 
wished  to  say  one  word  in  reference  to 
the  Commission.  He  thought  that  some 
person  on  behalf  of  the  prisoners  should 
have  been  permitted  to  put  questions  to 
the  prison  officials,  and  elicit  the  truth. 
He  had  offered  to  undertake  that  office, 
and  in  carrying  out  the  duty,  he  would 
not  have  proceeded  in  a  vexatious  man- 
ner, and  he  regretted  that  his  offer  had 
not  been  accepted.  By  that  means  the 
truth  might  have  been  arrived  at,  and  it 
might  have  led  to  the  removal  of  many 
abuses.  The  conduct  of  the  officials 
might  have  been  entirely  vindicated, 
though  he  did  not  think  that  would  have 
been  the  case,  and  some  satisfaction 
would  have  been  given  to  the  people 
generally.  Upon  the  grounds  he  had 
given — namely,  that  a  vote  taken  then 
would  not  fairly  represent  an  opinion 
upon  the  question  sought  to  be  raised, 
he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  not 
press  his  Motion  to  a  division. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER,  after  the 
appeal  which  had  been  made  to  him, 
did  not  intend  to  put  the  House  to  the 
trouble  of  dividing.  He  presumed  he 
would  not  be  in  Order  if  he  proceeded  to 
make  a  reply  to  what  they  had  heard 
from  the  Home  Secretary;  but  he  ap« 
pealed  to  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
for  the  opportunity  of  making  a  few  ob- 
servations in  the  nature  of  a  personal 
explanation.  In  the  course  of  the  state- 
ment he  had  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
make  he  had  said  he  would  lay  before 
the  House  some  personal  experiences; 
but  he  had  been  so  completely  carried 
away  by  the  details  of  prison  cruelties 
that  he  had  forgotten  that  promise  at  the 
time.  For  a  period  of  six  months  he 
had  been  a  political  prisoner  untried, 
and  four  months  of  that  time  he  had 
passed  in  solitaiy  confinementi  without 

Mr.  Butt 


means  of  oommunioation,  and  sabjeot  to 
severe  treatment  if  he  attempted  any 
mode  of  breaking  the  ailenoe  of  his 
prison.  On  a  previous  occasion  when 
he  had  felt  it  nis  duty  to  sabmit  this 
question  to  the  House,  he  did  not  like  to 
trouble  the  House  with  his  own  ex- 
perience, because  at  that  time  he,  with 
others,  was  looking  forward  for  that  act 
of  amnesty  and  demenpy  which  would 
wipe  out  the  recollection  of  all  each 
cruelties,  and  remove  all  the  bitter  feel- 
ings in  regard  to  them.  He  begged 
leave  to  wimdraw  his  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  icUMrMwm. 
Main  Question  put,  and  •gr0$d  U. 
Bill  eoimdered. 

Db.  KENEALY  moved  to  insert  after 
Clause  10  the  following  clause : — 

(New  roles  to  be  mmde  by  risiting  jnakioM.) 
**A11  prifon  mlee  now  ft^wfcing  ihaU ben- 
pealed,  and  Yintinff  Justioet  ahallbe  empowvrhi 
and  re(^mred  to  make  new  rulea  for  the  tntenuJ 
re^folation  and  diiripline  of  their  re^ectiT*' 
pneona.'* 

The  object  of  this  Amendment  was  to 
make  convicts  independent  of  prison 
officials,  who  must  always  have  a  certain 
interest  in  stifling  any  complaints  which 
those  persons  might  wish  to  make.  Tfat* 
hon.  Member  was  referring  to  a  sobt^' 
quent  Amendment  he  had  on  the  Paper, 

when 

Mb.  SPEAEEB  pointed  out  that  tiiis 
was  not  in  Order. 

Glaose  hr<m^hi  up^  and  read  the  fir»t 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  t 
second  time." 

Mb.  ASSHETON  OBOSS  pointed  out 
that  they  were  not  now  discussing  con- 
vict prisons.  The  Bill  dealt  entirely  with 
county  and  borough  prisons.  At  present 
the  rules  for  these  prisons  were  not 
really  made  by  the  Visiting  Justices  but 
by  the  Secretary  of  State,  for  thoiiygfa  the 
Visiting  Justices  had  the  power  to  initiste 
rules,  they  must  be  approved  of  by  the 
Secretary  of  State.  If  they  allowed  tii« 
Visiting  Justices  to  make  separate  ruk* 
all  over  the  oountxy,  they  would  be  de- 
feating that  which  was  the  great  object 
of  this  Bill — ^namel^,  the  establishment 
of  uniformity  of  discipline  througliout 
the  country. 
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Mm.  WHALLEY  supported  the  second 
rtsding  of  Uie  olaose.  Ue  ridiculed  the 
mIm  of  the  Home  Secretary  that  it  was 
poHible  to  secure  uniformihr  of  discipline 
thnmghout  the  prisons  of  the  country  in- 
MDaui  as  the  Tar3ring  circumstances  of 
(ttefa  locality  would  render  all  rules 
framed  with  that  intention  impracticable. 
He  hoped  this  discussion  would  delay 
t^  farther  passage  of  the  measure, 
^hUh  he  thought  had  not  as  yet  received 
t^  amount  of  consideration  the  subject 
from  its  Tenr  importance  required. 

Ma.  BUTT  objected  to  the  Amend- 
ssfit  on  the  ground  that  it  gave  an  ab- 
■)late  power  to  the  Visiting  Justices  to 
make  rules. 

Mm.  BIGOAB  opposed  the  Amend- 
aent.    It  might  be  as  well  not  to  press  it. 

Mm.  PAJKNELL  thought  the  proposed 
clause  was  a  radically  bad  one  and 
Bost  misohieTOus — some  of  the  existing 
raks  might  be  very  good. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Dm.  KENEALY  then  moved  the  fol- 
bwing  clause: — 


to  bo  tried  by  jury  at  Muionf  for 
broAcb  of  roguUtloni.) 

**  U  UiAM  rule*  it  ihaU  not  be  lawful  to  im- 
^m  th«  penalty  of  flogging  priaonen  for  in- 
nwtiao  of  priaon  rogulationi ;  but  if  any  pri- 
mmm  wilf ally  infringes  or  diaoboye  thoeo  reg^- 
labooi  to  an  extant  that,  under  tho  preeent 
lyiUm,  would  apparently  authorUe  corporal 
fiaMfcrntnt.  the  charge  againit  such  prinoner 
ikall  be  tried  by  a  Jury  at  the  next  quarter  or 
bormi^  ■nMlntii  for  the  diitriot  in  which  the 
'teot  bu  been  oommitted,  and  the  jury  ihall 
dnde  whether  the  priaoner  deeenree  corporal 
ynidninirit  or  not." 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
tims. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  said  Olause  be  now  read  a 
noond  time.*' 

Mm.  SBmjBAJtr  SIMON  said,  he  oould 
not  support  the  clause  as  it  stood,  much 
••  he  desired  to  put  down  flogging 
u  gaob.  The  clause  was,  in  fact,  im- 
Mctioable.  A  man  might  wilfully 
bnak  some  prison  rule  within  a  day  or 
two  of  the  expiration  of  his  sentence. 
The  authorities  could  not  detain  him 
bsyoad  that  period  for  trial  before  a 
jn^  or  at  quarter  sessions.  Besides 
vfaieh,  the  daose  would  give  the  Jury  an 
aothoiity  which  a  jury  never  before  had 
—the  authority  now  vested  in  the  Judge 


of  determining  the  punishment  to  be  in- 
flicted upon  the  oflfender. 

Sib  QEOBOE  BOWYEB  thought,  as 
a  magistrate,  that  it  would  be  quite  im- 
practicable to  refer  cases  of  breach  of 
discipline  to  a  jury.  Many  prisoners 
held  in  contempt  every  other  mode  of 
punishment  but  flogging,  and  were  only 
Kept  in  order  by  the  fear  of  its  infliction. 
He  believed  it  had  been  the  means  of 
putting  a  stop  to  ffarotting.  It  would 
not  be  possible  to  keep  up  prison  dis- 
cipline without  retaining  the  power  of 
flog^g  at  the  discretion  of  the  Visiting 
Justices. 

Mm.  P.  A.  TAYLOR  denied  that  the 

Sunishment  of  flogging  had  anjrthing  to 
o  with  the  suppression  of  the  g^rotting 
mania,  as  it  had  subsided  before  the  Act 
making  it  punishable  by  the  lash  had 
passed  the  Legislature.  It  was,  how- 
ever, a  strange  coincidence,  if  nothing 
more,  that  immediatelv  on  the  passing 
of  that  Act  the  crime  it  was  intended  to 
suppress,  that  of  robbery  with  violence, 
increased 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  wished  to 
amend  the  clause  so  as  to  make  it  alto- 
gether prohibitory  of  flogg^g  as  a 
punishment  for  the  maintenance  of  dis- 
cipline. 

Mb.  speaker  informed  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  before  he  could  movo 
his  Amendment  the  clause  would  havo 
to  be  read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  BIOOAR  said,  he  was  disposed 
to  support  the  clause,  as  it  was  a  step  in 
the  direction  of  the  total  abolition  of 
flogffing.  If  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke 
womd  consent  to  omit  all  the  words  after 
'*  regulation,''  and  so  direct  the  clause 
against  flogging  altogether,  he  would 
support  it.  Generally  speaking,  he  was 
agamst  these  degrading  punishments, 
for  all  such  punishments  tended  to  bru- 
talize the  victims.  He  was  opposed  to 
the  corporal  punishment  even  of  garot- 
ters,  and  he  was  glad  to  hear  that  the 
repression  of  garotting  was  not  due  to  its 
infliction.  Surely  other  means  of  main- 
taining discipline  might  bo  found.  It 
seemed  to  him  that,  of  all  places  in  the 
world,  the  last  in  which  it  should  be 
necessary  to  resort  to  flogging  was  a 
prison.  Let  them  take  the  case  of  a  man 
imprisoned  for  an  assault.  Probably  a 
passionate  man,  he  might  commit  an 
assault  on  one  of  the  warders,  and  would 
so  render  himself  liable  to  be  flogged  at 
the  discretion  of  the  Visiting  Justices. 
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Thus  a  man  might  be  flogged  for  an 
o£Penoe  committed  in  prison,  while  he 
could  not  be  flogged  for  the  same  offence 
committed  out  of  prison.  He  thought 
flogging  should  never  find  a  place  in 
England  except  under  the  most  dire 
necessity. 

Mr.  butt  said,  he  was  in  favour  of 
the  total  abolition  of  flogging  in  gaols. 
Even  in  the  most  refractory  cases  other 
and  efficacious  modes  of  punishment 
might  be  resorted  to,  but  the  lash 
hardened  and  brutalized  a  man.  As 
he  understood  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stoke  was 
willing  to  omit  the  latter  portion  of  the 
clause,  the  provisions  of  which  were  not 
objectionable,  so  as  to  meet  the  views  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mayo, 
he  would  support  the  second  reading*of 
the  clause.  A  prison  was  the  last  place 
where  such  punishment  was  or  ougnt  to 
be  required.  Surely  they  could  keep  up 
discipline  without  it. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  believed  that  flog- 
ging was  not  necessary  for  the  preser- 
vation of  discipline  in  prisons.  Milder 
treatment  and  a  system  of  rewards  had 
been  introduced  into  Manchester  Gaol 
three  years  ago,  and  with  good  results. 
The  punishments  had  fallen  in  one  year 
from  3,745  to  746  by  the  adoption  of  a 
system  of  marks  and  of  leniency,  and  it 
showed  that  prison  government  by 
means  of  hope  and  reward  was  the  most 
successful. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  GROSS  opposed  the 
clause.  The  very  feujt  of  the  prisoners 
knowing  that  they  rendered  themselves 
liable  to  be  flogged  for  breach  of  rules 
prevented  the  necessity  of  having  re- 
course to  it.  It  was,  however,  a  punish- 
ment which  he  should  take  care  should 
not  be  unnecessarily  inflicted. 

Question  put. 

The 'Rouse  divided : — ^Ayes  70;  Noes 
191 :  Majority  121. —(Div.  List,  No.  152.) 

And  it  being  after  ten  minutes  before 
Seven  of  the  clock,  farther  Proceeding 
on  Consideration  of  the  Bill,  as  amended, 
stood  adjourned  till  thi$  day. 

The  House  suspended  its  sitting  at 
Seven  of  the  dock. 


The    House    resumed  its    sitting  at 
Nine  of  the  clock. 

Mr,  Biggar 


SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

IRISH  TAXATION.— RESOLrTION& 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENBY,  in  rismg 
to  call  attention  to  the  inequality  of  Iiish 
and  English  Taxation,  and  to  move  the 
following  Besolutions : — 

'*  (1.)  That  the  burden  of  Imperial  TazatioQ 
imposed  on  Ireland  ia  exoeemTe,  and  out  of  prv 
portion  to  her  financial  ability  to  bear  it  ai  oon- 
pared  to  England. 

'<  (2.)  That  thifl  inequality  ia  a  riolate  of 
the  promiaes  made  at  the  Union,  and  oooMum 
a  lose  of  capital  which,  accompanied  by  the  aa- 
nnal  absentee  drain,  is  the  main  canae  of  thr 
small  material  piogioss  of  the  country. 

'*  (3.)  That  to  tax  a  poor  country  on  the  suv 
scale  as  a  rich  one  is  in  itself  unjust  and  oppcsMl 
to  sound  economic  principles;  whilst  ths  bet 
that  the  excessive  taxation  raised  in  Iraland  ^ 
in  great  measure  expended  out  of  Ireland  fonu 
an  aggravation  of  the  injustice,  and  makes  per> 
manent  improvement  hopeless  until  the  prr- 
sent  mode  of  dealing  with  Irish  Bevanaai  ii 
altered," 

said :  Mr.  Speaker,  although  the  Hoaw 
of  Commons  is  the  suardian  of  tbo 
public  purse,  financial  discussions  an 
not  popular  with  it.  Even  the  Budget 
does  not  always  attract  a  yery  full 
audience ;  and  the  discussions  of  Amend- 
ments on  the  Budget,  except  they  are  of 
special  importance,  always  take  plsce 
in  the  presence  of  a  select,  and  soull 
audience.  If,  however,  the  grieranow. 
in  a  monetary  point  of  yiew,  of  Ireland 
are  brought  under  review,  no  more  un- 
palatable subiect  can  be  introduced  to  a 
Leeislatiye  Assembly.  That  arises,  I 
beheye,  from  a  very  general  impression 
that  these  alleged  grievances  are  unsub- 
stantial, perhaps  even  fictitious ;  and  if. 
in  submitting  them,  I  have  to  refer, 
as  I  must  do  to-night,  for  a  yeiy  short 
time  to  some  historical  aspects  of  the 
question,  the  impression  I  have  to  com- 
bat in  the  minds  of  many  of  my  hearers 
certainly  will  be  that  the  case  is  alto- 
gether unfathomable.  I  do  not  share 
that  opinion,  and  certainly  should  not 
bring  Uie  subject  before  the  House  of 
Commons  again  unless  I  had  a  firm  con- 
viction that  it  is  of  the  most  serious 
interest  to  the  woIDeu^  of  boUi  oountriei. 
The  more  I  study  it,  the  more  I  see  the 
iniquity  of  the  present  arrangements.    I 
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Uiiife  that  the  mifleryihat  hasooourred 
k  Inland — I  belieTe  the  iniBeriet  that 
bftfe  ooramd  in  England  owing  to  her 
eonnection  with  Ireland — have  arisen  in 
•  luge  measure  from  the  financial  rela- 
tioas  of  the  two  countries. 

First  of  ally  I  must  ask  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  strange  impression 
is  this  country,  and  perhaps  in  the 
Hoose  of  Commons  also— that  the  Irish 
PirHament  was  an  Assembly  got  to- 
gither  at  the  close  of  the  last  century, 
vbsD  Eoffland  was  in  difficulties ;  that 
it  sHumed  to  itself  the  name  of  a  Par- 
Hamsnt  without  being  one  in  reality; 
tkst  it  existed  for  a  few  years ;  that  it 
did  many  improper  thinffs;  and  that 
efSBtoally  it  was  dissolved  by  the  will 
d  England,  and  for  the  ^ood  of  both 
Bstions.  Sir,  that  impression  ought  to 
hs  corrected.  Parliamentary  institutions 
ia  Ireland  are  almost  coeval  with  the 
mvuion  of  Ireland.  There  have  been 
Ptriiaments  in  Ireland  since  the  time  of 
King  John,  and  the  Irish  Parliaments 
ksre  met  with  as  great  regulari^  as  the 
Pkrtiaments  of  England.  I  mention  that 
bMaose  it  is  necessary  to  explain  that 
tlM  finances  of  Ireland  were  as  much 
udsr  the  jurisdiction  of  those  Parlia- 
msnts  as  they  are  now  under  the  juris- 
diocion  of  this  Parliament.  At  the  same 
tins,  the  Parliament  of  England  fre- 
qMBtly  attempted  to  interfere  with  the 
Uution  at  Ii^land,  but  those  attempts 
alviys  met  with  resistance ;  and  the  ac- 
eooats  of  such  contests  remind  one  very 
Bach  of  the  contests  that  have  taken 
plsee  in  this  countnr  between  the  House 
of  Lords  and  the  House  of  Commons  as 
to  which  should  have  the  custody  of  the 
Bstianal  purse.  Now,  the  Parliament 
fd  Irolanu,  long  before  1782,  which  is 
ths  date  man  V  fix  for  the  beffinnin^  of 
sa  Irish  Parliament,  imposea  taxation. 
It  hid  regular  Budgets  which  were  laid 
vpoa  the  Table  of  3ie  House,  and  the 
Budgets  were  discussed  just  as  Budgets 
ai«  discussed  in  this  House.  In  the 
}nx  1773  there  was  a  Betum  made  to 
tht  House  at  Commons  of  the  amount  of 
ths  revenue,  and  that  revenue  was  some- 
under  £760,000.  It  was,  stated 
exactly,  £640,000,  and  the  debt 
vit  £976,000.  This  was  taken  fkt>m 
th*  average  for  the  13  years  previous  to 
1773.  The  taxes,  were  raised  in  this 
vay.  They  were  called  ''the  King's 
hsreditory  revenue,''  and  were  revi^d 
bfoi  time  to  time.    The  last  revision 


took  place  on  the  accession  of  Charles  11., 
and  the  bulk  sum  was  made  up  not  only 
of  King's  rents,  and  all  fines,  and  con- 
fiscations, and  tolls,  lighthouse,  and  so 
on;  but  it  also  included  the  Customs 
outward  and  inward,  just  as  in  former 
years  we  had  both  of  them  here,  and  as 
we  now  have  inward  Customs.  It  in- 
cluded duties  on  beer  and  wine  and 
strong  waters.  Those  strong  waters — 
whiskey,  was  taxed,  it  maybe  interesting 
to  say,  at  4d,  per  gallon ;  and  I  do  not 
know  that  Ireland  was  any  more  drunken 
than  she  is  falsely  accused  of  being  now. 
There  is  no  indication  that  Ireland  was 
worse  off  because  she  paid  a  light  taxation 
upon  drinks  and  had  the  money  to  pav  for 
other  things.  I  want,  however,  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  way  in 
which  the  Debt  and  Hevenue  were  ad- 
ministered in  1782,  when  the  indepen- 
dence of  the  Irish  Parliament  was  de- 
clared. That  was  during  the  troubles 
of  the  American  War.  What  is  called 
the  independence  of  the  Irish  Parliament 
was  notning  else  than  the  repeal  of 
''  Poyning's  Law,"  which  was  passed  in 
Henry  YII.'s  reign,  and  prevented  the 
Irish  Parliament  from  really  legislating 
for  the  nation,  because  all  laws  which  it 
might  pass  were  subject  to  the  revision 
of  we  English  Privy  Council.  What  was 
called  the  independence  of  the  Irish  Par- 
liament then  was  the  repeal  of  Poyning's 
Law.  The  Parliament  continued  as  it  was 
and  as  it  had  been — all  that  happened 
was  that  the  Privy  Council  no  longer 
revised  the  Irish  statutes.  Independence, 
then,  being  established,  I  wish  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact,  that  from  1782  to 
1793 — which  may  be  taken  as  the  pros- 
perous period  of  Ireland's  history,  when 
she  haa  the  management  of  her  own 
affairs— when  she  was  not  interfered 
with,  the  increase  of  Debt  was  only 
£162,000.  The  whole  Debt,  indeed,  at 
1793  was  under  £1,000,000,  the  in- 
crease from  1773  being  little  more  than 
£500,000.  Then  came  the  troubles  of 
1793,  and  the  Debt  rapidlv  increased,  so 
that  in  1798  Ireland  had  contracted  a 
Debtof  £10,000,000;  and  in  1800,  which 
was  the  date  of  the  Union,  the  Debt  of 
Ireland  was  £22,600,000.  I  desire  to 
establish  these  facts,  because  they  are 
very  important.  They  are  important 
because  they  show  that  the  taxes  of 
Ireland  were  very  lig^t  when  she  had 
the  management  of  her  own  affairs ;  and 
that  it  was  not  until  she  was  involved  in 
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troubles  with  England  that  her  Debt  and 
taxes  rapidly  increased. 

What  happened  next  ?  The  English  Gt)- 
▼ernment  determined  that  the  Irish  Par- 
liament should  be  suppressed,  and  for  that 
purpose  employed  a  mixture  of  cajolery, 
terrorism,  chicane,  and  deceit.  I  will 
not  characterize  further  the  way  in  which 
the  Union  was  brought  about,  because 
everybody  knows  it.  One  of  the  spe- 
cious arguments  used  by  Lord  Castle- 
reagh  was  that  it  would  stop  the  ac- 
cumulation of  Irish  debt  ;  he  said 
that  Ireland  was  rapidly  running  into 
debt;  that  the  debt  then  amounted  to 
£22,500,000 ;  and  he  said—''  If  Ireland 
imites  with  us  we  will  manage  her  affairs 
so  that  she  shall  share  only  in  the  proper 
portion  of  our  expenses."  The  Umon 
took  place  in  1800,  and  at  that  time  the 
Irish  taxation  stood  at  £3,500,000.  The 
very  next  year  Ireland  was  taxed  exactly 
double— £7,000,000— and  the  Debt  aug- 
mented every  year  until  in  1810  there 
was  a  Debt  of  £65,500,000.  Such  was 
the  state  of  a£Pairs  10  years  after  the 
Union.  In  1 8 1 6  the  Debt  of  Ireland  had 
increased  to  no  less  than  £111,000,000, 
notwithstanding  that  she  struggled  hard 
to  pay  the  taxes  imposed  upon  her,  as  I 
will  show  to  the  Hx>use.  In  1806  Ire- 
land was  called  upon  to  pay  £8,250,000. 
She  did  pay  £4,500,000,  and  borrowed 
another  £4,000,000.  In  1815  Ireland 
was  called  upon  to  pay  £17,000,000  of 
taxation.  She  did  pay  £6,500,000,  and 
borrowed  £10,500,000  more.  I  think 
anyone  who  reads  these  figures  wiU  come 
at  the  conclusion  that  the  Irish  people  did 
their  duty  gallantly,  and  that  the  taunt 
ignorantly  thrown  out  ag^ainst  them,  that 
they  preferred  to  tax  posterity  rather 
than  themselves,  is  undeserved.  For 
what  do  we  find  ?  In  1 5  years  after  the 
Union,  Ireland  was  called  upon  to  pay 
£148,000,000  in  taxation;  in  the  15 
years  before  the  Union  she  paid 
£41,000,000  only— less  than  £2,250,000 
a-year.  I  said  before,  that  Lord  Castle- 
reagh  promised  that  the  taxation  of 
Ireland  should  be  apportioned  to  the 
financial  ability  of  the  country.  Was  that 
promise  kept  ?  An  objection  was  taken 
at  the  time  that  if  a  country  having  a 
small  income  was  to  be  compelled  to  join 
a  country  with  a  very  large  income,  and 
that  if  the  country  with  a  large  income 
entered  into  war  with  another  coun- 
try— as  this  country  did  with  France 
— then  the  country  with  the  small  income 

Mr.  Mitchell  Hmry 


would  be  ruined.    It  is  like  the  case  of 
two  individuals.    A  gentleman  with  an 
income  of  £500  a-year  is  asked  to  join 
in  relative  expenses  with  a  gentleman 
with  £5,000  a-year.    But  there  are  many 
expenses  which  may  be  proper  for  a  man 
with  an  income  of  £5,000,   and  very 
improper  for  a  man  with  an  income  of 
£500,  and  which  he  would  never  tbink 
of  incurring.     The  Irish  nation  never 
wished  to  go  to  war  with  France.    The? 
never  wished  to  be  placed  in  the  poaitioD 
of  being  united  with  England,  and  of 
incurring  an  enormous  burden  of  debt, 
in  order  to  dictate  to  the  French  peopk 
which  form  of  Government  they  shonld 
have.    When  the  Union  took  place,  tlif> 
Debt  of  Ireland  was  £22,500,000,  aod 
the  Debt  of  England  was  £450,500,000; 
therefore,  Ireland,  a  poor  country  with 
a  small  Debt,  was  caUed  upon  to  join  t 
country  having  a  Debt  without  a  parallel 
in  magnitude.    The  Home  Secretary  hv 
been  asked  several  Questions  recently  br 
a  Member  of  this  House  (Mr.  Locke* 
about   the  privileges    of  the  Channel 
Islands ;  ana  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  his  reply,  while  saying  that  the  Islands 
had  Home  Bule,  wluch  he  did  not  seem 
to  like,  added  that  there  were  no  taxet 
in  the  Channel  Islands.    That  is  not 
actually  true,  but  it  is  very  nearly  true. 
The  people  living  in  the  Channel  Island* 
do  not  wish  to  have  Home  Bule  abolished 
and  taxation  imposed.     Suppose,  how- 
ever,  an  enterprizing  Home  Secretarr 
some  day  takes  it  into  his  head  that  tlu« 
condition  of  things  in  the  Channel  Islandi 
should  be  reformed,  and  that  thev  should 
be  joined  to   the  united    Parliament 
you  would  financially  ruin  the  Channel 
islands  in  just  the  same  way  that  you 
have  ruined  Ireland. 

Sir,  I  think  I  have  established  th« 
facts  as  to  the  income  of  Ireland  and  u 
to  the  Debt  of  England.  But  now  what 
was  the  proportion  in  which  it  was  said 
by  Lord  Uaatlereagh  Ireland  should 
contribute  to  Englidi  taxes  ?  His  pro- 
position was  that  it  should  be  two- 
seventeenths  of  the  joint  expenditun*. 
&e  said  he  fixed  on  Uiis  proportion  be- 
cause that  was  about  the  proportionat« 
wealth  of  the  two  countries.  That  was 
a  gross,  a  transparent,  a  most  iniquitous 
and  shameful  deception.  But  it  was 
carried  by  sheer  brute  force — by  an  un- 
reasoning majority  against  everjone 
who  knew  anything  about  the  finances 
of  the  country ;  against  the  protests  of 
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th*  Ifkh  Home  of  Lords^  of  Mr.  Orattan, 
and  of  the  Doople  outside  the  House  of 
Oommons.  Mr.  Orattan  said  very  truly — 

^  If  thifltTnion  ii  brought  about  Ireland  loses 
itt  liberties,  Tlie  country  that  loses  its  Uboiies 
OHM  ns  rsTcnnes. 

I  ihill  quote,  however,  the  opinion  of 
ooe  who  will  command  the  regard  of 
hm.  Members  opposite.  Dr.  Johnson 
isid  to  a  friend — 

**  I  advise  yon  not  to  unite  with  us.  We  should 
,  Illy  unite  with  you  to  rob  you.  We  should 
kATY  robbed  the  Scotch  if  they  had  anything  of 
nhaeh  we  could  hare  robbed  tnem." 

I  do  not,  however,  agree  with  that.  The 
Scotch  took  care  that  you  should  not  rob 
th«m.  Thev  resisted  you,  and  resisted 
T9tt  snccessfullv.  They  took  care  that 
ycm  should  neither  rob  them  nor  interfere 
with  their  religion,  but  the  Irish  were 
n>)C  strong  enough  to  resist,  and  you 
hare  succeeded  in  robbing  them  as  well 
u  in  persecuting  them  on  account  of 
their  religion.  The  Speaker  of  the  Irish 
House  ofCommons  (Mr.  Foster)  on  this 
f abject,  speaking  on  the  17th  of  Feb- 
nuiy,  1800,  said,  referring  to  the  calcu- 
lations of  Castlereagh : — 

*"  We  do  not  want  these  specuU^ve  caloula- 
tiCfu ;  we  have  a  better  criterion  than  any  of  the 
•mJmlations  of  the  noble  Lord  to  show  what 
«iiqU  hsTe  been  our  actual  situation  on  the  26th 
'i  March  last  had  the  proposed  arrangements 
tWwtskeo  place.  In  six  years,  from  1783  to  1799, 
Eonkad  increased  her  Debt  bv  £186,000,000. 
Iiwtag  the  same  period  Ireland  increased 
St  Debt  by  £14,000.000,  making  a  total  of 
f  iOO.OOO.OOO.  Well,  if  this  blessod  Union  had 
tUm  place  at  this  time  Ireland  would  have 
>««B  esUed  upon  to  pay  £23,600,000  instead  of 
iU,0OO,0OO."— [/rf«A  i)tf^a/M.] 

Now,  that  cannot  be  refuted ;  and  in 
HI  7,  when  the  Debt  of  Ireland  was  two- 
•ereoteenths  of  that  of  England,  the  two 
Exchequers  were  united,  Ireland  having 
ft  Dabt  of  £1 12,000,000,  and  England  a 
M>t  of  £784,000,000.  By  the  provisions 
made  in  the  Act  of  Union  the  two  Debts 
vere  amalgamated,  and  England  be- 
nmtf  responsible  for  £112,000,000  of 
Irish  debt,  and  Ireland  became  respon- 
mhk  for  £734.000,000  of  English  debt, 
for  which  she  has  to  pay  at  this  moment 
hsr  proportion  of  the  interest.  Nothing 
more  imquitous  ever  occurred  in  the  his- 
tory of  any  nation,  and  what  explanation 
ftn  be  given  of  it  on  the  ground  of 
ravdce  I  am  at  a  loss  to  know.  The 
Irish  public  at  last  are  beginning  to 
imder^tand  how  they  were  fleeced  and 
plondered;  and  they  know  now  why 


they  have  to  provide  immense  taxes  up 
to  this  day  to  cover  debts  which  they 
never  incurred,  aiid  to  pay  oflP  responsi- 
bilities which  ought  to  be  cleared  off  by 
England  alone. 

But  now  I  come  to  modem  times, 
and  ask  how  has  Ireland  been  treated 
of  late  ?  The  answer  is— In  the  last  25 
years  the  taxation  of  Ireland  has  been 
doubled.  She  pays  now  £8,600,000 
a-year  to  the  finances  of  this  country 
against  £4,000,000  which  she  paid  25 
years  ago.  But  that  is  not  all.  During 
this  period — that  is  the  last  25  years 
—  the  population  of  Ireland  has  di- 
minished by  about  one-half.  If,  there- 
fore, the  population  is  diminished  one- 
half,  and  the  taxation  has  doubled, 
that  means  that  Ireland  is  paying  four 
times  as  much  taxes  as  she  paid  25 
years  ago.  The  taxation  of  Ireland 
really  is  not  quite  so  much  as  this,  but  it 
has  arisen  from  9s.  6d.  per  head  to  d2«. 
per  head,  or  more  than  300  per  cent. 
Duringthis  time  what  has  happened  to 
us?  We  have  had  a  famine  —  that 
dreadful  affliction,  which  produced  untold 
misery  and  suffering  to  the  people,  and 
which  reflected  the  utmost  disgpraoe  on 
England.  I  remember  the  late  Mr. 
John  Martin  being  blamed  in  this 
House  because  he  said  what  was  lite- 
rally true — namely,  that  the  English 
Government  was,  to  a  great  extent,  re- 
sponsible for  the  Irish  famine.  What 
he  meant  was  this — that  the  abominable 
system  of  Government  which  was  intro- 
duced and  fostered,  first  by  one  party 
and  then  by  another,  had  reduced  the 
country  to  such  a  state  that  when  the 
famine  arrived  it  found  Ireland  an  easy 
prey,  and  that  therefore  England  was 
responsible  for  the  consequences  of  her 
own  acts,  and  that  is  quite  true.  If  a 
man  by  neglect  and  mismanagement 
brings  up  his  family  in  such  a  way  that 
the  first  appearance  of  distress  lays  them 
low,  he  is  responsible.  But  is  it  main- 
tained that  this  doubling  of  the  taxation 
isaproof  of  the  prosperity  of  the  country  ? 
There  are  people  who  say  so.  I  believe 
the  late  Member  for  Dublin  (Mr.  Pirn), 
who  seemed  to  take  about  as  cheerful  a 
view  as  any  one— as  cheerful  as  the 
most  hopeful  Viceroy  that  ever  made  a 
speech  at  the  Mansion  House— (they 
are  always  stereotyped  speeches  at  the 
dinner  of  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin — 
Ireland  is  always  prosperous  and  prosper- 
ing— the  patient  is  always  dying  of  good 
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symptoms)— even  he  cannot  maintain  that 
the  increase  of  prosperity  has  been  veiT 
great.  In  fact,  it  has  been  yery  smalL 
Half  the  popiilation  is  gone,  and  my 
complaint  is  this — that  this  enormous 
taxation,  which  I  have  shown  to  be 
totally  out  of  proportion  to  the  taxation 
of  England,  falls  on  the  poorer  classes* 
It  is  the  poor  working  people  who  are 
taxed,  and  that  is  the  class  you  always 
find  d^iscontented,  and  always  miserable, 
and  who  are  driyen  to  emigration,  and 
sometimes  to  crime.  Last  year  Ireland 
paid  the  largest  Excise  du^  oyer  known 
m  that  country.  She  paid  £6,600,000, 
while  a  few  years  ago  it  was  only 
£4,500,000.  It  is  said  that  this  Excise 
duty  is  a  yoluntary  tax.  I  hear  some 
one  cheer  what  I  haye  said ;  but  I  hope 
the  hon.  Member  will  wait  until  I  haye 
established  my  argument,  for  I  contend 
that  there  is  nogreater  fallacy  than  such 
a  contention.  Whateyer  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sulliyan) 
and  others  may  say,  alcohol,  in  some 
form  or  another,  has  formed  a  portion 
of  the  diet  of  man,  if  not  from  the  crea- 
tion of  the  world,  at  all  eyents  from  the 
days  of  Noah,  and  it  will  yery  likely 
remain  portion  of  the  diet  of  man  untu 
there  is  no  man  left  to  feed.  It  is  a 
monstrous  thing  to  think  that  the  par- 
ticular beyerage  of  the  Irish  people* 
the  only  beyerage  they  make — should 
be  taxed  in  this  way ;  and  I  am  perfectly 
astounded  when  I  hear  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  say,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Pontefract 
(Mr.  Ghilders)  said  the  other  night,  that 
this  tax  on  whiskey  was  imposed  on 
moral  grounds.  There  neyer  was  a 
statement  more  unblushindly  or  more 
scandalously  unjust.  The  ibccise  duty 
on  whiskey  has  been  raised  for  no  other 
purpose  than  to  raise  a  greater  reyenue 
from  Ireland.  In  1853  the  spirit  duties 
were  first  increased.  They  were  then 
raised  from  2$,  M.  to  3«.  4d.  per  gallon. 
In  1854  they  were  raised  to  4«.,  in  1865 
to  6«.  2d.,  in  1858  to  8«.,  and  in  1859  to 
10«.,  and  now  they  produce  £4,500,000 
a-year.  If  anyone  tells  me  Uiat  this 
change  was  made  on  moral  grounds, 
I  should  look  on  him  as  one  of  the 
most  credulous  individuals  that  could 
be  found.  When  you  talk  of  the  Irish 
people  drinking  spirits,  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  they  do  not  drink  in 
anything  like  the  way  the  Scotch  drink, 
nor  do  they  drink  anything  like  what 
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the  English  drink.    The  Irish  people, 
if  not  amongst   the   meet  abstemioos 
people  in  the  world,  are  certainly  the 
most  abstemious  people  in  the  Three 
Kingdoms.    Will  you  show  me  another 
part  of  the  TJnited  Kingdom  in  whidi 
the  people  yoluntarily  dose  the  public 
houses  on  Sunday  ?    This  is  done  in  a 
considerable   portion    of  Ireland,  and 
these  are  the  people  you  say  are  given 
oyer  to  this  imaginary  drunkenness,  and 
by  that  drunkenness  yoluntarily  increase 
the  taxation.    Look  how  you  treat  the 
Englishman  who  drinks  ms  beer.    Let 
us  consider  how  that  is  taxed.     The 
alcohol  in  beer  is  taxed  at  1«.  9^.  per 
gallon,  but  the  alcohol  in  whiskey  u 
taxed  at  the  rate  of  lOt,  per  gallon.    If 
you  tax  the  Englishman's  beer  as  yon 
tax  the  Irishman's  whiskey,  you  would 
raise  £90,000,000  a-year.     You  coold 
pay  all  taxes  and  have  a  good  balance 
to  devote  to  the  National  Debt,  and  tt 
the  same  time  you  would    ease  your 
moral  conscience,  which  is  so  much  dis- 
turbed, because  your  neighbours  take 
their  alcohol  in  the  form  of  spirits  rather 
than  as  beer,  which  is  not  to  be  obtained 
in  country  districts.     You  haye  raised 
the  duty  on  the  poor  Irishman's  whiskej 
from  2«.  8^.  to  10«.  per  gallon,  and  ycor 
reason  for  that  is  that  you  act  on  moril 
grounds.    Well,  the  Irish  people  do  not 
ask  you  to  remoye  the  duty  on  whiskey. 
They  do  not  deal  with  this  great  subject 
in  any  such  paltry  way,  but  they  do  ssk 
you  to  deal  justly  with  all. 

I  haye  already  pointed  out  that  we 
contribute  £8,500,000  to  the  pubhc  Ex- 
chequer, but  there  is  no  use  in  talking 
about  the  taxes  of  a  countryunlees  joa 
know  what  the  income  is.  What  is  the 
income  of  Ireland  now  f  The  most  ooo- 
dusiye  test  that  you  can  apply  to  thst 
is  the  test  of  the  Income  Tax.  There 
are,  howeyer,  two  tests  which  may  be 
taken,  but  the  most  popular  one  is  the 
Income  Tax,  and  it  has  been  quoted  bj 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for 
some  years  past.  Now  the  Betom  of 
the  Income  Tax  assessment  for  1874  in 
Ireland  was  £28,500,000.  We  were 
called  on  to  pay  on  that  figure.  In 
England  the  income  was  set  down  w 
£543,000,000.  That  was  the  rektjre 
wealth  of  the  two  countries  I  The  in- 
come  of  Ireland  in  tike  year  I  take  wm 
£28,500,000,  and  in  England  the  in- 
come was  oyer  £500,000,000.  Bnt  it  is 
objected  that  the  Income  Tax  in  Irelsod 
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it  not  fkirij  MMtsed*  It  if  said  that 
tb«  fbndad  prapwty  in  Ireland  it  not 
ttflbded  in  thit  Beturn,  nor  profitt  on 
oAo«»  and  that  the  valuation  of  Ireland 
u  a  gr^at  deal  too  tmall,  and  therefore 
tkit  oar  Betom  of  the  Income  Tax  it 
■a  onfair  one.  But  tuppote  we  make 
Allowance  for  thit  on  the  mott  liberal 
rale.  We  are  not  particular  to 
£^,000,000,  and  we  will  add  £2,000,000 
aero  to  oorer  all  that  it  likely  to  tpring 
fram  a  re-Taluation.  I  think  it  it  nkelv 
that  if  the  Oovemment  Valuation  Bill 
pittet  we  thould  be  taxed  on  £2,000,000 
Bore;  but  allowing  for  all  thit,  perhapt 
tht  highett  estimate  will  be  reached 
if  I  alE>w  the  inoome  to  be  brought  up 
to  £32,000,000  in  Ireland  at  againtt 
£643,000,000  in  Engknd.  How  doet 
the  argument  ttand  then  ?  Why,  Ire- 
land payt  £8,500,000  a-year  out  of 
£32,000,000,  and  England  £78,000,000 
oat  of  £543,000,000— that  it  to  tay, 
FmgUwil  pays  one-eighth  of  her  inoome 
m  Impenal  taxet,  while  Ireland  part 
oae-fenrth.  No  one  pretendt  that  the 
iaoome  of  Ireland  it  anything  like  one- 
ftgkth  that  of  England,  yet  the  payt  at 
Uattooe-eighthofthe  taxet.  The  wealth 
of  IraUnd  it,  indeed,  more  like  one- 
MT«iteenth«  But  mark  another  fact. 
Mk  it  the  great  wealth  of  England  and 
isouCUnd  that  the  attettment  there  hat 
riatn  by  £88,000,000  in  five  yeart— it 
hat  riata,  in  fact,  to  £543,000,000.  That 
M  a  flrrowth  compared  with  which  the 
BDwUi  of  Irelana  it  infinitetimal.  Ire- 
had  it  the  leatt  progrettive  country  in 
the  whole  of  Europe,  and  yet  Ireland 
ontributea  5#.  Sd,  out  of  eyery  pound 
liabkto  the  Inoome  Tax,  while  England 
pra  <mlT  2$,  Id, 

Bat  there  it  another  test  at  to  the 
v«l£are  of  the  country,  and  that  it  the 
t«at  which  hat  been  applied  by  Mr. 
Dodlcj  Baxter,  who  wat  very  popular 
with  finandera  at  the  other  tide  of  the 
Hooae.  In  1869  Mr.  Dudley  Baxter,  in 
fatimating  the  total  inoome  of  Ghreat 
Britain  from  all  touroet,  including  waget, 
aad  to  on,  ataetsed  the  Income  Tax  at 
oaly  £400,000,000,  whereat  now  we 
koow  it  it  £643,000,000.  I  mutt,  there- 
fore—calculating  on  the  tame  batit,  and 
tUovinff  for  thit  inoreaae^take  the  in- 
coate  of  Gbeat  Britain  at  no  lett  than 
£1,000,000,000  a-year.  I  make  a  timilar 
cmftil  oaloolation  lor  Ireland,  and  I 


fiftd  that  the  inoome  of  Ireland  ia  in 
that  way  £64,000,000  a-year.     Now, 


£64,000,000  a-year  it  a  large  and  an 
orer  estimate  for  the  annual  wealth 
of  Ireland,  and  I  have  shown  what 
it  it  has  to  be  contratted  with  the 
£1,000,000,000  a-year  of  Great  Britain. 
Again,  Ireland  payt  for  local  taxa- 
tion £3,500,000,  and  England  pays 
£34,000,000.  You  will,  therefore,  find 
that  the  Irish  pay  £8,500,000  of  Im- 
perial and  £3,500,000  of  local  taxa- 
tion, making  a  total  of  £12,000,000  out 
of  an  income  of  £54,000,000.  Ireland, 
therefore,  pays  £1  out  of  eyery  £4  10«. 
which  she  possesses — a  sum  equal  to 
4«.  5<f.  in  the  pound  taxation  for  Impe- 
rial and  local  purposes.  England,  on 
the  contrary,  pays  only  £1  out  of  every 
£10.  Enfflana  pays  at  the  rate  of  2«.  in 
the  pounain  the  year  for  local  taxation 
and  Imperial,  and  Ireland  pays  4«.  bd, ; 
and  I  may  thus  say  that  I  haye  proved 
my  first  proposition. 

I  have  thrown  what  I  wish  to  lay 
before  the  House  into  the  form  of  three 
propositions,  and  thete  three  propotitiont 
taken  together  contain  an  epitome  of 
the  financial  cate  of  Ireland.  They  are 
divided  into  three  headt,  and  each  one 
it  like  a  propotition  in  Euclid,  which 
mutt  be  proved ;  and  thote  who  answer, 
any  one  nead  must  show  that  the  pro- 
position is  incorrect.  I  have  shown  that 
the  burden  of  Imperial  taxation  imposed 
upon  Ireland  it  excettive.  Will  anybody 
tay  that  it  it  not  excessive  taxation  when 
more  than  a  quarter  of  our  income  goea  in 
taxes?  I  have  also  shown,  in  regard 
to  her  financial  position,  that  she  is  not 
able  to  bear  this  taxation,  and  certainly 
it  is  out  of  proportion  to  her  ability  to 
pay  as  regards  England.  The  taxation 
imposed  on  Ireland  takes  a  larger  pro- 
portion out  of  her  income  than  taxation 
takes  out  of  the  pocket  of  England.  I 
would  rather,  however,  strengthen  my 
case  by  quoting  the  opinions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  I  will  take 
the  Report  drawn  up  by  the  pretent 
OhanoeUor  of  the  Exchequer  for  the 
Irith  Taxation  Oommittee  of  1862.  He 
said 

''  The  preMum  of  taxation  will  bo  folt  most 
by  the  wetkest  part  of  the  comrounity,  and  aa 
the  areraffo  wealth  of  the  Irith  taxpayer  ia  leaa 
than  the  arerage  wealth  of  the  Kngliah  tax- 
payer, the  ability  of  Ireland  to  bear  heavy  tax- 
ation ii  evidently  leea  than  the  ability  of  Eng- 
land. Mr.  Senior,  whoie  evidence  on  the  poti- 
tion  of  Ireland  will  be  found  very  lUfffj^eatiTe, 
rmarin  that  tha  taxation  of  Bnglancf  la  both 
tha  baaviatt  and  the  Ughteat  n  Snrope— tht 
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heaviest  as  regards  the  amount  ruaed,  the 
lightest  as  regards  the  ability  to  bear  that 
amount ;  but  Uiat  in  the  case  of  Ireland  it  is 
heavy  both  as  regards  the  amount  and  as  re- 
gards the  ability  of  the  contributor ;  and  he  adds 
that  England  is  the  most  lightly  and  Ireland 
the  most  heavily  taxed  country  in  Europe, 
although  both  are  nominally  liable  to  equal 
taxation." 

And  now  I  should  like  to  answer  one  or 
two  objections.  It  is  said  that  Ireland 
has  a  certain  number  of  exemptions  from 
taxes,  and  it  is  perfectly  true  that  Ire- 
land has  not  assessed  taxes  and  some 
others  to  pay.  Let  us  look  closely  at 
what  they  are.  The  taxes  from  which 
Ireland  is  exempt  is  the  land  tax,  the 
railway  passenger  duty,  and,  formerly, 
also  the  assessed  taxes — some  of  which 
latter  Ireland  was  supposed  to  be  unable 
to  pay.  The  practicisd  result  of  those 
exemptions  is  very  little — perhaps  they 
would  make  an  additional  £326,000 
a-year  if  estimated  on  the  scale  of  their 
produce  in  England;  but  to  say  that 
this  would  have  any  e£Pect  on  my  argpi- 
ment  is  perfectly  idle. 

Again,  it  is  said  Ireland  reoeiyes 
great  contributions  from  the  Exchequer. 
Now,  what  are  the  contributions  that 
Ireland  receiyes?  Ireland,  you  may 
BA7»  g^ts  £2,000,000  a-year  from  the 
Exchequer;  England  gets  £3,100,000. 
Well,  of  course  that  is  a  larger  contri- 
bution than  Ireland  would  naturally 
be  entitled  to.  But  what  is  one  half  of 
this  money  given  for?  Why,  £1,000,000 
goes  to  maintain  the  Irish  Constabulary 
— that  army  of  occupation  which  Eng- 
land deems  it  necessary  to  keep  in  Ire- 
land. In  Ireland  we  do  not  manage  our 
own  police;  but  England  keeps  the 
police— armed  as  they  are  with  carbine, 
sword,  and  pistol — as  an  army  of  occu- 
pation, and  the  police  perform  the 
duties  of  an  army  of  occupation.  I  say 
that  this  £1,000,000  a-year  ought  to  be 
added  to  the  Army  Estimates.  Eng- 
land, in  point  of  fact,  thinks  she  is 
obliged  to  pay  this  money  to  keep  the 
Irish  in  subjection ;  and  to  talk  or  Ire- 
land receiving  this  as  a  contribution 
from  the  Exchequer  is  like  buying  the 
taws  outof  the  schoolboy's  pocket-money. 
I  make  not  the  slightest  reflection  upon 
the  Irish  Constabulary ;  I  only  say  they 
are  armed  as  soldiers  and  drilled  as  sol- 
diers, because  England  thinks  that  unless 
they  were  armed  in  this  way  she  could 
not  keep  the  Irish  in  subjection.  There- 
fore, all  that  Ireland  gets  is  £1,000,000. 
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But  there  is  another  objection,  and  that 
is  one  taken  by  the  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Lowe).  That  right 
hon.  Gentleman  discovered  that  it  is  not 
a  country  that  is  taxed,  but  that  it  is  the 
people  who  live  in  that  country.  Hs 
says — ''It  is  all  fudge.  The  present 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  quite 
mistaken  when  he  drew  up  theee  Keeo- 
lutions  on  (General  Dunne's  Committee. 
An  Irishman  pays  no  more  for  hii 
whiskey,  tea,  or  sugar  than  an  EngHsh- 
man  does  or  than  a  Scotchman  does.  He 
has  nothing  at  all  to  complain  of*' 
Anybody  can  see  what  a  piece  (xt  jug- 
glery this  is.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
(Mr.  Lowe)  seems  to  fliink  that  Ireland  ii 
like  an  English  county — that  Ireland  it 
like  Shropshire,  and  that  Ireland  ougbt 
to  bear  exactly  the  same  burdens  u 
England.  But,  Sir,  that  was  not  the  ar- 
rangement of  the  Union,  and  until  yoa 
repeal  the  Union  and  get  rid  of  it,  you 
must  submit  to  the  terms — I  will  not 
say  contract,  because  a  contract  requires 
two  parties.  But  you  must  accept  tht 
terms  you  imposed  upon  Ireland ;  and 
if  the  Irish  people  are  foolish  enough  to 
give  up  the  question  of 
taxation  their  case  is  gone, 
to  be  taxed  in  proportion  to  her  finan- 
cial ability  as  compared  with  England. 
It  is  not  a  question  of  individual  taxa- 
tion. It  is  a  question  of  the  taxation  of 
the  nation.  It  is  a  fraud,  Mr.  Speaker, 
for  any  hon.  or  right  hon.  Gentleman 
so  to  represent  it.  Ireland  is  a  separate 
country,  and  was  to  be  taxed  as  a  se^ 
rate  country.  It  is  separated  by  a  wid« 
space  of  ocean,  by  national  feeling,  bv  re- 
ligion, and  by  those  institutions,  and  th« 
absence  of  institutions,  which  pointedly 
mark  the  separation  between  two  coon- 
tries.  But,  above  all,  it  is  separated  bj 
Treaty.  You  cannot  abrogate  the  rights 
of  Ireland  any  more  than  you  can  abro- 
gate the  rights  of  Scotland.  Let  me  see 
this  House  interfering,  or  attempting  to 
interfere,  with  the  established  reugion  of 
Scotland,  and  see  what  you  will  hear  of 
it ;  and  unless  you  felt  strong  enough  to 
brave  Irish  indignation,  you  would  not 
attempt  to  abolish  geographical  taxa- 
tion. Ireland  is  to  be  taxed  as  a  coon- 
try,  and  not  as  a  collection  of  indifi- 
duals ;  and  to  tax  a  poor  country  like 
Ireland  as  you  would  tax  a  rich  country 
like  England  is  manifestly  unphiloso|^- 
cal,  bemdes  being  a  breach  of  yoor 
honour.    But  there  is  still  another  tax 
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« InUnd  to  whioh  I  have  not  referred. 
TW»  is  the  absentee  tax.  There  is 
1^500,000  taken  oat  of  Ireland  by 
nodsmen  who  nerer  go  near  it,  and 
ms  som  brings  Irish  taxation  up  to 
£12,000,000  a-year.  This  is  what  is 
tikn  oat  of  the  soil-— out  of  the  annual 
Drodnoe  of  the  soil  and  manufactures  of 
Irvlsod.    Mj  second  proposition,  then. 


*Th»fc  thii  Ineqiudity  is  a  violation  of  the 
tnmam  made  at  the  iJnioii,  and  oooaiioni  a 
km  §i  capital  which,  aooompanied  by  the 
•aaaal  ibaeotee  drain,  ia  the  main  oauae  of  the 
■ull  natcrial  progreei  of  the  country." 

I  seed  not  dwell  ftirther  on  that,  for  any- 
one can  see  that  this  drain  must  be  a 
main  caose  of  the  small  progress  of  the 
ooontiy.    My  third  proposition  is — 

**'nat  to  tax  a  poor  countnr  on  the  same 
Kik  m  a  rich  one  is  in  itself  m^nat  and  opposed 
to  mmd  eoooomio  prindplea ;  whilst  the  fact 
thai  the  wTOCsslve  tuiation  raised  in  Ireland  is 
in  jtnat  measure  expended  out  of  Ireland  forms 
la  agiTaTation  of  the  injustice,  and  makes  per- 
■■nsnt  improrement  hopeless  until  the  present 
•odsol  daaUng  with  Iiisn  Rarennes  is  altered.'* 

That  is  my  last  point,  and  I  shall  be 
hriaf.  No  Chancellor  of  the  Excheouer 
orer  tooohes  that  consideration,  xou 
take  £8,500,000  out  of  Ireland,  and  that 
aoosy,  for  the  greater  part,  is  spent  in 
Eo^snd.  I  quite  agree  that  Ireland 
Rosifss  in  protection  from  foreign 
^aemies  as  great  advantages  as  England 
hsfMlfl  Inland  has  the  same  interest 
M  Rigland  in  the  maintenance  of  the 
moasrefay  and  in  foreign  affairs,  and  to 
thsttxtent  we  wish  to  unite  ourselves 
with  England,  provided  our  rights  are 
i«spaete£  But  where  are  all  vour  ma- 
BnacCories?  Where  are  all  the  dook- 
Tudif  Where  is  everythinp^  that  re- 
qoiisa  the  expenditure  of  pubbc  money  ? 
Why,  in  England.  Tou  treat  Ireland 
is  a  man  treats  a  field  when  he  takes  a 
crop  of  grass  off  it  every  year,  and 
Mm  brings  any  manure  to  put  on  the 
gioand«  The  man  expects  the  field  to 
n  on  yielding  him  crops,  but  in  time  it 
owmm  barren.  One  of  the  reasons  for 
tbs  present  condition  of  Ireland  is  that 
•U  nss  not  her  fair  share  of  national 
•xpnditore.  Tou  aotuallv  argue  that 
joa  are  not  Justified  in  making  a  dook- 
Twd  in  Ireiand  unless  it  is  shown  to 
ASTt  superior  advantaoes  over  England 
—that  you  ought  to  pUoe  the  dooxyard 
vbsrsver,  in  an  economic  point  of  view, 

YOL  OCXXXrV.  [thied  skeiks.] 


you  can  get  the  best  return  consistent 
with  the  centralization  in  England. 
That  is  all  very  well  for  you ;  but  it  is 
not  so  for  the  people  of  Ireland.  We 
claim  no  reduction  of  the  duty  on  spirits ; 
but  we  do  claim  that  some  portion  of 
the  enormous  sums  raised  f^om  Ireland 
is  spent  in  a  rational  and  statesmanlike 
mode  for.  the  development  of  the  re- 
sources of  the  country.  We  may  fitly 
look  to  the  Conservative  Party  for  some- 
thing of  that  sort.  They  never  feel 
bound  by  the  oast-iron  rules  of  political 
economy  when  the  landed  interest  is 
concerned,  which  are  so  much  in  vogue 
with  the  Party  lately  in  power.  One  of 
your  statesmen.  Lord  George  B^ntinck, 
tried  to  carry  a  comprehensive  plan  of 
railways  for  Ireland;  but,  shameful  to 
say,  he  was  defeated  by  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers themselves.  They  were  bought  off 
or  influenced  bv  the  (Government  of  the 
day,  but  such  things  are  not  to  be  done 
now.  If  the  Ballot  has  not  given  a  re- 
presentation quite  so  agree^le  to  the 
amenities  of  social  life,  at  any  rate  it 
has  given  Ireland  a  more  real  represen- 
tation. Bring  forward  some  sensible 
proposition ;  enforce  the  provisions  of  the 
Health  Act;  carry  out  a  system  of 
communication  between  town  and  town ; 
provide  for  higher  education,  and  re- 
medy the  dearUi  of  middle-class  schools. 
In  India  you  spend  money  on  public 
works,  and  vou  may  do  it  wisely  or  un- 
wisely ;  still  your  sentiments  are  worthy 
and  philanthropic.  I  appeal  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  take  a 
wider  view  of  this  question.  We  do  not, 
I  repeat,  ask  you  to  reduce  the  duty  on 
epints.  We  do  not  want  to  become 
drunk,  or  to  have  adulterated  whiskey* 
We  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  see,  at 
all  events,  that  it  shall  not  be  adulte- 
rated. Let  them,  as  I  have  said,  put  in 
force  the  provisions  of  the  Health  Act, 
which  they  have  never  yet  done.  We 
want  raUwaycommunications— we  want 
harbours.  We  have  not  money  to  make 
them  ourselves,  and  such  is  our  poverty 
that  I  solemnly  declare — and  it  is  not 
only  my  belief,  but  that  of  many  others 
— that  two  bad  harvests  do  not  stand 
between  Ireland  and  starvation,  so  en- 
tirdv  dependent  are  we  upon  the  bounty 
of  Heaven.  If  the  rains  are  excessive, 
or  if  the  sim  withhold  for  two  years  its 
heat,  in  spite  of  all  your  legislation,  and 
in  spite  of  all  your  speeches  of  your 
Viceroys  at  Lord  Mayors'  dinners,  my 
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belief  is  you  would  witness  a  fgreat 
calamity,  such  as  would  rudely  dispel 
your  notions  of  Irish  prosperity ;  and  on 
this  gpround,  as  well  as  on  their  absolute 
justice,  I  commend  these  Eesolutions  to 
the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*^  That  the  burden  of  Imperial  Taxation  im- 
posed on  Ireland  is  excessive,  and  out  of  pro- 
portion to  her  financial  ability  to  bear  it  as  com- 
pared with  England." — {Mr,  Mitchell  Henry,) 

After  a  pause — 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  he  should  have  preferred 
that  some  Gentlemen  from  Ireland  had 
followed  the  hon.  Member  for  Ghdway. 
Having,  however,  listened  to  the  hon. 
Member,  and  seen  the  ingenious  way  in 
which  he  had  brought  forward  his  Mo- 
tion, he  could  well  understand  that  other 
hon.  Members  might  be  content  to  leave 
the  question  in  the  position  in  which  he 
had  placed  it.  He  confessed  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated  his  case  with  con- 
siderable ingenuity,  ability,  and  plausi- 
bility ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  could 
hardly  connect  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  with  the  Motion  which  had  been 
submitted  to  the  House,  and  he  con- 
fessed that  the  hon.  Member  had  failed 
altogether  to  make  out  the  case  which 
he  desired  that  it  should  accept.  The 
point  he  endeavoured  to  establish  was 
this — not  that  the  taxation  of  the  two 
countries  should  be  altered,  but  that  a 
good  deal  more  public  money  should  be 
expended  in  Ireland  than  was  spent  at 
present,  and  that,  irrespective  of  the 
.works  being  such  as  it  would  be  best  for 
the  interests  of  the  country  at  large  to 
undertake.  That  was  a  proposition 
which  it  was  difficult  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  accept.  They  would  all 
agree  that  a  certain  amount  of  taxation 
should  be  raised,  and  that  that  amount 
should  be  as  small  as  possible.  But 
then,  he  asked,  was  it  not  undesirable 
to  expend  any  part  of  the  money  so 
raised  upon  anything  that  was  not  in 
itself  the  most  desirable  object  of  ex- 
penditure? If  £100,000,  say,  were 
spent  in  Ireland  to  attain  an  object 
which  could  be  better  attained  for 
£50,000  or  £60,000  in  another  portion 
of  tlie  United  Kino^om,  it  would,  he 
thought,  be  rather  difficult  to  satisfy  the 
House  that  that  was  a  proper  course  to 
adopt  in  the  interests  of  the  taxpayers 
generally.     But   then,   said  the   hon. 

Mr.  Mitchell  Hmry 


Gentleman  in  effect — "I  am  not  oon- 
siderinff  the  interests  of  the  taxpayer 
generaUy,  but  only  of  a  section  of  the  tai- 
payers ;  and  I  ask  you,  because  of  the 
peculiar  position  of  the  Irish  taxpayers, 
not  to  reduce  their  burdens,  but  to  spend 
a  little  more  of  the  general  tax^yen' 
money  in  their  countiy."  Well,  if  th«j 
took  an  extreme  case  and,  in  order  to 
attain  some  material  result  in  which  all 
were  interested,  they  expended,  say,  60 
per  cent  more  to  have  dockyards  in  Ire- 
hmd,  rather  than  elsewhere  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  they  would  render  it  neoM* 
sary  to  raise  50  per  cent  more  br  tax* 
ation.  But  if  they  did,  they  would  in- 
crease rather  than  diminish  the  taxation 
of  the  people  {generally,  and  therefore  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  who  bore  their 

§roportion  of  the  general  expenditw. 
'hat  was  an  argument  against  which  he 
resolutely  protested,  and  against  which 
he  hoped  all  future  Ghanoellors  of  th« 
Exchequer  would  resolutely  proteit. 
When  they  considered  how  the  Imperiil 
expenditure  ought  to  be  regulated,  they 
should  provide  that  it  should  be  em- 
ployed m  the  manner  moat  generallj 
advantageous  to  the  Empire  eo  as  to  g^ 
as  nearlv  as  possible  the  best  shilling's 
worth  for  their  shilling.  The  hmi. 
Member  said  that  the  Insh  taxpaj^s 
paid  more  on  account  of  their  wiiiflkf^ 
than  did  the  English  taxpayers  for  thnr 
beer.  Well,  that  argument  contained  a 
fallacy,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
press  it.  What  he  asked  was  that  a 
little  more  of  the  money  so  raised  should 
be  spent  on  public  works  in  Ireland. 
That  was  a  question  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  fairly  admitted  was  not  a 
new  one.  In  one  form  or  other  it  hsd 
been  considered  since  the  time  of  th« 
Union,  and  for  the  last  15  years,  at  least 
in  the  shape  in  which  it  nad  been  nov 
brought  under  the  notice  of  Pariiament. 
General  Dunne,  a  valued  friend  of  hi« 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer),  htd 
obtained  a  Oommittee  to  consider  thr 
sulnect,  the  Report  of  which  CommittM 
it  tell  to  his  lot  to  draw  up;  and  one 
question  considered  by  that  Oommittee 
was,  whether  the  taxation  raised  as  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland  mi^  not 
be  computed  to  the  taxation  raised  u 
between  one  English  county  and  another? 
But  anyone  looking  at  the  ouestion 
might  well  remember  that  they  lived  in 
a  United  Kingdom,  having  one  common 
Debt  and  one  naval  and  mUitary  Service. 


\H9 


Jriik  Taxation, 


(Junk  5,  1877) 


Jiesolutioni, 


1350 


The  qneflticA  mi^ht  be  asked  why  this 
ooapblnt  of  nnfair  taxation  was  bo  often 
nkoA  on  the  part  of  Irdand.  Ireland, 
it  vaa  true,  did  not  contain  eo  large  a 
ftamber  of  wealdiy  men  as  an  equal 
ration  of  the  Worth  of  Englana  or 
iMHBesei,  but  the  same  might  be  said 
ftf  mtioBS  of  Scotland,  Wales,  and 
fimand  itself.  Whj,  then,  were  they 
tou  that  if  eqnal  taxes  were  laid  upon 
both  eoontries  the  incidence  of  taxation 
fcO  ntfiurly  on  that  portion  of  the  King- 
ton? The  House  must  remember  the 
msmur  in  which  the  union  of  the  two 
eoontries  was  effected.  Ireland  100 
T8tn  ago  had  a  rery  small  Debt  and 
rsissd  a  small  rerenue,  and  when  the 
two  coontriea  were  united,  the  proportion 
nt  Debt  borne  by  each  was  Tery  different. 
As  question  was  most  carefully  discussed 
hf  Osoovl  Dunne's  Committee,  and  the 
ooaohuion  to  which  that  Oommittee 
osme,  and  which  was  founded  upon  the 
eridsoee,  had  never  been  shaken.  The 
vhde  matter  rested  on  the  7th  Article 
of  the  Treaty  of  Union,  which  provided 
thateertain  proportions  should  oe  main- 
tsfaisd  between  the  revenues  of  one 
coutry  and  the  other.  It  was  enacted 
that  for  the  space  of  30  years  after  the 
Uaion  the  contributions  of  Gbeat  Britain 
ad  Ireland  towards  the  expenditure  of 
the  United  Kingdom  should  oe  defrayed 
ia  the  proportion  of  16  parts  by  Oreat 
Britain  ana  two  parts  by  Ireland.  After 
the  experience  of  30  years  it  was  pro- 
vided that  these  proportions  should  be 
mised  according  to  certain  rules  laid 
down,  unless  Parliament  declared  that 
the  expenditure  of  the  two  countries 
•hoold  be  defrayed  in  two  equal  parts. 
TUs  svidentiy  contemplated  that  a  sys- 
tm  of  indiscriminate  duties  might  pos- 
«hly  be  found  equitable  and  desirable. 
A  provision  was  also  made  that  in  the 
event  of  either  country  raising  a  loan, 
the  portion  of  the  loan  raised  for  the 
partMoIar  oountry  should  be  kept  dis- 
tiact  and  added  to  the  Debt  of  that  coun- 
tiy.  It  was  also  declared  to  be  in  the 
fower  of  Parliament  to  declare  that  the 
vhede  of  the  Debts  of  the  two  countries 
Arold  be  amalgamated.  What  hap- 
pened? At  the  time  the  Union  wae 
mmim  Aigland  wae  about  to  phinge  into 
«  v«ry  eenoQs  and  oxpensiYe  war.  The 
Daloo  wae  not  broognt  about  with  tkai 
pertfankr  view,  but  the  war  broke  out 
sad  it  euhjeoted  this  oountry  to  a  large 
expenditure.     WeD,  up  to  that  time 


there  had  been  two  Exchequers.  The 
Iriidi  Exchequer  had  been  replenished 
by  the  taxation  of  Ireland,  and  the  Eng- 
lish Exchequer  had  been  replenished  by 
the  taxation  of  England,  and  a  common 
ftxnd  was  to  be  provided  in  fixed  propor- 
tions by  the  two  countries.  The  English 
portion  was  provided  partly  by  loans  and 
partly  by  heavy  taxation,  particularly 
by  the  Income  Tax.  In  point  of  fact, 
the  Irish  Exchequer  was  not  replenished 
in  the  same  way,  and  the  Irish  propor- 
tion was  raised  by  an  addition  to  the 
separate  Debt  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  bogged  to 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentloniun  that 
Irish  taxation  was  increased  just  as 
much  as  English  taxation. 

Tira  CHANOELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  this  matter  had  been  gone 
into  ftilly  by  General  Dunne's  Oommit- 
tee, and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
take  the  trouble  to  refer  to  the  Report 
of  that  Oommittee,  he  would  observe 
what  the  expenditure  was,  and  he  would 
see  that  Ireland  did  not  by  any  means 
raise  the  whole  amount  of  her  expenditure 
by  taxation,  but  by  a  system  of  borrowing, 
and  the  conseauenoe  was  that  Ireland 
had  to  bear  a  onarge  for  interest  which, 
at  compound  interest,  involved  Ireland 
in  a  very  heavy  liability.  The  Debt  of 
Ireland,  which  at  first  bore  a  small  pro- 
portion to  that  of  England,  had,  in  this 
way,  run  up  by  the  year  1816  or  1817  to 
the  proportion  of  two  to  12  instead  of 
two  to  1 6 ;  and  consequently  the  Parlia- 
ment of  that  day  found  that  Ireland  was 
being  crushed  by  the  amount  of  her 
Debt.  Now,  he  did  not  defend  tho 
arrangement  which  was  made  at  tho 
time  of  tho  Union.  He  owned  that  ho 
thought  it  was  not  a  fair  one  for  Ire- 
land ;  but  it  was  one  which  would  no 
doubt  have  ultimately  crushed  Ireland 
by  reason  of  tho  largo  amount  of  Debt 
imposed  upon  her.  The  I^arliament, 
therefore,  of  1816  and  1817,  recognizing 
this  fact,  inquired  into  the  subject,  and 
they  agreed  to  do  that  which  had  been 
contemplated  at  the  time  tho  monetary 
arrangements  were  made  at  the  time  of 
the  Union,  and  amalgamate  the  Exche- 
quers and  Debt,  and  a  certain  portion  of 
Lreland's  Debt  was  there  and  then  paid 
off.  That  was,  in  his  opinion,  a  per- 
fectiv  wise  and  equitable  arrangement, 
and  "England  did  well  to  adopt  it.  What 
was  the  state  of  things  from  that  time 
forward  ?    There  was  no  longer  a  sepa- 
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rate  system  of  taxation  for  the  two  conn- 
tries.      It   became    necessaiy  that  we 
should  tax  the  whole  country ;  but  the 
taxes  were  not  equally  laid ;  they  were 
laid  with  great  discrimination  in  favour 
of  Ireland ;  many  were  imposed  in  Eng- 
land from  which  Ireland  was  exempt; 
thoueh,  from  time  to  time,  asthetwocoun- 
tries  became  more  equal,  these  discrimi- 
nations had  been  done  away  with,  and 
taxes  pecuUar  to    Englan/had  been 
either  repealed  or  extended  to  Ireland, 
and  the  lower  taxes  imposed  at  first  on 
Irish  manufacturers  had  been  equalized 
with  those  paid  by  English  manufac- 
turers.    Still,  there  were  some,  and  not 
inconsiderable,  taxes  which  were  borne 
by  England  and  not  by  Ireland,  and 
these  included  the  house  duty,  the  rail- 
way passenger  duty,  the  land  tax,  and 
assessed  taxes.     As  a  matter  of  fact, 
this  was  one  of  the  marked  dififerences 
which  had  been  made  between  the  two 
countries,  and  that  being  so,  he  could  not 
understand  how  it  was  that  Gentlemen 
from  Ireland  coidd  come  forward  and 
make  the    complaint  which    the    hon. 
Member  for    Galway  had  made   that 
evening.    The  hon.  Member  said  that 
Imperial  taxation  in  Ireland  was  exces- 
sive as  compared  with  England.      He 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  could 
never  make  out  how  that  statement  could 
be  justified ;  for  whether  they  looked  at 
direct  taxation,  or  at  taxes  on  articles  of 
consumption,  the  taxation,  so  far  as  he 
could  see,  was  the  same;  and  if  Irish- 
men preferred  to  drink  whiskey  instead 
of  beer  or  stout,  he  could  not  see  that 
they  were  ill-used  if  they  had  to  pay  the 
same  amount  in  taxation  as  Englishmen 
had  to  pay  on  spirits.     Whiskey  might 
be  more  suited  to  the  climate  than  beer ; 
but    surely    the    hon.  Member    would 
scarcely  contend  that  it  was  an  absolute 
necessity  of  life.     All  he  (the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer)  said  was  that  if  Irish- 
men chose  to  drink  whiskey,  they  con- 
tributed to  the  Revenue  according  to 
their  own  taste  and  choice,  though  he 
did  not  see  why  they  should  not  take 
their  alcohol  in  the  form  of  that  porter 
which  was  a  celebrated  production  of 
Ireland,  or  why  they  should  call  upon 
the  Englishman  as  a  beermaker  to  re- 
lievo them  of  taxation.    If  the  taxation 
was  uniform,  there  was  no  gpround  of 
complaint  in  the  fact  that  a  larger  pro- 
portion came  from  the  people  of  Ireland 
than  from  the  people  of  England,  even 
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though  the  people  of  IreUnd  might  be 
poorer,  just  as  tne  people  of  Englaad,  in 
some  parts  of  England,  were  poorer  than 
in  others.     Excluding  such  sources  of 
revenue  as  the  Post  Office  and  the  Tele- 
graphs, he  found   that  the  people  of 
ureat  Britain  were  taxed  £2  a-head, 
and  those  of  Ireland  £1   8«. ;  and  he, 
therefore,  could  not  see  the  ineqaihtj 
complained  of.     The  bargain  made  at 
the  time  of  the  Union  ha4  been  modi- 
fied for  the  benefit,  not  of  England,  but 
of  Ireland,  and  he  believed  the  propor- 
tion of  15  to  two  in  the  Bevenue  paid  by 
Ireland  as  compared  with  that  paid  br 
Gfreat    Britain,    was    still    maintaineo. 
The  grants  made  out  of  the  Impeiial 
Exchequer  for  Irish  local  purposes  were 
much  larger  than  the  grants  for  similftr 
purposes  to  England  and  Scotland,  let- 
ting aside  that  for  the  Irish  Constabu- 
lary.   The  Income  Tax,  Customs,  tnd 
Excise  Betums,   showed    that  Irdsnd 
had  advanced    in   prosperity,  perhspi 
more  than  England,  during  the  last  "^eu 
or  two.    In  short,  Ireland  was  not  being 
crushed  in  the  way  the  hon.  (JentlemAn 
wished  to  represent  her,  and  she  wss 
not  being  overwhelmed  by  this  great 
amount  of  taxation.    It  was  quite  true, 
as  stated  in  the  passage  he  introduced 
into   the  Beport  of   General    Dunne's 
Committee,  that  the  same  taxation  would 
bear  more  hardly  on  a  poorer  ooantiT 
than  on  a  richer  one ;  but  it  was  also  Itid 
down  in  that  Beport  that  the  poor  of 
any  country  suffered  more  than  the  rich ; 
and  that  was  a  good  reason  for  keeping 
down  taxation  and  for  having  regard  to 
the  weakest  link,  in  the  chain,  but  it 
would  be  unfair  and  unjust,  for  the  sake 
of  benefiting  Ireland,  to  increase  the 
taxation  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Th«i« 
arguments  had  been  presented  on  for- 
mer   occasions    and    accepted    by  tk« 
House ;  but  the  hon.  Member,  like  th« 
man  with  an  iddefixi,  who  would  persist 
in  believing  that  his  friend  wore  a  wkit« 
hat  in  winter,    still    returned   to   the 
charge,  and,  in  spite  of  all  that  was  said 
to  the  contrary,  would  affirm  that  Ire- 
land was  overtaxed.     They  proved  to 
the  hon.  Oentleman  that  Ireland  ww 
not  overtaxed;  that  the  arrangements 
at   the    Union,  which,  if  maintained, 
would  have  crushed  Ireland,  had  been 
changed  for  the  benefit  of  Irdand ;  they 
proved  to  him  that  ^e  taxation  of  the 
two  countries  had  since  been  uniform, 
and  they  proved   to  him  that  if  hii 
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nm«dT  were  adopted  they  would  injure 
boili  the  Irish  taxpayer  and  the  poorer 
Britiih  taxpayer  alio ;  but  all  this  was 
in  Tain,  they  knew  rery  well  that  next 
mr  the  hon.  Oentleman  would  again 
oome  forward  with  precisely  the  same 
pfopotttion. 

to  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
would  mention  a  few  matters  of  fact 
ftbooi  which  there  could  be  no  question. 
Bcfming  to  alcoholic  liquors,  the  tax  on 
ncrits  consumed  in  England  was  lower 
dan  that  on  spirits  consumed  in  Ire- 
iiad.  Between  1841  and  the  present 
tia*  the  tax  on  alcoholic  drinks  con- 
fomsd  in  England  had  been  largely  re- 
diosd ;  while,  during  the  same  period,  it 
bad  been  immensely  increased  in  Ireland, 
tbsre  being  an  increase  in  spirits  alone 
of  £3,500,000  a-^ear.  The  taxation  per 
bted  of  Great  Bntain  was,  no  doubt,  con- 
itdsrably  greater  than  that  of  Ireland ; 
but  no  argpiment  could  be  drawn  from 
tbtl  in  favour  of  England,  if  he  proved 
thst  the  taxation  per  head  on  the  people 
of  Ireland  had  enormously  increased 
daring  that  period  and  had  decreased 
ia  England  within  the  same  period. 
Taxation  in  Ireland,  during  the  last  30 
7«an,  had  been  enormously  increased 
par  bead,  while  in  England  it  had  been 
largely  decreased.  In  1 84 1  the  taxation 
par  head  in  Ireland  was  10«.  \d, ;  in 
IS71  it  was  £1  4f.  6(1.;  while  in  Eng- 
land in  1841  the  taxation  per  head  was 
£2  44.,  and  in  1871  it  was  only  £2  It. 
Aitor  the  famine  in  Ireland  the  taxa- 
ttoD  in  that  country  was  raised  from 
£1.000,000  to  £7,000,000,  while  the 
fwpulation  had  been  reduced  2,500,000 
within  the  last  SO  years,  which  he  attri- 
buted to  the  conduct  of  those  who  gene- 
raUy  occupied  the  front  Opposition 
bciwh  in  that  House,  but  which,  at  that 
particiilar  time,  was  empty.  It  was 
Bionstrons  to  suppose  that  separating  at 
ftrat  the  Exchequer  of  Irelana  from  that 
of  England,  and  afterwards  consoli- 
dating them,  had  done  any  good  for  Ire- 
land. The  Exchequer  of  Ireland  was 
k«pt  separate  until  Ireland  was  swamped 
by  readiing  a  public  Debt  in  the  same 
proportion  as  a  country  that  was  better 
ftUe  to  bear  it ;  and  when  it  was  brought 
op  to  a  figure  that  appeared  to  justify 
the  act  the  two  Exchequers  were  con- 
nlidated,  and  the  same  taxes  were 
laU  on  both  countries,  though,  he  ad- 
Bitted,  not  altogether  at  once*  The 
^y  on  claret  had  been  reduced  from 


5«.  to  l«.  2d,  per  gallon,  while  the  duty 
on  spirits  had  been  increased  from  2«.  1  Oa. 
to  10«.  \d.  per  gallon.  The  fact  was 
that  Englishmen  paid  4«.  per  gallon  on 
port  and  sherry,  wnilst  Irishmen  had  to 
pay  10«.  per  gallon  on  whiskey  used  for 
the  purpose  of  making  erog  up  to  the 
same  strength  as  the  Englishmen's  wine. 
It  was  said  that  the  cbmatic  condition 
of  a  county  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with 
the  kind  of  liquor  consumed,  and  it  did 
not  suit  the  people  of  Ireland  and  Soot- 
land  to  take  their  stimulants  in  the  same 
form  that  suited  the  English,  but  he 
could  not  understand  why  the  two  coun- 
ties should  not  be  taxed  in  the  same 
Eroportion.  He  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
er  for  Gal  way,  in  saying  that  one  of  the 
remedies  he  would  seek  for  would  be  a 
^eater  expenditure  upon  public  works 
in  Ireland,  scarcely  meant  so  much  as 
had  been  attributed  to  him  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  He  thought  he  merely 
meant  that  it  would  be  the  means  of 
levelling  up  the  disparity  which  he  did 
not  wish  to  level  down  by  cheapening 
alcoholic  liquors.  For  his  own  part,  he 
thought  that  a  remedy  might  be  found 
in  giving  any  surplus  obtained  by  this 
unequal  taxation  in  aid  of  local  taxation 
in  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  referred  to  the  fact  that  there  were 
certain  portions  of  the  community  in  this 
country  who  suffered  quite  as  much  as 
Ireland  from  inability  to  pay  taxes.  Ho 
was  asserting  a  proposition  which  nobody 
ever  attempted  to  refute.  To  say  that 
in  some  parts  of  England,  and  in  somo 
parts  of  the  North  of  Hcotland  the  people 
were  as  badly  off  as  in  Ireland,  was  no 
answer  to  the  question.  The  poor  they 
would  always  nave  with  them.  What 
they  had  to  do  was  to  raise  the  standard 
of  the  prosperity  of  the  communities  as 
a  whole.  Let  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer consider  tliis  fact  as  the  net 
result  of  the  taxation  system.  If  they 
had  added  together  all  the  valuations  of 
property  in  England,  as  set  forth  in  the 
vanous  Schedules  under  the  Income  Tax 
Act  and  in  other  ways,  and  which  per- 
haps amounted  to  between  £400,000,000 
and  £500,000,000,  it  would  be  found 
that  the  Imperial  taxation  of  Great 
Britain  was  2f.  %\d,  in  the  pound.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Excho<|uer  had  an 
honest  and  candid  mind,  but  the  bench 
upon  which  he  sat  was  not  favourable  to 
that  quality  of  mind  in  its  highest  de- 
gree ;  and  it  was  his  duty  to  answer  their 
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injiiotment  both  for  the  past  and  present 
state  of  things  as  best  he  eoald,  but 
the  light  hon.  Gentleman  must  see  the 
l^e  injustice  of  it  when  he  knew  that  if 
all  the  valuations  of  property  in  Ireland 
were  added  together  the  Imperial  taxa- 
tion was  no  less  than  5<.  Sd,  in  the 
pound.  He  granted  that  Ireland  was 
exempted  from  the  railway  passenger 
duty  and  from  the  assessed  taxes;  but 
if  those  imposts  were  added  to  the  pre- 
sent burden  of  the  Irish  taxpayers  they 
would  only  increase  that  burden  to  about 
58.  ^d,  in  the  pound,  instead  of  5$.  ^d., 
so  that  the  advantage  of  those  existing 
exemptions  to  Ireland  was  represented 
by  a  very  small  sum  indeed.  In  con- 
clusion,  he  did  not  rest  the  case  on  the 
history  of  the  remote  past,  but  on  what 
had  been  done  within  the  last  80  years, 
and  the  net  result  of  that  was  that  the 
taxation  per  head  had  been  propor- 
tionately lessened  in  Great  Britiun  and 
enormously  increased  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  butt  rose  to  say  a  few  words 
before  the  discussion  closed,  but  felt  that 
he  spoke  under  a  disadvantage,  seeing 
that  the  front  Opposition  bench  was  then 
empty.  He  regretted  that  circumstance 
the  more  because  the  usual  occupants  of 
that  bench  were  in  power  when  the  tax- 
ation of  Ireland  was  increased ;  and  if 
the  Leaders  of  the  Liberal  Party  in  that 
House  wished  to  conciliate  the  people  of 
that  country  they  would  hardly  attain 
their  end  by  being  "  conspicuous  bv 
their  absence ''  from  a  debate  at  which 
it  was  their  duty  to  be  present.  The  first 
Besolution  before  the  House  affirmed — 

"  That  the  burden  of  Imperial  Taxation  im- 
posed on  Ireland  is  excessive,  and  out  of  pro- 
portion to  her  financial  ability  to  bear  it  as  com- 
pared with  England." 

That  was  a  simple  matter  of  fact,  and 
quite  independent  of  any  deduction 
which  might  be  sought  to  be  drawn 
from  it.  Whether  they  ought  to  reduce 
the  Irish  spirit  duties,  or  to  expend 
more  money  for  Imperial  purposes  in 
Ireland,  or  to  g^ve  relief  to  local  rates 
in  that  country,  was  a  question  which 
was  not  involved  in  that  Besolution.  It 
was  idle  to  assert  that  they  treated  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  as  one  country  in  finan- 
cial matters,  because  they  assumed  that 
had  two  distinct  countries  to  deal  with 
when  they  exempted  Ireland  irom  the 
assessed  taxes.  It  was  the  greatest  fal- 
lacy to  say,  as  the  right  hon.  Member 
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for  the  Univeieity  of  London  (Mr.  Low*} 
held,  that  as  long  m  tbey  iuul  a  systam 
of  individual  taxatidi,  no  isjustioe  was 
done  to  Ireland.  But  suppose  tkey  taxed 
everybody  who  went  to  maaa,  would  not 
that  be  an  injustice  to  Ireland,  even 
although  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezdie- 
quer  might  sav  that  people  went  to  mass 
of  their  own  choioe,  and  that  the  tax  was 
levied  in  both  oountries  ?  If  th^  selected 
any  tax  which  fell  heavier  on  the  people 
of  Ireland  than  on  the  people  of  Eng- 
land they  undoubtedly  placed  a  greatsr 
burden  on  the  one  oountir  than  on  the 
other.     They  were  now  levying  from 
Ireland  about  £8,000,000  ont  of  tho 
£70,000,000,  which  was  about  the  toUl 
sum  raised  in  the  shape  of  Imperial  tax- 
ation.  How  ooiild  that  be  said  to  be  the 
fair  jproportion  which  Ireland  should  pay 
relatively  to  her  ability  to  contribute  as 
compared  with  England?  Take  the  oaa« 
of  the  inoome  tax,  for  example.    Aooor- 
ding  to  the  relative  abilities  of  the  tvo 
countries,  we  ought    to  levy  between 
£4,600,000  and  £5,000,000  in  Ireland; 
whereas,  in  fact,  we  were  levying  do 
lees    than    £8,000,000.      Ireland   paid 
d«.  2d.  out  of  every  pound  of  her  in- 
come, while    Ghreat  Britain  paid  only 
U.  8i.    These  were  facts,  and  thev  were 
not  contradioted  bv  the  ChanoeUor  of 
the  Exchequer.     When  the  Exohequen 
were    consolidated  the  very  first  step 
taken  hj  the  United  Parliament  was  to 
relieve  Ireland  from  a  g^^eat  portion  U 
the  burden  of  taxation  by  which  she  had 
been  endeavouring   to  meet  the   two- 
seventeenths  of  the  total  Bevenue.  From 
1 8 1 7  to  1 842  Ireland  contributed  lees  than 
two-seventeenths.    In  1863  the  inoomo 
tax  was  extended  to  Ireland.    He  hsd 
a  strong  impression  than  an  inoome  tu 
took  &r  more  from  a  poor  country  than 
it  did  from  a  rich  country  in  proportion 
to  its  inoome.    With  regard  to  the  duty 
on  spirits,  which  had,  he  thought,  been 
raised  gnuiually  from  2«.  ^,  to  10#.,  it 
fell  particularly  heavily  on  the  Irish 
people.    If  it  was  asked  why  they  drank 
whiskey,  he  would  reply  thiat  it  was  be- 
cause ui^y  chose  to  do  it,  and  beoaose  it 
was  their  habit.    It  was  neoessary  to 
take  the  habits  of  a  people  into  aooonnt 
in  taxing  them,  and  waa  wron^  to  force 
their  ha!bits  bv  means  of  taxation.    Ths 
facts  by  which  the  Beaolation  was  sup- 
ported were  dear  and  undeniable,  and 
although  it  might  have  been  an  intelli- 
gible course  in  opposing  it  to  move  the 
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Prtrioiu  QuMtion,  he  altogether  failed 
V)  jMrwTe  on  what  ffrounda  an  absolute 
■MtiTe  to  it  oould  be  Riven. 

Ma.  ANDERSON  said,  there  was  one 
si]^iimant  onderljing  all  the  speeches 
of  the  hon.  Oentlemen  who  had  ad- 
drasssd  the  House— namely,  that  the 
dntj  paid  on  spirits  in  Ireland  as  against 
th«  datj  payable  on  spirits  in  England 
vas  exoeasive.  That  was  a  peneotly 
Kmnd  arffument.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  the  outj  paid  on  alcohol  in  Ireland 
vas  a  much  larger  tax  per  gallon  than 
tbat  paid  per  rallon  on  the  alcohol  con- 
fuisd  in  England,  and  it  was  most  in- 
equitable that  the  English  should  have 
thtir  alcohol  at  a  lower  tax,  merely  be- 
caaie  thej  took  it  in  the  form  of  beer ; 
•ad  if  the  Morer  of  the  Resolution 
bad  confined  it  to  that  point,  and 
had  anked  simply  for  an  equaliza- 
tion of  the  duty  on  spirits,  he  should 
hare  been  ready  to  support  him.  lie 
ooniidered  that  a  real  and  grave  in- 
jaitioe.  But  on  that  point,  which  was 
s  iiist  though  a  narrow  one,  they  were 
•sksd  to  assent  to  a  much  larger  propo- 
ntion,  for  which  he  oould  not  vote.  In 
1672  a  Return  was  laid  before  the 
House  which  showed  that  the  state  of 
thiBgt  was  in  reality  very  different  ftrom 
that  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  re- 
prwnted  it  to  be.  In  that  year  the 
riVTOoe  from  England  was  £47,600,000, 
from  Scotland  £7,250,000,  and  from  Ire- 
land only  £6,000,000 ;  and  at  the  same 
tinw  the  expenditure  on  the  Civil  8or- 
Tim  Estimates  and  from  the  Consolidated 
Foad*  as  far  as  special  to  each  country, 
VIS  £8.700,000  in  England,  £.398,000 
la  Scotland,  and  £2,400,000  in  Ireland. 
n«  thought  that  showed  that  while  the 
rvTtnae  from  Ireland,  particularly  as 
eompared  with  Scotlsina,  was  unduly 
«aall,  the  expenditure  on  Ireland  as 
f<NDpared  with  Scotland  was  unduly 
lam.  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
onild  not  support  the  Resolution  as  it 
•tood;  but  if  it  were  confined  to  the 
•qnslifation  of  the  duty  on  spirits  he 
would  have  supported  it. 

CAprjuv  NOLAN  would  go  further 
than  the  hon.  Oentleman  who  had 
jut  spoken.  He  believed  there  were 
£4,000,000  spent  in  Ireland.  This  in- 
vaded £3,000,000  on  the  Civil  Service, 
X1,000,000  on  the  Army,  £500,000  on 
the  Navy,  including  the  coastguard. 
As  the  taxation  of  Ireland  was  over 
£1,000,000,  this  showed  that  there  was 


an  annual  drain  out  of  Ireland  into 
England  of  between  £8,500,000  and 
£4,000,000.  This  was  their  peat  griev- 
ance. The  Civil  Service  Estimates  were 
not  too  large  in  the  gross,  but  they  wore 
badly  distributed.  Too  little  was  spent 
on  education,  and  too  much  on  law  esta- 
blishments, the  expenditure  on  which 
was  in  a  great  measure  a  bribe  held  out 
to  certain  classes.  They  spent  vqvy 
little  money  on  the  Army  in  Ireland,  all 
the  manufacturinff  establishments,  both 
for  the  Army  and  Navy,  boino;  in  Eng- 
land. If  they  were  governed  by  purely 
economic  principles,  as  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  asserted,  the  establish- 
ment at  Enfield  would  be  removed  to 
Sheffield,  Woolwich  to  a  coal  district, 
and  the  dockyards  of  Portsmouth  and 
Plymouth  probably  on  the  Clyde.  There 
was  no  better  place  than  Cork  for  a 
naval  station  on  strategic  g^unds ;  but 
the  object  of  the  Oovemment  was  to 
concentrate  all  their  naval  and  military 
stations  near  London,  and  that  inflicted 
a  g^ve  financial  injustice  on  Ireland. 
It  was  not  to  got  value  for  their  money 
that  these  establishments  were  kept  in 
England,  but  in '  order  to  concentrate 
them,  partly  for  political  reasons,  and 
partly  to  conciliate  eloctionooring  inte- 
rests which  had  grown  up  in  certain 
places. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY,  in  reply, 
complained  that  the  Chanc^oUor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  not  met  his  Motion  with  the 
onlv  arguments  that  could  be  properly 
adduced  against  it  —  namely,  figures. 
As  to  Ireland  being  a  poor  country,  as 
a  matter  of  fact  in  1853,  the  taxation  of 
that  country  was  raised,  and  raised  in 
the  most  iniquitous  way,  by  increasing 
the  duty  on  spirits  from  2».  Hd,  per  gallon 
to  lOf.,  spirits  being  the  only  article  on 
which  they  could  pay  increased  taxation. 
This  question  was  one  full  of  complica- 
tions, and  a  vast  amount  of  labour  w.as 
required  to  get  behind  it ;  but  it  would 
recur,  and  become  bettor  understood 
every  year  by  the  Irish  people,  and  he 
believed  they  would  soon  learn  the  various 
forms  the  question  assumed,  and  make 
it  worth  while  for  the  Chancellor  of  tho 
Exchequer  to  meet  their  complaints. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  34  ;  Noes 
152:  Majority  118.— (Division  List,  No. 
163.) 
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COMPANIES  ACTS,  1862  AND  1867. 
NOMINATION  OF  8ELB0T  OOlOdTTEE. 

Mk.    GEEGORY    moved    that   the 

Select  Committee  do  consist  of  Nineteen 

Members : — 

"Mr.  Lowe,  Mr.  Edwabd  Staxhopb,  Mr* 
Chad  WICK,  Mr.  Hubbard,  Sir  Henry  {Jack- 
son, Mr.  GoLDXEY,  Mr.  Hopwood,  Mr.  Abh- 
BrRY,  Mr.  Rylands,  Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd,  Mr. 
KiRKMAN  Hodgson,  Mr.  Isaac,  Bfr.  Shaw, 
Mr.  Knowles,  Mr.  Alexander  Brown,  Mr. 
Alfred  Marten,  Mr.  Serjeant  Sherlock,  Mr. 
Orr  EwiNO,and  Mr.  Gregory." 

Ma.  ANDERSON  objected  to  the 
Nineteen  Members  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  as  being,  as  regarded  the  Bill  in 
question,  all  of  one  colour,  and  made  a 
nomination  of  his  own.  He  accepted 
most  of  the  names,  but  strongly  objected 
to  having  so  many  of  those  Members 
whose  names  were  on  the  back  of  the 
Bill  of  this  year.  To  show  how  unfair 
was  the  selection  of  names»  he  had  only 
to  state  that  five  names  that  were  on  the 
back  of  that  objectionable  Bill  were 
being  put  on  this  Committee ;  while  not 
one  name  was  taken  from  those  who 
had  opposed  the  Bill  or  tried  to  amend 
it.  He  imderstood  the  hon.  Member  to 
have  said  that  he  would  accept  the  alter- 
ations suggested  by  the  list  he  (Mr.  An- 
derson) had  placed  on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  GKEGOEY  repHed  that  all  he  had 
said  was  that  rather  than  have  no  Com- 
mittee he  would  accept  that  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  he  preferred  his  own 
selection. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  moved  to  substi- 
tute for  Mr.  Rylands  the  name  of 
Mr.  M^Lagan,  as  representing  certain 
Amendments  which  had  been  set  down 
anent  the  Bill. 

Captain  NOLAN  said,  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Lin- 
lithgowshire (Mr.  M 'Lagan),  but  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  was  going 
to  strike  out  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw),  he 
should  vote  for  the  original  list. 

Motion  negatived, 

Mr.  LowB,  Mr.  Edward  Stanhope,  Mr, 
Chadwick,  Mr.  Hubbard,  Sir  Henry  Jackson, 
Mr.  GoLDNEY,  Mr.  Hopwood,  Mr.  Ashbvby, 
Mr.  Rylands,  Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd,  Mr.  Kirk- 
man  Hodgson,  Mr.  Isaac,  and  Mr.  Shaw  nomi- 
nated Members  of  the  Committee. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  moved  to  insert 
the  name  of  Mr.  Charles  Lewis  instead 
of  that  of  Mr.  Knowles. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
''  That  Mr.  Knowles  be  one  other  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee." 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayea  111;  Noes 
21 :  Majority  90.— (Div.  list,  No.  164.) 

Mr.  Alsxandbr  Brown,  Mr.  Altrso  Mak- 
TEN,  Air.  Serjeant  Sherlock,  Mr.  Orr  Ewino. 
and  Bfr.  Gregory  nominated  other  Members  of 
the  Committee,  with  po^<rOT  to.  send  for  pertomi, 
papers,  and  records ;  Fiye  to  be  the  qoomm. 


THE  TICHBORNE  PROSECUTION-THE 
DE  MORGAN  PETITION. 

BESOLXmON. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  rose  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  Petition  of  John  De  Mor 
ean,  praying  to  be  heard  at  the  Bar  of 
the  House ;  and  to  move  the  following 
Resolution : — 

<*  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  t  Re- 
turn of  the  expenditure  in  relation  to  the  TirK- 
borne  prosecution,  specifying  separately  th» 
sums  paid  and  expended  on  account  thsriol,  tt 
was  done  in  the  case  of  the  Welsh  fasting  giri, 
and  especially  the  sums  paid  to  or  expended  is 
respect  of  such  persons  as  were  subpoenaed  or 
retained  as  witnesses  on  the  part  of  the  proeero- 
tion  but  were  not  called  upon  to  give  erni/eat* 
on  the  trial,  with  their  names  and  addresses,  aai 
the  sums  paid  to  or  expended  in  respect  of  stch 
person" 

when 


Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

House  adjourned  at  a  qoarUr 
before  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 


Wedneeday,  eth  June,  1877. 


MINUTES.]  —  Sblict  Comarm  —  ItiA 
Land  Act,  1870,  Colonel  Taylor  etUtJ. 

Public  Bihh^-^Sieond  Iteeding — Women*!  Dis- 
abilities RemoTal  [17],  debaU  atf/omrmd. 

Third  JUadinji--~Q,xxartm  Sessions  (Boroiu^h*)* 
[1441;  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  ConiriM* 
tion  (No.  8)  •  [166],  and  msm^. 

JFithdrawn^BiaM  of  llaniage  (Scotlsnd)* 
[31]. 
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QUESTIONS. 


RU88U  AND  TURRET— THE  WAR— 
THE  SUEZ  CANAL.— QUESTION. 

TBI  Mabqumb  ok  HABTINGTON  : 
I  b«g  to  Mk  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
ehaotter,  Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Tibte  a  Copj  of  any  Denpatoh  oontain- 
mg  the  termt  of  the  intimation  stated 
in  the  Papers,  Effypt  No.  1,  to  have 
been  made  to  the  Kussian  Ambassador, 
to  the  effect  that  an  attempt  to  blockade 
or  otherwise  interfere  with  the  Oanal  or 
its  approaches  would  be  regarded  as  a 
mtnioe  to  India,  and  as  a  grave  injury 
to  the  commerce  of  the  world ;  and  whe- 
ther, if  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment 
iisre  receired  any  reply  from  the  Kus- 
■ian  Ooremment,  he  will  lay  it  upon 
the  Table? 

Thi  CHANOELLOE  op  the  EXOHE- 
QUEB :  Sir,  I  have  not  had  an  oppor- 
tmuty  of  seeing  Lord  Derby  since  the 
noble  Lord  gave  Notice  of  his  Question ; 
but  I  think  I  may  say  that  there  are  no 
Pinpers  beyond  those  already  published 
ralating  to  this  subject,  which  it  would 
■t  the  present  moment  be  oonyenient  to 
lay  upon  the  Table.  I  may  state  that 
tb  reason  why  the  Papers  which  were 
mseated  yesterday  were  laid  upon  the 
Table  was  this — We  understood  that 
there  would  be  a  meeting  of  the  direc- 
ton  of  the  Suez  Oanal  Company  in  Paris 
this  week,  ahd  we  had  information  that 
it  was  probable  that  a  statement  would 
be  made  at  the  meeting  with  regard  to 
vhat  had  passed  in  the  communications 
between  M.  de  Lesseps  and  Lord  Derby, 
•ad  it  was  therefore  thought  desirable 
that  an  authentic  copy  of  Uiat  despatch 
•hoald  be  published,  in  order  that 
there  miffht  be  no  mistake  upon  the 
wbjeot.  In  regard  to  the  other  com- 
muiications,  I  cannot  at  the  present 
moment  say  that  there  are  any  which 
it  would  be  oonyenient  to  produce. 

8ia  WILLLOI  HAEOOUET:  Sir, 
io  consequence  of  the  answer  of  the 
n|(ht  hon.  Oentleman,  I  beg  to  giye 
Notice  that  to-morrow  I  shall  ask  him. 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Ooyemment 
vhilft  declaring  to  the  (Joyemment  of 
Boisia  their  resolye  to  resist  the  exercise 
of  the  ordinary  belligerent  rights  which 
Bosna  might  be  entitled  to  employ 
•pinst  Egypt  as  a  part  of  the  Ottoman 


Empire,  haye  taken  any  measures  to 
restrain  the  Porte  and  the  Ooyemment 
of  Egypt  to  the  same  extent  in  respect 
of  the  Suez  Canal  from  the  exercise  of 
belligerent  rights  against  Eussia ;  and, 
whemer  tho  statement  in  Lord  Derby's 
Despatch  to  Mr.  Layard  of  May  16th, 
"that  Her  Majesty's  Ooyemment  wiU 
expect  that  the  Porte  and  the  Khediye 
will  on  their  side  abstain  from  impedin(r 
the  nayigation  of  the  Canal,"  is  intended 
to  apply  to  the  free  use  of  the  Canal  by 
the  public  and  priyate  ships  of  Eussia 
for  tbe  purposes  of  **  innocent  passage  " 
in  like  manner  as  to  the  ships  of  other 
States  ? 


0RDER8     OF    THE    DAY. 


WOMEN'S    DISABILITIES    REMOVAL 

BILL.— [Bill  17.] 

{Mr,  Jacob  Bright^  Sir  Robert  AnstruthsTt  Mr, 

Ruitll  Oum^y,  Mr,  Stan»f$ld.) 

SBOOZO)   RSADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  the  second 
time." — {Mr  Jaooh  Bright,) 

Mb.  HANBUET,  in  rising  to  moyo 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that 
day  six  months,  said,  that  ho  was  aware 
that  in  taking  that  step  he  might  be 
charged  with  inconsistency,  inasmuch  as 
he  had  on  two  occasions  supported  by 
his  yote  measures  haying  similar  objects 
to  that  embodied  in  the  Bill  before  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester (Mr.  Jacob  Bright),  moreover, 
would  haye  the  right  to  asK  him  how  it 
was  that  up  to  the  yery  moment  whon 
he  gaye  Notice  of  his  intention  to  moye 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  he  had  re- 
mained a  member  of  a  committee  which 
was  formed  with  the  object  of  extending 
the  franchise  to  women.  He  would,  in 
the  first  place,  explain  how  it  was  that 
his  name  had  appeared  in  the  list  of  that 
committee.  After  he  had  ffiyen  his  yote 
in  1878  in  fayour  of  the  Bill  which  was 
then  introduced,  he  was  asked  to  join 
the  committee.  Since  then  ho  had  never 
acted  upon  that  committee,  he  had  ro- 
ceiyed  no  notice  of  its  meetings,  and  he 
had  entirely  forgotten  that  he  had  been 
connected  with  it,  and,  indeed,  had  not 
the  slightest  recollection  that  it  existed. 
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When  a  good-natured  Member  of  that 
House  had  reminded  him  of  the  faot 
that  hie  name  still  stood  on  the  oom- 
mitteOy  he  asked  him  to  let  him  know 
the  exact  title  and  address  of  the  asso- 
ciation, in  order  that  he  might  at  onoe 
withdraw  his  name  from  it ;  but  to  his 
immense  astonishment,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, who  was  himself  an  active  member 
of  tiie  committee,  was  imable  to  give  him 
either  the  exact  title  or  the  address  of 
the  association.  He  (Mr.  Hanbury) 
hoped  that  that  might  be  accepted  as 
some  explanation  of  his  conduct  in  re- 
ference to  this  question.  It  might  fur- 
ther be  asked  how  it  was  that,  having 
supported  the  principle  of  the  Bill  on 
former  occasions,  he  now  took  the  decided 
step  of  moving  the  rejection  of  the  pre- 
sent measure.  His  replv  was,  he  thought 
that  if  an  hon.  Member  changed  his 
opinion — and  he  (Mr.  Hanbury)  had 
considerably  modified  his  opinion  on  the 
question — it  would  be  unworthy  on  his 
part  if  he  shrunk  from  giving  his  vote 
m  an  opposite  sense  to  that  which  he 
gave  it  oefore,  and  not  giving  that  vote 
in  silence,  but  offering  a  full  and  dear 
explanation  of  the  reasons  which  induced 
him  to  take  that  course.  If  he  had  been 
guilty  of  any  inconsistency  in  the  matter, 
he  had  erred  in  common  with  a  great 
number  of  men,  and,  notably,  in  common 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright).  When  he  (Mj.  Hanbury)  en- 
tered the  House  in  1873,  a  young  Mem- 
ber, he  was  much  influenced,,  on  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill,  by  the  faot  that 
some  of  the  most  honoured  names  of 
Leaders  of  his  own  Party  had  supported 
the  Bill  by  their  vote  and  their  voice, 
and  he  was  swayed  by  the  belief  that  to 
a  great  extent  this  movement  was  **  Oon- 
servative,"  and  that  the  women  who 
would  receive  votes  would  g^ve  them,  as 
a  rule,  in  favour  of  the  Party  to  which 
he  belonged.  He  now  felt  that  these 
were  very  shifting  grounds  on  which  to 
base  a  great  political  measure  ;  and 
when  the  fanuly  relations  were  dis- 
turbed, when  the  bases  of  society  upon 
which  their  political  institutions  rested 
were  assailed,  it  was  time  to  rise  above 
such  petty  considerations,  and  both  on 
one  Bide  and  the  other  to  oppose  the 
Bill.  In  supporting  the  principle  of  the 
measure  he  had  imdoubtedly  been  led 
away  by  a  feelinp^  of  sentiment ;  but  all 
fooling  of  that  kmd  had  been  destroyed 

Mr.  ILmhury 


by  the  oourse  which  had  been  adooied 
by  those  ladies  who,  acting,  doubtIe«e, 
from  very  high  motives,  had  taken  part 
in  an  agitation  on  a  subject  to  which  he 
would  not  further  allude,  but  which  was 
one  which  he  believed  women  ought 
never  to  touch  upon  in  public.  Ue 
looked  upon  their  conduct  respecting 
that  movement  as  a  foretaste  of  what 
the  country  might  expect  if  women  were 
engaged  largely  in  politics,  and  partioa* 
lany  what  its  effects  miffht  be  in  the 
large  towns,  where,  doubtlees,  infioence* 
would  be  brought  to  bear  upon  them  tX 
contested  elections  in  a  manner  tlut 
might  operate  prejudicially  in  refarenco 
to  the  mterests  of  the  country.  Ha 
would  further  say,  that  when  he  gave  it 
his  support,  he  had  reg^arded  the  pro- 
posal as  intended  to  be  confined  entiraj 
to  single  women ;  but  he  now  saw  thst 
it  would  confer  the  franchise  upon  s 
class  of  women  which  was  already  too 
large  in  our  great  towns — ^that  of  women 
who  were  shut  out  from  fathers,  hat- 
bands, and  brothers,  and  whose  influ- 
ence would  be  anything  but  good.  He 
had  also  formerly  thought  that  Uw 
moyement  was  muoh  more  extended 
among  woman  than  was  really  the  case, 
whereas  he  now  found  that  it  iru 
making  no  progress  whatever  among 
them.  With  respect  to  the  justice  of  the 
proposal,  in  the  first  place,  he  might 
state  that  as  regarded  many  of  the 
alleged  wrongs  of  which  women  com- 
plained, it  was  not  for  that  Home,  but 
for  society  outside  to  remove  them. 
Some  of  the  advocates  of  the  measure 
alleged  that  it  would  prove  a  benefit  \ja 
the  poorer  classes  of  women;  but  he 
denied  that  it  would,  and  in  support  of 
that  view  he  might  refer  to  a  letter 
written  by  Mrs.  Besant  to  American  ^• 
pers,  describing  it  as  a  movement  earned 
on  by  women  in  the  upper  and  inde- 
pendent classes,  to  whom  alone  the  power 
to  vote  would  be  given.  When  the  Bill 
of  last  year  was  before  the  House,  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  behind  him 
(Mr.  Forsyth)  said  that  he  would  n?e 
the  frtmehise  to  single  woman  only ;  t>Qt 
the  opinion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Taunton  (Sir  Henry  Jamoe) 
was  that  the  Bill  would  confer  it  upon 
married  women;  and,  moreover,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester  had  told 
them  that  he  was  in  favour  of  extending 
the  suffrage  to  married  women,  and  he 
(Mr.  Hanbury)  saw  from  a  oorrespon* 
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in  the  papers  tliat  the  moyement 
voald  not  end  till  that  extension  had 
bttn  made.  For  his  own  part,  he  could 
lot  see  how  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
ouold  logically  ask  that  the  &anohise 
•htold  M  eonferred  on  sinffle  women 
mdj,  inasmuch  as  that  would  oe  offering 
A  premium  upon  oelibacj,  and  would 
plaos  under  political  disabilities  those 
vooien  who,  being  married,  were  most 
«atitled  to  speak  on  behalf  of  women, 
•odwho  were  the  most  worthy  repre- 
n&tatives  of  their  class.  Upon  what 
did  the  alleged  claim  of  these  women 
ttit?  Upon  the  wrongs,  or  upon  the 
zights  of  women  ?  Even  admitting  that 
Tomen  were  the  intellectual  equals  of 
BMo,  he  did  not  admit  that  their  spheres 
vsrs  the  same.  In  the  manufacturing 
diitnots,  where  the  work  was  not  done 
■t  home,  but  in  mills,  men  and  women 
vtre  brooght  together,  and  though  there 
w«rs  safeguards  and  protection,  yet  hon. 
Mftaberslcnew  from  the  Betums  made 
to  that  House  that  there  had  been  a 
fCieat  change  in  the  morality  of  those 
iliitriota,  uid  which  had  been  most 
uiBslisfsotory.  Whaterer  Parliament 
Bught  do  in  this  matter,  it  could  not 
pftrent  there  being  always  two  sexes, 
sad  it  would  be  £uigerous  to  morals 
and  to  society  if  they  were  to  bring 
sbont  a  system  under  which  the  spheres 
of  man  and  women  were  to  be  inter- 
aixsd.  He  believed  that  it  was  quite 
poMhle  for  hon.  Members  who  had  a 
Urge  oirole  of  acquaintances  to,  say  that 
thsjtook  no  deep  interest  in  the  subject; 
bat  that,  on  the  contrary,  if  they  did 
tsks  sn  interest  in  it,  it  was  in  opposition 
to  the  measure.  No  doubt  Petitions  had 
b««&  presented,  and  meetings  had  been 
Md  m  almost  every  town  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  but  at  them  they  constantly 
mm  the  same  names,  and  there  could  be 
no  doobt  that  the  agitation  was  being 
K^  ap  by  a  certain  number  of  ladies 
who  always  appeared  upon  the  scene, 
•ad,  by  marohing  and  countermarching 
acrois  the  stam,  led  the  public  to  sup- 
pose that  they  irho  were  engaged 
ui  its  favour  were  more  numerous 
than  th^  really  were.  He  did  not 
Uiisvs  if  the  BiU  were  passed  it 
voald  remove  the  real  grievance  of 
women.  It  was  said  that  a  woman,  if 
■hs  had  a  vote,  would  not  be  obliged  to 
take  soy  large  part  in  political  life;  but  it 
woold  be  utterly  ridiculous,  he  thought, 
to  Mjf  that  a  woman  was  to  bo  content  with 


giving  a  vote.  She  must  enter  into  all 
me  political  consideratioas  which  influ- 
enced a  man  who  g^ve  votes.  The  fran- 
chise had  been  extended  to  men,  who, 
they  admitted,  ought  to  be  educated. 
He  believed  they  had  gone  far  enough, 
perhaps  too  far,  in  that  direction.  Those 
men,  oy  leaving  their  homes  and  moving 
among  other  men,  had  opportunities, 
under  difi^ulties,  of  picking  up  some 
knowledge  on  political  anairs ;  but 
women,  if  they  were  not  to  leave  thoir 
homes,  but  were  still  to  remain,  as  be 
hoped  they  would  remain,  as  ornaments 
in  their  homes,  would  have  no  chance  of 
picking  up  that  amount  of  knowledge 
which  woiud  justify  their  giving  a  vote 
upon  great  and  complex  questions.  If 
they  were  not  to  leave  their  homes  some- 
body must  come  to  their  homes.  It  was 
said  that  women  took  a  deep  interest  in 
religion,  and  one  of  the  great  mischiefs 
in  Continental  countries  was  the  power 
exercised  over  the  community  by  means 
of  priests  coming  to  houses.  There  was 
a  prejudice  against  such  men  in  Eng- 
land, and  he  thanked  Gk>d  they  were 
free  of  them  in  this  country  at  present ; 
but,  if  this  measure  passed,  should  wo 
not  have  a  kind  of  political  priesthood 
insinuating  their  wily  influence  into  the 
homes  of  Uie  women  of  England  ?  Ho 
would  appeal  from  theory  to  practice. 
There  was  another  consideration — in 
givine  the  vote  to  a  woman,  who  might 
not  aesire  it,  they  would  give  a  dual 
power  to  the  husband,  who  in  influ- 
encing her,  would  exercise,  in  a  manner, 
a  double  vote.  Hon.  Members  who 
knew  anything  of  America,  were  aware 
that  the  one  thing  which  marked  the 
social  life  of  America  was  the  almost 
cofnplete  subordination  of  the  wife  to 
the  nusband.  He  believed  there  was  no 
country  in  the  world  in  which  this  ques- 
tion of  woman's  sufl'rage  was  moro 
scouted  than  in  America  at  the  present 
day.  Then,  again,  there  were  duties  to 
be  performed  to  the  Btate.  No  doubt, 
we  might  pride  ourselves  on  an  age  of 
reason,  but  we  must  remember  that  the 
foundation  of  our  society  was  power, 
force,  and  strength.  More  and  more 
power  and  force  were  coming  into  the 
front.  On  the  Oontinent  we  saw  on  all 
sides  armed  force,  and  in  this  country 
we  might  have  to  replace  our  present 
system  of  recruiting  for  the  Army  by 
something  much  more  like  conscription 
than  that  which  at  prosont  existed  ;  but 
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it  was  quite  certain  that  women  could 
not  contribute  to  the  performance  of  that 
duty  to  the  State.  Property  was  not,  he 
believed,  represented  as  much  as  was 
supposed.  A  man  of  large  property  had 
^eat  influence ;  but  he  (Mr.  Hanbury) 
denied  that  his  property  gave  him  all  his 
influence,  and  that  sort  of  influence  was 
largely  exercised  by  women  of  the  pre- 
sent day.  Eepresentation  in  the  present 
day  was  based,  not  upon  property  or 
upon  taxation,  but  upon  family ;  and  he 
contended  that  it  was  the  family  which 
of  all  things  would  su£Per  if  they  ex- 
tended the  vote  in  the  direction  proposed 
by  his  hon.  Friend.  It  was  argued  that 
because  women  might  vote  at  municipal 
and  school-board  elections,  they  ought  to 
have  extended  to  them  the  political  fran- 
chise. Ho  had  said  there  was  every 
reason  why  women  should  have  a  vote 
at  school-board  elections.  In  questions 
like  that  they  took  great  interest.  But 
he  denied  that  they  took  the  same  in- 
terest in  municipal  elections.  That 
question  was  not  much  more  complex, 
but  it  did  not  come  home  to  them  so 
nearly  as  the  school-board  question,  and 
therefore  they  took  less  interest  in  it. 
When  he  considered  that  we  had  inte- 
rests all  over  the  world,  and  that  the 
influence  of  foreign  coimtries  was  an 
influence  directed  by  men,  he  felt  it 
would  be  most  mischievous  for  this 
country  to  allow  hysterical  politicians, 
who,  he  believed,  had  too  great  influ- 
ence already  on  our  foreign  policy,  to 
have  any  further  influence  upon  it.  He 
believed  that  such  an  influence  as  senti- 
mental politicians  endeavoured  last  Au- 
tumn to  exercise  upon  our  foreign  policy 
would  be  for  this  country  a  very  dan- 
gerous influence  indeed.  How  was  it 
that  such  a  claim  as  this  was  put  for- 
ward ?  It  was  based  upon  the  idea  that 
the  two  sexes  had  adverse  interests — 
that  women  had  gprievances,  and  that 
men  did  not  interest  themselves  in  eetting 
them  removed.  That  he  utterly  denied, 
as  it  was  the  fact  that  many  advantages 
had  been  conceded  to  them  in  recent 
years.  The  mere  fact  that  this  ques- 
tion was  discussed  calmly  in  that 
House  was  sufficient  to  show  that  the 
interest  which  men  took  in  women  and 
in  their  rights  was  a  very  keen  and  a 
very  stronjr  interest.  Women  had 
husbands,  fathers,  and  brothers  to  re- 
present them  in  that  House  and  in  the 
country ;  and  it  seemed  to  him  a  mon- 

J/r.  Uanhury 


strous  assertion  to  rest  this  claim  npon 
adverse  interests  of  the  two  aexes.  lu  % 
great  number  of  ways  rights  were  de- 
nied to  women.  They  had  been  ahnt  ont 
of  Professions  which  he  for  one  would 
be  glad  to  see  them  enter.  Many  a  walk 
in  me  had  been  denied  to  them,  with 
immense  disadvantage  to  themselves  and 
to  ourselves.  But  in  any  grievance  thej 
had  suffered,  they  had  large  nomben 
of  fellow-sufferers  in  our  own  sex.  Tho«e 
grievances,  which  were  remnants  partij 
of  the  feudal  system,  did  not  press  upon 
women  merely,  but  almost  upon  nine- 
tenths  of  society.  Those  grievanoee,  how- 
ever, had  been,  and  were  beinff  g^radu- 
ally  removed,  and  many  empToymenU 
were  being  found  for  women.  Thew 
was  only  one  case  in  which  he  found  a 
erievanoe  of  a  spedflo  kind  which  would 
be  removed  by  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
and  that  was  the  gprievance  of  women 
who  were  farmers,  and  who  it  was  said 
would  lose  their  farms,  because  they 
could  not  give  a  vote.  It  appeared  that 
there  were  nearly  25,000  women  who 
were  farmers — ^[**  No ! "] — ^farmers  and 
graziers,  and,  if  that  was  the  case,  th« 
grievance  did  not  affect  many.  Bat 
after  all,  we  come  to  the  question.  Were 
these  women  to  have  rights  or  privilege? 
No  one  would  deny  that  at  this  moment 
they  had  immense  privileges ;  and  that 
their  influence  extended  wrough  everj 
department  of  life.  They  apparentij 
counted  for  nothing  in  political  institu- 
tions ;  but  he  believed  they  were  thf^ 
life  and  soul  of  our  social  svstem.  All 
the  poetry  and  chivalry  of  life  was  on 
their  side  of  the  question.  That  poetry 
and  chivaliT  surrounded  them  with 
strong  barriers  of  protection,  all  th«» 
stronger,  because  they  were  unfelt  and 
unseen.  They  could  not  have  both  pri- 
vileges and  rights.  They  must  harv 
either  privileges,  or  rights.  He  dem«d 
their  right  to  have  both.  Privileges 
were  given  to  women  and  rights  were 
given  to  men.  Men  were  not  gallant 
enough  to  give  up  their  share,  and  if 
you  tried  to  upset  that  arrangement  you 
would  bring  on  a  quarrel  between  the 
two  sexes,  in  which  the  weaker  most  go 
to  the  wall.  Therefore,  it  was  in  the 
interest  of  women  themselves,  and  in 
the  interest  of  the  nation,  which  had  not 
only  to  consider  ite  own  interests,  but 
the  intoreste  of  other  nations,  that  he 
opposed  the  Bill ;  and  he  hoped  that 
that  House,  which  was  composed  of  a 
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bod^  of  praotioal  men,  prepared  to  do 
jiitioe  to  women  in  every  way  that  was 
midble  without  upsetting  what  many 
Wiered  to  be  the  very  basis  of  society, 
voold  emphatically  reject  this  most  per- 
akious  measure. 

Ma.  W.  0.  OAETWEIGHT,  in  se- 
floading  the  Amendment,  said :  Sir,  I 
ibould  have  been  perfectly  content  to 
rvoord  my  vote  silently,  as  on  the  pre- 
firas  eight  occasions,  against  this  £ill, 
kid  it  not  been  that  I  wish,  in  rejoinder 
to  miirepreeentations  as  to  my  opinions, 
to  ftate  the  motives  that  mase  me  vote 
SI  I  do.  It  is  freely  said  that  those  who 
oppose  this  Bill  are  hostile  to  improve- 
omt  in  the  social  condition  of  women. 
I  wish  for  myself  emphatically  to  deny 
tbt  oharge.  Last  year  the  hon.  and 
Isarned  Member  for  Marylebone  (Mr. 
Fotvyth)  was  satirical  in  his  remarks 
sboot  an  association  of  Members  in  the 
House  formed  for  refusing  to  women 
ihmx  rights.  I  beg  to  say  that  I  never 
bare  connected  myself  in  any  way  what- 
soever with  any  association  buEtving  for  its 
object  to  oppose  the  movement  in  favour 
of  this  Bill  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  never 
bare  taken  part  in  any  demonstration 
of  opinion,  otner  than  my  vote,  with  one 
sxeeption,  and  that  was  to  sign  a  Peti- 
tkm  against  what  I  consider  a  retro- 
grade and  very  objectionable  move  re- 
eratly  attempted  to  undo  the  resolution 
of  the  University  of  London  to  admit 
vomen  to  medical  degrees.  I  consider 
tbat  a  move  to  deprive  women  of  a  legi- 
timized opening  for  the  assertion  of  their 
natoral  faculties,  and  as  such  I  deprecate 
tbe  move.  I  am  perfectly  wilting  to 
leare  the  discussion  and  the  issue  of  the 
matter  in  their  claim  to  the  franchise  to 
common  sense,  without  the  intervention 
ofaaything  like  an  artificial  organijca- 
tioiL  The  question  is  a  serious  one,  and 
ibould  be  treated  seriously.  I  am  glad 
tbat  the  tone  of  debate  has  come  to  be 
wriooa.  The  matter  has  to  be  disposed 
of  on  its  merits  alone,  and  not  a  side 
imii.  Li  my  opinion  the  agitation 
pnxseeds  from  a  number  of  very  earnest 
aad  Tory  active  women,  but  not  from  the 
body  of  the  women  of  England,  as  it  is 
oAm  affinned.  I  think  this  is  one  of 
tbo  many  misrepresentations  put  into 
cutnlation.  The  a^tation,  as  set  on 
foot  by  these  energetic  ladies,  seems  to 
Bs  positively  mischievous,  as  calculated 
to  promote  in  no  way  real  amelioration 
ia  the  condition  of  women.    I  maintain 


that  its  practical  effect  has  been  in  many 
instances  to  divert,  in  pursuit  of  a  phan- 
tom, the  energies  that  might  have  been 
usefully  directed  for  the  attainment  of 
their  benefit.  Oan  any  hon.  Member  deny 
the  fact  that  amongst  the  women  who 
have  done  most  for  the  education  of 
their  sex,  there  are  many  who  have 
steadily  stood  aloof  from  tlus  movement 
for  the  franchise  ?  GKrton  College,  an 
institution  founded  by  the  active  energy 
of  several  reforming  ladies,  is  calculated 
to  do  ffreat  service  to  the  higher  educa- 
tion of  the  women  of  England.  [''  Hear, 
hear !  "]  I  hear  the  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  (Mr.  Jacob  Bright)  say 
''Hear,  hear;"  but  amongst  the  most 
active  of  the  promoters  of  that  College 
are  ladies  wholly  indifferent  to  tms 
movement.  I  was  very  much  pleased  to 
hear  the  character  of  the  discussion  on 
both  sides  of  the  House.  This  matter 
has  been  earnestly  fought,  and  it  has 
been  most'  carefully  advocated  by  many 
hon.  Members  of  Parliament.  I  wish  to 
state  in  a  very  few  words  what  are  my 
cardinal  objections  to  this  measure.  I 
shall  consider  but  a  few  of  its  capital 
defects.  It  is  necessary  to  examine  this 
Bill  carefully,  and  to  see  what  it  actu- 
ally involves  and  what  it  may  involve. 
I  submit  that  this  is  a  specious  Bill  and  a 
disingenuous  Bill,  because  it  means 
more,  and  must  imply  more,  than  actu- 
ally appears  on  the  face  of  the  Bill. 
Whatever  its  advocates  may  choose  to 
allege,  whatever  thoy  may  choose  to  say 
now  that  they  are  fighting  this  Bill  be- 
fore the  House,  I  say  it  is  perfectly  im- 
possible to  resist  the  enfranchisement  of 
aU  women,  whether  single  or  married, 
once  this  Bill  is  passed.  I  do  not  hold 
that  in  questions  of  politics  the  principles 
of  logic  are  to  be  absolute  guides.  Poli- 
tical questions  are  not  mathematical 
problems,  but  if  this  Bill  is  carried  as  it 
stands,  nothing  will  be  able  to  resist 
that  force  of  logic  which  will  drive  the 
Legislature  to  admit  that  the  franchise 
must  be  conceded  to  married  women. 
There  is  no  possibility  of  arguing  against 
the  admission  of  married  women  once 
you  admit  the  plea  which  is  alleged  in 
support  of  the  claim  of  unmarried  wo- 
men, for  so  to  argue  woiild  be  to  deny 
that  in  the  sum  total  of  society  married 
women  contribute  as  much  to  the  moral 
worth  of  society  as  single  women.  I 
have  ffiven  my  best  attention  to  the 
pleas  mat  have  boon  urged  in  support 
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of  this  claim.  Tfiere  is,  I  think,  an  in- 
oonsistenoy  in  the  mtrnd  adduced  for 
this  claim.  I  have  heard  it  nr^ed  pub- 
licly that  this  measure,  which  is  to  re- 
dress t^e  imperfections  of  our  social 
system,  will  only  add  13  per  cent  to  the 
electoral  roll.  £ither  your  figures  are 
fictitious,  or  this  Bill  must  have  much 
greater  consequences  than  should  be  an- 
ticipated from  such  data.  I  say  that 
this  Bill  carries  its  own  proof  that  the 
pleas  upon  which  it  is  recommended  are 
shifting  pleas,  which  are  used  according 
to  expediency.  These  are  not  the  only 
points  connected  with  the  Bill  which  I 
think  deserre  serious  attention.  I  think 
there  are  points  in  this  Bill  which  ought 
to  make  even  those  in  favour  of  its  prm- 
ciple  hesitate  before  they  accept  it.  I 
observe  in  the  papers  to-day  that  there 
was  an  influential  deputation  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  yesterdav, 
who  is  himself  in  favour  of  the  principle 
of  the  Bill.  Now,  according  to  the  re- 
ports, attention  was  drawn  by  him  to 
a  point  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tamworth  has  alluded.  That  point  is 
the  lodger  franchise.  Now,  I  am  parti- 
cularly anxious  to  avoid  any  word  liable 
to  the  charge  of  an  invidious  imputation, 
but  when  you  reflect  what  the  lodeer 
franchise  imports,  and  when  you  consider 
what  the  additions  to  the  electoral  roll 
must  be  if  the  lodger  franchise  were  ex- 
tended to  women,  there  will  be  some 
cause  for  hesitation  before  voting,  for 
the  Bill  must  include  all  the  class  of 
women  who  oome  within  the  category  of 
female  lodgers.  It  is  enough  for  me  to 
have  referred  to  this  matter  for  hon. 
Members  to  understand  the  substance  of 
my  objection  on  this  head.  I  say,  how- 
ever, that  there  is  one  other  objection, 
which  in  my  mind  lies  at  the  very  root 
of  the  whole  question  brought  before  us. 
I  think  this  Bill  is  based  upon  a  most 
objectionable  principle  —  namely,  the 
principle  that  there  is  some  antagonism 
between  the  sexes.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  im- 
possible, however  speciously  you  may 
argue,  however  speciously  some  advo- 
cates may  controvert  it,  1  sav  it  is  im- 
possible to  explain  away  this  basis  of 
antagonism  which  lies  at  the  root  of  the 
whole  controversy.  This  is  a  Bill  which 
seeks  by  an  artificial  enactment  to  do 
away  with  a  division  of  labour,  which 
division  of  labour  exists  in  virtue  of  a 
higher  law  than  any  man  can  make,  the 
law  of  instinct  ana  the  law  of  nature. 

Mr.  W.  C.  Cartwright 


Tou  may  try  to  minffle  and  oonftise  the 
spheres  of  activity  of  the  two  sexes,  but 
the  result  will  be  a  soeiety  peopled 
by  beings  really  of  a  hybnd  nature. 
Woman's  part  can  never  be  usorped  in 
the  world  without  man  denying  himself; 
woman  cannot  turn  to  thoee  spheres 
peculiar  to  man  without  losing  that  [^bee 
and  charm  frt)m  which  she  derives  her 
real  and  genuine  influence. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  oat 
the  word  *'  now,^'  and  at  the  end  of  ths 
Question  to  add  the  words  *'  upon  this 
day  three  months."— (i^.  Ilanhury,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  FORSYTH  said,  that  he  hsd 
come  early  to  the  House,  as  he  was  de- 
sirous to  hear  the  reasons  why  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tamworth  (Mr.  Hanbm) 
had  been  so  suddenly  oonverted.  lui 
hon.  Friend  was  not  an  M.  man;  he  hsd 
certainly  come  to  years  of  discretion;  h« 
had  been  in  Parliament  before ;  he  hsd 
had  this  question  before  him  for  manj 

Sears,  and  he  had  told  the  House  that 
e  had  voted  for  it  on  every  occasion  till 
now.  And  he  had  been  a  Member  of  t 
Committee  for  promoting  the  object  of 
the  Bill.  There  was  not  a  single  arga- 
ment  which  the  hon.  Member  addoeed 
to-day  which  ought  not,  if  true,  to  hsve 
convinced  him  seven  or  eight  years  too. 
Every  one  of  the  objections  urged  V 
his  hon.  Friend  applied  equally  10  yesit 
ago  as  now.  His  hon.  Fnend  said  there 
was  no  sign  of  progress  and  no  increase 
in  the  number  of  Petitions.  [Mr.  Hur- 
bfry:  **  No! "]  How  were  they  to  mtA 
progress  in  public  opinion  with  regtrd 
to  particular  questions?  If  they  nsd 
regard  to  increase  in  the  number  of 
me^ting^  and  of  speakers  and  of  tiie 
attendimts  at  meetings  in  town  snd 
coun^,  then  he  fMr.  Forsyth)  said  bo 
question  that  haa  been  before  Pariis- 
ment  for  many  vears  had  made  so  maoh 
progress  in  public  opinion  as  this  ques- 
tion of  women's  sufoiffe.  Tou  could 
hardly  mention  a  town  in  England,  or 
Wales,  or  Scotland,  or  Ireland  where 
there  had  not  been  held  crowded  pabUc 
meetings  of  persons  unanimous  in  nvonr 
of  this  Bill.  He  should  like  to  know 
how  many  meetings  his  hon.  Friend 
oould  mention  as  having  been  heM 
against  it.  He  did  not  beueve  he  coold 
find  that  there  had  been  three  in  the 
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Doitid  Kinffdom.  The  hon.  Member 
lor  Tunwortn  bad  said  tbat  tbis  waft  a 
Bin  which  muflt  neoessarilj  and  logically 
pre  the  franchise  ultimately  to  married 
vemen;  and,  indeed,  resting  on  the 
opinion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
fv  Tannton,  he  went  so  far  as  to  assert 
that  that  Bill  itself  would  give  the  vote 
to  a  married  wonian.  Now,  as  a  lawyer 
himselt  he  maintained  that  it  would  not. 
A  Banied  woman  did  not  pay  rates;  but 
th«y  were  paid  by  her  husband.  Then 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  founded  an 
ammient  against  the  Bill  on  the  proba- 
biHtT  of  the  Ballot  law  being  repealed ; 
bat  be  Tentured  to  think  that  noDody  in 
the  House  dreamed  of  repealing  the 
Ballot  Act  except  that  hon.  Member 
hinuelf.  Next,  it  was  urged  that  they 
•hoold  look  to  the  Oontinent,  where  the 
Roman  Oatholio  priests  had  so  much  in- 
Ibvnce,  and  they  were  told  that  political 
pri««ts  in  this  country  would  creep  into 
peoide's  houses,  leading  captive  the 
minds  of  silly  women.  But  did  not 
women  read  newspapers  as  well  as  men, 
ftsd  did  they  also  not  obtain  their  in- 
formation on  political  subjects  from  oon- 
▼«*mtion  and  discussion  r  Then  it  was 
•aid  there  was  looming  over  Europe  the 
power  of  force,  and  that  as  woman  could 
not  contribute  to  that  power,  she  should 
Bot  hare  the  vote.  But  would  it  not  be 
vttil  to  have  a  gentler  influence  brought 
to  bear  on  politics,  which  would  not  be 
arrtyed  on  the  side  of  brute  force  ?  Last 
ji*ar  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid-Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin),  with  a  touch  of  epi- 
irrammatic  smartness,  said  that  the  I5ill 
van  supported  by  two  classes  of  persons 
— faminine  men  and  masculine  women. 
[•'Hear!*']  WeU,  the  present  Prime 
Minister  had  always  voted  and  some- 
tifflss  spoken  in  favour  of  that  Bill.  Was 
Lord  Beaoonsfield  "  a  feminine  man  ?  " 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
•poken  in  Devonshire  in  favour  of  the 
Bill ;  and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, again,  had  also  supported  it.  He 
voodered  who  would  call  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  **  a  feminine  man." 
Thcoi  as  to  masculine  women,  who,  that 
had  read  the  biography  of  the  late  Mrs. 
Humerville^a  supporter  of  that  Bill— 
vould  say  that  sne  was  a  masculine 
woman  ?  He  could  not  conceive  a  cha- 
ncUr  more  ftill  ot  feminine  tenderness 
khan  that  ot  Mrs.  Somerville.  He  might 
•ik  the  same  question  in  regard  to  luss 
Fbrsnpe  Nightingale  and  other  ladies ; 


but  he  did  not  think  it  right  to  bring 
their  names  into  the  debate.  The  sole 
ground  on  which  many  hon.  Members 
rested  their  opposition  to  the  Bill  was, 
that  to  give  the  vote  to  women  would 
to  a  certain  extent  make  them  un- 
feminine.  That  was  a  sentiment  and 
nothing  more.  Many  hon.  Members 
had  admitted  to  him  that  that  ar^- 
ment  was  entirely  in  favour  of  the  Bill ; 
but  still  they  said  they  did  not  like 
the  measure,  and  would  vote  agajnst 
it.  Well,  he  confessed  that  if  he  be- 
lieved in  his  conscience  that  the  effect  of 
giving  the  franchise  to  women  would 
be  to  make  them  more  masculine,  to 
render  them  less  tender,  less  gentle,  and 
less  attractive  than  they  were,  whatever 
he  might  think  of  the  logic  of  the  mat- 
ter, he  should  not  bo  prepared  to  pay 
so  great  a  price  for  the  measure.  The 
Bill  merely  gave  an  intelligent  woman 
the  right  of  saying  she  preferred  that  A 
insteeud  of  B  should  represent  her  in 
Parliament,  and  it  would  not  admit  her 
sex  to  sit  in  that  House.  In  one  sense 
he  acknowledged  that  political  agitation 
was  not  the  sphere  for  women.  He 
would  rather  not  see  women  mounting 
the  platform  and  speaking  in  public. 
But  observe  the  cruel  dilemma  in  which 
women  were  placed.  If  the  few  gifted 
with  the  power  of  elonuenco  and  of  ar- 
gument did  not  come  forward  and  advo- 
cate the  rights  of  their  sex,  then  it  was 
said  that  women  did  not  want  the  fran- 
chise— that  not  one  of  them  had  spoken 
in  its  favour.  On  the  other  hand,  if 
they  did  come  forward,  they  wore  told 
that  they  were  out  of  their  sphere  and 
becoming  political  agitators.  If  the 
boon  they  now  asked  for  were  granted 
them,  they  would  cease  their  agitation. 

**  Dofluit  laxis  agitatoB  humor, 
Et  minax^  qnou  mo  roluore,  ponto 
Unda  reoumbit." 

Those  who  opposed  the  Bill  were  re- 
sponsible for  taking  woman  out  of  her 
sphere  of  retiring  modesty,  and  making 
her  come  forward  in  public  to  claim  her 
rights.  Women  now  had  votes  at  mu- 
nicipal elections,  and  tho  hon.  Member 
for  Tamworth  admitted  that  even  in 
sitting  at  the  school  board  they  were  in 
their  proper  sphere ;  but  the  questions 
at  issue  in  those  cases  were,  for  the  most 
part,  of  the  same  character,  only  on  a 
smaller  scale,  as  those  involved  in  Par- 
liamentary elections  and  discussions.  He 
would  illustrate  the  injustice  of  the  pro* 
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sent  system  by  taking  the  case  of  two 
towns.  In  Bristol,  one-quarter  of  the 
houses  occupied  by  ratepayers  and  tax- 
payers were  occupied  by  women,  many 
of  them  living  in  the  best  part  of  the 
city,  and  yet  not  one  of  these  women  had 
a  Yoice  in  choosing  a  Member  for  Bris- 
tol. Then,  at  Bath,  the  great  pro- 
portion of  the  occupiers  of  the  houses 
in  its  splendid  streets  and  terraces  were 
not  enfranchised,  because  they  were 
women,  many  of  them  spinsters,  and 
all  of  them  heavily  rated  and  taxed. 
Again,  in  England,  one-seventh  part  of 
the  whole  of  the  land  held  by  owners  of 
more  than  one  acre  was  held  by  women, 
not  one  of  whom  was  entitled  to  vote. 
He  denied  that  that  Bill,  as  asserted 
last  year  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright),  was  based  on  an  assumed  hos- 
tility between  the  sexes ;  but  what  its 
advocates  said,  was  that  there  were  cer- 
tain questions  which  women  had  a  pecu- 
liar right  to  have  an  opinion  upon,  and 
on  which  they  ought  to  be  heard,  be- 
cause they  had,  as  to  some  of  them, 
perhaps  a  more  pressing  interest  than 
men  themselves  had.  Mteit  answering 
the  allegations  of  the  same  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  to  the  special  privileges 
now  enjoyed  by  women,  and  piuticularly 
as  to  the  exemption  of  women  servants 
from  taxation,  the  benefit  of  which  he 
said  went  to  the  employers,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  referred  to  a  debate  of 
an  instructive  character  which  occurred 
the  other  day  in  the  Italian  Parliament. 
Hitherto,  in  Italy,  no  woman  was  legally 
competent  to  witness  to  a  public  deed. 
That  would  seem  to  us  monstrous ;  and 
a  Bill  was  lately  brought  into  the  Italian 
Parliament  to  repeal  that  law.  But 
against  its  repeal,  strange  to  say,  this 
objection  was  raised — **  You  must  not 
distract  woman  from  her  family  mis- 
sion." That  was  precisely  the  same  ar- 
gument as  was  now  used  against  giving 
a  vote  to  women.  The  Bill  enabling 
women  to  witness  to  public  deeds  had, 
however,  been  passed  by  the  Italian 
Parliament,  and  he  trusted  that  before 
long  the  British  Legislature  would  pass 
a  law  enabling  women  to  vote  for  Mem- 
bers of  that  House.  But  it  was  said 
this  would  be  a  premium  on  celibacv, 
because  if  a  woman  married,  she  would 
lose  her  vote.  The  inference  drawn  from 
that,  he  supposed,  was  that  she  would  re- 
fuse to  marry  in  order  to  keep  her  vote. 

Mr,  Forsyth 


He  would  like  to  see  the  woman  who,  hav- 
ix\g  to  choose  between  matrimony  and  a 
vote,  preferred  the  latter.  Then,  as  to 
the  "  thin-end-of-the-wedge"  argument, 
he  would  quote  to  the  House  a  passage 
from  the  last  work  of  our  great  noveli^ 
(George  Elliot,  Daniel  Deronda,  which 
was  as  follows : — 

"I  think  that  way  of  arsniiig  againil  i 
course,  beoauae  $t  may  be  ri(£leQ  down  to  m 
absurdity,  would  soon  bring  life  to  a  shindshTir 
said  Deronda.  **  It  is  not  the  logic  of  hmiiaa 
action,  but  of  a  roasting-iack  that  must  go  oa 
to  the  last  turn  when  it  has  once  been  woasd 
up.  We  can  do  nothing  safely  without  sobw 
judgment  as  to  where  we  are  to  stop.*' 

Surely  if  unreasonable  demands  w^^ 
afterwards  made,  the  House  could  reftue 
them.  With  regard  to  the  lodger  frtn- 
chise,  he  admitted  that  its  apphcation  to 
women  might  let  in  some  objectionablfl 
persons,  though  he  thought  their  num- 
ber would  practically  be  found  very  in- 
significant. Speaking  for  himself  indivi- 
dually, rather  than  lose  the  Bill  he  would 
consent  to  a  Proviso,  if  the  House 
thought  fit  to  introduce  one^to  the 
effect  that  the  lodger  franchise  should 
not  extend  to  women.  He  did  not  want 
to  see  a  stigma  put  upon  the  many  on 
account  of  the  bad  character  of  a  few ; 
but,  considering  the  difficulty  felt  on 
that  point  by  others  more  strongly  thin 
himself,  he  was  willing  to  accept  the 
Proviso  to  which  he  had  referred.  He 
did  not,  indeed,  expect  that  Bill  to  put 
in  the  present  Paniament,  and  having 
himself  twice  brought  it  forward  anu 
tested  the  opinion  of  the  House  on  the 
subject,  in  his  judgment  it  would  hare 
been  better  to  have  deferred  the  measure 
until  they  had  a  new  Parliament,  when 
the  result,  he  believed,  would  be  very 
different.  However,  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Manchester  fMr.  Jacob 
Bright),  having  re-introducea  the  BQl 
he  gave  it  his  hearty  support,  feel- 
ing sure  that  when  it  became  law,  aa 
it  eventually  would  do,  men  who  now 
spoke  ag^ainst  it  would  be  heard  saving 
the^  were  surprised  and  ashamed  it 
their  former  opposition  to  it,  and  would 
laugh  at  what  were  now  their  imagintiy 
fears. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  :  Sir,  I  agree  in 
almost  everything  that  was  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tamworth  f  Mr.  Han- 
bury),  except  when  he  made  wnat  I  ma? 
call  an  Exeter  Hall  peroration,  in  which 
he  expressed  what  I  consider  the  utterij 
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gwqndltm  fofpioion  entertained  by  many 
p«ioBB  in  thu  ooantry  with  respect  to 
liMOondoot  of  Roman  Oatholio  priests 
oa  ^0  Oontinent.  The  statement,  almost 
•t  dM  commencement  of  his  speech,  by 
tlM  kon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
ksa  jttst  sat  down  (Mr.  Forsyth)  took 
ms  by  sorprise.  He  affirmed  with  great 
trnphasts  that  there  was  no  town  in  the 
United  Kin^om  in  which  a  great  meet- 
iof  had  not  l>een  held  in  favour  of  this 
BiD.  I  haTe  the  honour  of  representing 
tlM  borough  of  Tralee,  and  1  am  not 
•vare  of  any  meeting  in  favour  of  this 
Bin  there,  or,  indeed,  in  any  town  in  the 
Mifhbourbood,  or  in  the  Province  of 
Muster.  The  hon.  and  learned  Oen- 
tlwum  put  forward  as  one  of  his 
most  substantial  reasons  why  the  Bill 
ikoold  be  accepted  bv  the  House,  that 
mOy  all  that  would  be  done  would 
U  to  enable  ladies  to  make  a  selec- 
toQ  between  two  or  more  individuals, 
■ad  that  they  would  have  nothing  more 
to  do  than  to  apply  certain  princi- 
ptss.  I  am  anxious  to  sav  two  or  three 
vctds  uDon  a  question  which  has  been 
bffare  tne  House  and  the  country  for 
msay  years,  but  upon  which  I  have 
MTsr  ventured  before  to  express  an  opi- 
uoa.  I  was  at  first  fkvourably  disposisd 
towards  the  movement,  of  which  the 
BUI  is  the  first-bom,  owing  to  my  great 
nspeet  for  the  late  Mr.  John  Stuart 
Miu,  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
(Mr.  FawoettV  for  the  hon.  Member  for 
Msaohester  (Mr.  Jacob  Bright),  and  for 
msoy  others  who  had  thrown  themselves 
urto  this  movement  with  a  restless  ar- 
icnt  and  activity,  which,  to  me,  is  irre* 
naflOable  with  the  fact  that  they  are  all 
ttwn  of  undoubted  sanity,  and  of  vast 
iBtsDigenoe.  But  notwithstanding  my 
vtBUMl  efforts  to  conform  to  the  views 

00  this  subject  of  so  many  of  my  Friends, 

1  have  never  been  able  to  bring  mjself 
to  regard  this  movement  about  the  nffhts 
of  women  in  a  serious  light,  or  indeed 
•s  anvthing  else  than  an  attempt  to  sub- 
T«t  tae  natural  order  of  the  world  by 
iaresting  women  with  prerogatives  and 
imposing  upon  them  duties  that  belong 
•uliisi^y  to  men,  eimply  from  the  fact 
that  thsv  are  men.  Tnat  this  attempt 
•kottld  be  made  by  philosophers  and 
other  great  and  wise  men  is  what  fives 
to  the  question,  at  least  to  my  mind,  its 
•onisal  aspeot  It  is  onlv,  in  the  nuun, 
psfsons  with  very  callous  hearts,  indeed, 
that  can  see  anything  amusing  in  the 
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vagaries  or  antics  of  those  who  have 
been  so  unfortunate  as  to  have  lost  their 
wits,  or  who  have  never  been  fortunate 
enough  to  have  any ;  but  there  is  some- 
thing irresistibly  droll  in  the  spectacle 
of  a  man  who  is  known  to  possess  what 
are  called  "  brains  "  acting  in  a  way  as 
if  he  were  really  a  simpleton.  Without 
meaning  anything  disrespectful,  I  may 
say  that  the  movement,  of  which  this 
Bill  is  the  ofifspring,  has  alwaj^s  ap- 
peared to  me  the  merest  political  juggle, 
and  an  intimation  that  those  who  nave 
given  themselves  up  to  it  are  sadly  in 
want  of  occupation.  If,  as  has  been 
stated,  it  had  received  any  appreciable 
support  from  the  people  of  England,  I 
would  come  to  the  conclusion,  from  the 
earnestness  with  which  thoy  have  taken 
up  the  matter,  that  all  questions  affect- 
ing the  happiness  of  the  nation — which 
alone  deserve  to  be  called  political  ques- 
tions— have  been  settled ;  and  that,  upon 
the  principle  that  it  is  always  necessary 
to  be  doing  something,  we  are  about  to 
enter  on  a  period  of  meddling  legisla- 
tion. I  would  anticipate,  therefore, 
should  the  measure  pass,  the  introduc- 
tion of  Bills  prescribmg  how  we  are  to 
cook  our  food;  how  to  bring  up  our 
children ;  how,  in  certain  circumstances 
we  are  even  to  blow  our  noses,  and  how 
we  are  to  perform  other  operations  which 
are  essential  in  our  most  civilized  com- 
munities. The  passinp^  of  Bills  in  this 
House  depends  on  various  grounds.  Of 
some,  it  is  said  they  are  premature,  in- 
opportune; that  they  are  before  the 
time,  or  that  they  are  reactionary.  Of 
others,  it  is  said  that  their  principle  is 
vicious,  Communistic,  or  revolutionary. 
This  Bill  is  the  only  one  I  have  ever  known 
to  be  introduced  which  must  be  resisted 
on  the  g^und  that  the  principle  on  which 
it  is  founded  is  simply  ridiculous.  The 
project  we  are  solemnly  invited  to  con- 
sider is  nothing  short  of  a  proposal  to 
get  rid  by  Act  of  Parliament  of  tne  divi- 
sion which  Providence  has  made  of  the 
human  race  into  men  and  women,  with 
fiinctions  to  each  which  do  not  enter  into 
the  domain  of  the  other.  But  notwith- 
standing my  opinion  as  to  the  unprac- 
tical character  of  the  measure,  I  should 
be  sorry  to  have  it  supposed  I  am  in- 
sensible to  the  claims  on  our  devotion  of 
those  of  whom  the  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  is  the  chosen  champion,  or 
that  I  am  disposed  to  treat  them  with 
severity.     If  they  have  any  political 
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grieranoes,  I  am  not  aware  of  them;  but 
if  they  are  pointed  out,  I  should  be 
happy  to  unite,  not  merely  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester,  but,  I  may  say, 
with  the  whole  House,  in  redressing 
those  grieyanoes.  But  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  ground  for  saying  that  the 
legislation  of  this  country  nas  dealt  un- 
fairly with  women.  But  there  is  one 
charge  brought  against  those  opposed 
to  this  moyement  from  which  1  am 
anxious  to  free  myself.  It  is  frequently 
said  we  ascribe  to  women  a  certain 
moral  and  intellectual  inferiority  which 
renders  them  unfit  for  the  proper  dis- 
charge of  political  duties,  ^or  myself, 
I  beheye  women,  speaking  generally,  in 
a  moral  sense,  to  be  infinitely  our  supe- 
riors, owing  to  their  self-imposed  sub- 
mission to  certain  restrictions  which  the 
lords  of  the  creation  think  they  may  dis- 
pense with.  Intellectually,  1  belieye, 
they  are  quite  our  equals.  If  they  haye 
not  done  as  much  for  art,  science,  and 
literature  as  men,  it  b  because  there  are 
physical  obstacles  in  the  way,  on  which 
I  need  not  dilate,  which  preyent  them 
from  doing  as  much.  But  it  comes 
within  my  own  experience  that  I  haye 
met  women  whose  powers  of  acquiring 
knowledge,  whose  originality,  thought — 
whose  genius,  in  short,  exceeded  that  of 
any  men  I  eyer  met.  I  would  yenture 
to  say  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Manchester,  notwithstanding  the 
rophecy  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
er  for  Marylebone,  that  he  neyer  will 
succeed  in  establishing  political  equality 
or  anything  else  like  it  between  men  and 
women.  1  would  also  yenture  to  sug- 
gest to  him  that  he  should  direct  his 
efforts,  and  confine  his  enthusiasm  and 
those  of  others  who  like  him  are  under 
some  special  fascination,  to  winning 
complete  social  equality  for  the  ladies. 
It  is  unfortunately  true  that  the  women 
do  not  enjoy  complete  social  equality. 
We  may  say,  I  thiiuc  without  undue  self- 
glorification,  that  the  courtesy  of  men 
naturally  has  already  done  great  things 
for  them.  We  haye  giyen  them  a  pre- 
scriptiye  title  to  the  best  places  at  lec- 
tures, reyiews,  and  suppers;  but  an  anti- 
quated custom  has  conferred  upon  man 
a  priyile^e  to  which  I  defy  the  most  as- 
tute casuist  to  show  he  has  any  exolusiye 
right.  The  hon.  Member  for  Manchester 
is  fortunately  in  such  a  position  that  he 
may  agitate  for  the  remoyal  of  this  pri- 
yilege  without  exposing  himself  to  the 
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suspicion  of  interested  motiyea^  and  I  can 
join  him  in  such  agitation  with  an  aoual 
claim  for  disinteiistednees,  ibr,  uuike 
the  majority,  neither  of  us  is  in  a  poci- 
tion  in  which  we  are  able  to  diraose  of 
ourselyes.    I  would  ask  him,  if  ha  sees 
any  reason  why  a  man  should  rosonre  to 
himself  the  sole  right  of  patting  the 
question  upon  which  the  happiness  of  a 
common   friture    largely    depends?    I 
would  ask  him  why  women  shonld  not 
also  be  permitted  to  do  what  is  popu- 
larly called  "popping  the  auestion?'' 
Why  should  she  wait  to  be  acuced  ?  Tb 
conyentional  restraint  which  preysoti 
her  from  doing  this,  which  ocnnpels  hv 
to  wait  to  be  aisked,  and  to  endure  a  ni»- 
pense  which,  no  doubt,  is  often  most 
painful,   is  the    only   disability  niidar 
which,  so  fJELr  as  I  know,  women  at  pr«> 
sent  labour.    Whether,  in  order  to  re- 
moye  that  disability,  it  is  necessazy  to 
introduce  a  Bill  for  the  purpose— whs* 
ther  it  would  be  neoeasary  to  agitate  Cbr 
it,  to  hold  public  meetings,  to  fonn  s 
great  lea^e,  to  produoe  pamphleto,  asd 
to  issue  circulars  in  order  to  prmure  tht 
youth  of  the  United  Kingdom  fot  what 
certainly  would  be  a  noi^ty,  I  will  not 
undertake  to  say ;  but  in  any  case,  what- 
eyer  may  be  necessary  to  this  extent  ai 
all  eyents,  I  am  prepared  to  giye  nj 
hon.  Friend  my  most  ardent  8a^K)ii 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
haye  had  the  honour  of  bemg  a  sup- 
porter of  this  moyement  for  a  number 
of  years,  and  I  haye  been  in  this  HmuB 
some  years,  but  I  haye  neyer  befon 
joined  in  the  discussion.  It  has  no4  been 
from  any  lack  of  seal ;  but  I  haye  beea 
content  to  see  better  men  taking  part  ia 
the  discussion  of  the  principles  of  tbs 
measure,  and  in  the  adyocaoy  of  its  »- 
ception  by  this  House.  I  haye  detor^ 
mmed  to  say  a  word  or  two,  because  bit 
night,  yesterday,  and  to-day  I  leamsd 
that  there  was  forming  a  oombiiMd 
moyement  against  this— one  of  ths  mart 
interesting  questions  of  the  day.  TTith 
all  respect  to  those  who  are  now  recant- 
ing their  opinions  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  I  will  assume  that  ths  ship 
is  in  danger,  and  that  aome  are  leaying 
it.  Therefore,  it  becomes  a  duty  to 
thrust  myself  on  the  notice  of  the  Houa*. 
I  cannot  plead  that  I  haye  anTthiagnsv 
to  bring  to  the  disonsBJon,  buti  oan  plead 
that  I  bring  an  earnest  belief  in  the  ulti* 
mate  sucoeesof  the  meaauze.  And  Ism 
not  daunted  by  such  speeoheaas  wo  hafs 
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kind  from  HIT  hon.  Pri6iid  thd  Monbof 
iv  IhJa*  (the  O'Donogbne),  beeausa 
mm  ia  the  midtt  of  that  speech,  giTen 
viA  U«  aeooetomed  readmea  of  diction, 
ad  with  a  great  deal  of  his  aocuetomed 
pant  and  aotitheaia,  there  was  eome- 
Aiaf  aceompanving  it  both  in  the 
iMeh  aad  m  ttie  reception  of  it  by 
ftk  Ho«ue  that  gare  comfort  for  the  fa- 
tee,  I  shall  trj  to  deal  with  that  speech 
it  coe  or  two  particulars.  I  am  glad  in 
Moe  lespects  that  the  speech  was  de- 
bfsrsd,  luthoogh  m^  hon.  Friend  will 
lorfire  me  for  saymg  that  it  yerged 
^tmAf  tipon  a  coarser  exhibition  than 
I  ihoiild  have  thought  him  capable  of, 
nd  it  belonged  to  an  old  stase  of  this 
BOfsoMiity  fc^aTerjsmall  number  of  hon. 
Vmbera  answered  to  it,  and  the  number 
vlio  daaeed  to  th4  hon.  Member's  piping 
vwe  those  from  whom  we  should  expect 
wj  strong  prejudice  in  arguing  the 
^tsstioii.  I  am  fond  of  a  good  joke  my- 
mU^  but  I  confess  I  could  not  compose 
fl^fbee  to  lauffhter  at  such  well-known 
tniss  aartl  ddiokes  about  "  popping  the 
^tuslioii.**  l?nis  is  an  agitation  which, 
bowsfrsr  direrse  may  be  the  riews  held 
«yoo  it,  will  not  receire  its  quietus  to- 
dsj,  and  it  ianot  by  suggestions  that  we 
VST  Iodic  to  hare  Bills  on  cooking,  the 
vhipninff  of  children,  and  what  not, 
tkit  It  iHll  be  laughed  away.  The  hon. 
Msmber  might  be  reminded,  by-the-way, 
tto  a  large  number  of  women  hare  been 
atnoely  opposed  to  whipping  at  all, 
sad  ha  might  hare  ouoted  that  as  a 
rmaoa  why  women  are  likely  to  exercise 
t  Qstliil  influence  upon  the  Ijegislature. 
The  hon.  Member  proceeded  to  ask  the 
boa.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Jacob 
BHgkt)  Tarioua  qaestions,  and  I  should 
bks  to  say  to  him,  with  aU  respect,  that 
tWve  was  something  slightly  supercilious 
i>U.  MramiBg  to  sp^k  ihiut,nh» 
i»  a  Oentleman  who  is  at  least  his  equal 
is  iairileotiial  attainments,  and  I  renture 
to  tUnk  his  superior  in  this — that  he  has 
ikowB  earnestness  and  seal  in  erery 
mmm  he  has  taken  up,  accompanied 
hf  a  persistent  use  of  a  wealth  of 
inaslratton  and  argument  which  I  doubt 
if  the  hoB.  Member  for  Tralee  has  shown. 
I  menber  my  hon.  Friend  some  three 
7«atB  ago  making  a  speech  of  great 
fomm  on  the  Home  Bule  question,  in 
wkish  he  adrooated  his  riews  with  a  fer- 
iflily  of  iOuslratton  and  biting  sarcasm 
wUah  made  ns  all  foel  that  we  were  in 
Ihs  ptesspcs  of  a  master  of  language. 


To-day  he  inyited  us  to  believe  that  he 
was  in  possession  of  special  information 
on  the  designs  of  Providence  as  to  the 
division  of  the  sexes !    Where  do  he  and 
others  get   their    special  information? 
They  seem  to  come  to  us  and  say — * '  You 
have  no  right  to  argue  this  queetion. 
We  have  it  direct  from  the  Almighty, 
that  these  things  are  to  bo  as  they  were 
in  the  time  of  the  Patriarchs,  and  thoy 
are  to  continue  so  to  the  end."    The 
opinion  of  the  House  can  only  be  in- 
fluenced by  appeals  to  its  reason,  and 
is  not  to  be  swayed  by  something  alto- 
gether $x  eath$dra  which  reason  or  judg- 
ment cannot  be    expected  to    receive. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Tamworth  (Mr. 
Hanbury)  has  stated   his  case  to  tho 
House    with    very    groat   forbearance 
from   his   point  of  view.     I  am   not 
thanking  him  for  forbearance,  for  those 
whom    we    represent   to-day    do    not 
require  any  forbearance  which  is  not 
founded    upon    intellectual    reasoning. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  those  who 
were  advocating  this  measure  and  de- 
siring it  for  themselves  were  to  chooso 
between  privileges  and  rights.     Now, 
what  right  have  we  to  talk  about  privi- 
leges?    Are  we  to  sit  in  the  form  of 
lords  of  creation,   who  have  given  to 
women  all  that  they  possess  ?     Whatever 
they  possess  is  not  derived  from  our 
benevolence,  but  is  surely  and  certainlv 
attained  by  their  own  inteUeotual  exoof- 
lence.    It  is  not  ours  to  give ;  it  never 
has  been  ours  to  give ;  and  to  argue  from 
the  past,  that  because  the  right  of  voting 
had  not  been  accorded  to  women  thoy 
never  ought  to  vote,  was  not  satisfactory. 
When  we  talk  of  rights  and  privileges,  we 
must  remember  that  women  have  their 
rights ;  and  one  right  is  to  bo  treated 
with  the  same  courtesy  that  one  gentleman 
accords  to  another.    I  do  not  suppose 
women  want  any  more ;  and  if  you  as- 
sume, when  speaking  of  privileges,  that 
women  value  it  as  a  privilege  that  vou 
set  them  up  as  dolls  to  be  dressed,  looked 
at,  and  for  special  reasons  to  be  treated 
with  special  favour   on    special    occa- 
sions, 1  do  not  think  there  is  a  woman 
of  spirit  who  would  not  rejiH;t  such  a 
privilege.    The  hon.  Member  for  Tam- 
worth TMr.  Hanbury)  became  gloomy 
in  anticipation,  and  he  talked  upon  safe- 
guards of  morality.     Why  should  we 
not  extend  to  women  a  political  right 
which  many  of  us  thoughtlessly  exercise^ 
taking  place  as  it  does  only  once  in 

2  Y  3 


1383  Wbmen'i  Diiahtiitiei         (COMMONS] 


BmnopolBOL 


18S4 


three  or  four  years?  The  suggestion 
that  our  countrywomen  cannot  bear  the 
strain  of  exercising  the  franchise  is  one 
that  refutes  itself  on  the  spot.  The  hon. 
Member  suggests  that  from  it  would 
flow  unnamed  mischiefs  which  he  cannot 
hint  at,  and  that  there  is  something 
nameless  which  has  been  advocated  by 
women.  He  cannot  understand  why  it  is 
done.  Let  him  seek  information  from 
those  who  do  understand  why  it  is  done. 
There  are  women  who  feel  that  duty  is 
paramount  above  every  other  considera- 
tion of  personal  feeling ;  there  are  women 
who  are  moved  by  the  suffering^  of 
others,  and  who  repudiate  Acts  of  Par- 
liament as  gross  and  abominable  as  were 
ever  passed  by  a  free  Legislature.  You 
have  no  right  to  sit  in  judgment  upon 
them,  unless  you  are  able  to  enter  into  the 
depth  of  agony  and  feeling  which  they 
have  endured,  and  which  impels  them 
to  protest  in  the  face  of  mankind,  and 
such  mankind  as  the  honourable  House 
of  Commons  is  composed  of.  Is  it 
strange  that  women  should  take  an  in- 
terest in  the  fallen,  and  should  protest 
against  Acts  of  Parliament  which  are 
not  to  put  down  vice,  but  to  make  its 
indulgence  more  safe?  I  say  that 
women  are  right  in  taking  that  position, 
and  there  are  men  in  this  House  who 
are  ready  to  pay  them  their  meed  of  ad- 
miration for  having  placed  the  call  of 
duty  far  above  every  consideration. 
Women  have  been  insulted  and  taunted 
for  the  position  they  have  taken  on  this 
question.  I  am  glad  to  see  that  as  time 
progresses  and  men  get  educated  to  the 
responsibilities  they  have  in  this  House, 
questions  which  were  once  thought 
better  left  alone  are  now  discussed,  and 
I  hope  that  before  long  we  shall  And  the 
proper  way  of  dealing  with  this  subject. 
Then,  again,  we  are  told  that  if  you  per- 
mit the  meeting  of  men  and  women  to- 
gether you  do  not  know  what  may  hap- 
pen. A  neighbouring  country  is  well 
accustomed  to  such  appeals  as  "danger 
to  society,"  and  over  and  over  again 
you  have  seen  that  a  plot  against  the  Oo* 
vemment  has  been  suocessM,  by  sug- 
gesting that  some  murderer  is  to  become 
Sie  **  saviour  of  society."  It  is  not  ne- 
oessaiy  to  follow  to  their  oonclusionB 
those  undeveloped  imaginative  prognos- 
tications for  the  future,  which  we  must 
treat  with  respect  in  so  far  as  they  are 
uttered  by  hon.  Friends  of  ours,  but  so 
far  as  their  effect  upon  our  judgment 

Mr.  Hopwood 


is  oonoemed,  with  utter  oontesapi  an4 
disdain.    The  hon.  Member  for  Oxfofd^ 
shire  (Mr.  W.  C.  Cart wright>  has  ihrown 
himself  into  this  contest,  and  he  made  « 
bold  assertion.     He  assumed  that  th^ 
women  who  did  real  servioe  to  their  •«< 
had  not  indulged  in  the  usdees  advo^ 
cacy  of  politiofll  rights,  and  he  mentioDed 
the  founders  of  6irton  College.    I  cu^ 
only  say  in  answer  to  him  that  I  knov 
that  of  the  distinguished  women  vbo 
have  paid  the  greatest  attention  to  Gir^ 
ton,  and  have  desired  to  promote  its  in* 
tellectual  power  in  every  way  as  regtrdi 
its  staff  of  instructors  or  the  g^cnl 
scope  of  the  education,  many  are  stroo^lr 
in  favour  of  this  measure.    If  the  hca 
Gentleman  had  inquired,  he  might  bsr* 
been  saved  giving  a  vote  against  tbii 
measure  on  any  such  g^round ;  instead  d 
which,  many  men  assume  that  iHuck 
they    want  to  believe,    and  the  boa. 
Gentleman  has  been  one  of  them.    Mij 
I  meet  him  with  the  counter  assertion, 
that  from  the  time  Mr.   Mill  brcrogkt 
forward  this  measure,  the  whole  statu 
and  position,  as  regards  education,  u 
regaxds  avenues  to  fortune  and  em^oj* 
ment,  of  women,  have  been  vastly  im- 
proved— and  in  great  part  bytheitre- 
nuous  advocacy  of  the  very  women  vbo 
have  been  most  persistent  in  this  cLdOi 
refused  and  put  off  from  time  to  time  bj 
this  House  of  Parliament.    I  know  tbii 
to  be  the  case,  and  I  say  that  even  vitli 
reg^ard  to  some  women  who  may  sot 
have    identified    themselves    with  th« 
suffrage  question,  that  they  were  fint 
stirrea  into  activity  by  the  friends  of 
the  suffrage  question  to  exert  themselTM 
as  they  have  done ;  and  as  you  oansoc 
bring  a  light  into  a  chamber  witboot 
illuminating  every  comer  of  it,  so  tbii 
^at  question  introduced  among  think- 
mg    women    has    fermented    lul   tbair 
thoughts,  and  if  it  has  not  effected  entin 
conversion,  it  has  drawn  their  atteotioQ 
to  the  grievances  and  disabilities  under 
which  their  sex  labours.    I  would  allude 
to  the  agitation  for   the    Bill   as  tbe 
strongest  evidence  of  the  immense  gtii 
likely  to  be  derived,  not  merely  from  tbe 
continuance  of  it,  but  even  from  tbe 
passing    of  it,    in   the   robustness  of 
thought  that  it  would   give   to  msny 
women,  and  the  power  with  whiob  it 
would  turn  their  minds,  not  only  to  tbe 
interests  of  their  own  sex — ^because  tbeir 
devotion  leads  them  to  labour  for  botb 
sexes— and  even  if  they  had  not  tbst 
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litetl  derotion,  ihey  ooold  not  labour 
far  one  sex  without  producing  unmixed 
bieoifit  to  both.  I  have  looked  upon  this 
neidon  aa  an  extraordinary  educator. 
I  tm  glad  to  Ba^  that  time  has  not  falsi- 
M  tha  prediction  of  manj  friends,  and 
ihit  it  baa  gone  on  educating  a  vast 
.nmber  of  women  in  defiance  of  restric- 
tyiaaand  obstacles  up  to  the  standard 
Tkich  preriously  they  had  not  attained, 
h  it  sometimes  said  to  women — ' '  If  there 
b«  matters  you  complain  of,  why  don't 
voa  remore  them  ?  Tou  have  influence 
«Bimgh."  That  is  why  they  come  to  this 
House  to  enable  them  to  do  so.  If  you 
ITTTf  them  all  other  things,  and  deny 
tksm  this,  your  giving  them  the  other 
thfngs  is  merely  an  expression  of  g^d 
Ming  towards  them,  which  is  to  be  ac- 
companied by  no  reality ;  you  will  not,  in 
fKt,  giya  them.  They  have  armed  for 
idffliasion  to  medical  schools.  1  know 
nme  hon.  Friends  of  mine  think  it  hard 
that  theirs  should  be  the  first  Profession 
nbjected  to  the  strain  of  this  first  endea- 
vtwr  of  women  to  get  other  employment. 
B^member  the  selfish  reflection  some- 
tiffl«sutt«red  when  we  are  on  another 
nbjeet — that  women  are  in  their  proper 
place  in  hospitals,  where  the  most  beau- 
tifal  tide  of  their  character  may  be  wit- 
s«aMd!  We  praise  them  for  benefits 
eotfored  upon  ourselves ;  but  is  that  a 
nsion  why  we  should  keep  them  in  the 
nbordinate  position?  You  say  that 
vfasn  we  come  to  a  question  affecting 
ti»  vices  of  the  oommunitv,  the  women 
(K|fat  to  keep  out  of  it.  lias  the  charge 
of  mdecenoy  been  applied  to  women  who, 
odcr  a  sense  of  duty,  have  gone  into 
t!b* hospitals,  putting  aside  the  feelings  of 
MX  which  might  be  disturbed,  and  which 
Bight  interfere  with  their  offering  their 
•mrioes  aa  the  nurses  of  suffering  huma- 
Bity?  And  can  the  charge  of  indecencv 
t>t  applied  when  we  are  discussing  poli- 
tical questions  that  may  affect  her  sons 
■ad  h«r  brothers?  It  is  called  inde- 
MMy,  because  woman  gives  up  her  native 
•biaking,  and  feels  bound  to  come  for- 
rad  and  express  how  remiss  we  men 
^ve  been  in  performing  our  duty.  I 
aow  oome  to  matters  affecting  this  vote 
nf  the  House.  We  understand  that 
tlMre  has  been  some  sort  of  partnership 
or  co-operation  formed  between  the  solid, 
immovable,  material  spirit  of  Oonsorva- 
tiflB  and  the  versatile  ever-aotive  spirit 
oTpolttioal  progress.  This  is  an  extra- 
maaiy  partnership,  started  upon  an 


extraordinary  basis,  with  very  little  in 
common  between  the  parties.  The 
question  is,  whether  this  thing  is  right 
or  not.  No  one  has  ventured  to  question 
the  intellectual  capacity  of  women  to 
exercise  this  vote.  Borne  have  got  a 
notion  of  what  some  foolish  women 
may  do.  I  am  sure  if  you  deprive 
all  the  foolish  men  of  the  franchise 
who  now  possess  it  and  substitute  the 
capable  women,  there  would  be  more 
than  room  enough  for  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  sex  you  are  trying  to 
keep  out.  You  admit  that  they  are 
capable  for  the  school  board.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Tamworth  (Mr.  Hanbury) 
tells  us  that  it  is  a  clear  gain  to  the  com- 
munity that  women  should  be  on  school 
boards.  Education  is  the  power  through 
which  we  all  derive  our  pretended  know- 
ledge to  judge  of  State  affairs.  What  is 
any  one  of  us  stripped  of  his  knowledge  ? 
We  consider  ourselves  very  superior,  out 
we  have  admitted  that  women  are  not  in- 
ferior to  ourselves  in  that  respect.  Is 
there,  then,  any  reason  why  women 
should  have  the  franchise  ?  There  are 
many  things  in  which  women  remain 
at  a  disadvantage  at  law,  owing  to 
laws  made  by  men.  If  woman  is  ad- 
mitted to  have  great  influence,  why  can- 
not she  g^ve  her  vote,  feeling,  and  in- 
fluence upon  many  questions  of  the  day  ? 
Nobody  pretends  that  there  are  not  many 
questions  upon  which  women  might  bo 
heard  witn  very  great  benefit.  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
Halifax  fMr.  Stansfeld)  singled  out  a 
woman  wno,  to  his  honour  be  it  said, 
did  a  largo  amount  of  servico  of  a  very 
valuable  kind  for  ono  of  the  public  De- 
partments. Such  instances  should  be 
quoted  to  hon.  Morabers  to  show  that  it 
is  not  to  be  denied  that  women  are  per- 
fectly capable  of  exercising  the  franchise. 
Will  any  man  who  knows  anything  of 
the  question  pretend  that  the  state  of 
the  law  in  regard  to  women's  property 
is  right  as  it  stands  ?  I  say  that  it  is 
not.  Are  your  laws  of  marriage  such  as 
recommona  themselves  entirely  to  the 
women  of  the  Three  Kingdoms.  I  trow 
not ;  but,  at  all  events,  before  you  mend 
them,  you  should  get  the  refiections  of 
the  most  capable  among  them.  There 
are  Professions  to  enter.  Are  women 
to  enter  them?  are  women  to  have 
avenues  to  fortune  ?  and  is  the  expression 
of  their  intellectual  enerp;y  to  bo  only 
dependent  upon  the  almsgiving  of  men  f 
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Thej  aak  it  as  a  right.  It  is  iirged  as 
a  reason  against  female  suffrage  that 
women  are  indirectly  represented  bj 
their  husbands  and  brothers.  From  this 
side  of  the  House  it  is  monstrous  to  hear 
suoh  an  argument.  It  is  feared  that  we 
should  submit  to  the  mortification  of 
finding  female  suffrage  disadvantageous 
to  the  Liberal  Party.  That  which  was 
no  argument  when  it  came  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House  is  now  employed 
against  the  admissionof  aclass.  [*'NoI"] 
"  No/'  says  an  hon.  Member.  Let  us 
call  it  sex,  or  category,  or  whatever  you 
will,  tlie  injustice  remains  the  same.  It 
is  said  that  if  these  women  were  ad* 
mitted,  there  is  an  end  to  Liberal  Gt>- 
vemments  for  a  long  time  to  come. 
When  that  potent  voice  which  is  now 
speaking  against  us  demanded  the  ex- 
tension of  the  suffrage,  the  answer  from 
that  side  of  the  House  was — '*  They  are 
not  fit  for  it."  They  dreaded  that  it 
would  give  strength  to  the  Liberal  ranks. 
We  trampled  upon  and  disdained  that 
argument  then.  Are  my  hon.  Friends  to 
bo  pressed  by  powerful  interest  to  abstain 
from  recording  their  votes,  because  the 
measure  will  give  strength  to  the  Con- 
servative ranks?  I  should  have  done 
with  the  Liberal  creed  for  ever  if  I 
thought  it  depended  upon,  not  whether 
the  measures  which  we  are  able  to  pass 
are  measures  of  justice,  but  whether 
they  are  likely  to  return  us  to  power  and 
keep  us  there  when  we  are  there.  I 
truQt  the  leading  men  on  this  side  of  the 
House  will  take  a  nobler  view  of  this 
question,  and  that  it  will  not  have  to  be 
recorded  of  the  Liberal  Party  that  it  was 
guided  by  any  such  consideration.  It 
will  cease  to  be  the  Liberal  Party  when 
it  ceases  to  welcome  every  fresh  acces- 
sion to  the  Constitution  created  by 
attending  to  the  just  claims  of  those 
outside,  and  to  remedy  the  evils  affecting 
those  already  included  within  it. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT :  Sir, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Stock- 
port (Mr.  Hopwood)  has  told  us  that 
women  are  in  a  subordinate  position.  I 
entirely  deny  that.  There  was  another 
point  on  which  he  touched,  and  I  cer- 
tainly should  have  thought  that  after 
his  remarks  upon  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tralee  (the  O'Donoghue), 
no  references  to  the  Contagious  Diseases 
Acts  would  have  been  made  by  him; 
because,  whatever  his  opinion  may  be, 
and  whatever  he  may  think  of  ladies 
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who  advocate  the  repeal  of  thoae  provi- 
sions, I  will  only  say  this  moob,  and  I 
believe  I  am  speaking  the  (^union  of  al- 
most all  in  this  House,  aa  well  aa  of  the 
educated  portion  of  the  ladies  of  the 
country — tnat  they  had  better  leave  to 
men  any  agitation  in  regard  to  tvch 
cases.    Let  us  look  how  the  case  stands. 
It  has  been  before  the  ooontry  now  fur 
some  time,  and  the  question  is,  has  it 
made  progress,  or  has  it  gone  back  ?    I 
appeal  to  the  House,  as  I  would  a^ietl 
to  the  country,  when  I  say  that,  not- 
withstanding   all    that   mj   hon.    tad 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Maiyle- 
bone  (Mr.  Forsyth)  has  said,  and  not- 
withstandinff  the  meetings  thjat  he  hu 
talked  of,  this  movement  has  not  mad<> 
progress  in  the  countey.     It  has  nut 
made  progress  in  the  H!ouse ;  and  whj, 
the  n>eech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tuo- 
worth  (Mr.  Hanbuir^  will  show.    H« 
has  thought  about  this  matter ;  be  bsi 
seen  what  the  logical  oonsequenoea  mn^ 
be  of  passing  such  a  Bill  as  this.    Dow 
the  hon.  Member  for  Manoheater  (Ur. 
Jacob  Briffht)  tell  me  that  having  psaied 
such  a  Bin  as  this  he  is  prepared  to  stop 
there  ?    No ;  everyone  anows  that  tb 
movement  will  go  on.    It  would  be  sb- 
surd  to  say  that  women  who  have  pro- 
perty of  their  own  should  lose  the  ngiit 
of  voting  by  maniage,  and  the  anfnin' 
chisement  of  married  women  will  vmb 
by-and-by.    Then  will  come  the  auci- 
tion  of  a  seat  in  this  House.    I  shall  wA 
go  into  that  matter ;  but  thoae  who  hsTv 
uou^ht  over  it,  have  re-oonaidered  th« 
opimons  they  formerly  held,  and  the 
division  to-day  will  present  a  very  dif- 
ferent complexion  mun  hitherto.    Fsr 
be  it  from  me  to  say  that  women  sra 
not  usef^  in  regard  to  education;  £v 
more  so  than  men.      ['*  Hear,  hear!''] 
Yes,  in   their  own  position:    but  tht 
great  question  is  whether,  if  yon  han 
50    men   and   three    or    £oar   wobub 
mixed  up  together— as  is  the  case  at  soj 
rate  on  tne  great  School  Board — ^womtn 
may  not  say  what  they  ^easa ;  and  whe- 
ther, when  the  gallantnr  of  men  is  otllsd 
into  account,  women  have  not  a  ray 
fl;reat   advantage.     In    cases   of  thst 
kind,  I  would  venture  to  saj  that  th« 
more  you  try  to  introduce  saoh  ohaogss. 
the  worse  it  wiU  be,  not  only  for  tham, 
but  for  this  oountry.    Now  let  me  go 
farther.     The  hon.  and  learned  Usia* 
her  for  Marylebone  has  said  thai  one- 
seventh  of  the  land  of  this  oountry  abofo 
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u  held  by  women.  I  ahould 
like  htm  to  hare  gone  more  closely  into 
tkfll  calouUtion,  for  I  deny  it  entirely, 
aad  eome  etatistiofl  mijKbt  oe  brought  to 
liiow  that  it  has  no  ^undation  in  faot. 
Nohrithtta&ding  all  that  he  has  said 
iboot  the  increase  of  interest  on  this 

SMtion  throughout  the  country,  I  say 
myself,  as  a  humble  individiuJ,  that 
I  bare  adced  women  of  every  position 
in  life,  from  the  highest  to  the  lowest — 
I  may  have  be^i  unfortunate  in  the 
mlsction  of  those  I  asked*— but  I  have 
new  found  one  individual  woman  who 
hss  a  wish  to  possess  this  franchise,  and 
that  is  the  main  point.    Until  you  can 
ihow  that  the  majority  of  our  fellow- 
oooatrywomen  want  the  franchise,  you 
aa^  oome  here  as  often  as  you  like 
vith    a    Bill   like    that   of    the    hon. 
Member  for  Manchester,  but  you  will 
Asvsr  carry  that  Bill  in  this  House. 
Notwithstanding  all  that,  the  hon.  and 
lisned   Member  for  Marylebone   has 
mid,  I  believe,  that  not  even  in  another 
Ptoliamant  will  a  Bill  of  this  kind  have 
s  bitter  chance  than  it  has  in  the  pre- 
MDt  Pariiament.    Here  is  the  mistake 
vkkh  many  hon.  Members  of  Parlia- 
msot  make.     They  go  down  to  their 
eaastitttency  and  hear  a  most  respect- 
sbie,  and  no  doubt,  perhaps,  a  highly- 
•ifansted  few  demana  that  woman  suf- 
frige  shall  be  granted,  and  some  are 
feoEsh  enough  to  comply  in  the  request 
tUl  they  should  support  the  Bill    But 
fCMtr  oonstituents  as  a  body  look  to  you 
wbo  represent  them  not  to  be  guided  by 
tay  small  section  or  clique.     If  it  be 
tne  that  the  large  majority  of  women 
in  this  oountry  do  not  desire  the  fran- 
Aise,  I  say  that  it  will  be  a  very  distant 
6aj  bdbre  the  franchise  is  granted  in 
this  oooatry.    I  see  the  hon.  Member 
kn  Hukjktj  (Mr.  Fawcett)  in  his  place. 
He  is  one  of  those  who  advocate  most 
itnmi^y  the  education  of  children  in 
nvil  districts.    Ishouldlike  to  askhim 
whether  he  thinks  a  woman,  the  mother 
of  a  family,  ought  to  bear  the  same  bur- 
4«a  as  men,  and  should  go  out  into  the 
fiaUs  to  earn  money  in  support  of  these 
cUldraa;  or  whether  he  u  not  one  of 
those  who,  knowing  the  value  of  woman 
ta  her  sphere  and  in  her  own  house, 
voeld  rather  that  she  stayed  at  home  to 
do  that  which  is  absolutely  necessary 
ior  the  well-being,    contentment,  and 
hspmnem   of   her   husband   and   her 
emjdraii,  rather  than  cam  money  in 


the  fields?  My  hon.  Friend  will  not 
dispute  that  argument;  and  will  see 
that  for  every  purpose  she  is  far  better 
at  home,  than  in  the  fields.  So  it 
is  at  a  General  Election.  It  is  said 
that  landlords  take  away  their  farms 
from  those  widows  who  have  not  got 
votes,  I  overheard  a  friend  of  mine, 
who  is  most  highly  respected,  and  who 
knows  the  details  of  this  matter  as  well 
as  any  man  in  the  House,  say  that  in  an 
adjoining  parish  to  him,  there  were  five 
widows,  and  not  one  of  them  had  been 
turned  out  of  their  farms  on  account  of 
not  having  votes.  I  would  venture  to 
ask  why,  if  these  women  and  such  as 
these  are  allowed  to  remain  on  their 
farms  for  the  benefit  of  their  children, 
you  should  enfranchise  women?  My 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Marylebone  touched  lightly  upon  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Memoer  for 
Birmingham  (hh,  John  Bright)  last 
year.  I  recollect  perfectly  weU  looking 
at  that  dock  last  year,  when  there  was 
ample  time  to  have  answered  that  speech, 
had  he  then  been  so  inclined.  But  he 
said,  as  they  were  inclined  to  go  to  a 
division,  he  would  not  answer  that 
speech.  Why,  it  was  a  very  difficult 
speech  to  answer.  I  am  glad  to  say  that 
in  regard  to  a  subject  so  vital  to  the 
interests  of  the  country,  we  have  that 
Egyptian  repose  which  we  are  said  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone)  to  exem- 
plify on  this  side  of  the  House.  I  al- 
ways thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  a  very  gallant  man  ;  but  I 
believe  ho  has  only  once  voted  on  Ihis 
question,  and  then  he  voted  against  the 
ladies.  Thus  we  have  two  distmguished 
Liberals  who  are  Egyptians,  and  favour 
repose  in  this  matter,  rather  ^an  Grecian 
progress.  Well,  that  is  a  great  point  to 
be  gained.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Birmingham  in  his 
speech  dealt  conclusively  with  the  in- 
terests of  women,  and  with  a  generosity 
which  I  hope  he  will  extend  to  the 
much-abusea  dass  called  country  gen- 
tlemen, when  he  speaks  of  them  out  of 
the  House.  We  listened  in  rapt  atten- 
tion to  his  well-considered,  well-aelivered 
arguments — always  so  much  to  the  point, 
and  never  was  he  more  to  the  point  than 
when  he  dwelt  upon  the  duties  of  women 
to  their  country,  and  showed  thai  it  was 
impossible  to  neglect  them  without  detri- 
ment to  themselves — and  when  he  called 
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up  those  feelings  that  eyerj  man  has  ex- 
perienoed  when  he  has  been  in  difficulty 
and  trouble,  and  has  looked  back  to  the 
words  spoken  bj  mother,  wife,  sister,  or 
daughter,  we  could  not  but  feel  that  it 
was  not  for  them  to  be  mixed  up  in  the 
tumult  of  popular  elections,  and  that 
the  great  majority  of  the  women  of  this 
country  look  to  us  to  protect  them  in 
those  rights  and  privileges  they  now 
enjoy,  and  not  to  force  upon  them  that 
which  they  do  not  desire. 

Mr.  M*LAEEN  said,  he  should  not 
have  risen  to  address  the  House,  but  for 
the  fact  that  the  hon  Member  for  Tralee 
(the  O'Donoghue)  had  stated  that  few 
public  meetings  had  been  held  in  favour 
of  the  Bill,  and  also  for  a  remark  made 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  who 
had  just  sat  down  (Sir  Walter  Barttelot), 
that  he  never  knew  any  woman  who 
desired  the  franchise.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  said  he  had  spoken  to 
women  in  all  ranks  of  life,  from  the 
highest  to  the  lowest,  and  never  met  one 
who  desired  to  have  the  franchise.  His 
(Mr.  McLaren's)  exoerience  being  dis- 
tinctly contrary,  he  thought  it  his  duty 
to  inform  the  House  that  there  were  two 
views  of  that  question.  He  had  pre- 
sented a  number  of  Petitions  to  the 
House  on  the  subject,  among  them 
several  from  women  householders  in  the 
city  he  had  the  honour  to  represent, 
numbering  in  all  900.  He  had  observed 
also  that  a  Petition  had  been  presented 
from  Aberdeen,  signed  by  600  women 
householders  in  favour  of  the  measure. 
One  of  those  Petitions  he  had  presented 
to-day.  Having  heard  of  the  high  posi- 
tion of  the  ladies  who  had  signed  it,  he 
thought  he  would  send  it  to  the  surveyor 
of  the  local  rates  to  have  it  verified,  in 
order  that  he  might  see  the  real  position 
of  the  parties  signing  it.  He  thought  it 
would  interest  some  hon.  Membm  of 
the  House  to  know  the  facts.  About 
100  names  were  appended  to  that  Peti- 
tion, which  was  now  on  the  Table  of  the 
House;  but  of  these  about  12  lived 
beyond  the  ratepaying  oirde  of  the 
burgh,  or  were  married  ladies.  These 
were  struck  out,  and  the  survevor  sent 
back  the  Petition  with  the  rental  of  each 
house  affixed  to  the  margin.  All  the 
houses  were  occupied  by  widows  or  un- 
married ladies.  The  result  of  the  sur- 
vevor's  report,  founded  on  the  rateable 
value  of  each  house,  was  that  from 
houses  of  £20  to  £30  in  value  there 
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were  eight  signatures,  from  £30  to  £60 
a-year  20,  from  £60  to  £100  %^jmx  23, 
from  £100to£160  a-year  22,  from  £160 
to  £200    a-year  5,    and   above   £200 
a-year  1.     Mon.  Members  would  bear 
in  mind  that  he  was  not  dealing  with 
the  high-rented  houses  in  London.    The 
figures  must  be  compared  by  thoae  who 
know  them  with  the  rental  of  houses  is 
the  large  provincial  towns,  and  when 
they  found  that  ladies  occupying  hossM 
of  the  kind  indicated  by  his  fi|^ares  had 
signed  a  Petition  in  fitvour  of  female 
suffirage,  he  thought  it  would  remore 
the  impression  which    existed    in   the 
minds  of  some  hon.  Members,  that  be- 
cause they  had  not  met  with  ladies  who 
desire  the    franchise,    no    such    ladies 
existed.    The  position  of  those  ladiM 
showed  that  they  must  have  large  in- 
comes, or  they  could  not  occupy  housM 
of  that  kind.    Other  Petitions  had  been 
presented  by  himself  and  his  OoUeagoes, 
from  Edinburgh,  signed  by  62  mMical 
men,  14  barrators,  39  ministers  of  r«* 
ligion,  and  139  persons  engaged  in  edu- 
cation.   Within  the  last  few  years  no- 
merous  public  meetings  had  been  haU 
on  the  subject  in  the  dty;  and  within 
the  last  year  a  different  class  of  meet- 
ings had  been  brought  about.    Ladies 
of  the  class  to  whicm  he  had  referred 
had  called  meetings  of  ladies  in  titfir 
drawing-rooms,  and  1 9  of  those  meeting* 
had  been  held,  from  which  Petitions  hid 
been  sent  up.    He  thought  those  fi^rts 
showed  that  a  great  interest    exiited 
in  certain  quarters  in    favour  of  th4 
movement,  and  the  facts  by  which  he 
had  verified  one  of  the  Petitions  indi- 
cated that  the  interest  existed  also  anwog 
ladies  of  the  highest  class.    He  might 
mention  a  fact  concerning  the  ladies  who 
had  been  interested  in  getting  up  Peti- 
tions.   It  was  stated  by  a  lea£nR  newi- 
paper  in  Edinburgh  that  several  name* 
naa  been  added  to  a  Petition  by  an  in* 
discreet  canvasser,  in  the  absence  from 
home  of  the  persons  who  purported  to 
have  signed.  The  seoretair  of  the  Ladies' 
Committee  investigated  the  matter,  and 
it  turned  out  to  be  so ;  and  thou^  3,000 
names  had  been  collected,  inoluding  per- 
haps 150  or  160  spurious  names,  the 
Ladies'  Committee   resolved   that  the 
Petition  should  be  destroyed.  They  were 
indignant  at  the  idea  of  spurious  name* 
being  appended  to  their  Petition*    It 
would  be  quite  against  their  ideas,  and 
in  their  view  disoreditaUe,  that  they 
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ihoold  be  the  means  of  sending  up  Peti- 
tms  which  were  not  in  every  respect 
goniae.  He  belicTed  few  instances  had 
oeeurred  in  petitioning  the  House  daring 
t^  last  SO  or  80  years  in  which  any 
koo.  Member  could  say  that  a  Petition  of 
3,000  signatures  was  destroyed  because, 
bjthe  indiscretion  of  one  canrasser,  160 
or  160  spurious  names  had  been  ap- 
pflnded  to  it.  He  did  not  wish  to  argue 
ths  main  Question.  His  object  in  rising 
was  merely  to  state  these  few  facts,  and 
kaTs  them  to  make  their  own  impres- 
Non  upon  the  minds  of  hon.  Members. 

Ma.  BALFOUR:  Sir,  whether  the 
hen.  Member  for  Tralee  (the  O'Dono- 
fhne)  was  right  or  not  in  taking  the 
■mewhat  jocose  line  he  did,  I  shall  not 
dslermine ;  I  shall  only  address  myself 
to  the  reason  of  the  House.  But,  before 
eoming  to  the  subject  in  hand,  I  must 
aske  a  remark  upon  the  line  of  argument 
tsksn  bythe  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Msiylebone  (Mr.  Forsyth ^  when  he  com- 
BMoted  upon  the  speecn  of  the  hon. 
Msmber  for  Tamworth  (Mr.  Hanbury). 
He  aoonsed  my  hon.  Friend  of  incon- 
ristsnoy,  because  no  new  arguments  had 
bsso  brought  forward ;  and  seemed  to 
tkink  it  absurd  that  a  man,  after  being 
made  acquainted  with  an  argument, 
ihoald  alter  his  opinion  as  to  the  value 
of  that  argument.  My  hon.  Friend  was 
ao  doubt  acquainted  with  these  opinions 
whm  he  was  in  favour  of  the  BiU ;  and 
tks  ehanffe  U  not  owing  to  his  having 
4isoofvered  new  arguments,  but  simply 
bseauie  he  has  altered  his  estimate  of 
ths  value  of  these  arguments  in  deter- 
rainiag  this  question.  I  think  that  the 
Bill  introduces  a  great  change  in  our 
Gooititutional  system.  There  is  no  coun- 
tiy  in  the  world  that  has  adopted  woman 
raitrage.  In  those  parts  of  America 
vksre  it  has  been  adopted  it  has  not 
bssii  an  unqualified  success.  Nobody 
etn  bdieve  that  there  will  be  any  danger 
to  the  State  firom  a  rising  of  women;  but 
vs  have  to  consider  whether  the  ma- 
chinenr  of  representation  will  be  im- 
provsa  by  this  alteration  or  not.  We 
wrs  to  consider  whether  the  somewhat 
wmbnms  and  difllcult  machine  called 
popular  government  will  work  more 
wwthlv  and  with  better  results  if  we 
aske  this  alteration,  than  if  we  do  not 
aske  it.  Now,  I  appeal  to  the  House, 
whether  adding  women  to  the  electoral 
ToU  in  any  large  numbers  would  render 
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dangerous  scene  than  it  is  at  present. 
What  would  be  the  result  when  passions 
run  high,  and  when  almost  everything 
but  Party  considerations  are  left  out  of 
account  ?  What  would  be  the  condition 
of  ordinary  women  ?  How  many  would 
go  to  the  poU,  except  those  whose  poli- 
tical ardour  is  such  as  to  make  them 
brave  the  dangers  which  are  sufficiently 
deterrent  to  men  ?  And  I  think  many 
women  will  see  that  politics  are  not  a 
very  desirable  field  of  exertion  for  them. 
One  of  the  greatest  evils  we  have  to  con- 
tend with  is  the  bitter  feeling  that  rises 
between  friends  and  neighoours  who 
take  opposite  sides  on  political  questions. 
Everybody  who  has  had  to  do  with  dis- 
tricts where  political  passions  run  high 
will  know  how  often  old  friendships  are 
dissolved  in  consequence.  These  oitter 
feelings  would,  if  this  Bill  passed,  be  in- 
troduced into  the  home.  Contests  would 
not  be  so  much  between  neighbour  and 
neighbour,  and  between  friend  and  friend, 
as  between  husband  and  wife.  I  think 
I  am  justified  in  treating  with  contempt 
all  ideas  of  remedying  this  evil  by  limi- 
tations of  the  woman  sufifrage.  1  need 
not  suppose  the  exclusion  of  married 
women,  and  I  say  that  if  you  include 
them,  you  introduce  into  the  homes  of 
England  new  and  most  dangerous  ele- 
ments of  discord  and  strife.  There  is 
one  argument  which  ought  always  to  bo 
weighea  when  we  are  considering  whe- 
ther any  new  class  should  be  a£nitted 
to  the  sufi&age  of  the  country — the  state- 
ment that  there  are  questions  deeplv 
affecting  the  unenfranchised  class  which 
the  enfranchised  class  refuse  to  settle. 
If  such  a  statement  is  true,  it  supplies, 
no  doubt,  an  argument  for  the  admission 
of  the  unenfranchised  class.  This  Argu- 
ment may  be  used  with  special  effect 
against  myself,  because  I  have  always 
supported  Bills  in  favour  of  women,  and 
on  one  occasion  I  brought  forward  a  Bill 
for  the  benefit  of  women.  I  have  alwavs 
advocated  the  abolition  of  any  restric- 
tions on  their  medical  education,  and 
the  other  day  I  brought  forward  a  mea- 
sure for  giving  to  women  educational 
advantajipes  which  are  now  confined  to 
men.  1  feel,  therefore,  that  some  may 
say — ''You  brought  forward  this  mea* 
sure;  you  think  therefore  women  are 
deprived  of  some  advantages  by  the  ao« 
tion  of  men,  and  you  are  bound  to  give 
women  that  voice  in  the  country  which 
may  result  in  the  redress  of  these  par- 
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tioular  grievaBoes."  I  think  I  have  two 
answers  to  that — the  subjeots  of  the 
grievances  are  not  of  such  magnitude 
and  weiffht  that  it  is  worth  while  or  even 
justifiable  to  alter  the  Constitution  of  the 
country  in  order  that  such  measures  may 
pass.  The  salvation  of  the  country  or 
the  happiness  of  women  does  not  depend 
upon  their  medical  degrees  for  instance. 
There  is  a  second  argument  that  weighs 
with  me  more  than  that.  In  brin^n^ 
forward  such  measures  we  who  hold 
these  views  meet  with  considerable  oppo- 
sition, and  our  opponents  are  as  fertile 
in  jokes  as  in  arguments.  But  the  oppo- 
sition which  is  encountered  in  this  House 
by  those  who  favour  women  su£Erage  is 
as  nothing  to  the  opposition  g^ven  by 
ordinary  women  on  the  subject.  T^ 
to  any  woman  of  your  own  acquaintance 
chosen  at  haphazard,  and  you  will  get  a 
far  more  violent  attack  upon  this  mea- 
sure than  you  have  ever  neard  in  this 
House.  On  that  ground  alone  I  should 
be  disposed  to  consider  with  suspicion 
any  effort  to  give  this  privilege  to 
women.  Then  what  are  the  particular 
questions  in  which  women  have  shown 
interest  ?  There  was  never  a  more  vio- 
lent or  unscrupulous  agitation  than  that 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Tamworth 
(Mr.  Hanbury)  referred.  Well,  it  was 
entirely  originated  by  women,  who  ad- 
vocated on  humanitarian  principles  a 
course  against  the  judgment,  common- 
sense,  and  the  best  interests  of  mankind. 
When  we  consider  that  such  questions 
as  these  would  be  likely  to  be'  brought 
before  a  woman-suffrage  Parliament,  I 
think  the  House  will  affree  that  there  is 
not  sufficient  reason  for  making  ^is 
great  change  in  the  law  of  the  country. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M*KENNA :  I  wish  to 
explain  here  that  I  shall  give  my  vote 
in  favour  of  this  Bill.  It  is  too  much 
the  habit  in  our  debates  to  discuss  not 
the  Bill  immediately  before  us,  but  that 
particular  condition  of  things  which 
each  individual  speaker  proniosticatea 
will  be  brought  aoout  if  su<m  Bill  be- 
comes law.  In  this  case  it  has  been  said 
that  it  necessarily  means  the  enfran- 
chisement of  married  women.  Now, 
nothing  has  been  more  olearlv  denied  by 
those  who  introduced  the  Bill  and  those 
who  have  supported  it  than  that  there  is 
any  such  intention.  But  if  there  be  any- 
thmg  in  the  Bill  which  is  in  the  least 
degree  doubts  in  its  terms,  it  could  be 
eanly  remedied  in  Committee.  I,  for  one, 

Mr.  Bai/our 


would  not  support  the  BiU  if  I  bdiered 
it  would  introduce  the  possible  ooour* 
rence  of  a  divided  vote  between  husband 
and  wife  at  Parliamentary  elections.    I 
simply  understand  that  the  vote  which 
would  be  conceded  by  this  Bill  would  be 
quite  analogous  to  the  firandiise  now  en- 
joyed in  respect  to  municipal  elections, 
and  which  has  not  been  followed  by  a 
demand   to    assume   municipal  ofl&oei. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  Bart- 
telot)  has  made  some  remarks  in  reply 
to  an  observation  from  this  aide  of  tlw 
House,    denying   that    female    tenant- 
farmers  were  turned  out  of  their  faims 
and  replaced  by  male  tenants.    He  sajt 
he  knows  one  case  in  which  a  gentleman 
has  informed  him  that  he  had  no  lav 
than  five  widows  as  tenants.    I  ask  him 
whether  he  thinks  that  these  five  widom 
should  be  placed  in  such  a  position— as  I 
presume  he  meant  to  imply  that  thsy 
were  important  and  valuable  tenants— 
and  why  should  the  territory  of  which 
they  were  the  occupants,  they  having  § 
large  number  of  persons  under  them, 
only  have  Parliamentair  representatkm 
at  me  will  of  the  owner  *     If  you  do  not 
descend  to  manhood  suffitige,  for  whidi 
I  will  not  ask,  I  do  not  see  why  you 
should  not  give  a  property  sufi&age,  aad 
give  it  to  women  as  w^  as  to  men, 
except  in  the  case  where  the  woman  luu 
entered  with  her  eyes  open  into  a  can- 
tract  which  transfers  her  rights  to  bff 
husband.    I  cannot  conceive  that  this 
Bill  neoessarily  leads  one  step  foHhar 
than  to  enable  a  woman  to  vote.    No- 
body has  heard  of  an  alderwoman  as  s 
consequence  of  women  voting  in  mani- 
cipal  elections,  or  a   proposal  that  a 
woman  should  be  elected  mayor.    Whv, 
then,  should  it  be  a  dangerous  prindpte 
to  apply  to|the  Parliamentary  mnohise? 
Why  will  it  follow  from  the  BUI  that 
women  will  be  returned  to  Parliament? 
I  may  certainly  testify  to  the  tmc/t  that 
the  minority  of  the  women  of  my  ac- 
quaintance are  against  this  Bill*  and 
why?     Because   they  are   f(»tanatsly 
situated ;  they  feel  tfaemselvea  tdeiablj 
well  r^kresented  by  men  in  whom  diey 
have  confidence.     But  with  resneot  to 
the  straggling  class  of  women  who  art 
thrown  upon  the  world,  and  who  art 
struggling  in  some  kind  of  bpibssi, 
why  should  not  they  have  a  franofasss 
ocmferred  upon  them  which  would  make 
them  an  important  elmnent  in  onr  poli- 
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tkal  oommnnitj?  Therefore,  on  the 
gmnul  that  the  Bill  j^ropoees  a  cautious 
M«p  I  shall  support  it.  But  if  we  en- 
frtaohisa  those  women  who  are  now 
«atitled  to  the  municipal  franchise,  and 
if  after  a  ^ear  or  two  it  is  proved  to 
bs  an  infelicitous  change,  I  would  turn 
roiuid  and  vote  for  the  repeal  of  the  Bill. 
1  ibonld  be  quite  prepared  to  change 
aj  opinion  if  I  saw  good  ground ;  but 
■000  the  subject  was  introduced  by 
Mr.  Mill,  I  luiTe  seen  no  occasion  to 
skcr  the  favourable  views  I  then  en- 
tertained. 

Mm.  HENLET  said,  he  desired  to 
hffisd/  state  the  reasons  which  induced 
htm  to  ffive  support  to  the  principle  of 
tbs  BilL  It  was  not  long  since  the 
Ligislatiire  entrusted  or  imposed  the 
noniflipal  £randiise  upon  the  women  of 
England ,  That  was  done,  so  far  as  he 
isooUeoted,  almost  smto  moiu  by  the 
Ligislature,  without  any  great  amount 
of  nrassnre  from  without.  What  was 
Umit  experience  of  that  change?  Had 
■sjT  of  tnose  events  occurred  which  the 
pcohfic  brains  of  hon.  Members  who 
Lad  spoken  on  the  other  side  suggested 
u  a  consequence  of  the  admission  of 
vooen  to  the  lower  franchise?  He 
tkottght  not  And  yet  it  should  be  re- 
BMobered  that  not  only  did  political 
Wing  enter  into  all  munidpal  contests 
M  mitch  as  it  did  in  Parliamentary  dec- 
tioat,  but  with  the  former  there  were  also 
nixed  up  local  and  personal  considera- 
tiou  of  the  strongest  kind.  If,  then, 
tlis  szardse  of  the  franchise  was  to  take 
vomen  out  of  what  the  opponents  of  the 
Bill  ohose  to  call  their  sphere,  if  they 
vsre  to  be  disturbed  in  all  their  rela- 
tions of  life,  in  all  those  good  qualities 
which  they  possessed,  and  m  the  benefits 
wkioh  they  conferred  on  mankind  by  the 
sswcise  of  the  franchiie,  why  was  not 
nms  proof  oflered  that  the  granting  of 
Um  municipal  franchise  htSi  had  this 
dbct?    He  had  heard  no  attempt  to 

C  anything  of  the  kind.  He  con- 
he  wss  more  weighed  by  facts 
than  by  opinions.  When  he  had  seen 
far  Mfversl  years  the  operation  of  the 
msnidpal  extension  to  women,  and  when 
ks  remembered  that  they  had  alreadv 
chosen  by  Legislative  action  to  disturb 
the  quiet  waters  and  to  bring  women 
into  all  the  turmoil  of  life  in  these  mu- 
sic^ elections,  which  were  annual, 
sad  he  saw  no  proof  in  any  single  detail 
of  the  opinion  that  the  extension  of  the 


same  privilege  to  the  Parliamentary 
franchise  womd  be  attended  with  oonse- 
ouenoes  at  all  inconvenient,  he  was  in- 
duced to  support  the  principle  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill.  He  woula  not  commit  himself 
to  the  approval  of  any  of  its  details,  but  if 
the  principle  was  once  settled,  the  details 
might  be  easily  arranged,  and  amended, 
if  necessary,  in  Committtee. 

Mb.  BEEE8F0HD  HOPE  began  by 
expressing  his  satisfaction  at  seeing  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr. 
Henley)  once  more  in  his  place ;  but  he 
was  sorry  to  say  he  could  not  agree  with 
him  in  ms  arjg^ments  in  support  of  the 
Bill.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman  had 
appealed  to  some  short  experience  of  the 
municipal  franchise  as  a  test  of  how  Hue 
Parliamentary  franchise  would  be  used 
by  women ;  but,  in  the  first  place,  the  sort 
of  business  which  came  before  municipal 
bodies  was  generallvonly  administrative. 
But,  in  the  second  place,  the  giving  of  the 
municipal  franchise  to  women  was  acci- 
dental, not  deliberate,  and  the  circum- 
stances attending  it  did  not  constitute 
any  precedent  for  taking  flirUier  steps 
in  the  same  direction.  At  the  time 
when  the  Bill  which  gave  women  the 
municipal  franchise  was  brouf^ht  in, 
hon.  Members  were  not  so  vigilant  at 
late  hours  of  the  night  as  they  were 
now.  The  hon.  Member  for  Manchester 
(Mr.  Jacob  Bright)  came  down  like  a 
wolf  on  the  fold,  and  pushed  it  through 
in  the  small  hours  wnen  no  one  knew 
what  it  really  contained.  But  even  had 
it  been  proved  to  work  well,  that  would 
have  little  bearing  on  the  question. 
He  did  not  think  it  had  done  good,  and 
the  riffht  hon.  Oentleman  did  not  think 
it  had  done  harm ;  but,  in  fact,  it  had 
been  tried  for  so  short  a  time  that  they 
could  not  be  said  to  know  much  about  it 
yet.  Municipal  success  might  be  Par- 
liamentary oead-lock.  If  by  any  con- 
vulsion the  present  Members  were  turned 
out  of  that  House  and  those  benches 
filled  with  the  members  of  the  municipal 
bodies  of  England,  he  did  not  think  uat 
it  would  be  a  good  change  for  the  coun- 
try. The  duties  of  such  bodies,  re- 
spectable as  they  mi^ht  be,  were  not 
legislative,  but  administrative ;  the  Le- 
gislature laid  various  duties  upon  them, 
which  they  Ailfilled  according  to  their 
ability ;  but  such  petty  business  in  mak- 
ing bye-laws,  as  might  come  within  ihmr 
competence,  was  very  different  indeed 
fhnnthebindinglegislatioaforwhichPar- 
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liament  existed.  Again,  he  must  obseire 
that  it  was  just  about  the  series  of  ques- 
tions bearing  on  moral  and  social  policy 
which  naturally  came  within  the  pro- 
vince of  the  House  that  women's  mmds 
were  most  excitable,  and  on  which  women 
therefore  might  not  be  the  best  qualified 
to  act  or  speak  judicially.  Therefore,  even 
if  it  was  proved  that  the  character  and 
action  of  these  municipal  bodies  were 
improved  by  the  admission  of  women  to 
the  lower  franchise,  it  would  prove  no- 
thing as  to  admitting  them  to  the  higher 
one.     He  did  not  set  much  value  on  the 
support  of  the  Bill  by  the  hon.'  and 
learned    Member    for    Stockport    (Mr. 
Hopwood),  who  seemed  surprised  at  what 
he  called  the  increased  bitterness  of  the 
opposition.    The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman talked  of  forms  of  argument  suited 
to  the  infancy  of  a  measure,  but  inap- 
propriate to  its  maturity.     Had  he,  how- 
ever, never  heard  of  a  measure  reaching 
its  second  childhood  ?    As  for  the  hon. 
Member    for    Toughal    (Sir     Joseph 
M'Kenna),  he  showed  that  he  little  un- 
derstood what  he  was  doing.     He  said 
that  the  Bill  was  intended  primarily  for 
the  relief  and  protection  of  wives  of  the 
struggling  classes.     He  (Mr.  B.  Hope) 
would  like  to  know  how  humble  and  in- 
dustrious wives  of  the  struggling  olaQses 
were  to  be  benefited  by  giving  the  fran- 
chise to  the  prosperous  unmarried  owner 
of  the  villa  and  brougham  ?  But  the  hon. 
Gentleman  said — "Try  the  experiment, 
and  if  it  fails  you  can  take  away  the 
vote  again."     Unconsciously  the  hon. 
Gentleman  showed  with  how  little  serious 
respect  he  treated  his  clients.     Who 
ever  breathed  a  suggestion  of  taking 
away  the  sufi&age  m>m   any   class  of 
voters  whom  he  really  respected,  and  in 
whose  enfranchisement  he  had  taken  a 
part?     Who  would  dare  make  such  a 
proposal  when  the  voters  were  men,  and 
stand  the  howl  of  indignation  at  such 
re*actionary  sentiments  r    And  yet  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  lightness  of  his 
heart,  proposed  so  to  treat  lovely  woman, 
whom  he  would  enfranchise  one  Session 
and  degrade  in  another.    This  movement 
had  been  artificial  from  the  beginning ;  it 
had  worn  two  faces— one  turned  to  the 
Conservatives  and  the  other  to  the  Badi- 
oals.    It  was  the  old  legend  of  Una  and 
Duessa.    On  the  one  side,  appeals  were 
made  as  to  the  folly  of  excluding  ladies 
of  property  and  intelligence  firom  the 
sufiurage,  and  propheoiea  were  hazarded 
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as    to   the    stability   and    tranquillity 
which  such  votes  would  contribute  to 
public   affairs.     On  the  other,  it  was 
plainly    put    forward    as    part   of    a 
movement    by    which    mere    numbers 
were  to  be  made  everything,  and  which 
deliberately  proposed  to  trample  down 
all  differences  in  society,  all  which  could 
qualify  or  modify  the  mere  process  of 
ruling  by  countmg  heads.     Why  did 
the  hon.  and  learnt  Member  for  Man'- 
lebone  give  up  the  charge  of  the  Bill? 
Of  course,  plausible  reasons  had  been  as- 
signed ;  but  he  was  sure  it  was  that  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  oould  no  longer 
stand  the    competing  elements  within 
the  movement.    The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Marylebone  was  a  squire  of 
dames,  but  he  was  also  a  sound  consti- 
tutional lawyer,  and  he  found  his  posi- 
tion untenable.      But  they  had  direct 
evidence  as  to  what  the  women  sufi&age 
would  end  in.    He  was  aware  that  the 
advance  guard,  in  Parliament,  of  the 
movement  were  not  yet  professed  agita- 
tors for  universal  suffirage;  but  he  was 
sure  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester would  never  refuse  to  to  down 
any  incline,   however  steep,  wnich  he 
saw  open  before  him.     They  all  knew 
and  respected  the  name  of  Mr.  Hare,  who 
had  produced  several  beautiful  theoretic 
schemes  of  representation,  which  some- 
how or  other  had    never   commended 
themselves  in  practice.    Almost  the  onlj 
region  where  a  part  of  his  scheme  had 
been  attempted  to  be  carried  out  was 
Denmark,  and  there,  during  some  recent 
debates,  the  Speaker  of  ue  Chamber 
would  not  allow  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer   to  open  his  own  Budget! 
Well,  about  two  years  ago  a  deputation 
from  the  Adult  Suffirage  League  waited 
upon  Mr.  Hare.    The  names  of  the  de- 
putation were  not  amouK    those  who 
nad   hitherto   been    much    known  in 
public  life,  but  he  had  no  doubt,  for  all 
that,  that  they  were  entitled  to  can7 
weight.    One  was  a  Mr.  Shipton,  and 
the  other  bore  the  remarkable  name  of 
Smith— Mr.  Smith.      Now,  Mr.  Hare 
was  a  supporter  of  women's  suffrage, 
and  he  stated  to  Mr.  Shipton  and  Hr. 
Smith    that  he  was  glaa  to  see  that 
they  did  not  call  themselves  the  Han- 
hood   Suffrage  League,  but  the  Adnlt 
Suffrage  League,   because  he  thought 
that  every  woman  was  entitled  to  a  vote 
as  much   as  every  man.      Mr.   Hare 
stated  this  on  behalf  of  the  Women's 
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BtBtBgB  League,  and,  to  fiar  aa  he  waa 
the  moothpieoe  of  that  body,  he  com- 
biaed.  in  conoert  with  Mr.  Shipton  and 
Mr.  Smith,  to  commit  the  movement  to  a 
doctrine  of  mxflVage  infinitely  more  ex- 
trtme  than  had  eyer  been  breathed  in 
Franoe  or  in  America,  for  it  would  not 
be  manhood  auffirage,  but  human  race 
•uftage.  [**No,  no!"]  Very  well, 
thty  could  settle  aooounta  with  Mr.  Hare 
tiMoiielyee.  If  he  had  not  a  sincere 
raspeot  for  Mr.  Hare,  he  would  haye 
wed  more  uncomplimentary  lancruage 
about  the  project.  How  was  the  House 
of  Commons  to  stand  this  Janus-like  ap- 
peal to  property  and  intelligence  on  the 
one  hand,  to  the  dead  weight  of  mere 
ttttmbers  on  the  other  ?  No  doubt  when 
Mr.  Hare  expressed  the  opinion  he  did  as 
to  sdolt  sufl!i«ge,  he  qualined  it  with  some 
oo&ditions  as  to  education ;  but  some  of 
bis  own  friends  expressed  a  doubt  as  to 
vbether  such  limitations  could  be  carried 
out  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Msrylebone  said  that  the  admission  of 
woioen  to  yote  would  not  be  followed  by 
shsir  admission  to  a  seat  in  that  House ; 
bot  the  precedent  of  the  school  boards 
disproyed  that  comforting  assurance. 
As  long  as  there  were  no  Mhool  boards 
tad  no  women  members  on  them,  there 
mi^t  haye  been  some  plausibility  about 
ths  assertion.  But  the  precedent  of  the 
bttls  Parliament  on  the  Thames  Em- 
bankment settled  that  question.  The 
Act  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester 

STS  the  precedent  for  the  yote ;  the 
tneation  Act  supplied  a  similar  pre- 
cedent for  the  seat,  and  the  two  went 
]og;ically  together,  and  could  not  now 
be  eeptfated  by  those  who  appealed  to 
tbs  municipal  franchise.  If  the  House 
psseed  the  fragment  of  women's  right 
expressed  in  this  Bill,  it  would  only  land 
itself  in  the  difficulties  which  always 
attended  being  brisk  in  giving  promises 
which  they  were  afrtud  of,  and  grudged 
tbe  oonclnsion.  The  other  side  grew  more 
and  more  bold  every  year ;  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester  really  pro- 
teased to  believe  they  would  be  satisfied 
vtth  his  Bill,  he  was  either  innocent 
beyond  his  a^  and  appearance,  or  crafty 
with  a  crafhness  that  could  be  easily 
seen  through. 

Ma.  JACOB  BBIOHT :  There  is  one 
part  of  the  somewhat  jocular  speech  of 
the  hen.  Member  for  the  Universi^  of 
Oambridtfe  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  which 
i&terssted  me.    He  told  us  that  if  the 


House  were  to  pass  this  Bill,  and  th« 
franchise  were  once  given,  it  would  be 
utterly  impossible  it  could  be  taken  back. 
That  seems  to  me  to  be  an  admission 
that,  if  women  do  not  now  strongly  de- 
sire the  franchise,  when  they  have  got 
it  they  will  very  soon  be  educated  to 
appreciate  its  advantaffes.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Hen- 
ley) made  one  of  his  sagacious  speeches 
in  defence  of  this  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  in  perfect  consistency  with 
his  own  past  conduct.  He  was  one  of 
the  first  men  in  this  House — I  do  not 
say  the  first — but  he  was  the  very  first 
man  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  who 
advocated  household  sufirage  years  ago. 
He  has  experienced  no  disappointment 
with  regard  to  the  results  of  household 
sufib*affe,  and  therefore  he  desires  to  have 
a  real  household  suffirage  which  will 
admit  all  householders  to  the  franchise. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the 
Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter 
Barttelot)  spoke  of  this  as  an  expiring 
question;  he  gave  us  the  idea  that  he 
thought  the  movement  would  come  to 
an  end;  but,  earnest  as  he  usually  is, 
there  was  in  his  speech  a  degree  of 
earnestness  unusual  even  for  him ;  and 
I  could  not  help  thinking  as  he  spoke, 
that  if  this  movement  were  coming  to  so 
sudden  a  termination,  such  earnestness 
was  absolutely  unneoessanr.  Another 
curious  reflection  suggested  by  the  debate 
is  this — it  seems  difficult  for  any  hon. 
Member  to  take  an  active  part  against 
this  Bill,  and  to  be  at  the  same  time  in 
harmony  with  his  constituency.  I  am 
told  that  tl^e  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
represents  a  perfect  paradise  of  a  con- 
stituency, in  which  there  has  not  been  a 
contest  for  venerations.  It  is  very  likely 
that  in  such  a  place  a  auestion  of  this 
kind,  being  comparatively  new,  has  not 
been  much  talked  of.  Last  year  I  had 
to  deal  with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Huddersfield  (Mr.  Leatbam),  and 
I  remember  showing  how  completely  his 
constituency  was  opposed  to  him ;  and  I 
might  do  the  same  with  regard  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Taunton 
(Sir  Henry  James)  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tamworth  fMr.  Hanbury).  I  re- 
ceived yesterday  a  letter  from  Tamworth, 
from  a  gentleman  I  do  not  know,  telling 
me  that  the  Town  Ooundl  of  Tamworth 
had,  within  the  last  week,  sent  up  a  Peti- 
tion to  the  hon.  Member,  signed  by  1 4  out 
of  the  1 6  members  of  the  Town  Uoundl ; 
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and  the  writer  stated  there  was  ooa- 
siderable  evidence  in  the  boronffh  of 
Tamworth  that,  ahhough  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber represented  the  constitaenoy  in 
almost  every  other  particular,  yet  in  this 
particular  matter  he  did  not  represent 
them.  We  have  all  heard  before  pro- 
bably eveiy  arg^oment  that  has  been 
urged  to-day  against  this  Bill ;  the  same 
arguments,  or,  if  not  the  same,  very 
similar  arguments,  have  been  org^ 
again  and  again  in  opposition  to  every 
measure  of  enfranchisement ;  but,  when 
public  opinion  became  ripe  for  those 
measures,  when  there  was  more  and 
more  pressure  out-of-doOTs,  those  argu- 
ments disappeared  like  vapour,  and  they 
who  employed  them  had  forgotten  that 
they  ever  made  use  of  them.  I  under- 
take to  say  the  day  will  come  when  we 
shall  hear  no  more  of  sudi  arguments 
here,  and  when  justice  will  be  done  to 
those  whose  cause  I  to-day  advocate.  I 
wish  to  refer  to  a  few  of  the  aYgpiments 
used  to-day.  We  have  been  Md  that 
women  do  not  care  for  this  matt^.  I  do 
not  mean  to  assert  that  this  question  is 
now  ripe  for  legislation — that  there  is^ 
that  kmd  of  pressure  in  the  country 
which  wwld  induce  the  House  at  once 
to  pass  a  measure  like  this.  I  take  no 
unreasonable  view  with  regard  to  it. 
But  let  us  look  at  the  indications  of 
opinion  in  favour  of  this  measure.  In 
the  first  place,  almost  every  woman,  who 
by  accident  has  been  placed  on  the  re- 
gister— and  in  various  parts  of  the  coun- 
try women  have  been  placed  upon  it — 
have  voted  as  eagerly  as  men.  Some 
have  voted  for  hon.  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House,  and  some  for  hon. 
Members  on  this  side.  Further,  they 
have  asserted,  in  vexy  large  numbers, 
their  claim  to  be  put  upon  the  register, 
making  those  damis  in  the  belief  that 
they  had  a  right  to  vote,  and  defending 
them  before  the  Courts  as  men  have 
defended  theirs.  Judgment  was  given 
against  them  in  those  Courts,  and  what 
did  they  do  next?  They  took  their  case 
to  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  not  capri- 
eiously,  but  because  they  believed  tnat 
women  had  the  right  to  vote  if  the  law 
were  fairly  construed.  In  the  Beform 
Act  of  1867  the  term  ''male  person" 
did  not  oceur ;  the  term  used  was 
"  man ;"  and  as  we  understand  tiiat,  it 
is  a  comprehensive  tsrm  mduding  the 
speoies.  3ut  an  Act  was  passed  in  I860 
which  stated  that  words  in  an  Act  of 
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Parliament  importinff  the  masouBne 
gender  included  femafee,  unless  the  con- 
trary were  distinctly  stated.  Taking 
these  two  Acts  of  Pariiament  together, 
it  was  no  wonder  women  should  think 
they  had  a  right  to  vote.  Bat  farther, 
the  word  "man"  in  the  Act  of  1867 
was  used  not  only  in  giving  privileges, 
but  in  imposing  burdens.  Tne  House 
will  remember  that  in  1867,  when  the 
vote  was  given,  the  local  taxation  of 
houses  was  altered,  and  the  alteratkm 
produced  great  irritation  throughout  tiie 
country.  The  Act  was  construed  as  ex- 
tending those  burdens  to  women,  and 
it  was  not  surprising  they  should  have 
thought  that  its  privileges  extended  to 
them  also.  It  is  well-known  that  ths 
Court  of  Common  Pleas  decided  against 
them ;  but,  if  there  had  been  an  appeal, 
it  is  very  likely  the  decision  of  the  Conrt 
below  would  have  been  upset  in  thii 
particular  case.  I  am  endeavouring  to 
show  that  there  is  a  great  desire  on  the 
part  of  a  large  proportion  of  women  m 
this  country  for  tne  franchise.  WiSk 
regard  to  the  municipal  vote,  I  do  not 
accede  at  all  to  the  nistory  which  wis 
ffiven  of  it  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge University;  I  believe  his  state- 
ment to  be  extremely  inaccurate.  How- 
ever, the  vote  was  ffiven,  and  womsn 
availed  themselves  of  it  in  large  num- 
bers ;  and  in  many  places  they  voted  in 
equal  proportions  to  men.  SomeUung 
has  be^  said  about  Petitions  and  pnblio 
meetings.  There  is  not  a  Member  of 
this  House  who  has  any  cause  in  hand 
who  would  not  consider  it  a  great  thing 
if  he  got  Petitions  with  something  liks 
500,000  signatures  every  year  m  fa- 
vour of  that  cause ;  yet  that  is  the  ossi 
as  regards  the  present  question,  sad 
the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
McLaren)  has  shown  with  what  care 
those  Petitions  are  produced.  There  b 
another  kind  of  evidence  of  the  growtii 
of  this  question  out-of-doors,  and  I  will 
refbr  to  it,  because  it  is  peculiarly  inte- 
resting— it  is  the  action  taken  by  maoj 
in  this  House  in  regard  to  it.  As  a  nils, 
a  Member  who  is  interested  in  a  ques- 
tion is  satisfied  with  the  effect  prodnosd 
by  debate,  and  he  reminds  his  frieads 
by  a  "Whip"  that  a  division  is  to  be 
taken.  But  fiirther  effi>rta  have  been 
thooj^t  necessary  on  this  oosasum.  I 
am  tdd  that  this  House  has  been  can* 
vassed  as  mubh  aa  any  small  fanmi^ 
has  been  canvassed  at  the  tioie  d  sa 
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aelmtj^  in  ovpotition  to  the  BilL  I 
dan  wmj  my  oon.  and  learned  Friend 
tki  Member  for  Taunton  oould  giTe  the 
Hoaae  tome  information  on  thia  matter. 
It  iMmi  onrioos  that  thie  fear  of  repre- 
intetion  ahould  haTe  ite  ohief  seat  on 
the  front  Opposition  benoh,  where  we 
ve  aeonetomed  to  look  for  the  initiation 
of  a  generous  and  Liberal  policy.  But 
I  have  some  hopes  eren  of  my  hon.  and 
baned  Friend,  as  he  is  open  to  oonvio- 
tiea  on  the  largest  scale,  and  I  should 
not  be  aorprisea  to  see  him  in  a  little 
while  supporting  this  Bill.  A  very  short 
^^'^  ^S9*  judffing  from  his  speeches  in 
the  eount^,  he  was  greatly  hostile  to 
the  County  Franchise  Bill ;  but  I  am 
told — ^I  heard  it  on  undoubted  authority 
^that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
is  oottrerted  upon  this  question,  and  is 
villtng  to  amnit  1,600,000  persons 
vithin  the  pale  of  the  Constitution,  irre- 
mettTe  of  their  ignorance  or  poverty, 
ihave  endeavoured  to  show  that  there 
ift  a  large  demand,  and  I  do  not  see 
kew  that  can  be  denied.  How  is  it 
there  ia  thia  demand  on  the  part  of 
women  for  aome  degree  of  political  in- 
loaoee?  Doea  anybody  suppose  that 
that  which  ia  ao  intenaely  prised  by  men 
eaa  be  looked  at  bywomen  with  abso* 
Lni*  indifference  ?  There  are  few  things 
in  life  that  men  [Mriae  more  than  politiiml 
iaiaenoe.  Only  let  a  Bill  for  the  re- 
distribation  of  seats  come  before  this 
House,  and  see  how  town  will  set  itself 
sfainat  oountjr  and  county  against  town, 
sad  the  liberal  Party  inll  contend 
against  the  Conservative  Par^  with  the 
Qtmoat  jealouay  on  the  part  of  each,  leat 
a  little  political  power  ahould  escape  it. 
Again,  one-half  the  oratory  of  our  time, 
sad  aome  of  the  fineat  oratory  probably 
thai  Enffliamen  ever  heard,  haa  been 
•neaded  in  teaching  peojple  the  great 
amntage  of  repreaentation.  Women 
have  bMn  leamera  just  aa  men  have 
haen  leamera;  thia  leaaon  haa  been 
taoght  them ;  and  for  from  being  aur- 
priMd  at  it,  I  ahomld  have  been  greatly 
wnpriaed  if  they  had  not  learned  it. 
Look  at  what  haa  occurred  in  the 
ihange  of  the  character  of  thia  Houae 
iiaea  the  paaaing  of  the  Aet  of  1867. 
Bow  diflarantly  now  we  approach  any 
fMation  which  working  men  may  bring 
Mbea  ua.  We  amroaoh  it  in  a  totally 
MmbI  spirit,  Daaauao  we   have  the 
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thoae  for  whom  we  legislate ;  and  there- 
fore we  come  to  this  House  with  a  degree 
of  knowledge  which  we  should  not  other- 
wise possess.  Look  at  the  change  that 
was  made  in  the  Labour  Laws.  Look 
at  the  sudden  disappearance  of  a  mass 
of  prejudice  that  was  not  creditable  to 
this  Blouse,  and  consider  that  no  harm 
whatever  has  followed,  but  on  the  con«> 
trary  much  good.  Let  the  truth  be 
spoken — women  want  to  feel  that  any 
questions  in  which  thev  are  interested 
will  be  considered  in  this  House  in  the 
same  serious  manner  and  in  the  same 
earnest  spirit  that  are  now  exhibited 
whenever  questions  afifecting  working 
men  are  introduced.  Women  want  to 
be  in  this  position — not  that  any  ques- 
tion they  care  about  shall  be  settled 
exactly  as  they  believe  it  ought  to  be— - 
but  that  hon.  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  shall  look  at  it  from  the 
women's  point  of  view  as  well  as  from 
their  own,  being  assured  that  if  thia 
were  the  case  justice  would  undoubtedly 
be  done.  A  few  nights  ago  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Liskeaid  (Mr. 
Courtney)  introduced  in  this  House  an 
educational  question  affecting  women  in 
connection  with  the  Universities  BilL 
The  question  of  educational  advantages 
is  a  very  serious  one  for  women,  for  thepr 
have  to  depend  so  much  upon  their 
teaching  power ;  and  it  was  a  serious 
question  for  the  nation,  because  we,  as  a 
nation,  are  so  much  in  the  hands  of 
women  with  resard  to  the  education  of 
our  children.  I  do  not  know  whether 
I  shall  be  told  I  was  mistaken,  but  I 
thought  the  House  was  rather  disposed 
to  make  merry  on  that  question  than  to 
treat  it  seriously;  and  on  referring  to 
the  morning  papers  of  the  day  after,  I 
found  that  that  was  the  view  taken  by 
the  writers  for  the  Press.  Another  ques- 
tion affeotinff  women  was  brought  before 
the  House  oy  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  fMr.  Anderson).  He  intro- 
duced a  Bill  dealing  with  the  property 
of  married  women  in  Scotland.  It  was 
looked  upon  as  something  rather  wild 
and  extreme,  although  it  was  simply 
aa  honest  Bill,  which  did  nothing  more 
than  say  that  a  woman  should  have  what 
was  her  own ;  that  was  all  it  said.  In 
the  short  conversation  to  which  it  gave 
rise,  both  the  Scotch  Bepreaentative  of 
the  Oovemment  and  other  hon.  Mem- 
bera  on  both  aidea  of  the  Houae  inaiated 
that  the  English  Act  of  1870  ahould  be 
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the  pattern  for  this  Aot ;  and  they  spoke 
of  the  English  Aot  of  1870  as  if  it  were 
the  paragon  of  perfection.  If  we  had 
been  responsible  to  a  certain  number  of 
women  in  our  constituencies,  I  believe 
the  hon.  Members  who  discussed  that 
question  would  hare  understood  it  better. 
That  Act  of  1870  conferred  great  advan- 
tages; yet  even  lawyers  would  admit 
that  it  is  full  of  pitfalls,  difficulties,  and 
obscurities.  Under  that  Act,  if  a  man 
bequeathes  his  married  daughter  the 
sum  of  £200,  the  money  becomes  hers ; 
but  if  he  bequeathes  her  something 
more,  say  200  guineas,  that  goes  to  her 
husband.  If,  nowever,  she  inherit  by 
intestacy,  however  large  the  sum,  that 
sum  is  hers.  Only  consider  the  con- 
fusion produced  by  an  Act  which  allows 
property  to  be  left  under  such  condi- 
tions. The  chief  aim  of  that  Act  was  to 
give  working  women  their  earnings,  and 
it  provided  that  their  earnings  should 
be  theirs  if  they  were  invested  in  one 
way,  but  another's  if  they  were  invested 
in  another  way.  Therefore,  the  difficul- 
ties placed  in  the  way  of  working  women 
in  dealing  with  their  money  were  very 
g^reat.    I  am  not  going  to  deal  with  the 

fievances  which  women  complain  of; 
am  not  going  to  enter  into  a  lone  cata- 
logue of  what  they  conceive  to  be  the 
differences  between  the  legislation  for 
women  and  that  for  men.  It  may  be 
said — and  I  suspect  it  would  be  said  both 
by  opnonents  and  supporters  of  this 
Bill — tnat  differences  of  legislation  in 
regard  to  men  and  women  are  inevitable, 
and  that  for  all  time,  probably,  we  shall 
have  to  make  one  law  for  one  and  one 
for  the  other.  I  am  not  now  concerned 
to  contest  the  point ;  but  if  it  be  so,  and 
if  we  have  always  to  pass  laws  which 
do  not  affect  ourselves,  that  seems  to 
me  one  of  the  strongest  arguments  which 
can  be  used  in  favour  of  this  Bill,  because 
those  for  whom  we  make  laws  should 
have  some  control  over  us,  especially  in 
the  case  of  laws  which  will  not  affect  us. 
It  has  been  said  in  the  course  of  this  de- 
bate that  legislation  in  regard  to  women 
has  lately  been  more  just,  and  that  what- 
ever anomalies  are  complained  of  will 
fradually  disappear.  That  may  be,  and 
hope  it  will  be ;  but,  if  it  should  take 
place  to  the  fullest  extent,  I  deny  that 
it  would  suppress  the  demand  for  this 
Bill.  The  demand  for  this  Bill  rests 
mainly  upon  the  simple  ground  of  jus- 
tice, and  I  affirm  that  no  amount  of  ar- 
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ffument,  however  able,  and  eoforoed 
uiottgh  it  be  by  the  eloquence  and  riie- 
toric  which  are  at  the  command  of  our 
opponents,  can  shake  the  firm  oonvie- 
tion  in  a  woman's  mind  that  to  pass 
what  is  called  a  Household  Suftago 
Bill,  and  to  leave  her  house  out  as  though 
it  had  no  existence,  is  a  wrong  and  an 
injustice.  The  marriage  argument  has 
been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tamworth,  and  it  is  always  referred  to 
very  vivaciously  by  the  hon.  MemW 
for  the  University  of  Cambridge.  Thii 
Bill  does  not  touch  upon  marriage  at 
all.  It  simply  says,  let  a  woman  have  s 
vote  if  she  ha,Ye  the  qualification.  In 
what  I  say  I  am  not  catering  for  a  fSsv 
votes;  that  is  not  my  object;  it  is  to 
promote  as  far  as  I  can  a  candid  disctu- 
sion  of  this  question.  I  admit  that  if  I 
found  a  woman  in  possession  of  tli* 
qualification  to  vote,  I  should  not  ask  her 
whether  she  were  married  or  not.  I  do 
not  believe  the  foundations  of  socMtj 
are  going  to  be  disturbed,  because  hnt 
and  there  a  n^arried  woman  in  the  poo- 
session  of  property  may  have  a  veto. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  am  sure  this  Bill 
would  not  enfranchise  married  womoo. 
We  are  assailed  on  one  side  beoaoM 
many  say  it  would ;  and,  on  the  other, 
infinite  ridicule  is  poured  upon  us  by 
those  who  say,  you  are  going  to  past  i 
Bill  to  enfranchise  women,  and  yet  joa 
will  exclude  married  women.  But  what 
has  Parliament  done  again  and  again  f 
It  has  passed  Bills,  without  dinent, 
which  followed  these  very  lines.  The 
Municipal  Franchise  Bill  and  the  School 
Board  Bill  give  votes  to  women,  and  vet 
exclude  those  who  are  married ;  and  if 
our  opponents  were  consistent  thi^ 
would  nave  opposed  those  Bills  on  thu 
ground,  especially  the  School  Board 
Bill,  because  it  may  surely  be  urged 
that  if  anyone  has  a  right  to  oontr^  a 
school  board  in  the  education  of  chil* 
dren,  it  is  the  married  woman  whoee 
children  attend  the  board  school.  I 
take  a  practical  view  of  this  question ;  I 
believe  it  is  a  practical  question.  1 
would  not  ask  for  the  enfrtmohisment  of 
women-householders  if  I  did  not  beliere 
the^  were  capable  of  taking  a  part,  and 
an  mtellig^nt  part,  in  public  amdrs,  and 
if  I  did  not  know  that  they  had  tho 
necessary  experience.  Let  me  mentioB 
the  capacities  in  which  we  find  woman- 
householders  at  present.  We  find  them 
acting  as  overseers  of  the  poor;  and  ia 
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tfurt  u  hon.  Member  can  doubt  the 
ueftilaeM  of  women  in  that  capacity? 
We  find  them  appointed  as  Poor  Law 
Omdiana  bj  those  who  know  the  Talue 
of  their  senrioee.  We  hare  them  on 
Kkool  boards,  holding  their  own  against 
oae  of  the  ablest  and  most  eminent 
iMD  of  this  country.  We  find  them 
qvalifisd  as  physicians,  to  the  great  ad- 
TiBtage,  as  we  know,  of  their  own  sex. 
Look  at  the  amount  of  patient  labour 
thst  is  necessary  to  obtain  that  qualifi- 
Gitmi.  To  say  to  a  woman  who  has  ob- 
tftiasd  it  that  she  shall  not  have  a  vote 
if  the  is  a  householder  seems  to  me  an 
iiiiieasunable  thing.  The  hon.  andgal- 
Uat  Baronet  the  Member  for  West 
Sosssa  expressed  some  doubt  as  to  the 
iUt«m«Di  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
bsr  for  Marylebone  about  the  ownership 
of  kad  by  women.  I  believe  the  hon. 
■ad  gallant  Baronet  has  since  satisfied 
htaself  by  reference  to  public  docu- 
DMBts  that  that  statement  can  be  con- 
fimad.  I  find  that  of  the  owners  of  land 
of  one  acre  and  upwards  in  this  country 
14  p<r  cent  are  women.  We  are  now 
boe  to  face  with  a  County  Franchise 
BilL  I  have  never  been  in  favour  of 
«ifranchisinff  the  well-to-do  and  leaving 
o«t  the  humble  people  of  this  country ; 
hot  on  the  other  nand,  I  am  not  in 
ikfoor  of  enfranchising  the  humble  and 
nMte  dependent  and  leaviuR  out  the 
viO-to-do.  It  seems  to  me  &at  if  this 
14  per  cent  of  women  who  are  land- 
owBsitare  never  to  have  votes,  while 
those  who  till  the  soil  may  have  them, 
ve  ihaU  be  taking  such  a  course.  Let 
xne  ssk  a  question  of  those  who  are  en- 
caged in  the  agitation  for  the  county 
madiise.  Ten  per  cent  of  the  farmers 
of  Eb^and  are  women.  Will  you  en- 
fnaehise  the  labourers,  and  will  you 
Wafsthe  fanners  without  any  political 
miaence  whatever  ?  I  think  that  ^ues- 
taoa  ou^^t  to  be  answered,  for  it  is  an 
iiaportattt  one.  We  find  women  in  other 
poations.  They  are  patronesses  of 
nviags,  and  5  per  cent  of  the  lay  pa- 
traasge  of  the  Church  of  England  is  in 
the  hands  of  women.  We  find  women 
vilh  the  ri^t  to  appoint  clergymen  who 
■hall  be  the  spiritual  instructors  of  large 
paikhes,  and  yet  we  prevent  them  taking 
part  ia  the  election  of  Members  of  this 
HfiQss.  I  have  noticed  the  report  of  the 
ialsnriew  which  a  deputation  had  with 
the  OhaaeeOor  of  the  Exchequer  vester- 
daj.    I  had  understood  that  both  that 

TOLOCXXXiy.   [thikd  sKBixa.] 


right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  late 
rame  Minister  were  in  favour  of  this 
Bill,  with  some  modifications,  always 
considering  the  question  of  time.  When 
the  Leader  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  and  the  most  popular  man  on 
this  side  of  the  House  are  in  favour  of 
the  Bill,  I  do  not  think  any  adverse  divi- 
sion— and  I  am  told  we  are  to  have  one 
— will  have  much  eflTect.  The  great  in- 
fluence of  those  who  support  us  in  the 
House,  and  the  large  and  growing  sup- 
port the  measure  is  receiving  in  the 
country,  will  not  be  diminished  by  such 
a  division.  I  must  admit,  in  conoluBion, 
that  there  is  a  fundamental  difference  of 
opinion  between  those  who  support  and 
tnose  who  oppose  this  Bill.  Those  who 
oppose  it  have  the  view  that  women 
should  always  be  held  more  or  less  in 
tutelage,  and  that  others  should  be  in 
the  main  responsible  for  them.  It  ap- 
pears to  me  that  this  view  is  opposed  to 
the  great  facts  of  our  existence,  so  far 
as  we  know  them  by  experience,  so  far 
as  Christianity  teaches  them.  Women 
have  the  same  origin  as  ourselves. 
They  have  and  must  have — I  do  not 
speak  of  the  favoured  few,  but  of  the 
great  majority  as  we  find  them  in  every 
mnd — the  same  chequered  and  difficult 
path  through  life.  They  have  the  same 
final  destiny ;  if,  as  men  have  believed, 
there  be  a  tribunal  hereafter  before  which 
all  must  appear,  women  will  stand  there 
on  the  same  terms  as  men ,  unsheltered  and 
unaided  they  will  be  responsible  for  every 
act  of  their  lives.  A  being  of  whom 
this  can  be  said  will,  in  the  nature  of 
things,  gradually  obtain  a  larger  equal- 
ity, and  therefore  exercise  a  wider  in- 
fluence. I  believe  such  a  result  is  neces- 
sarv  for  the  real  progress  of  the  race, 
and  therefore  whatever  legislation  may 
tend  in  any  degree  to  bring  about  this 
residt  shall  have  at  bM  times  my  humble 
support. 

Me.  BUTT:  Sir,  everyone  in  this 
House  will  be  agreed  that  this  is  a  very 
grave  question.  It  introduces  a  great 
change  into  our  Constitution,  and  it  does 
more^it  strikes  a  blow  at  those  social 
relations  between  the  sexes  which  have 
existed  since  the  Creation,  and  which 
have  entered  largely  into  the  founda- 
tion of  all  society.  Another  remark 
which  I  may  assume  will  not  provoke 
dissent  is,  that  there  never  was  a  change 
in  our  political  and  social  Constitution 
which  would  produce  a  larger  effect  on 
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the  character  of  the  female  sex  than  the 
change  we  are  asked  to  make.  These 
considerations  have  led  to  the  changres 
of  opinion  which  we  have  seen,  and  pro- 
bably to  more  that  will  appear  on  the 
division.  This  matter  has  been  dealt 
with  too  lightly.  I  believe  the  convic- 
tion has  been  forced  on  the  minds  of  many 
that  it  is  no  longer  to  be  treated  as  the 
political  plaything  of  some  able  and  en- 
ergetic ladies  to  whose  importunities  for 
a  vote  on  this  Bill  we  have  all  been  sub- 
jected. I  believe  we  all  feel  that  it  is  a 
question  now  that  vitally  affects  the 
social  condition  of  the  whole  United 
Kingdom.  Now,  it  is  no  light  matter 
to  say  you  strike  a  blow  at  the  relations 
that  have  hitherto  existed  in  every  coun- 
try in  relation  to  sexes.  There  is  no  in- 
stance I  can  remember  in  the  history 
of  the  world  in  which  women  have  been 
permitted  to  take  a  direct  part  in  the 
political  affairs  of  the  country.  If  you 
pass  this  Bill  you  are  establishing  the 
principle  that  women  have  a  right  to  be 
placed  on  a  level  with  man,  and  you 
must  accept  all  the  consequences  of 
adopting  such  a  principle— the  most  se- 
rious consequences  —  which  will  affect 
all  the  relations  of  society  if  you  once 
establish  it.  This  is  not  a  Bill  for  the 
enfranchisement  of  women ;  it  is  a  Bill 
for  the  enfranchisement  of  spinsters  and 
widows.  I  heard  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tamworth  (Mr.  Hanbury)  say  doubts 
had  been  expressed  whether  the  Bill  did 
not  enfranchise  married  women.  Some, 
undoubtedly,  would  be  enftunchised — 
namely,  those  whom,  for  many  reasons, 
we  would  not  wish  to  enfranchise,  the 
women  who  are  living  apart  from  their 
husbands  in  lodgings  and  as  household- 
ers. It  might  be  contended  that,  wher- 
ever a  "  man "  is  mentioned  in  the 
Franchise  Acts,  if  a  husband  and  wife 
were  to  be  treated  as  ioint  occupiers, 
the  wife  would  be  entitled  to  be  regis'^ 
tered.  I  hardly  think  the  language 
would  be  opeato  that  construction ;  but, 
certainly,  this  Bill  would  enfranchise  the 
woman  living  apart  from  her  husband, 
and  I  think  it  would  enfranchise  the 
woman  having  property  of  her  own. 
But  if  you  are  to  enfranchise  spinsters 
and  widows,  why  not  married  women  ? 
It  seems  to  me  that  they  are  the  people 
of  all  others  whom,  on  the  argument 
adduced  for  the  Bill,  you  ought  to  en- 
franchise. Married  women  are  the  veiy 
persons  whom  the  wives  of  England 

Mr.  Butt 


would   entrust   with   their    proleo&m 
against  injustice  rather  than  spiniten 
and  widows.  And  yet  you  say  it  is  mar- 
ried women  above  all  others  whom  you 
want  to  protect  ag^ainst  their  husband«, 
and  against   unjust    legislation,  whinh 
gives  the  husband  what  jom  oonsader  an 
undue  control  over  the  property  of  the 
wife.    Every  woman  whom  you  want  to 
protect,  but  about  whom  you  say  you  are 
not    to    legislate,   these    are  the  very 
women  to  whom  you  give  no  franduM 
at  all.  Married  women  would  fare  much 
better  with  the  male  sex  than  with  tk« 
disappointed  persons  of  their  own  sex. 
What  would  be  the  effect  of  this  Bill  oo 
the  character  of  the  relation  of  the  sex  \ 
You   enfranchise  unmarried    ladies--! 
use  the  phrase  *'  ladies  "  advisedly,  be> 
cause  it  would  extend  to  very  few  of  th* 
poor — and  you  tell  them  they  are  to  tab 
a  part  in  politics.    If  a  woman  it  to 
have  a  vote — a  meeting  is  called  foor  thi 
electors  to  decide  who  is  to  be  the  chotes 
party,  whether  it  be  Liberal  or  Conser 
vative — will  the  woman  to  whom  yon 
have  given  the  franchise,  if  she  if  • 
strong-minded  woman,   abstain  from 
going  to  that  meeting,  at  whioh  she  hu 
as  much  right  to  be  present  as  yoa  havs  ? 
She  may  go  there  and  make  a  violent 
speech — for  we  have  had  a  little  axpcri- 
ence  of  that  kind  of  speechifying.    She 
may  indulge  in  very  strong  language 
towards  a  man,  and  is  that  man  to  ob- 
serve the  chivalry  with  which  he.  nov 
treats  a  woman,  or  is  he  to  treat  h«r  u 
an  equal,  and  is  the  sacred  guardian- 
ship   with   which   a   woman    is   sow 
fenced  round,  and  which  makes  lun 
submit  to  an  insult  rather  than  rep^ 
to  her,  to   be   observed   when  she  ii 
dragged  into  public  conflicts  ?     It  iru 
explained    by  the    hon.   and    leaniKi 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Hopwood) 
that  a  woman  asks  for  no  more  ooortssj 
than  man  shows  to  man.     I  say  God  fw* 
bid  that  a  man  should  give  and  a  woman 
should  receive  no  more  courtesy  than  one 
man  gives  to  another.    And  it  is  exacUj 
because  this  Bill  will  destroy  that  saeivd 
halo  which  now  surrounds  her,  will  dng 
her  into  the  turmoil  of  a  canvass  and  a 
contested  election,  and  place  her  on  tarmi 
of  equality  with  man,  for  the  sake  of 
woman  generally,  I  trust  no  Bill  of  thii 
kind  wifi  ever  pass.    Allusion  has  been 
made,  and  I  am  sorry  for  it,  to  sooie 
questions  which  have  been  disensssd  by 
ladies,  and  will  again  be  diaousaed  if  the 
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LigUaiiiM  dMlires  thej  ought  to  dis- 
mMAll  poUtioal  qaettions.  1  am  sure 
kdUi  q^eek  on  these  ^uestionB  with  the 
but  Ao4  purest  intentions ;  but  let  any 
asa  bring  to  his  mind  the  woman  he 
ravwenoea  and  loves,  would  he  not  rather 
d«be  that  she  should  be  In  her  grave 
thMn  hear  her  use  some  of  the  phrases 
vhieh  hare  been  used  at  these  meetings  P 
BAranoa  has  been  made  to  the  example 
of  monicipal  elections.  That  onl^  proves 
t^  hamense  danger  of  establishing  a 
priaoiple  even  in  respect  to  matters  com- 
pcwbvely  unimportant.  We  are  told 
now  that  vou  must  go  on,  and  when  the 
frtachise  is  established  for  spinsters  and 
widows,  you  will  be  told  you  must  estab- 
lish it  for  married  women,  and  then  you 
viU  be  pointed  out  the  example  of 
AAerica,  where  the  women  serve  on 
juries.  The  fact  is  that  in  one  sense 
vonen  are  equal  with  men.  They  are 
«atitled  to  all  tne  same  privileges  as  men, 
sad  the  argument  is,  then,  why  should 
Bot  they  have  the  same  obligations,  and 
why  not  serve  on  juries?  Whereisthe 
srgQflMnt  to  stop?  Tou  must  end  in 
irfmitting  woman  in  every  case.  Why 
•boald  I^y  Burdett  Ooutts  be  excluded 
bom.  the  House  of  Lords  f  Why  should 
Botaay  strong-minded  woman  enter  this 
Honaaf  As  soon  as  you  break  down 
the  cood  old  prinoiple  that  woman  was 
■ade  to  be  a  oompanion  and  helpmate 
lirman,  and  not  to  be  his  master,  you 
mot  give  way  in  everything  else,  and 
admit  th«n  wherever  they  wiwa  to  enter. 
By  the  oidinanoe  of  Providence  woman 
was  mmfvr  intended  for  those  things.  By 
the  anaagamenta  of  Ood  man  was  in- 
tsadsd  £or  the  busy  walks  of  life,  woman 
(or  the  sanctuary  of  home,  and  for  those 
oAeas  {bt  higher  than  man  can  perform 
ta  the  busy  scenes  of  life,  ana  which 
■aka  home  and  life  hol;^.  That  is  her 
piaca.  Surely  we  may  judge  from  all 
kMlory.  from  evexything  we  have  seen 
of  her  strength  and  of  her  physical 
powers,  that  woman  was  not  intended  to 
be  a  soldier.  I  have  as  great  an  abhor- 
naoe  of  political  Amasons  as  I  have  of 
the  Amaaons  of  Dahomey.  Woman  was 
Bade  far  other  and  higher  thinpe,  and 
ihe  easaot  do  both.  No  legislation  you 
•tar  pass  can  make  a  woman  a  man  in 
fimah  far  the  work  of  life ;  but  you  may 
fo  the  length  of  making  a  woman  not  a 
woaan  in  the  eaored  sense  in  which  we 
ase  the  word,  but  something  wholly 
iUBmmA  from  the  woman  that  is  the 


fflory  and  honour  of  the  homes  of  Eng- 
land, aye,  and  of  Ireland,  as  well  in  the 
homely  cottage  of  the  peasant  as  in  the 
palace  of  the  rich.  The  woman  that 
confines  herself  to  domestic  life,  who 
thinks  her  honour  lies  in  doing  her  duly 
to  her  husband,  and  bringing  up  his 
children,  and  sharing  all  his  labours  and 
cares,  may  be  turned  into  somethiDg 
dififerent.  Let  her  come  to  make  Bpeeches 
such  as  have  been  made,  and  never  again 
would  you  restore  her  purity  of  thought, 
her  innocence  of  heart,  her  affection  for 
home,  husband,  and  children.  All  these 
would  be  ruthlessly  destroyed.  These 
are  the  reasons  why  I  was  anxious  to 
say  a  few  words,  because  I  have  put  my 
opposition  to  the  Bill  on  grounds  higher 
than  some  of  my  Predecessors  who  have 

Then.  I  object  to  the  Bill  in  the  name 
the  Constitution;  first,  because  it 
would  introduce  a  power  which  has  been 
already  described  as  a  hysterical  power ; 
I  object  to  it  in  the  name  of  society,  be- 
cause it  shakes  the  relations  on  which 
society  depends,  and  you  cannot  disturb 
these  relations  with  impunity ;  and  I  ob- 
ject to  it  in  the  name  of  woman — and  I 
speak  now  not  for  Irishwomen,  for  it 
would  not  be  accepted  by  99  out  of  every 
100  women  in  my  country,  but  for  women 
generallv — and,  on  their  bohalf,  I  ask 
vou  to  leave  them  in  disfranchisement, 
by  which  they  are  honoured,  and  to 
the  chivalry  of  men,  which  they  have 
always  hitherto  enjoyed. 

Mb.  COURTNEY,  who  spoke  amid 
continued  interruption,  said,  that  he 
could  not  but  feel  the  force  of  the  obser- 
vations of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick,  and  the  responsibility 
which  he  himself  incurred  in  rising  to 
meet  his  arguments.  IIo  would  not, 
however,  shrink  from  the  task.  The 
hon.  Member  was  understood  to  ask 
whether  there  were  not  any  drawbacks 
to  the  position  which  ho  admitted  was 
now  assigned  to  woman  in  this  country  ? 
Even  if  her  emancipation  were  accom- 
panied by  the  risk  of  degradation,  which 
had  been  anticipated,  he  would  face  it 
in  consideration  of  the  advantages  to  be 
gained.  He  contended  that,  under  any 
circumstances,  there  was  no  fear  that 
less  oourtesy  would  be  shown  from 
strong  men  to  weak  women  than  now, 
and  that  all  the  teaching  of  history  was 
against  the  apprehensions  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick.  He 
contrasted   the    position  of   woman  in 
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Turkey  with  her  position  in  this  country, 
and  urged  that  her  emancipation  in  the 
West  by  the  advance  of  Christianity  had 
been  a  gradual  process,  so  that  even  in 
this  country  her  position  now  was  far 
better  than  it  had  been.  The  arguments 
urged  against  her  emancipation  were 
formerly  urged  against  her  education, 
and  the  ''blue  stocking"  was  formerly 
exposed  to  the  odium  which  was  now 
reserved  for  the  lady  candidate  for  the 
suflErage.  We  were  no  longer  afraid  of 
educating  women,  and  we  found  the 
more  we  educated  them  the  higher  be- 
came the  standard  of  their  character. 
He  based  his  support  of  the  Bill  pre- 
cisely on  the  ground  on  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick  had 
opposed  it,  and  contended  that,  so  far 
from  injuring  the  character  and  position 
of  women,  it  would  improve  them,  and 
at  the  same  time  necessarily  improve  the 
character  and  position  of  men.  The  hon. 
Member  was  proceeding,  when 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
Six  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  ad- 
journed till  To-morrow, 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
before  Six  of  the  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thunday,  1th  Jun$,  1877. 


MINUTES.]— PuBUC  Bills— -Fir«<  Readino— 
Ellementaiy  Education  Provisional  Orders 
Confirmation  (Felmingham,  &c.)  ♦  (96),  and 
referred  to  the  Examiners ;  Quarter  Sessions 
(Boroughs)  •  (99) ;  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders 
Confirmation  (No.  3)  ♦  (100),  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners. 

Second  Reading — Law  of  Evidence  Amendment  • 
(63) ;  Marriages  Legalisation,  Saint  Peter's, 
Almondsbury  *  (86) ;  Bar  Education  and  Dis- 
cipline (69) ;  Metropolis]  Improvement  Pro- 
visional Orders  Confirmation*  (72);  Metro- 
polis Improvement  Provisional  Orders  Con- 
firmation (Great  Wild  Street,  &c.)»  (81); 
City  of  London  Improvement  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (Golden  Lane,  &c.)  ♦ 
(82) ;  Greenock  Improvement  Provisional 
Order  Confirmation*  (83);  General  Police 
and  Improvement  (Scotland)  Provisional  Or- 
der Confirmation  (Dumbarton)*  (68);  Cus- 
toms, Inland  Bevenue,  and  Savings  Banks*. 

Mr,  Cowrtmy 


OommittH—Qtvaub  Laws  (Bootlaad)  AnwndiMPt 

(44-97). 
dmmittee — Report— Qenenl    School  of  Iav* 

(31-98) ;  Consolidated  Fund  (£5,900,000J  •. 
Third   Reading — Provisipnal    Orden  (IreluKr 

Confirmation    (Holywood,    fto.)  *   (63),  lad 

pasted. 
JTithdraum—JimB  of  Court*  (80). 


GAME  LAWS  (SCOTLAND)  AMENDMEKT 
BILL.— (No.  44.) 
{The  Earl  of  Roeebery,) 
COMMITTEB. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  HouBe  to  be 
put  into  a  Committee,  read. 

Movedy  ''That  the  House  do  now i*- 
solve  itself  into  a  Oommittee  on  the  said 
Bill."— (7%«  Earl  of  Roithmy,) 

The  Dukb  of  AHGYLL  said,  that  u 
he  did  not  address  their  Lordships  oa 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  they 
would  perhaps  permit  him  to  saj  a  ier 
words  before  flying  into  Oommittee— bj 
doing  so.  he  hop^  he  might  sare  the 
time  of  the  House  when  in  Oommittee. 
The  Bill  was  one  of  oonsiderahle  impor- 
tance, and  deserved  attention  both  with 
respect  to  its  principle  and  its  deUili 
Although,  as  their  Lordships  were  awve. 
it  referred  immediately  and  tolelj  to 
Scotland,  it  affirmed  a  principle  of  eoo- 
siderable  importance,  and  one  whidi«  if 
accepted,  was  not  unlikely  to  be  ex- 
tended to  England.  In  this  case  a  t«t 
important  subject  was  dealt  with  bj  t 
Bill  originated  by  a  private  Member  of 
Parliament.  There  were  oocasioiu  os 
which  it  was  convenient  that  important 
subjects  should  be  dealt  with  by  prirste 
Members,  because  that  course  tended  to 
withdraw  them  from  the  arena  of  Fartr 
politics,  and  such  measures  were  mom 
likely  to  receive  their  due  considentiaB 
when  there  was  an  entire  absenee  of 
Party  feeling ;  and  he  thought  that  the 
Government  had  acted  wisely  in  allowing 
this  Bill  to  pass  the  House  of  Oommou 
at  the  instance  of  a  private  Member  (Mr. 
M 'Lagan),  who  for  many  years  bid 
given  great  attention  to  the  subject,  and 
who  had  produced  a  Bill  with  whidi  is 
general  principle  all  were  agreed.  Tbe 
great  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  make 
the  principle  of  the  existing  law  of 
Scotland  with  reference  to  damage  done 
by  game  more  easily  workable,  and  tbe 
law  more  easily  adjudicated  upon  by  the 
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Ooorte.  The  principle  of  the  Scotch  law 
vith  regard  to  damage  by  game  was 
that  a  tenant  might  claim  K)r  damage  if 
h*  could  prove  that  there  was  an  ex- 
oaM  of  game  upon  the  land  during  his 
tNancT  over  wnat  was  upon  it  when  he 
look  the  lease ;  and  the  object  of  this 
Bill  was  fair  and  equitable — namely,  to 
Mtabliah  that  principle,  and  to  enable 
Oourta  of  Law  to  aajudicate  upon  dis- 
pates  between  landlord  and  tenant  in 
rwpect  to  damages  caused  by  game  upon 
their  farms  upon  that  principle.  It  was 
obrioos  that  when  a  man  took  a  farm, 
hs  ibrmed  a  certain  notion  of  the  amount 
d  game  there  was  upon  it ;  and  when 
he  agreed  to  give  a  certain  rent  for  that 
£mn,  he  offered  that  rent  knowing  that  a 
certain  equivalent  of  rent  would  be  paid 
tocording  to  the  amoimt  of  game  upon 
the  farm.  It  was  clear  that  if  those 
oooditions  between  landlord  and  tenant 
were  seriously  altered  by  any  large 
quantity  of  game  coming  upon  tiie  farm 
Robeequent  to  the  date  of  the  contract, 
the  eontract  would  not  be  an  equitable 
oae;  and  therefore  the  justice  of  the 
principle  which  gave  to  the  tenant  a 
dsim  for  damages  caused  by  such  excess 
eoold  not  be  disputed.  But  in  the  pre- 
•tat  condition  of  the  law  in  Scotland,  it 
▼as  extremely  difficult  to  carry  into 
tHeet  that  pnnciple,  because  there  was 
BO  basis  laid  down  in  the  lease  by  which 
to  compare  the  amount  of  damage  at 
ooe  time  with  the  amount  at  another. 
The  tenant  might  say — *'  When  I  took 
the  lease  the  question  of  game  never  en- 
tsred  into  my  consideration.  The  thing 
vu  not  in  my  mind  when  I  entered  into 
the  oontract,  and  I  am  entitled  to  the 
fall  amount  of  the  damaee  done  by  the 
game.*'  Under  the  Bill,  in  future  no 
tenant  would  be  able  to  say  that,  because 
U  the  time  of  gpranting  and  taking  the 
Isase,  both  landlord  and  tenant  would 
be  obliged  to  take  into  consideration  the 
snumnt  of  damage  estimated  to  be  caused 
to  the  estate  by  the  g^ame,  and  a  clause 
weald  be  inserted  in  the  lease  which 
vonkl  fionn  the  basis  on  which  increased 
<ismage,  if  any,  could  be  assessed. 
Without  some  such  basis  it  was  impos- 
able  for  either  landlord  or  tenant  to  esti- 
mate  the  amount  of  the  excess  damage. 
The  principle,  therefore,  of  the  Bill  was 
•imply  to  establish  the  basis,  and  make 
it  legally  applicable  for  the  future ;  and 
both  landlord  and  tenant  would  be  en- 
titled in  future  to  make  terms  for  the 


Eayment  of  the  excess  of  damage  on  that 
asis.  In  respect  of  this  part  of  the  Bill 
there  was  no  departure  from  the  general 
law  of  Scotland — it  simply  placed  the 
matter  in  such  a  form  that  the  Courts 
could  adjudicate  whenever  the  question 
arose,  and  gave  a  basis  on  which  to 
assess  the  compensation.  He  desired  to 
say  a  word  upon  what  was  termed  free- 
dom of  contract.  It  had  been  repre- 
sented that  this  Bill  interfered  with  what 
was  termed  freedom  of  contract.  Nobody 
was  more  in  earnest  than  he  was  in  sup- 
porting freedom  of  contract  in  any  mat- 
ter, and  he  would  not  give  his  consent 
to  any  measure  which  in  the  least  degree 
interfered  with  it.  But  there  was  an 
important  distinction  here.  It  was  one 
thing  to  say  to  the  landlord  and  tenant 
— "  xou  are  bound  to  so  and  so  in  regard 
to  game,"  and  quite  another  thinfi;  to  say 
to  them — ''  You  must  make  your  bargain 
in  such  a  manner  and  in  such  a  particu- 
lar form,  in  order  that  the  amount  of 
compensation  may  be  ascertained ;  " — it 
being  strictly  within  the  purview  of  the 
law  to  grant  compensation  for  the  exces- 
sive damage  done  by  game,  it  was  no 
abandonment  of  the  principle  of  freedom 
of  contract  to  prescribe  that  this  contract 
should  be  in  a  specified  form.  There 
was,  however,  another  point  in  the  Bill 
which  was  more  a  matter  of  detail,  and 
in  respect  to  which  he  had  given  Notice 
of  an  Amendment.  Ho  referred  to  the 
change  in  the  presumption  of  law.  At 
present  the  preBumption  of  Scotch  law 
was  that  the  game  belonged  to  the 
owner,  unless  there  was  a  distinct  con- 
tract that  it  should  not.  Now,  the  4  th 
clause  of  the  Bill  reversed  that  principle, 
and  declared  that  in  future  the  presump- 
tion of  law  should  be  that  unices  thoro 
was  an  express  reservation  it  bolougod 
to  the  tenant.  Now,  his  objection  to 
that  proposition  was  that  it  was  wholly 
unnecessary  to  the  Bill,  and  that  it  ap- 
peared to  give  the  tenant  a  right  which, 
under  the  system  of  freedom  of  contract, 
had  been  invariably  reserved  to  the 
owner ;  and  it  would  raise  in  the  minds 
of  the  tenants  in  Scotland  a  presumption 
that  in  future  they  would  posBcss  some 
rights  which  they  had  not  now,  but  which 
their  landlords  had  ;  and  he  considered 
that  it  was  very  inexpedient  to  lay  down 
any  such  principle  in  an  Act  of  JParlia- 
ment.  But  beside  his  objection  on  the 
point  of  principle,  he  objected  to  the 
manner  in  whicii  the  claiuo  was  drawn, 
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^nasmuoh  as  it  would  render  nugatory 
the  substance  of  the  contract ;  because 
where  the  lessor  reserved  to  himself  the 
winged  game,  and  left  the  ground  game 
to  the  tenant,  the  lessor  did,  in  fact,  re- 
tain to  himself  the  sole  right  of  killing 
game.  Another  objection  as  to  which 
much  might  be  said,  was  in  regard  to 
mountains  and  moors — where  the  whole 
side  of  a  mountain  was  let  in  sheep 
farms  ;  the  presumption  of  law  being  in 
favour  of  the  tenant,  the  effect  would  be 
that  the  landlord  could  not  shoot  his  own 
grouse.  In  that  way  they  would  deal 
with  a  very  large  part  of  Scotland.  He 
knew  many  large  estates  in  Scotland 
where  agricultural  pasture  land  was 
comparatively  small,  and  where  the 
right  of  shooting  was  very  large.  He 
thought  it  only  reasonable  that  where  a 
man  held  a  square  mile  of  land  he  should 
still  have  the  right  of  shooting  over  it. 
Again,  there  were  many  cases,  as  of 
lands  owned  by  corporate  bodies,  where, 
although  the  lessors  had  no  power  of 
shooting,  there  was  no  intention  of 
giving  the  right  of  shooting  to  the 
tenants ;  but  this  clause  would  transfer  it 
to  them.  In  his  view  there  was  a  very 
great  objection  to  that  portion  of  the 
4th  clause  which  proposed  to  introduce  a 
change  in  the  Scotch  law  of  presumption 
of  ownership  in  this  respect,  and  he  pro- 
posed in  the  Committee  to  move  an 
Amendment  reserving  to  the  landlord 
the  presumption  of  ownership  by  common 
law.  That  was  the  only  Amendment  he 
proposed  to  move.  The  general  scope 
and  obiect  of  the  Bill  he  considered  very 
valuable,  and  in  his  opinion  it  was  not 
inconsistent  with  the  general  law  of 
Scotland. 

The  Earl  of  AIELIE  approved  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  which  he  thought 
would  prove  a  very  valuable  measure. 
At  present  the  tenants  in  Scotland  had  so 
much  difficulty  in  establishing  a  claim 
for  compensation,  that  it  amounted  to  a 
denial  of  justice.  The  difficulty,  of 
course,  in  proving  to  what  extent  the 
damage  done  by  game  had  increased 
during  15  or  16  years,  when  the  damage 
done  at  the  earlier  period  remained  an 
unknown  quantity.  This  difficulty  the 
Bill  would  remedy.  He  did  not  agree  in 
the  observations  of  his  noble  Friend  who 
had  just  addressed  their  Lordships  as 
to  the  reversing  of  the  presumption  of 
law  provided  in  the  4Ui  clause.  In 
England,  by  the  common  law — and  he 

ITte  Duke  of  Argyll 


believed  by  statute  law  also— tlie  nme 
was  the  property  of  the  tenant,  and  the 
landlord  had  no  right  to  shoot  on  land 
let  by  him  unless  in  the  letting  hm  re- 
served that  right.  What  the  Bill  pro- 
posed in  that  req>eot  was,  th^rsfore,  to 
put  the  Scotch  tenant  in  the  same  pes- 
tion  with  resjpeot  to  game  as  the  English 
one,  and  of  keeping  the  preeamption  of 
law  as  at  present  in  favour  of  the  UumI- 
lord.  He  did  not  see  why  the  landlord 
should  reserve  the  whole  of  the  game  or 
none  at  all :  he  thought  that  it  should 
be  allowed  to  the  landlord  to  leeaiio 
either  a  part  or  the  whole.  In  reqwct 
to  the  damage  done  being  limited  to  40«., 
he  thought  it  might  operate  ratb« 
hardly  on  some  tenants. 

Thb  Earl  of  BOSEBEBT  eaid,  ht 
should  resist  the  proposed  Am«id]B«Bt 
of  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Axgyll). 
He  oonsidered  the  apprehensions  ex- 
pressed by  the  noble  Duke  were  unnb- 
stantial  bogies. 

Thb  Dukx  of  BUCOLEITGH  was  of 
opinion  that  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood 
would,  if  carried,  take  away  a  very  valu- 
able right  firom  the  landlord  and  give  it 
to  the  tenant.  The  Amendment  of  th« 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  was  % 
most  reasonable  one.  He  did  not  think 
the  tenantry  of  Scotland  generally  en- 
tertained any  feeling  on  the  subject 

Thr  Mabqubss  of  HUNTLT  deolarvd 
that  in  the  heart  of  Scotland,  from  which 
he  came,  the  feelinff  on  this  qneetion  of 
the  presumption  of  law  was  rexy  stroBfr, 
and  he  should  vote  for  the  Bill  as  it 
stood.  

Thx  Duke  of  BIOHMOND  aki) 
OOBDON  oonsidered  that  it  would  not 
tend  to  create  good  feeling  between 
landlord  and  tenant ;  to  interfere  would 
be  presumption  of  law  in  favoor  of  th« 
landlord's  ownership,  and  he  thweforv 
hoped  the  noble  Ean  who  had  charge  of 
the  measure  (the  Earl  of  Boeebery'i 
would  not  resist  the  nobe  Duke's  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll's)  Amendment. 

Thb  Eabl  of  MINTO  pointed  ent 
that  the  word  ''  game  "  was  defined  ia 
the  4th  definition  of  the  3rd  olanse  to  b« 
*'  all  the  animals  enumerated  in  the 
Ghune  Acta,  or  any  of  them."  The  Sche- 
dule, however,  only  gave  the  titles  of  a 
number  of  Statutes — so  that  thoae  who 
turned  to  the  Sohedule  would  be  very 
little  wiser  than  before  as  to  what ''  all 
the  animals  "  were.  He  thought  a  dif- 
tinct  enumeration  of  the  animals  that 
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to  be  oonsidered  ''game"  should 
U  giTen  in  the  Bill. 

Motion  agr04d  to ;  House  in  Oommittee 
Mcordingly. 

CUmsas  1  and  2  a^r^d  to. 

Qaoee  3  (Interpretation  clause). 

Tu  Dun  or  BUOOLEnOH  took 
siMption  to  the  definition  of  the  word 
"orop'*  including  ''g^rass,  whether  in- 
twded  for  hay  or  pasture/'  pointing  out 
tkst  if  it  so  defined  the  definition  would 
iaeiade  all  the  moorlands  in  Scotland. 

Thx  Earl  of  AIBLIE  suggested  that 
"oop"  should  be  defined  as  "culti- 
fsted  grass  land." 

Thb  Dva  of  BUOOLEUOH  agreed 
vith  the  noble  Earl ;  but,  at  ail  events, 
•ome  words  should  be  inserted  by  which 
it  ihottld  be  taken  out  of  the  oatesory  of 
permanent  pasture.  It  might  be  re- 
i«ncted  to  enclosed  land  perhaps ;  but, 
at  aU  events,  it  required  explanation. 

Tn  DvKB  OF  BIOHMOND  and 
GORDON  pointed  out  that  there  were 
Isrn  quantities  of  land  in  Scotland 
oader  cultivation,  with  a  rotation  of 
crops,  and  were  not  enclosed  at  all.  He 
kaev  several  farms  in  which  there  was 
Dot  a  single  fence  to  be  seen ;  and  there- 
fare  his  noble  Friend  who  had  charge 
of  the  Bill  must  be  careful  that  there 
vas  no  miatake  made  in  this  respect. 

Thb  Dxnut  of  ABGYLL  rather  under- 
itood  from  his  noble  Friend  that  it  was 
Mi  intended  to  include  mountain  or 
Biooriaad,  but  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
both  enelosed  in  Scotland,  and  therefore 
xt  would  not  do  to  restrict  it  to  enclosed 
IniL 

Thi  I>uk«  of  BDCOLEUOH  in- 
amated  that  he  would  consider  the 
matter,  and  introduce  some  Amend- 
BMiit  on  the  Report. 

Loan  ABINOER  said,  he  should  like 
to  know  from  the  noble  Earl  who  had 
charge  of  the  Bill  whether  it  was  really 
intsnded  to  include  the  Highland  moors, 
or  whether  land  cultivated  with  grass 
and  eropa  in  rotation?  As  the  words 
•ppsarea  in  the  clause  in  question  they 
wsirs  liable  to  be  interpreted  in  more 
than  one  sense,  and  it  was  desirable  that 
^OD  saoh  a  subject  as  this  they  should 
be  perfoctly  olear. 

THB  EikBL  OF  ROSEBERY  said,  he 
did  not  suppose  that  any  moor  in  Scotland 
WW  ever  mtended  to  bear  crops,  but 
that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  would 


certainly  apply  to  some  portions  of  the 
borders  of  moors. 

Lord  ABINGER  said,  that  as  the 
clause  stood  it  really  did  include  moors, 
and  therefore  he  hoped  that  some  plain 
words  would  be  put  in  to  imply  that  it 
meant  g^ass  under  cultivation. 

Thb  lord  CHANCELLOR  sug- 
gested that  there  should  be  words  in- 
troduced into  the  clause  defining  it  to 
be  grass  land  for  pasture  in  **  open  cul- 
tivated ground." 

Thb  %jAXL  of  AIRLIE  said,  he  did 
not  think  that  it  would  be  advisable  to 
use  the  words  ''  upon  open  ground/' 
because  it  might  include  the  very  land 
which  it  was  wished  to  exclude. 

Lord  ABINGER  was,  on  the  con- 
trary, of  opinion  that  the  words  ''  open 
cultivated  ground"  would  answer  very 
well. 

Thb  Eabl  of  ROSEBERY  said,  he 
would  introduce  an  Amendment  on  the 
Report. 

The  DtTKB  of  BUCCLEUCH  as- 
sented, and  said  that  would  give  the 
noble  Earl  an  opportunity  of  exercising 
his  ingenuity. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Right  of  killing  game,  &c., 
to  be  in  the  lessor,  unless  reserved  by 
the  lessor.) 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  moved  an 
Amendment,  having  for  its  object  to  re- 
verse this  proposition,  and  of  retaining 
the  presumption  of  law  as  at  present  in 
favour  of  the  landlord. 

Amendment  movedf 

To  loavo  out  all  tho  wordj  down  to  ("of"), 
inclusivo,  lino  21,  and  insert  (**  VVhcre  undor 
any  loaflo  made  HubAo<iumtly  to  tho  comtnenro- 
ment  of  this  Act,  or  whoro  by  preiumption  of 
common  law  upon  any  land  occupied  undor  a 
lease  made  subsequontly  to  tho  rommoncemeut 
of  this  Act,  tho  loHsor  shall  rosorvo  or  retain,") 
— (rA<»  Duke  oJArgyiL) 

Thb  Eabl  of  ROSEBERY  was  de- 
sirous of  stating  the  reasons  why  he 
thought  the  Amendment  both  inexpe- 
dient and  unnecessarv.  In  the  first 
place,  he  did  not  see  the  dangers  which 
the  noble  Duke  had  shadowed  forth, 
because  the  noble  Duke  know  very  well 
that  in  09  cases  out  of  100  the  riffht  of 
killing  game  would  be  reserved  by  tho 
lessor,  and  therefore  the  right  which  the 
clause  conferred  on  the  tenant  would  bo 
merely  nominal.  Therefore,  he  thought 
tho  bogies  raised  by  tho  noble  Duke 
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were  as  unsubstantial  as  could  well  be 
imagined.  When  they  went  further, 
and  looked  at  the  condition  of  things  in 
England,  thej  found  in  that  country, 
where  the  presumption  was  that  the 
tenant  was  the  owner  of  the  game,  no 
particular  evil  resulted;  and  he  could 
not  see  how  in  Scotland,  where  the 
tenant  invariably  obtained  the  security 
of  a  1 9  years'  lease,  there  could  be  reason 
to  suppose  that  any  inconvenience  could 
arise  from  the  change.  Beyond  that, 
there  was  some  little  advantage  in  having 
uniformity  between  England  and  Soot- 
land  in  this  respect ;  and,  moreover,  if 
the  noble  Duke's  Amendment  were  car- 
ried, he  did  not  think  the  measure  would 
be  at  all  successful  in  allaying  that  irri- 
tation and  soreness  which  were  felt  by 
the  tenant-farmers  of  Scotland  on  this 
subject.  It  must  be  recollected  that  the 
Scottish  farmers  were  an  intelligent  and 
enlightened  class — at  the  same  time,  they 
had  a  strong  feeling  on  this  question. 
What,  then,  would  be  their  feeling  when 
they  saw  a  Bill  come  up  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  a  clause  giving  the 
tenant  the  presumptive  ownership  of  the 
game,  and  which  placed  them  on  an 
equal  footing  with  English  tenant-far- 
mers, if  the  House  of  Lords  rejected 
that  clause,  and  left  them,  so  far  from 
being  placed  on  a  footing  of  equality,  in 
a  position  inferior  to  that  of  the  English 
farmer  ?  Did  their  Lordships  think  that 
a  Bill  which  contained  no  such  provision 
as  this  would  be  ever  likely  to  satisfy 
the  tenantry  of  Scotland  ?  He  assured 
them  that  this  was  a  great  g^evance  to 
the  farmers  in  Scotland,  and  he  should 
ask  their  Lordships  to  divide  on  the 
Amendment. 

The  Duke  of  BUCOLEUOH  said, 
that  he  was  very  sorry  to  find  that  his 
noble  Friend  opposite  objected  to  the 
very  reasonable  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll).  He  seemed 
to  think  nothing  whatever  of  taking 
away  a  very  valuable  ri^ht  from  one 
body  of  men  and  giving  it  to  another. 
Now,  he  (the  Duke  of  Buccleuoh)  was 
inclined  to  think  that  such  a  proceeding 
was  not  in  the  least  likely  to  promote 
good  feeling  between  the  two  classes. 
He  thought  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Duke  extremely  fair,  and  one  that  would 
commend  itself  to  their  Lordships,  be- 
cause there  was  nothing  whatever  in  it 
to  prevent  the  tenant  from  going  to  a 
Court  of  Law  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 

Th$  £arl  of  Eo4€b$ry 


compensation  for  any  damages  soitained 
by  him  from  his  landlord's  gama. 

The  Marquess  of  HUNTLT  assured 
the  House  that  in  the  district  6om  which 
he  came  the  tenanto  were  very  loud  in 
their  oomplainto  that  by  the  presumption 
of  law  the  right  to  kill  game  was  with 
the  landlords,  and  they  asked  why  the? 
should  not  be  placed  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  the  farmers  of  England.  H» 
thought  that  by  making  this  conoessioii 
they  would  do  away  with  much  of  th^ 
agitation  which  existed  in  Sootland. 
With  reference  to  the  lessor  not  having 
a  right  to  shoot  upon  the  land,  he 
thought  that  many  instanoes  existed 
where  owners  of  common  pasture  land 
had  not  the  right  to  shoot  over  it ;  sod 
he  could  give  the  noble  Duke  som« 
strong  instances  where  even  lords  of 
manors,  or  as  they  were  called  in  Soot- 
land ''superiors,"  did  not  possess  th« 
right.  He  thought  that  oould  easily  be 
remedied  by  inserting  a  rider  to  th^ 
clause,  to  show  that  where  the  landlord 
had  not  the  right  of  shooting  on  his  own 
land,  some  exception  might  be  made, 
and  that  could  be  done  on  Report 

The  Duke  of  BIOHMoND  avd 
GORDON  said,  that  the  noble  Msr- 
quess  (the  Marquess  of  HunUy)  hid 
based  his  argument  upon  the  statement 
that  the  feeling  amongst  the  tenantry  in 
his  part  of  the  country  on  this  subjert 
was  very  great ;  but  he  thought  he  could 
show  his  noble  Friend  that  no  such  sgi* 
tetion  existed  in  that  part  of  Sootland 
with  which  he  (the  Duke  of  Ridimond 
and  Gbrdon)  was  acquainted.  The  noble 
Marquess  must,  therefore,  forgive  him  for 
asking  him  to  confine  his  remarics  to 
that  particular  portion  of  the  country 
with  which  he  himself  was  acquainted. 
The  noble  Marquess  also  said  that  his 
friends  complained  that  they  were  not 
placed  upon  a  position  of  equality  with 
their  friends  in  England ;  but  he  would 
remind  the  noble  Marquess  that  in  Eng- 
land there  was  no  such  Bill  at  all,  and 
therefore  if  the  Scotch  tenantry  were 
legislated  for,  they  would  be  placed  b  s 
better  position  than  their  friends  in 
England.  He  entirely  agreed  with  the 
Amendment,  and  he  hoi^  their  Lord- 
ships  would  pass  it.  In  nis  opinion,  the 
tenants  would  have  nothing  to  be  grate- 
ful for  in  respect  of  the  provision  agsin*t 
which  the  Amendment  was  dirwted ; 
because  the  boon  which  it  professed  to 
give  with  one  hand  it  immediately  took 


Ili5        Oawi$  Law  {Scotland)      (Juite  7, 1877)         Ammdmcnt  Bill 


1426 


%wf  with  the  other,  by  giving  power 
of  retarvation  to  the  landlord.  He 
tkoaght  it  would  be  far  better  to  leave 
tb*  preeomption  of  the  law  as  it  stood. 
Th«re  was  no  necessity  for  making  any 
«eh  alteration.  Neither  did  he  think 
it  would  have  any  effect  upon  the  Bill. 
If  it  did  he  should  be  sorry  to  vote  for 
it;  beoause,  as  he  said  before,  the  Bill 
wsf  an  honest  attempt  to  remedy  an  evil 
tiut  at  present  existed.  He  hoped  that 
ths  noble  Earl  would  assent  to  the 
AaiMMunent. 

Thb  Eam.  of  OAMPERDOWN  sup- 
ported  the  clause  as  it  stood,  on  the 
pmind  that  the  presumption  of  law 
OBght  to  be  in  favour  of  the  tenant — it 
bsuig  but  natural  to  suppose  that  where 
A  landlord  let  his  lana  ne  let  it  for  aU 
purposes  whatever,  and  that  if  he  did 
not,  he  would  make  a  special  reserva- 
tion. The  merit  that  the  Bill  pre- 
•cnted  in  his  eye  was  that  it  took  away 
the  principle  of  uncertainty  which  at 

Et  existed  about  the  damage  caused 
game,  and  reduced  it  to  a  matter 
^  eement  between  the  landlord  and 
tsQint.  Under  this  Bill  the  tenant 
would  know  exactly  what  he  had  to 
sntect,  and  on  what  ground  he  could  ob- 
tain damages  for  the  compensation  com- 
mitted by  game.  It  appeared  to  him  to 
be  very  desirable  both  for  the  landlord 
sad  the  tenant  that  the  basis  of  the 
^reement  should  be  distinctly  stated  in 
t£»  contract. 

Tax  Dtnos  of  ABGTLL  said,  he  was 
|Ud  his  noble  Friend  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  had  admitted  that  it  would  make  no 
fcreat  difference  whether  the  presumption 
of  ownership  was  in  the  landlord  or  in 
the  tenant,  oecause  in  Scotland  it  was 
the  universal  practice  for  landlords  to 
reserve  the  game.  Therefore,  so  far  as 
the  operative  part  of  the  Bill  went,  it 
would  make  no  difference  whatever. 
There  might  be  something  to  be  said  for 
the  presumption  of  ownership  being  in 
the  tenants  in  respect  of  arable  land,  and 
that  they  should  have  the  common  law 
right  to  kill  ground  game  on  that  de- 
scription of  land ;  but  in  regard  to  the 
great  districts  of  the  country  where  the 
mountains  were  let  in  sheep  runs,  it  was 
only  lair  and  proper  that  the  presump- 
tion of  law  with  respect  to  game  should 
be  that  it  belonged  to  the  landlord.  For 
his  part,  he  should  prefer  the  question 
of  the  presumption  or  the  law  not  being 
dealt  with  at  all  by  this  Bill,  but  being 


left  entirely  to  the  landlords  and  tenants 
as  a  matter  of  contract. 

Eabl  FOETESOUE  said,  that  as  a 
matter  of  expediency  it  would  not  be 
well  for  a  House  which  was  often  de- 
scribed as  a  House  of  landlords  to  re- 
verse a  decision  come  to  by  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  in  favour  of  the 
Scotch  tenant,  which  only  extended  to 
him  a  legal  presumption  long  enjoyed 
by  the  English  tenant. 

The  Eakl  of  ROSEBERY  said,  that 
though  the  provision  was  not  vital  to 
the  Bill,  he  had  affain  to  express  a  hope 
that  the  noble  Duxe  would  not  press  his 
Amendment,  because  if  it  were  carried 
it  would  be  calculated  to  excite  a  dis- 
contented feeling  on  the  part  of  Scotch 
tenants.  The  question  involved  was 
one  of  principle,  and  therefore  he  felt 
bound  to  take  a  division  upon  it. 

On  Question,  that  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  clause  ? 
Their  Lordships  divided: — Oontents  34  ; 
Not-Oontents  73 :  Majority  37. 

CONTENTS. 


Devonahire,  D. 

Bristol,  M. 
Kipon,  M. 

Airlio,  E.    [TelUr,^ 
Camperdown,  E. 
Dartroy,  E. 
Pucie,  E. 
Fortescue,  E. 
Granville,  E. 
Rimberloy,  E. 
Loyelace,  E. 
Minto,  E. 
Morley,  £. 


Aberdare,  L. 

Beaumont,  L. 

Boyle,  L.  (J?.  Cork  if 

Orrery.) 
Carysfort,  L.  {E,  Caryt- 

fort,) 
Coleridge,  L. 
Dinovor,  L. 
Dorchester,  L. 
Elgin,   \u     {E,    Elgin 

and  Kincardine.) 
Hammond,  L. 
Keane,  L. 
Lyttelton,  L. 
Mo] 


oldrum,    L.      {M. 
Huntly.) 
Moftvn,  L. 
RoBobery,  L.  (E,  Eo$e' 
CardweU,  V.  hery.)     ( TV/W.] 

Halifax,  V.  Helbome,  L. 

Leinster,  V.  (/>.  Lein-    Htrafford,  L.  ( V.  En* 

iter.)  JUld.) 

Powoncourt,  V.  Truro,  L. 

N0T-C0NTENT8. 

Cairns,  L.    (X.  Chan"    Belmore,  E. 
etUor.)  Bradford,  E. 

Cadogan,  E. 
Marlborough,  D.  C/owper,  E. 

Richmond,  D.  Do  La  Warr,  B. 

Somerset,  D.  Dcmcaster,  E.  (/).  /?f*r- 

eUueh    and    Quetft** 
Hertford,  M.  berry.) 

Northampton,  M.  Haddington,  £. 

HarrowDV,  E. 
Amherst,  E.  Jersey,  E. 

Beaconsfield,  E.  Mnnsflf^ld,  E. 

Beauchomp,  £.  Mar  and  K<  Uir,  E 
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Morton,  E. 
Nelson,  E. 
Powis,  E. 
Bedesdale,  E. 
Selkirk,  E. 
Stanhope,  E. 
Strange,  E.  (D,  Athol.) 
Sydney,  E. 
Whamcliffe,  E. 
Wilton,  E. 

Eversley,  V. 
Hawarden,  V. 
Sidmouth,  V. 
Templetown,  V. 

Abercromby,  L. 
Abinger,  L. 
Balfour  of  Burleigh,  L. 
Blantyre,  L. 
Bolton,  L. 
Brodrick,L.(r.irtrffe- 

ton.) 
Castlemaine,  L. 
Chelmsford,  L. 
Clanbrassill,     L.     {E, 

Roden.) 
Clonbrock,  L. 
Cloncurry,  L. 
Colchester,  L. 
Colville  of  Culross,  L. 
Cottesloe,  L. 
de  Ros,  L. 
Digby,  L. 


Dunmore,  L.  {B.  Dun-- 
more.) 

Elphinstone,  L. 

Foley,  L. 

Forbes,  L. 

Foxford,  L.  {E,  Lime' 
rick,) 

Grormanston,  L.  ( V. 
Gormavuton.) 

Hampton,  L. 

Harlech,  L. 

Hartismere,  L.  (X. 
Henniker.) 

Heytesbury,  L. 

Lovat,  L. 

Oxenf oord,L.  {E.Siair.) 
[Teller,] 

Sackrille,  L, 

Saltersf  ord,  L.  {£,  Cour^ 
toum.) 

Silchester,  L.  {E.  Long^ 
ford) 

Sinclair,  L. 

Skelmersdale,  L. 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  L. 

Stratheden  and  Camp- 
bell, L. 

Strathspey,  L.  {E.]iSea' 
Jield.) 

Sundridge,  L.  '(2>.  Ar- 
gyll.)    [Teller.'] 

Talbot  de  Malahide,  L. 

Winmarleigh,  L. 


Words  struck  out;  then  Amendment 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  words  inserted. 

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  and 
QOEDON  inquired  what  was  the  mean- 
ing of  the  words  in  the  clause  **  har- 
boured on  the  lands  of  the  lessor?" 
Was  the  phrase  known  to  Scotch  law  ? 

The  Earl  of  EOSEBEEY  explained 
that  the  words  were  put  in  for  the  pur- 
pose of  providing  a  remedy  for  the  case 
where  the  lessor  who  had  reserved  the 
game  kept  up  a  large  head  of  game  in 
the  woods  and  coverts  which  came  out 
and  fed  upon  the  crops  of  neighbouring 
farms  which  did  not  oelong  to  him. 

After  some  discussion  and  explana- 
tion— 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  said, 
that  after  the  discussion  he  really  did 
not  understand  himself  what  interpreta- 
tion to  put  upon  the  word.  It  seemed 
to  him  to  have  been  put  in  for  the  pur- 

Eose  of  enabling  the  landlord  to  protect 
imself,  and  he  suggested  whether  the 
better  way  would  not  be  in  such  a  case 
that  he  should  give  the  tenant  leave  to 
shoot  the  game. 

LoBD  ABEEDAEE  said,  that  he  un- 
derstood the  word  in  the  sense  intended 


by  the  promoter  of  the  Bill ;  bat  it  was 
quite  dear  that  educated  and  sensible 
men  entertained  quite  a  different  opinion 
upon  it. 

After  further  conversation^ 

The  Eabl  of  EOSEBEBY  said,  be 
would  attempt  to  make  the  matter  dear 
on  the  Eeport. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Lessee  being  of  opinion  that 
damage  to  his  crops  exceedsi  the  smn 
mentioned  in  his  lease,  to  intimate  same 
to  lessor)  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Provision  as  to  actions  for 
damage  between  lessor  and  lessee). 

LoBD  LOYAT  moved,  after  line  16, 
to  insert  as  sub-section  2 — 

**  No  such  action  shall  be  competent  in  zegiri 
to  damage  done  to  turnips  or  other  root  cnp 
between  the  thirtieth  of  November  and  the  fint 
of  April  in  any  year^  or  done  to  crops  d  uy 
kind  which  with  ordinary  diligence  might  Iutt 
been  reaped,  raised,  or  removed  before  th« 
damage  was  done." 

Viscount  HALIFAX  pointed  out  that 
in  the  North  some  crops  had  to  be  of 
necessity  left  out  in  the  fields  till  veiy 
late  in  tiie  year. 

Lord  ABINGEB  supported  tbe 
Amendment.  He  thought  that  those 
who  left  crops  out,  which  might  with 
ordinary  diligence  have  been  got  in. 
should  not  oe  paid  compensation  if 
damage  was  done  to  them. 

The  lord  CHANCETXOR  ilso 
thought  that  if  crops  were  left  out  longer 
than  was  necessary  the  occupier  shcold 
not  be  compensated  for  damage. 

The  Eael  of  DUNMOBE  thought 
the  principle  of  the  Amendment  was  t 
good  one,  out  that  it  might  operate  yeiy 
hardly  upon  the  farmers  of  the  North  of 
Scotland,  and  there  were  portions  of  th« 
Highlands  where  they  could  not  get  the 
crops  in  early. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clause  amended  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Provisions  as  to  arbitration 
for  settlinfl^  claims  of  damage  between 
lessors  ana  lessees). 

The  Eabl  of  8ELXTRK  moved  to 
transpose  Clauses  6  and  7,  pa^  S,  bj 
placing  Clause  7,  as  amended^  m  {^ 
of  Clause  6. 
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Qame  6  (now  7.)  to  be  amended  by 
iMnngont— 

(**  WImq  a  \tmot  and  letMe  a^^ee  in  writing 
to  nier  to  arbitration  any  claim  of  damage 
iriasg  under  thii  Act")  and  inserting  (**  In  all 
(MM  wImtp  there  is  a  olanse  in  a  lease  proriding 
far  the  •eiUemcnt  of  dijiputes  by  arbitration  the 
oMi  shall  be  at  anoo  referred  to  the  arbiters,  as 
pointad  oat  in  the  lease;  and  where  no  saoh 
rlaose  exists  in  the  lease  it  shall  be  competent 
far  a  lessor  or  lessee  to  refer  such  claims  for 
eoapensation  to  arbitration,  in  which  case.*') 

Ths  £AmL  or  BOSEBERT  opposed 
til*  Amendment  as  quite  unnecessary, 
tnd  contended  that  it  would  be  better 
that  all  cases  should  be  dealt  with  under 
tbs  one  uniform  system  of  arbitration 
prorided  by  the  BiU. 

On  Question  ?  rwohid  in  the  negative, 

Tex  EiLBL  op  EOSEBEEY  moved,  at 
tlie  end  of  the  clause  to  add  as  new  sub- 
•action — 

**  S.  Any  notice  under  this  section  shall  be  in 
viitmg  and  may  be  serred  on  the  person  to 
vhon  it  is  to  bo  giren  either  personally  or  by 
lsartn(^  it  for  him  at  his  last  imown  plaoe  of 
tbod»  m  Scotland*  or  bv  sending  it  through  the 
post  in  a  registered  letter  addressed  U>  him 
Ihne ;  and  if  so  sent  by  post  it  shall  be  deemed 
to  have  bean  serred  at  tne  time  when  the  letter 
fflntaining  it  would  be  delivered  in  ordinary 
jmxm^  and  in  order  to  prove  service  by  lettco* 
it  iliall  be  sufficient  to  prove  that  the  letter  was 
propivly  addressed  and  posted  and  that  it  con- 
'  the  Dotioe  to  be  served.'* 


Motion  agreed  to ;  sub-section  added. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  8  to  1 1  agreed  to,  with  Amend- 
msnts. 

Clause  12  ^Leases  or  agreements 
about  game  existing  at  passing  of  this 
Act  not  affected  by  it)  agreed  to. 

To  Dud  of  BUOOLEUOH  moved, 
tfter  Clause  12,  to  insert  the  following 
daase: — 

**  KoUunsr  in  this  Act  shall  prevent  a  landlord 
ttd  tmant  from  entering  into  and  oarryinff  into 
^Mt  any  such  agreement  as  thev  thmknt,  or 
iball  intfifeie  with  the  operation  thereof." 

Tn  J>vn  or  ABOYLL  hoped  that 
Us  noble  Friend  would  not  press  his 
Aasadment,  as  it  was  really  not  neoes- 
MfT  for  the  purpose  of  securing  the 
npis  of  landlords,  and  if  agreed  to  it 
might  make  the  Act  useless. 


Thb  EiXL  OF  MINTO  quite  agreed 
that  the  integrity  of  freedom  of  contract 
ought  not  to  be  touched.  He  should, 
howerer,  vote  for  the  Amendment. 

Thb  Eael  of  ROSEBEBY  said,  that 
if  the  Amendment  were  carried  the  Bill 
would  be  useless,  for  it  would  cut  away 
the  very  purpose  of  the  Bill,  which  was 
to  establish  some  fixed  and  known  basis 
on  which  claims  for  compensation  might 
be  made. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  and 
GK)RDON  said,  that  nobody  held  more 
sacred  freedom  of  contract  than  he  did, 
but,  as  the  noble  Duke  opposite  had  ex- 
plained on  going  into  Committee,  this 
bill  reallv  did  not  interfere  with  it.  At 
present  ntrmers  were  entitled  to  a  cer- 
tain amount  for  damage  done  to  their 
crops  by  game,  and  this  Bil  lonly  estab- 
lished a  basis  on  which  they  could  assess 
the  damage.  He  joined  the  noble  Duke 
opposite  in  urgine  his  noble  Friend  not 
to  press  his  Amendment. 

Tmi  DtTM  OF  BUCCLEUCH  said, 
that  in  deference  to  the  opinion  of  his 
noble  Friend  he  would  withdraw  the 
Amendment ;  but  still  he  was  not  ouite 
totisfied  with  the  clause,  nor  did  he 
think  that  under  it  freedom  of  contract 
would  be  safe. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Schedule  I.,  which  sets  forth  the  titles 
of  the  various  Acts  relating  to  game  in 
Scotland  from  the  Act  passed  in  the 
year  1587  **  Aganis  slayeris  of  deir  and 
utheris  wyld  beastis,"  to  the  Act  for  the 
Prevention  of  Poaching,  25  &  26  Vict., 
c.  114. 

Thb  Ejlel  of  MINTO  suggested  that 
the  animals  intended  to  be  included  in 
this  Bill  should  be  set  forth  in  a 
Schedule. 

Thb  Duxb  of  ARGYLL  wished  for 
some  explanation  about  the  Schedule, 
which  was  merely  a  list  of  Acts  of  Par- 
liament, some  of  which  were  obsolete. 

Thb  Eaml  of  ROSEBERY  explained 
that  he  was  anxious  that  there  should 
be  a  list  of  game  in  the  Schedule,  but  it 
was  extremdy  difficult  to  obtain  a  good 
definition  other  than  in  the  Acts  referred 
to ;  which  had  been  retained,  because 
there  were  some  provisions  under  them 
they  wished  to  continue. 
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The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  pointed 
out  that  the  Acts  in  question  would  re- 
main in  force  though  not  in  the  Sche- 
dule. 

The  Eeport  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  Friday  the  22nd  instant ;  and 
Bill  to  he  printed,  as  amended.  (No.  97.) 

BAR  EDUCATION  AND  DISCIPLINE 
BILL— (No.  69.) 

{The  Lord  Chancellor.) 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
ing,  read. 

The     LOED     CHANCELLOE,     in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
second  time,  said,  its  purpose  was  to 
supply  two  great  wants  in  the  present 
system — the  first,  the  want  of  a  uniform 
system  with  regard  to  legal  education 
for  the  Bar  and  admissions  to  the  Bar  ; 
the  other,  a  better  regulated  mode  of  ap- 
plying discipline  to  those  who  had  been 
already  called  to  the  Bar.    The  Inns  of 
Court  had,  of  late  years,  made  great 
advances  towards  instituting  a  system  of 
legal  education.      They  yearly  contri- 
buted considerable  sums  for  tiiat  pur- 
pose, and  they  had  voluntarily  chosen 
a  Committee  from  the  various  Inns,  on 
whom   they  had  imposed  the  duty  of 
superintending    the    education  for    the 
Bar.    But  that  had  all  been  done  volun- 
tarily ;  there  was  nothing  to  compel  the 
continuance  of  that  system — nothing  to 
prevent  anyone  of  the  Inns  from  with- 
drawing from  it — nothing  to  make  con- 
tributions compulsory;  the  system  de- 
pended entirely  on  the  voluntary  action 
of  the  Inns  of  Court.  The  Inns  of  Court 
were  willing  that  that  state  of  things 
should  be  improved  ;    and  what  they 
proposed  was  that,  following  in  some  de- 
gree the  example  of  the  Medical  Pro- 
fession, there  should  be  a  general  Coun- 
cil of  Education  chosen  &om  the  Inns 
of  Court  and  partly  nominated  by  the 
Crown,  to  consist  of  30  Members  —  six 
appointed  by  the  Crown  and  24  by  the 
Inns  of  Court — each  Inn  sending  six 
members.    Provision  was  made  for  the 
nomination  and  election  of  those  Mem- 
bers and  for  their  retirement  by  rota- 
tion.   It  was  proposed  that  the  Council 
should  have  cognizance  of,  and  jurisdic- 
tion in,  the  following  matters: — the  legal 
education  and  examination  of  students 


of  any  of  the  four  Inns  of  Court  desiring 
to  be  called  to  the  Bar  or  to  practise  un- 
der the  Bar; — the  censuring  and  suspend- 
ing from  practice  of  barristers  or  persons 
practising  under  the  Bar,  and  the  dis- 
barring of  barristers — all  matters  which 
might  be  referred  to  them  by  the  Bench 
of  any  of  the  Four  Inns  of  Court  for 
advice  or  decision.    With  regard  to  the 
education,   it    was    provided    that  the 
Council  should  cause  examinations  to  be 
held  of  all  Members  of  the  Inns  of  Court 
desiring  to  be  called  to  the  Bar,  and 
should  appoint  Examiners  for  that  pur- 
pose ;  and  the  Council  was  to  grant  a 
certificate  to  every  person  who  should 
pass  a  satisfactory  examination;  it  would 
not  be  lawful  for  the  Benchers  of  anj 
Inn  of  Court  to  call  to  the  Bar  any  stu- 
dent admitted  after  the  year  1871  who 
had  not  obtained  a  certificate  ^m  the 
Council  that  he  had  satisfactorily  fulfilled 
the  conditions  required  by  their  reguk- 
tions  to  qualify  him  to  be  called  to  the 
Bar.     As  to  debarring  or  censuring  ex- 
isting members,  that  power  was  token 
from  the  Masters  of  tne  Bench  of  the 
several  Inns  and  vested  in  the  general 
Council,  with  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature.  The  Council  would 
have  power  to  take  evidence  on  oath,  if 
they  thought  fit,  and  to  require  the  at- 
tendance of  witnesses,  and  the  produc- 
tion of  documents.     This,  however,  was 
not  to  interfere  with  the  internal  jurb- 
diction  of   the    Benchers  within  their 
several  Inns.  With  regard  to  the  fond* 
which  would  be  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Council,  they  would  be  derived  in  th* 
first  instance  from  contributions  firom 
the  several  Inns,  in  settled  proporti(m$. 
but  not  to  exceed   in  the    aggregit'' 
£4,600,    and  of  fees  on  admission  of 
each  student ;  secondly,  from  fees  and 
payments  received  by  wie  Council  under 
any  rules  or  reg^ations  to  be  made  bj 
them.    These  fees  on  admission,  takbg 
the  year  1876  as  an  average,  would 
amount  to  £1,465,  and  the  fees  forlec- 
tures,  taking  the  same  year,  would  be 
£2,063 ;  so  that  the  Council  would  have 
an  income  of  £8,128 ;  which  would  be 
sufficient  for  the  present  system  of  the 
Professors  and  examinations,  and  for 
the  expenses  of  the  Council,  secretvy. 
&c.,   leaving   £1,500  for    priies.     He 
thought  such  an    arrangement  would 
place  the  system  of  legal  education  f<ff 
the  Bar  on  a  satisfactory  fooling  for  the 
present ;  and,  judging  from  what  had 
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luqipMMd  in  the  past,  he  had  no  donbt, 
if  a  still  larger  sum  than  that  he  had 
msntioned  could  be  usefully  expended, 
the  Inns  of  Court  would  be  willing  to 
■apply  further  funds.  Such  were  the 
pfOTisions  of  the  Bill.  As  their  Lordships 
would  see,  there  stood  on  the  Notice 
Fiper  two  other  Bills  which  his  noble 
sad  learned  Friend  TLord  Selbome) 
had  introduced,  and  haa  carried  through 
the  most  important  stage,  which  dealt 
with  the  same  subject,  and  went  much 
farther  than  this  Bill.  With  regard  to 
those  Bills  he  would  only  say,  even  if 
he  took  the  view  which  nis  noble  and 
learned  Friend  took,  and  desired  to  see 
ft  measure  goinff  so  far  ultimately  become 
the  law  of  the  land — and  he  did  not  go 
quite  so  fkr — he  should  still  be  glad  to 
•M  a  limited  measure,  such  as  the  pre- 
•ent,  adopted.  It  was  a  step  in  the  di- 
n<ction  in  which  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  wished  to  go,  and  it  would  do 
much  to  add  to  the  arrangements  which 
BOW  existed  for  improving  legal  educa- 
tion and  the  discipline  of  the  Bar.  He 
moved  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 

iTovtftf,  <'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
—{7^  Lord  Chanc$lhr.) 

LoKD  8ELB0RNE  said,  he  certainly 
did  regard  this  Bill  as  falling  very  far 
•hort  of  such  a  measure  as,  he  was  con- 
vinced, must  be  adopted,  at  some  time  or 
other,  for  the  promotion  of  legal  educa- 
tion. But  if  he  was  unable  sufficiently 
to  interest  the  whole  of  the  Legal  Pro- 
fewon  in  a  larger,  wider,  and  more 
liberal  scheme  than  the  one  now  proposed, 
be  thought  the  wise  course  for  him  to 
sdopt  would  be  to  acquiesce,  for  the  pre- 
Mt,in  what  could  now  be  obtained,  trust- 
h^  to  the  insight  and  liberality  of  the 
tt^i  Profession  to  which  he  belonged 
to  carry  forward  hereafter  the  mea- 
nir«s  which  he  had  proposed  —  pro- 
Tidfd  the  views  he  entertained  were 
rif^fat.  In  the  present  Bill  it  was  a 
grvftt  advantage  that  the  functions 
BOW  exercised  by  the  Inns  of  Oourt,  with 
regard  to  the  admission  of  students  to 
th»  Bar,  their  education  and  exami- 
Bstions,  and  also  with  regard  to  the  dis* 
opliae  of  the  Bar  itself,  were  at  once 
sad  for  ever  to  be  placed  under  the 
rnarantee  and  security  of  public  law. 
9till,  he  was  disappointed  that  the  Inns 


of  Oourt,  when  making  up  their  minds 
to  this  g^at  step,  had  not  gone  further, 
and  placed  themselves  in  the  honourable 
and  great  position  of  a  Legal  University, 
as  was  recommended  to  them  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  himself  some 
years  ago,  as  well  as  by  the  Hoyal  Oom- 
missioners,  and  which  measure  he  had 
no  doubt  would,  at  some  time,  follow 
upon  this  first  step.  It  was  also  satis- 
factory that  not  only  nominees  of  these 
four  Bodies ;  but,  in  addition  to  them,  in- 
dependent persons  to  be  nominated  by 
the  Grown,  would  henceforth  constitute 
a  Council  of  LegalJ  Education  and  Dis- 
cipline. He  must  protest  against  the 
extreme  narrowness  of  the  view  ex- 
pressed in  the  provision  that  the  business 
of  the  Council  should  only  be  to  attend 
to  the  legal  education  and  examina- 
tion of  such  students  of  any  of  the 
Four  Inns  of  Court  as  desired  to  be 
called  to  the  Bar,  or  to  practise  under 
the  Bar.  The  great  point  of  difference 
between  this  scheme  and  his  own— a 
difiPerence  which  he  hoped  would  be 
finally  decided  in  favour  of  his  own — 
was  that  he  desired  a  system  of  legal 
education  that  should  be  open  to  all  Her 
Majesty's  subjects,  whether  intending 
to  be  called  to  the  Bar  or  any  other 
branch  of  thoLeeal  Profession,  and  whe- 
ther members  of  the  Four  Inns  of  Court 
or  not.  That  he  considered  was  the  only 
system  of  legal  education  worthy  of  this 
country,  and  calculated  to  do  great  good. 
But  in  the  meantime  he  was  willing  that 
this  Bill  should  pass,  and  the  experiment 
of  its  working  be  tried.  The  consequence 
was  that  he  must  with  reluctance  leave 
to  others  who  might  come  after  him  to 
carry  out  the  larger  scheme  that  he  had 
proposed.  The  two  Orders  of  the  Day 
m  his  name — the  Inns  of  Court  Bill  and 
the  General  iSchool  of  Law  Bill,  for  Com  - 
mittee— must  be  immediately  dropped 
as  the  necessary  consequence  of  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill.  He,  how- 
ever, should  ask  their  Lordships  first  to 
allow  the  General  School  of  Law  Bill  to 
pass  through  Committee  pro  formd^  in 
order  that  he  might  introduce  Amend- 
ments, so  that  it  might  remain  on  re- 
cord in  the  shape  he  desired  to  submit 
it  to  their  Lordships*  House. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  eommitUd  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  Tb-morrotr. 
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ELEMSNTAfiY  BDUOATION  PBOYISIOKAL 

0BPEB8  QOJXFIBMJLTIOV  (fELMINOHAM,  &0.) 

BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  confirm  oertain  ProYitioiial  Orders 
made  by  the  Education  Department  under 
«*The  Elementary  Education  Act,  1870,"  to 
enable  the  Bchool  Boards  for  the  United 
Biftriot  of  Felmingham  and  Kelvedon  Hatch 
to  put  in  force  '*The  Lands  Clausea  Con- 
solidation Act,  1846,"  and  the  Acts  amending 
the  same — Was  pre9ent0d  by  The  Lord  Prbsi- 
DBNT ;  read  1* ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 
(No.  96.) 

INNS  OF  COUBT  BILL    [h.L.] 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be  put 
into  a  Committee  read,  and  dUeharged ;  and 
Bill  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdraum, 

OENEBAL  SCHOOL  OF  LAW  BILL  [h.L.] 

House  in  Committee  (fccording  to  order); 
Bill  reported  without  amendment ;  amendments 
made;  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  98.) 

House  adioumed  at  a  Quarter  b«fore 

Eight  o'clock,  tin  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


^^*N»^^^^^»^^%^^#^^i» 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thwnday,  1th  7un$,  1877. 

MINUTES.]  —  8BL1CT  ComnrniB  —  Irish 
Land  Act,  1870,  Bir.  Downing  ditch.y  Sir 
Joseph  M'Kenna  added, 

PuBUC  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firet  Reading  — 
Emly  Cathedral,  &c.*  [189]. 

First  Reading  —  Solicitors  Examination,  Ac.  * 
[190]. 

Second  Reading ^^itmoYtiX  of  Wrecks*  [181]. 

Select  Committee— New  Foretti^  [160],  nominated. 

Committee — Report — General  Police  and  Im- 
provement (Scotland)  Act  (1862)  Amendment* 

Considered  at  ammded — Prisons  [121],  debaU 

ae{foumed. 
Third  Reading— '^OKirTQiin*  [132],  ujudpaeeed. 

QUESTIONS. 


JOINT  STOCK  COMPANIES— LEOISLA- 
TION— "  TWYOROSS  t.  ORANT."— THE 
HUMBER  IRONWOBKS  COMPANY. 

QXTBSnONS. 

8iB  EDWABD  WATEIN  aaked  Mr. 
Attorney  Oenond,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  opinion  expressed 


by  ihe  Lord  Chief  Tnstiee  of  Bnglaad 
and  to  the  words  he  used  in  the  hearing 
of  the  case  of  Twyoross  #.  Ghrant,  re- 
ported in  the  <<  Times  "  of  Hay  the  18th, 
as  to  the  practice  of  prodomng  an  arti- 
fiidd  preminm,  by  pnrchaaes  on  the  Stock 
Exchange  before  colotment,  upon  bonds, 
shares,  and  stocks  issued  under  pros- 
pectus, and  of  thereby  inducing  the 
pubHc  to  apply  for  the  securities  offered 
— the  words  reported  to  have  been  used 
by  the  Lord  Ohief  Justice  being — 

**The  fact  that  the  practice  was  nsnal  does 
not  affect  its  morality.  What  I  allnde  to  is  not 
anything  in  the  nature  of  bonA  fide  dealing 
but  purchases  on  the  Stock  Exchan^  for  Vbm 
purpose  of  raising  the  shares  to  a  fictitious  tiIm. 
and  in  order  to  induce  others  to  buy  them,  and 
then  when  they  haye  bought,  they  find  th« 
shares  worthless  in  theb  hands.  That  is  reaBy 
getting  money  by  means  of  false  pirstenoes  ;** 

and,  whether  it  is  his  intention  to  adrisA 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  take  le^ 
proceedings  aeainst  any  of  the  parties 
to  the  transactions  disclosed  in  the  Be- 
port  of  the  Select  Committee  on  Foreign 
lioans,  and  who  were  guilty  of  obtaining 
money  from  many  thousand  persons  by 
means  of  the  **  false  pretences  described 
by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  ? 

SiB  EOBEBT  PEEL:  I  will  also  ask 
Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  opinion 
expressed  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of 
England,  and  to  the  words  he  used  in 
the  hearing  of  the  case  of  Twycroes  r. 
Grant,  reported  in  the  "Times"  of 
May  18,  as  to  the  practice  of  producing 
an  artificial  premium  by  puraiases  on 
the  Stock  Exchange  before  allotment, 
upon  bonds,  shares,  and  stocks  issued 
under  prospectus,  and  of  thereby  inducing 
the  public  to  apply  for  the  securities 
offered,  the  words  reported  to  have  been 
used  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  being— 

*'  The  fact  that  the  practice  was  usual  do« 
not  affect  its  morality.  What  I  allude  to  is  not 
anything  in  the  nature  of  bond  fido  dcalinn, 
but  purchases  on  the  Stock  Exchange  for  uo 
purpose  of  raising  the  shares  to  a  fictitious  rslnt 
and  in  order  to  induce  others  to  buy  them,  snd 
then  when  they  have  bought,  they  find  the 
shares  worthless  in  their  hands.  That  is  really 
getting  money  by  means  of  false  pretences ;" 

and,  whether  it  is  his  intention  to  adriss 
Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment  to  take  le^ 
proceedings  against  any  of  the  parties 
who  haye  been  guilty  of  obtaining  moDs^ 
from  many  thousand  persons  by  means 
of  the  ''  mlse  pretences''  described  by 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  more  particularly 
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vilh  rtltarmoe  to  transaotions  ditdosed 
ia  Um  ''  Bailway  Newa"  of  Maroh  24, 
1B76,  with  reapeet  to  the  Humber  Iron- 
wo^  Oompany,  capital  £1,000,000, 
L  W.  Watlon,  Ohainnan,  on  behalf  of 
vkifik  aoheme  the  promoters  appealed  to 
the  pablio  throngh  the  Stock  tlxohange, 
pfofflisin^  a  diTidend  of  20  per  cent  and 
uwarda  to  the  shareholders,  the  shares 
«  the  Company  beinff  quoted  1^  to  2 
pminin  before  a  sin^e  share  had  been 
Allotted ;  whereas  in  a  few  months  the 
whole  of  the  money  subscribed  by  the 
pablio  disappeared  except  a  trifle  ? 

8is  EDWARD  WATfiiN:  Sir,  before 
the  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  the 
Attorney  Qeneral  answers  my  Question 
I  am  sure  the  House  will  allow  me  the 
iadolgenee  of  a  few  words  in  reference 
to  the  Question  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
tke  Member  for  Tamworth.  I  only 
arrifed  from  Ireland  early  this  mominff, 
sad  did  not  see  the  Question  of  the  rignt 
Imri.  Baronet  till  some  time  this  after- 
aoon.  Therefore,  I  receiyed  no  Notice 
of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman's  intention 
to  pat  hu  Question,  which  I  am  sure  I 
sa  within  Parliamentary  language  in 
dsscribing  as  not  a  little  oflfensiTe.  I 
therefore  nad  iio  opportunity  of  showing 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  he  was 
ITossly  in  error,  that  he  had  done  me 
mat  injustice,  wasted  the  time  of  the 
House,  and  extended  a  practice  which  I 
think  you,  Sir,  will  see  is  not  entirely  to 
the  orsdit  of  the  House— namely,  that 
of  bringing  forward  personal  matters 
sad  arousinff  personal  animosities  in  the 
•hape  of  adung  Questions.  Now,  Sir, 
tht  facta  are  very  simple,  and  they  are 
ptrlactly  well  known.  If  any  hon.  or 
mht  hon.  Member  will  do  me  the  favour 
oipnj^g  to  the  Library  and  inspecting 
7%$  Tm0$  of  the  Autumn  of  1860,  he 
vill  find  the  report  of  the  trial,  extend- 
iag  orer  three  days,  to  which  the  right 
km.  Baronet  refers;  that  a  jury  was 
empanelled  to  try  whether  I,  the  Mem- 
btr  of  this  House  alluded  to,  had  done 
saything  dishonourable,  or  fraudulent, 
or  unfair ;  that  after  three  days'  exami- 
astioa  I  positively  refUsed  to  allow  the 
ctae  to  go  to  a  referee,  and  insisted  on 
my  ri^t  to  have  the  case  tried  by  a 
British  Judge  and  a  British  jur^.  The 
jaty  were  unanimously  of  opinion  that 
ao  ease  whatever  had  been  made  out, 
•ad  the  person  who  pursued  me— >a 
SBaO  attorney  in  Yorkshire — preferred 
to  be  non-euited  rather  than  take  the 


verdict  of  the  juxy.  If  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  will  do  me  the  further  justice 
of  referring  to  the  remarks  of  the  Lord 
Ohief  Justice,  who  tried  the  case,  he 
will  find  that  his  Lordship  distinctly 
stated  that  no  imputation  rested  upon 
me,  and  that  the  misfortunes  of  the 
undertaking — for  unfortunate  it  was — 
were  in  consequence  of  no  fault  of  mine, 
but  happened  mainly  because  the  advice 
which  X  gave  was  not  taken;  and  I 
think  he  will  do  me  the  justice  of  ad- 
mitting that  the  Question  is  not  fair,  is 
not  well  founded,  is  libellous — that  it  is 
such  a  Question  as  a  man  would  not  put 
to  me  out  of  this  House  without  receiv- 
ing such  a  reply  as  the  forms  of  this 
House  will  not  permit  me  to  make. 

The  attorney  GENERAL:  My 
attention  has  been  called  by  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hythe,  as 
well  as  by  that  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,  to  the  obser- 
vations of  the  Lord  Ohief  Justice  in  the 
case  of  **  Twycross  r.  Grant."  I  under- 
stand the  Lord  Ohief  Justice,  in  Uie 
words  made  use  of,  to  condemn  the  prac- 
tices referred  to  as  dishonest  and  im- 
moral ;  but  I  do  not  think  he  commits 
himself  to  an  opinion  that  persons  re- 
sorting to  these  practices  are  m  all  cases 
liable  to  criminal  prosecution.  It  is  no 
part,  I  conceive,  of  my  duty  as  Attorney 
General  to  initiate  criminal  proceedings 
against  the  promoters  of  Oompanies.  In 
the  cases  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hythe  and  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Tamworth,  my 
advice  has  not  been  asked  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  unless  it  is 
asked  I  have  no  intention  of  volunteer- 
ing a  communication  of  my  opinion. 

Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN :  I  beg  to 
give  Notice  that  on  goins  into  Oommit- 
tee  of  Supply  I  will  call  me  attention  of 
the  House  to  this  very  important  ques- 
tion and  move  a  Resolution. 

AMIY-THE    ROYAL    MILITARY 
A8YLUM.-QUK8TIC)N. 

Gknebal  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
To  explain  whether  any  and  what 
changes  have  been  made  in  the  rules 
regarding  age  for  the  admission  of  boys 
into  the  Royal  Military  Asylum,  and  as 
regards  their  selection  from  the  sons  of 
men  after  their  fathers  have  left  the 
Army,  also  in  the  cubic  space  for  dormi- 
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tones,  whioli  was  aooepted  on  tlie  reoom- 
mendation  of  the  Eoyal  Oommission  of 
1870  on  Military  Education ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  would  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  dooumente  which  will  show 
on  whose  advice,  and  for  what  objects  or 
reasons,  these  changes  have  been  made  ? 
Mr.  GATHORNE  HAED Y  :  The 
minimum  age  for  the  admission  of  boys 
into  the  Eoyal  Military  Asylum  has  been 
raised  from  seven  to  ten  years  of  affe. 
When  boys  were  admitted  at  the  earher 
a^e  a  large  proportion  remained  at  the 
Bonool  from  six  to  eight  years,  to  the 
prejudice  of  many  deserving  oases,  ex- 
cluded owing  to  Uie  slow  rate  at  which 
vacancies  occurred.  No  change  has  been 
made  in  the  rules  regarding  the  selection 
of  boys ;  but,  as  the  result  of  the  chanp^ 
in  age  above  referred  to,  the  Oommis- 
sioners  have  been  able  to  extend  the 
area  of  selection.  The  cubic  space  af- 
forded to  boys  in  the  dormitories  is  as 
follows : — 120  boys,  590  cubic  feet  each; 
864  boys,  468  cubic  feet  each.  Certain 
alterations  in  the  system  of  school  mja- 
nagement  having  admitted  of  large  re- 
ductions in  the  working  expenses,  I 
deemed  it  advisable  to  utiUze  the  savings 
in  enlar^g  the  scope  of  the  institution, 
without  imposing  any  additional  burden 
on  the  Exchequer.  Want  of  sleeping 
accommodation  has  hitherto  prevented 
the  proposal  being  carried  out  in  its  en- 
tirety; but  the  Commissioners  havine 
inspected  the  dormitories  and  satisfied 
themselves  that  they  were  well  ventilated 
with  louvre  panes  and  air-shafts,  sanc- 
tioned the  addition  of  one  bed  in  each 
room  of  13  boys,  whereby  an  increase  of 
26  bovs  was  e£fected  without  alteration 
of  the  building^,  raising  the  total  strength 
from  458  to  484.  The  object  of  these 
changes  is  clear — namely,  to  educate  at 
the  public  expense,  without  exceeding 
the  Parliamentary  g^rant,  as  many  chil- 
dren of  deserving  soldiers  as  possible; 
and  they  have  been  effected  with  the 
knowledge  and  concurrence  of  the  Com- 
mandant of  the  Asylum  and  of  the  Com- 
missioners, under  my  sanction.  I  do  not 
?ropose  to  lay  any  documents  on  the 
able  of  the  House. 

AFRICA   (WEST  COAST)— THE  GAMBIA 
—APPOINTMENT  OF  CHIEF  JUSTICE. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD   asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If 

Oenmral  Sir  Oeorg0  Balfour 


he  would  state  what  was  the  date  of  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Adolphus  as  Chief 
JuAtice  of  the  Ghunbia;  whether  the 
merchants  and  residents  in  that  Cdony 
had  not  in  a  Despatch  or  Letter,  as  fir 
back  as  April  1876,  stronglv  expressed 
the  necessitv  for  a  properly  qualified 
lawyer  to  fill  the  appointment ;  whether 
he  would  lay  any  such  Despatch  or 
Letter  as  exists  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House ;  if  he  would  state  the  nature  of 
the  judicial  experience  of  Mr.  Adolphni 
referred  to  by  Lord  Carnarvon,  in  his 
Despatch  of  27th  February  last  to 
Gbvemor  Kortright,  and  what  was  the 
legal  appointment  held  previously  bj 
Mr.  Adolphus ;  and,  whetner,  as  judge, 
he  would  not  now  have  the  highait 
powers  over  liberty,  life,  and  property 

in  the  Colony? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER :  As  regards  tht 
first  of  the  Questions  put  by  the  bon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  I  must  point 
out  that  there  is  no  such  appointment  •• 
Chief  Justice  of  Ghunbia,  but  that  the 
post  held  by  Mr.  Adolphus  is  that  of 
Chief  Magistrate,  to  which  he  was  ap- 
pointed by  a  despatch  dated  October  16, 
1876.  Now,  as  to  a  communication  from 
the  Colony  on  the  subject,  a  letter  wu 
received  bearing  the  date  of  April  S9, 
1876,  in  which  complaint  was  made  of 
the  Settlement  of  the  Gambia  being 
made  a  dependency  of  Sierra  Leooet 
and  among  other  matters  objection  wsi 
made  to  the  judicial  business  of  the  Co- 
lony being  left  in  the  hands  of  a  Chief 
Magistrate,  and  that  an  appeal  lay  to 
Sierra  Leone,  instead  of  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench.  I  shall  be  glad  to  show 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  a  maaa- 
script  copv  of  the  letter  in  question,  sDd 
if  he  thinks  it  worth  while  inourrinKthe 
cost  of  printing  it,  I  shall  be  ready  to 
carry  out  his  wishes.  Mr.  Addons 
occupied  for  12  years  the  position  of 
Magistrate  of  the  Northern  Division  of 
BriHsh  Honduras,  during  which  time  be 
discharged  his  duties  to  the  entire  satis- 
faction of  the  Colonial  Oovemment  Ai 
to  whether  he  will  now  have  the  highest 

rwers  over  liberty,  life,  and  propertj, 
find  that  no  sentence  exceeding  13 
months'  imprisonment  with  hard  labour 
can  be  earned  out  until  approved  by  tho 
Administrator  of  the  Oovemment,  and 
in  capital  oases  a  further  reference  mut 
be  made  to  the  Governor  in  Chief  sad 
Executive  Council  at  Sierra  Leone.  In 
any  case,  moreover,  of  exceptional  im- 
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port«nee  thore  i«  power  to  sabttituie  for 
th»  Ou«f  Magiitrate  a  Judge  or  barrister 
moiallj  oommiuioned  for  the  ocoasion. 
Tbare  ia  alto  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme 
Omrt  of  Sierra  tjeone  in  oiyil  oases 
tboTe£50. 

CEOONAL  LAW  (IRELAND)-OASE  OF 
DAKIEL  FORAN.--QUESTION. 

Thx  (yDONOOHTTE  asked  the  Chief 
8ecretary  for  Ireland,  If  he  will  place 
opon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Copy  of 
the  Memorial  presented  to  the  Xiord 
Lieutenant  praying  for  a  mitip^tion  of 
the  sentence  pass^  upon  Daniel  Foran 
bj  Mr.  Justice  Keogh  at  the  last  Assizes 
bddatTralee? 

8n  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
No,  Sir,  I  do  not  feel  able  to  lay  on  the 
Tdtde  of  the  House  the  Memorial  asked 
for.  It  would  oe  contrary  to  the  rule  of 
the  House  to  do  so,  and  its  pubUoation 
would  give  an  entirely  erroneous  im- 
prBasu>n. 

DOMIKION  OF  CANADA-EMIGRATION 
OP  PAUFEB  CHILDREN.— QinSftTION. 

Ma.  MOROAN  LLOTD  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Oovemment 
Board,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
caQed  to  a  Beport  from  Miss  Bye,  in 
reply  to  a  Beport  of  Mr.  Doyle  respeot- 
iag  the  emigration  of  pauper  children 
to  Canada;  whether  he  has  received 
say  ftirther  communication  from  Mr. 
bijlb  upon  the  subject;  and,  whether, 
if  so,  he  will  lay  a  Copy  of  such  com- 
immiration  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House? 

Ma.  SCLATEB-BGOTH,  in  reply, 
•aid,  his  attention  had  been  called  to 
Miss  Bye*s  Beport,.  which  was  of  a 
Totaminoua  character,  and  which  had 
been  printed,  but,  he  believed,  had 
aot  been  published.  He  had  also  re- 
orived  some  observations  from  Mr.  Doyle 
in  answer  to  that  Benort.  It  was  not 
bis  btention  to  lay  tnat  document  on 
the  Table  of  the  House ;  but  if  it  were 
true,  as  he  had  been  informed,  that 
Miss  Bye's  Beport  had  been  circulated 
smong  Guardians  in  this  country,  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  its  production 
if  the  hon.  Member  moved  for  it. 

AfiJCT-TRANSPORT  AND  HOSPITAL 
SERVICES.— QUESTION. 

Sm  HENBY  HAYELOCK  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 

VOL  OCXXXIY.    [THian  smss.] 


is  the  case  that  trained  soldiers,  in  con- 
siderable numbers,  are  being  t^en  from 
the  Infantry  and  Cavalry  for  Transport 
and  Hospital  purposes,  that  is,  to  bo 
instructed  as  drivers  and  sick- bearers ; 
and,  whether  he  will  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  directing  the  Committee  of 
General  Officers  on  Commissariat  Or- 
ganization, now  sitting,  to  consider  and 
report  i^pon  a  normal  establishment  of 
transport  and  siok-carriagoin  proportion 
to  the  requirements  and  numDors  of  all 
arms ;  and  on  the  best  mode  of  expand- 
ing that  nucleus  on  emergonov  by  volun- 
teering from  the  Militia,  or  other  sources 
arranged  beforehand,  without  diminish- 
ing the  Line  ? 

Mr.  GATHOBNE  HABDY  :  A  cer- 
tain number  of  men  of  Infantry  bat- 
talions are  being  trained  as  drivers 
of  regimental  transport  for  their  own 
regiments  onl^,  and  not  for  hospital 
purposes.  With  regard  to  the  second 
part  of  the  Question,  Committees  have 
already  reported  upon  a  normal  estab- 
lishment of  transport  and  sick-carriage 
and  on  the  best  mode  of  expanding  that 
nucleus.  I  may  add  that  certain  Infantry 
battalions  at  Aldershot  have  been  or- 
dered to  select  men  at  the  rate  of  two 
per  company  to  be  instructed  as  regi- 
mental stretcher-bearers  in  connection 
with  the  Army  Hospital  Corps. 


TUAME8  AND  SEVERN  NAVIGATION. 

QtTESTION. 

Mr.  MARLING  asked  the  I'Vesident 
of  the  Local  Govommont  Board,  Whe- 
ther he  intends  to  place  before  the  liords' 
Committee  now  mquiring  ''into  the 
operation  of  existing  Statutes  in  regard 
to  the  formation  of,  and  proceedings  by, 
Commissioners  of  Sowers,  Drainage  and 
Navigation  Boards  *'  anv  evidence  as  to 
the  non-navigable  condition  of  the  Upper 
Thames,  ana  the  consequent  closing  of 
the  water  communication,  created  at 
g^at  cost  in  the  last  century,  between 
Uie  Thames  and  the  Severn,  and  with 
reference  to  which  a  communication  from 
the  County  and  City  of  Gloucester  was 
made  to  the  Board  of  Trade  in  February 
last? 

Mb.  SCLATEB-BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said  the  best  answer  he  oould  five  to 
that  Question  was,  that  the  engineer  of 
the  Thames  and  the  Severn  Navigation 
had  been,  or  would  be,   summoned  to 
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give  evidence  before  the  Oommittee  of 
the  House  of  Lords. 


INDIA— THE  FULLER  AND  LEEDS 
CASE.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  FAWOETT  asked  the  right 
honourable  GFentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  London,  Whether,  as 
he  has  ^ven  Notice  of  his  intention,  on 
going  into  Oommittee  of  Supphr,  of 
calling  attention  to  the  Fuller  and  Leeds 
Oase,  and  moving  a  Besolution  upon  it, 
he  will,  considering  the  great  interest 
which  is  taken  in  the  subject,  undertake 
not  to  bring  forward  the  Motion  without 

Sreviously  informing  the  House  on  what 
ay  he  proposes  to  do  so ;  and,  whether, 
as  it  is  aesirable  that  the  House  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  expressing  its 
opinion  on  so  important  a  Motion,  he 
will  also  undertake  not  to  bring  it  for- 
ward at  a  time  when  a  Division  cannot 
be  taken  upon  it  ? 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  he  had  put  down  a 
Notice  of  Motion  on  that  case  on  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply,  because  it 
was  his  hope  and  his  belief — which  he 
had  by  no  means  abandoned — that  the 
Government  having  raised  that  question, 
would  give  them  a  whole  night  for  its 
consideration.  At  any  rate,  he  could 
assure  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hackney  that  he  would  do  everything  in 
his  power  in  order  that  the  matter  should 
be  fully  and  fairly  discussed,  and  would 
not  take  any  course  which  would  at  all 
tend  to  burking  or  slighting  the  ques- 
tion in  any  way.  He  took  that  opportu- 
nity also  of  saying  that  he  should  be 
obliged  to  expand  his  Motion  a  little, 
not  altering  it  to  any  material  extent, 
but  adding  to  it  words  of  which  he  would 
give  due  Notice. 

RUSSIA    AND    TURKEY— THE    WAR— 
THE  SUEZ  CANAL-QUESTIONS. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAEOOURT  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Oovemment,  whilst 
declaring  to  the  Government  of  Bussia 
their  resolve  to  resist  the  exercise  of  the 
ordinary  belligerent  rights  which  Bussia 
might  be  entitled  to  employ  against 
Eg^t  as  part  of  the  Ottoman  Empire, 
have  taken  any  measures  to  restrain  the 
Porte  and  the  (Government  of  Egypt  to 
the  same  extent  in  respect  of  the  Sues 
Canal  from  the  exercise  of  belligerent 

Mr.  8clat$r'Booth 


rights  against  Bussia ;  and,  wbether  the 
statement  in  Lord  Derby's  Despatch  to 
Mr.  Layard  of  May  16th 

**  That  Her  Majeft/s  OoTwniiMot  will  «z. 
peot  that  the  Porte  and  the  Khedire  wiH  on 
their  side  abstain  from  impeding  the  natigt- 
tion  of  the  Canal," 

is  intended  to  applv  to  the  free  use  of 
the  Canal  by  the  public  and  private  ships 
of  Bussia  for  the  purposes  of  **  innocent 
passage  **  in  like  manner  as  to  the  ships 
of  other  States  ?  In  point  of  fact,  the 
Question  is  whether  the  Canal  is  to  be 
neutralized  against  Bussia,  or  is  to  be 
neutralized  also  against  Turkey  for 
belligerent  purposes? 

The  CHAJJOeLLOB  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEB :  In  the  intimations  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  made,  botk 
to  tne  Gbvemment  of  Bussia  and  to  the 
Porte,  as  set  forth  in  these  de^>atchca, 
they  have  expressed  no  wish  to  preecribs 
the  particular  limitations  whion  eithsr 
of  the  belligerent  Powers  place  on  its 
rights.  Their  object  is  simply  to  pvo- 
tect  the  Canal  from  iniury  or  obetnietion 
by  either  offensive  or  defensive  measuss 
on  the  part  of  either  belligerent.  I  do 
not  anticipate  that  any  such  measorss 
will  be  resorted  to;  but  the  Govetn- 
ment  think  it  inexpedient  to  enter  more 
minutely  into  the  question  at  present 

Mr.  wHALLET  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflkin, 
with  reference  to  the  intimation  to  Bus- 
sia that  an  attempt  to  blockade  or  other- 
wise interfere  with  the  Sues  Canal  or 
its  approaches  will  be  deemed  a  menace 
to  Inoia,  and  be  incompatible  with  neu- 
trality on  the  part  of  Her  Majes^*s 
Oovemment,  Whether,  in  thus  rostriot- 
ing  warlike  operations  by  Bussia,  othsr- 
wise  than  in  accordance  with  the  com- 
mon rules  of  International  Law,  they 
are  prepared  to  act  upon  such  intimttioa 
without  co-operation  or  oonsent  of  the 
Powers  who  were  parties  to  the  recent 
Conference  at  Constantinople  ? 

Mb.  BOUBKE  :  An  intimation  sndi 
as  that  referred  to  in  the  Question  would 
not  have  been  given  unless  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  prepared  to  act  upon 
it.  I  may  say,  however,  that  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreigii 
Affairs  has  not  the  slightest  apprehen- 
sion that  any  occasion  will  arise  for  lo 
doing.  With  regard  to  the  **  co-oper»- 
tion  or  consent  '*  of  the  other  aeulral 
Powers,   those   Powers   are  interested 
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Eke  otmeWet  in  the  keeping  open  of  the 
9ms  Canal,  and  we  have  every  reason 
to  baliare  that  the  coarse  which  Her 
M^eatj'a  (^oremment  have  adopted 
iB«eta  with  their  approval. 

Mm.  WHAT Jitfr ;  I  beo^  to  give 
Notice  that  to-morrow  I  wm  ask  tiie 
LoD.  Oentleman,  whether  this  course  is 
flonsistent  with  the  independence  and 
mteffritj  of  the  Turkish  llmpire  f 

Sim  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF :  I 
big  to  aak  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
UAf  when  he  proposes  to  bring  forward 
ths  Motion  which  he  stated  his  intention 
of  moving  with  regard  to  the  Suez 
Ctoair 

Mm.  GOnitLEY  said,  he  would  be 
ntdj  to  bring  the  subject  forward  to- 
morrow niRht,  but,  on  looking  over  the 
Bnainass  Aper  for  to-morrow,  he  found 
that  there  were  six  Notices  before  his 
ovn,  and  therefore  he  saw  little  pros- 
pect of  his  being  able  to  call  the  atten- 
tion  of  the  House  to  the  question  on 
that  occasion.  He  appealed,  therefore, 
to  the  Ooremment,  seeing  the  urgency 
snd  importance  of  the  question  to  afford 
fte  House  an  opportunity  for  its  full 
discussion.  He  now  gave  Notice  that 
Si  soon  as  he  got  an  opportunity  of 
bringing  the  matter  forward  he  would 
more  a  resolution  to  the  effect 

"That  H«r  lihjatty's  Qovemmimt  b«  r^ 
Mwl>i  to  ooiir  into  friandljr  ne§^UtioDS  with 
■■■U  and  the  Porte  for  the  purpoae  of  obtain- 
taff  ipiArsateet  that  the  free  navigation  of  the 
S«a  ChnU  AaU  not  be  interfered  with  during 
tW  fwetin nance  of  the  preeent  War,  and  that 
a  ecil«  to  aroid  f  atnre  oomplioations  affecting 
Britkh  iatereate  in  the  route  to  India  through 
K^nrpt,  Her  Majesty's  GoTnmment  shall  adopt 
SM  weeeirres  as  ther  deem  necessary  for  tho 
pBckaae  of  the  OuuJ,  its  i^yproaohes,  and  ad- 
jainaf  pvopartjr/' 

LoaD  EOBEET  MONTAGU :  I  wish 
to  ssk  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
whether  "  blockade  "  mentioned  in  the 
Papsn  upon  Egypt  is  not  an  act  of  a 
beOigerent  direcSea  against  neutrals  and 
Aot  against  the  other  belligerent  ?  An 
set  directed  against  the  other  belligerent, 
I  understand,  is  bombarding  a  harbour 
BDd  buminff  the  ships,  or  taking  the 
ibSps  when  they  come  out.  I  wish  to  ask, 
whslher  a  blockade  is  not  an  act  of  a 
beDigtrent  directed  against  neutrals,  and, 
therdbre,  whether  all  Her  Hajesty's 
Ooverament  have  said  in  this  raper. 
No.  1,  l^rpt,  is  not  this—"  Ton  shall 
mot  be  at  nberty  to  exercise  your  belli- 
garsnt  rights  as  against  neutrals  so  far 


this  oountxy  is  concerned ;  "  but  they  say 
nothing  wnatever  as  regards  the  belli- 

Serent  ri^ht  of  one  belligerent  against 
le  other? 

Thb  OHANOELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEB :  That  is  a  question  into  the  dis- 
cussion of  which,  in  conformity  with  the 
intimation  I  gave  just  now,  I  cannot 
enter. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  gave  Notice,  that 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
brought  forward  his  Motion,  he  should 
move,  as  an  Amendment,  to  leave  out 
all  the  words  after  the  word  **  Qovem- 
ment,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words — 

'  *  Can  enter  into  no  arrangements  with  rofrard 
to  the  Suez  Canal  at  once  satiBfactory  to  Eu- 
rope and  protective  of  British  intcrosts  without 
the  concert  of  the  Powers  of  Europe  ;  and  that, 
before  taking  any  steps  with  rogard  to  tho  fu- 
ture statiis  and  regulation  of  tho  8uoz  Canal, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should  endeavour 
to  secure,  in  rogard  'to  their  permanent  settle- 
ment, the  co-operation  of  the  rowers  interested 
in  its  navigation." 

SUPPLY— THE  NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

QTTESnON, 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  asked  the  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, on  what  daj  it  would  bo  possible 
to  take  the  Navy  Estimates  again  ?  No 
proffress,  he  remarked,  had  yet  been 
made  with  the  Shipbuilding  Votes,  and 
the  matter  was  of  such  urgent  import- 
ance, especially  looking  to  certain  re- 
cent events  on  the  Danube,  that  it  was 
desirable  for  the  House  to  discuss  it 
before  any  great  progress  was  made  with 
the  ships  now  in  hand. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  could  not  fix  a  day  for 
again  bringing  forward  tho  Estimates 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member.  They 
could  not  be  taken  immediately,  because 
it  would  be  necessary  to  g^  on  first  with 
Committee  of  Supply  on  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Estimates,  in  order  to  avoid  the  ne- 
cessity of  taking  a  Vote  of  Supply  on 
aooount. 


SUPPLY—TUE  AEMY  ESTIMATEH. 

QUISTIOX. 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS  asked  the  Secretary 
for  War,  Whether  the  Army  Estimates 
would  be  taken  on  Monday  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
referred  the  hon.  Member  to  the  state- 
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ment  just  made  by  bis  rigbt  bon.  Friend 
tbe  Cbanoellor  of  tbe  Exobequer,  in 
accordance  witb  wbiob  tbe  Civil  Service 
Estimates  would  be  proceeded  witb  on 
Monday. 

ORDERS    OF    TEE   DAT. 


PRISONS  BILL-[BiLL  121.] 

(JTr.  AttheUm  CrosSy  Sir  Henry  Selunn»Ibbet$on.) 

CONSIDERATION. 

Furtber  Piroceeding  on  Oonsideration, 
as  amended,  resumed. 

Dr.  KENEALY  moved  tbe  insertion 
of  tbe  following  clause  after  Clause  10 : — 

(As  to  Bolitary  confinement.) 

*'  It  shall  not  be  lawful  to  confine  any  prisoner 
in  soUtarv  confinement  for  more  than  twelve 
hours,  and,  when  he  is  so  confined,  the  ordinary 
diet  of  the  prison  shall  not  be  withheld  from 
him." 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  tbe  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  tbe  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mr.  Serjeant  SIMON  supported  tbe 
clause  proposed  by  tbe  bon.  Member. 
He  bad  witnessed,  be  said,  instances  of 
lunacy  arising  from  solitary  confinement. 
Persons  wbo  possessed  some  degree  of 
moral  and  intellectual  culture  did  not 
require  sucb  a  punishment.  Only  tbe 
lowest  and  most  debased  class  of  pri- 
soners were  subjected  to  it,  and  tbey 
were  tbe  very  last  to  wbom,  in  bis  opi- 
nion, it  ought  to  be  applied.  He  hoped 
be  would  not  be  considered  a  mere  sen- 
timentalist in  supporting  tbe  clause.  It 
was,  on  tbe  contrary,  because,  wbile  act- 
ing in  a  judicial  capacity,  as  a  Commis- 
sioner of  Assize,  it  bad  been  bis  duty, 
to  consider  tbe  nature  of  tbe  punish- 
ment to  wbiob  be  was  sentencing  pri- 
soners. He  bad  visited  prisons  at  home 
and  abroad,  in  order  to  form  an  opinion 
fix>m  tbe  actual  operation  of  tbe  system, 
and  it  was  only  m>m  what  be  bad  seen 
and  beard  that  be  supported  tbe  Amend- 
ment of  tbe  bon.  Member  for  Stoke. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  tbere  seemed  to 
be  some  misapprehension  on  tbe  subject. 
Solitary  confinement  was  not  inflicted  for 
broaches  of  prison  discipline  alone.  In 
many  gaols  be  knew  it  was  tbe  rule  to 
keep  prisoners  in  solitary  confinement 

Mr.  Oathome  Hardy 


from,  tbe  time  tbey  went  in  till  tbe  tim« 
tbey  came  out.  Tbe  separate  system, 
moreover,  was  very  mucb  in  tbe  nature 
of  solitaryconfinement. 

Mr.  BIBBERT  said,  be  tbougbt  the 
bon.  Member  wbo  moved  tbe  dause 
sbould  bave  told  tbem  wbetber  be  meant 
it  to  apply  to  solitary  confinement  as  t 
ptmisbment  for  prison  offences.  In  thit 
case  be  tbougbt  sometbing  was  to  be  uid 
against  extending  solitary  confinement 
beyond  a  certain  time — be  though  12 
bours  too  Httle.  K,  however,  it  retemi 
to  all  classes  of  prisoners,  it  was  not  t 
clause  wbicb  be  could  sunport.  For  one 
thing,  all  tbe  new  and  all  tbe  beet  pri- 
sons in  tbe  country  bad  been  designed 
witb  a  view  to  what  was  called  tbe  seps- 
rate  system,  and  to  abandon  tbat  sjitem 
would  be  to  imdo  tbe  work  of  years  tsd 
to  incur  great  expense.  Moreover,  b 
ventured  to  say  tbat  tbe  system  was  of 
advantage  to  the  prisoner,  and  not  at  al) 
likely  to  mjure  bim  in  bis  bealtb.  Speak- 
ing Arom  me  experience  of  20  years  aa  a 
visiting  justice,  be  could  say  that  be 
never  beard  of  a  case  in  wbicb  a  pnsoner 
confined  on  tbe  separato  system  bad  sof- 
fered  in  bealtb.  In  Bel^um,  wbere  life 
imprisonment  was  sometimes  inflicted  on 
tbe  separato  system,  tbere  were  priscmen 
wbo  bad  been  kept  in  solitary  confine- 
ment for  14  or  15  years  witbout  injax7 
to  tbeir  bealtb. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
thought  tbat  tbe  bon.  Gentleman  who 
bad  just  spoken  bad  placed  tbe  mat- 
tor  in  tbe  correct  Hgbt.  Tbe  systea 
carried  out  in  tbe  gaols  of  recent  con- 
struction bad  worked  well.  With  re- 
gard to  prisoners  wbo  were  placed  in 
solitary  confinement  as  a  punishment 
for  offences  against  prison  discipline,  the 
period  of  sucn  confinement  was  strietlj 
limited  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  it  was 
tbe  duty  of  tbe  surgeon  and  of  tbe  gaxier 
to  visit  tbem  once  a  day.  A  record  was 
kept  of  sucb  punishments,  and  the 
visitine  justices  saw  this  record  evert 
time  tbey  went  to  tbe  gaol.  It  would 
be  of  very  great  advantaffe,  both  at  a 
safeguard  to  tbe  public  and  as  a  means 
of  insuring  disdpUne,  if  tbe  visiting  joe- 
tices  continued  tojperform  tbat  duty. 

In  reply  to  Sir  William  Frjlsxr, 

Mr,  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  the 
punishment  of  solitary  confinement  oould 
not  be  applied  to  untried  priaonert. 

Mr.  0UX)NN0E  power  said,  it 
would  be  convenient  if  some  one  oa  fte 
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ptit  of  the  Gtoyeniinent  would  state  what 
WM  the  actual  state  of  the  law  at  the  pre- 
HBt  time,  and  how  many  days  or  hours 
tLs  gaoler  was  allowed  under  the  existing 
mtom  to  inflict  solitary  confinement. 
E»  shoold  certainly  vote  for  the  Amend* 


Um.  Sebjkjlkt  SIMON  said,  if  there 
any  doubt  as  to  the  scope  of  the 
Amendment  it  could  very  easily  be 
nBflsided. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  35  ;  Noes 
311 :  Majority  276.— (Div. List, No.  155.) 

Da.  KENEALT,  in  rising  to  propose 
aa  Amendment  relating  to  the  punish- 
iDsnt  of  prisoners,  said,  he  believed  that 
no  inch  norrible  punishments  were  in- 
fikted  either  in  Turkey  or  any  other 
eoontiy  in  Europe  as  were  inflicted  in 
•ome  of  the  prisons  in  this  coimtry,  and 
h*  was  desirous  of  rescuing  this  countnr 
from  the  disgrace  of  inflicting  such 
punishments.  He  was  assured  that  in 
many  cases  the  practice  of  compelling 
prisoners  to  wear  iron  chains,  16  or  18 
pounds  in  weight,  was  constantly  re- 
torted to  in  our  prisons,  and  that  in 
many  cases  they  were  obliged  to  sleep 
in  them  at  night.  It  was  constantly  the 
babit  at  Wolcing  to  put  those  chains 
rooad  the  waists  of  prisoners,  and  being 
obliged  to  sleep  in  them  on  a  cold  win- 
tcr^ft  night  was  a  punishment  repugnant 
to  bumanitv  and  ^Christianity.  It  had 
been  proved  conclusively  that  0' Donovan 
Bossa  had  been  handcufl'ed  for  35  days 
vith  his  hands  behind  his  back,  and  was 
obliged  to  eat  his  meals  like  a  beast,  and 
j«(  the  fact  had  been  denied  by  the 
prison  officials.  This  proved  that  acts 
Mvuetimefl  were  done  in  the  prison  with- 
out coming  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
Secretary  of  State.  To  reme^  the  evils 
which  at  present  existed  he  begged  to 
propose  the  following  clause : — 

(PujUAhment  of  priaonen.) 

"  It  ■hall  not  be  lawful  to  compel  prisoners  to 
««r  oumJo,  or  to  attach  heavy  weighta  to  their 
tala,  or  to  uie  handcufls,  U*g-iroD«,  or  body- 
Mu,  or  to  inflict  any  tortures  or  punishmcntfl 
•AW  than  the  hard  laoour  impoeea  by  statute, 
«Bd  if  uiy  aoch  ahall  be  impoaed  upon  a  oonrict 
a  priaoa  he  shall  be  entitled,  without  giving 
Mm*,  to  brinir  hii  action  againit  the  governor 
far  damagos,  by  himaelf,  when  discharged,  or 
^  his  D«fXt  friend  if  he  should  be  in  prison." 

Qaoae  brought  upf  and  read  the  flrst 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time.'' 

Mr.  HIBBEBT  said,  the  proposed 
clause  was  veiy  important,  ana  worthy 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department.  He  thought  no  weights 
ought  to  be  attached  to  prisoners,  and 
that  no  leg-irons  or  body-oelts  ought  to 
be  iised.  He  had  never  heard  of  their 
being  put  on  prisoners  in  coimty  and 
borough  gaols,  and  if  they  were  used  in 
convict  establishments  he  thought  the 
practice  ought  to  be  stopped.  He  ad- 
mitted, however,  that  a  necessity  might 
arise  for  using  handcuflls  in  prisons.  He 
was  not  prepared  to  support  that  part  of 
the  clause  which  empowered  a  prisoner 
to  brinp^  an  action  against  the  Grovemor 
of  a  prison. 

Mb.  EVANS  reminded  the  House  that 
sometimes  prisoners  were  so  violent  that 
it  became  necessary  to  impose  additional 
restraints  upon  them .  He  admited,  how- 
ever, that  the  things  in  question  ought 
not  to  be  used  by  way  of  punishment, 
but  only  for  the  purpose  of  restraint.  He 
decidedly  objected  to  the  use  of  masks. 

Sib  WILLIAM  FRASEIi  observed 
that  it  would  be  satisfactory  to  the  House 
to  hear  authoritatively  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  the  tortures  re- 
ferred to  were  inflicted  upon  our  pri- 
soners or  not.  Ho  was  very  much 
against  any  punishments  of  the  kind 
being  inflictoa  unless  they  were  autho- 
rized by  the  law.  The  strictest  surveil- 
lance ou^ht  to  be  exercised,  not  only  by 
the  visitmg  justices,  but  by  the  ifome 
Secretarv,  over  the  acts  of  the  ofllcials ; 
we  had  heard  of  benevolent  and  male- 
volent Governors,  and  Governors  who 
entertained  peculiar  views  with  respect 
to  discipline,  which  they  carried  out 
with  great  stringency.  Instead  of  con- 
fining the  inspection  of  gaols  to  tho 
visiting  justices,  every  magistrate  in  tho 
country  should  possess  similar  powers, 
and  have  the  right  of  inspecting  gaols  at 
any  hour  that  ho  might  think  proper. 

SiB  COLMAN  0*L0QI1LI*:N  desired 
to  ask  the  Homo  Secretary,  was  it 
the  fact  that  in  county  prisons  in  Eng- 
land wearing  of  masks  was  used  as 
punishment  ?  In  Ireland,  as  far  as  ho 
was  aware,  such  a  punishment  was  not 
resorted  to  in  county  prisons.  He  was 
quite  aware  that  they  were  used  in  oon- 


J 


1451 


FrUoru  BiU, 


(COMMONS) 


Cim»%i$r§ium, 


1453 


vict  prisons,  for  he  had  seen  20  persons 
at  a  time  wearing  them  in  Spike  Island. 
He  thought  it  a  cruel  punishment,  and 
if  it  was  used  in  county  prisons,  about 
which  alone  this  Bill  was  concerned,  he 
thought  there  was  good  ground  for  the 
clause  now  proposed  to  be  added  to  the 
Bill.  One  hon.  Member  had  stated  that 
masks  were  used  as  a  punishment  in 
county  gaols  in  England*  and  he  desired 
to  know  if  this  was  correct  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  thoughtthat 
it  was  better  before  this  discussion  pro- 
ceeded any  further,  that  hon.  Memoers 
should  know  how  the  law  upon  this  sub- 
j  ect  stood  at  present.  If  the  hon .  Member 
for  Stoke  wished  to  know  what  his  opinion 
was  upon  this  matter,  he  would  say  that 
he  belioTed  that  in  some  of  the- exer- 
cising grounds  in  certain  prisons  the 
prisoners  did  wear  masks,  but  not  as  an 
actual  punishment,  but  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  out  the  system  of  separation ; 
but  that  was  a  practice  to  whion  he  was 
extremely  opposed,  and  he  should  cer- 
tainly provide  by  a  rule  against  the  con- 
tinuance of  such  a  practice.  He  entirely 
red  with  those  hon.  Members  who 
^  Dted  to  any  form  of  torture  or  pun- 
ishment beyond  the  hard  labour  imposed 
by  law  being  inflicted.  Hon.  Members, 
however,  must  remember  that  gaolers 
had  to  deal  with  a  very  determined  set 
of  people,  whom  it  was  necessary  to  keep 
under  control  by  means  of  punishment 
of  some  kind.  None,  however,  but  the 
most  unruly  of  the  prisoners  were  ever 
put  into  irons.  Under  the  law  as  laid 
down  by  the  Gaol  Act  of  1866,  no  pri- 
soner could  be  put  into  irons  or  subjected 
to  any  mechanical  restraint  except  in 
case  of  urgent  necessity ;  and  where  such 
punishment  was  inflicted,  the  particulars 
of  such  case  was  to  be  entered  forthwith 
in  the  ''  Gaoler's  Journal,''  and  notice  of 
the  fact  was  to  be  given  to  one  of  the 
visiting  justices ;  and  it  was  further  pro- 
vided that  no  prisoner  should  be  kept  in 
irons,  or  under  other  mechanical  re- 
straint, for  more  than  24  hours,  without 
an  order  in  writing  from  the  visiting 
justices.  He  supposed  that  the  House 
would  not  desire  that  unruly  prisoners 
should  be  subject  to  no  restraint  what- 
ever, provided  sufficient  care  were  taken 
that  the  power  of  inflicting  punishment 
was  not  abused.  Under  tiiie  Bill,  as  it 
now  stood,  every  magistrate  would  have 
the  power  to  inspect  any  gaol,  and  under 
the  existing  law  all  county  magistrates 

Sir  Colman  O'l^oghkn 


could  inflpeot  any  gaol  ia  their  oovttty* 
The  use  of  heavy  weights,  leff-iroaa,  and 
body-belts,  was  abeoratriy  illegal  at  (he 
present  moment;  and  it  waa,  im  fiMt, 
illegal  to  inflict  any  other  pnirishmHit 
than  that  of  hard  labour.  He  did  not 
think  that  any  mechanical  restraints, 
exoept  that  of  the  handcuffs,  which  was 
sometimes  absolutely  necenary,  w«e 
resorted  to  in  county  or  borough  gaola. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  observed,  that  in  t^ 
case  of  O'Donovan  Bossa  it  was  dearly 
proved  that  cruelties  were  practised  in 
most  prisons  without  the  knowledge  of 
the  Secretary  of  State.  He  thought 
that  no  punishment  should  be  inflicted 
upon  any  prisoner  until  he  had  been 
proved  to  be  guilty  of  an  offence  by  some 
judicial  proceeding,  in  which  he  wouM 
have  the  opportunity  of  showing  cause 
why  he  should  not  be  subjected  to  addi- 
tional punishment. 

Mb.  SHEBIDAN  recommended  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre* 
ta^  to  accept  the  words  of  the  danse. 
for  there  was  abundant  evidence  to  show 
that  prison  officials  were  not  always 
guided  by  the  provisions  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  could  not 
consider  the  reply  of  the  Home  Secretaiy 
satisfactory.  The  powers  of  the  visiting 
justices  under  the  Act  of  1865  wero 
entirely  taken  away  imder  this  Bill. 
That  Act  said  that  the  visiting  justices 
should  be  the  visiting  justices  of  all  par- 

Eoses  for  the  punishment  of  prisoners; 
ut  now  in  this  Bill  the  power  of  the 
justices  was  confined  to  oases  where  pri- 
soners were  put  in  irons  for  24  boon. 
In  section  59  the  gaoler  had  power  to 
put  the  prisoner  in  irons  without  anj 
order  or  direction  f^m  the  visiting 
justices.        

Mb.  ASSHETON  GROSS  was  un- 
derstood to  sav  that  that  was  provided 
for  by  the  gaoler  being  bound  to  enter 
the  fact  in  the  book. 

Mb.  PAENELL  obmrved  that  there 
was  notfiing  to  prevent  a  prisoner  being 
frequently  at  intervals  kept  in  irons  for 
24  hours  at  a  stretch.  They  knew  that 
O'Brien  had  been  kept  in  handoufi  for 
six  months,  becauae  he  made  an  aatteinpi 
to  break  the  stonework  toget  rentilatioft 
into  his  dark  dungeon;  and  when  all 
this  was  done  under  the  direct  control 
and  with  the  sanction  of  the  Home  Se- 
cretary, they  might  reasonably  mve  that 
pladng  a  man  in  irons  came  under  ^ 
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oparatian  of  the  Bill,  and  that  a  man 
■hoold  not  be  placed  in  irona  excepting  in 
eaaea  of  riolence,  or  where  the  safety  of 
the  offioers  of  the  gaol  was  involved. 
Ihe  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
«f  State  evaded  the  latter  part  of  the 
Amendment  which  provided  that  where 
•ay  tortures  or  pumshments  other  thai) 
the  hard  labour  imposed  by  statute 
ahould  be  imposed  upon  a  convict  in 
prison  he  should  be    entitled,   without 

O  notice,  to  bring  his  action  against 
rveroor  for  damages,  by  himself, 
when  discharged,  or  by  his  next 
friend,  if  he  should  be  in  prison.  That 
vas  a  moat  important  part  of  the  Amend- 
aunt 

Ma.  mills  thought  the  14th  section 
of  the  Bill  carried  everything  that  the 
hoiL  Member  for  Stoke  wished,  without 
depriving  the  gaolers  of  those  powers 
which  were  reaDy  necessary  if  discipline 
was  to  be  maintained.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  spoken  as  if  a  prisoner  were 
sow  precluded  from  bringing  an  action 
for  ifi-treatment ;  but  that,  of  course, 
was  not  the  case  at  all. 

Me.  butt  said,  the  hon.  Member 
tor  Stoke  had  made  a  mistake  in  mixing 
two  things  up  in  one  clause.  They  all 
seemed  to  be  agreed  that  it  should  not 
be  lawful  to  compel  prisoners  to  wear 
maaka,  or  to  attach  heavy  weights  to 
tlmr  limbs,  or  to  use  handcuffo,  log- 
inms,  or  body-belts,  or  to  inflict  any 
torturee  or  punishment  other  than  the 
hard  labour  imposed  by  statute.  But 
with  reference  to  the  rest  of  the  clause, 
giving  a  right  of  action  to  the  prisoner 
against  the  Governor  or  officials,  there 
was  not  the  shadow  of  a  doubt  whatever 
that  in  the  present  state  of  the  law  if  a 
noler  were  cruel  to  a  prisoner  he  was 
both  criminally  and  civilly  liable,  and 
he  was  liable  civilly  in  an  action.  The 
only  new  thins  in  this  clause  was  giving 
1h«  prisoner  the  right  to  bring  his  action 
l>y  his  next  friend.  That  would  be  in- 
troducing a  totaUy  new  principle,  and 
he  had  grave  doubts  as  to  its  propriety, 
•ad  womd  prefer  leaving  the  prisoner  to 
the  common  law  remeSv.  The  Home 
SecretaiT  had  said  that«tbere  should  be 
la  abeolute  prohibition  of  the  use  of 
masks,  and  with  that  assurance  he  was 
psrfeetly  satisfied ;  but  the  part  of  the 
dause  that  might  be  needea  was  with 
nfarmce  to  putting  handcuffs  on  the 
piaoner,  or  putting  him  into  irons.  As 
to  the  use    of   body-belts,    which    he 


supposed  to  be  strait-waistcoats,  and 
handcuffs,  it  might  be  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  use  them  in  certain  extreme 
cases.  As  the  law  stood  at  present,  it 
was  only  in  cases  of  absolute  necessity 
that  they  could  be  used.  [Mr.  Assueton 
Cboss  :  The  words  are — ''urgent  ne- 
cessity.''] That  was  the  only  case  of 
using  handcuffs,  and  the  moment  he  did 
it  he  must  report  it  to  the  visiting  jus- 
tice. He  was  not  to  be  24  hours  about 
it.  [Mr.  AssHETox  Cboss  :  Hear, 
hear! J  He  must  report  it  instantly 
to  the  visiting  justices,  who,  if  he  did  his 
duty,  would  go  straight  to  the  gaol. 
What  were  they  to  do  under  the  circum- 
stances? They  must  leave  it  in  the 
hands  of  the  justices,  although  he  should 
prefer  it  in  an  Act  of  Parliament.  He 
was  quite  willing  to  leave  it  in  the  hands 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  with  the  un- 
derstanding that  ho  would  frame  his 
rules  in  accordance  with  the  feeling  of 
the  House.  If  the  Home  Secretary 
would  g^ve  them  an  assurance,  which  ho 
(Mr.  Butt)  thought  he  had  done,  by  in- 
timating assent,  ho  would  be  prepared 
to  vote  for  the  clause. 

Me.  MACDONALD  said,  the  Act  now 
under  consideration  was  likely  to  last  for 
a  considerable  time,  and  it  was  therefore 
desirablo  to  make  it  as  clear  and  as  per- 
fect as  possible.  Some  provision  should 
be  made  for  punishing  the  wrong-doing 
Governor,  independently  of  the  action 
which  the  prisoner  might  take,  for  where 
was  a  man  leaving  gaol  without  money, 
character,  or  friends,  to  go  for  redroBH  ? 
He  characterised  the  suggestions  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick 
as  being  fallacious  in  the  highest  degree. 
He  (Mr.  Macdonald)  preferred  dealing 
with  the  matter  by  a  clause  to  leaving 
it  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Home  Se- 
cretary. 

Mr.  BUTT  said,  ho  wanted  the  Under 
Secretary,  as  the  Home  Secretary  could 
not  speaJc  twice,  to  assure  the  Committee 
that  rules  should  be  made  against  the 
infliction  of  these  punishments.  That 
was  hia  suggestion. 

Mb.  KNATCUBULL-nUGESSEN 
remarked  that  in  aiming  at  putting  au 
end  to  possible  cruelties,  they  must  take 
oare  that  they  did  not  go  too  far,  and 
prevent  the  repression  of  outrages  by 
prisoners.  He  could  not  admit  the  force 
of  the  argument  that  this  and  similar 
clauses  ought  be  passed  because  gaolers 
did  not  obey  that  which  was  the  law  at 
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present.  K  that  was  true,  it  would  be 
useless  to  pass  another  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  thoy  should  rather  look  to 
some  improved  supervision  over  their 
gaolers  to  secure  obedience  to  the  law. 
He  appreciated  the  motives  with  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke  had  brought 
forward  the  clause,  but  said  that  they 
must  trust  somebody  to  carry  out  the 
details  of  prison  management.  The  use 
of  handcuffs,  leg-irons,  and  body-belts 
might  be  necessary  at  times  to  prevent 
prisoners  from  injuring  themselves  as 
well  as  others ;  and  with  regard  to  the 
use  of  masks,  and  the  infliction  of  un- 
necessary indignities  upon  prisoners,  the 
Home  Secretary  haa  undertaken  to 
frame  rules  under  which  these  things 
should  be  forbidden,  and  the  House 
might  rest  assured  that  any  such  rules 
framed  in  the  direction  of  leniency  by  a 
Home  Secretary  would  never  be  repeided 
or  reversed.  The  discussion  that  had 
taken  place  would  have  a  good  effect  in 
showing  the  Home  Secretary  that  the 
feeling  of  the  House  was  very  much 
opposed  to  anything  being  done  to  pri- 
soners beyond  that  which  was  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  good  government  of  a 
gaol,  and  he  trusted  that  the  hon. 
Member  might  be  satisfied  with  the 
discussion. 

Mr.  O'CONNOE  POWER  said,  no 
one  doubted  the  sincerity  of  the  Home 
Secretary's  humane  sentiments,  but  that 
simply  amounted  to  this — that  the 
Home  Secretary  was  personally  opposed 
to  having  masks  put  upon  prisoners, 
and  the  Home  Secretair  was  not  aware 
that  such  a  practice  had  even  appeared 
in  any  of  the  prisons  in  this  coimtry. 
But  that  did  not  destroy  the  fact  spoken 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oavan  (Mr. 
Biggar)^  that  this  did  obtain  in  the 
county  in  which  the  city  of  Belfast  was 
situate.  The  Home  Secretary  was  op- 
posed to  leg-irons  and  body-belts,  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick  had  assured  him  that  it  was 
illegal  to  impose  heavy  weights  upon 
the  limbs,  and  that  any  Ghovemment 
who  imposed  this  might  be  proceeded 
against.  But  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man believed  that  masks  and  leg-irons 
and  body-belts  were  unnecessair,  and 
that  the  use  of  handcuffs  would  be  a 
sufficient  means  of  mechanical  restric- 
tion, then  why  should  he  refuse  to  ex- 
press it  in  the  statute?  It  had  been 
fiaid  that  gaolers  had  violated  the  Act  of 
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Parliament,    and  the  Home  Secretary 
had  then  adduced  the  armament  of  what 
use  was  it  to  pass  new  Acts  of  Parlim- 
ment.    But  ii  gaolers  were  bold  enough 
and  rascally  enough  to  inflict    illegal 
punishment  against  the  law,  what  would 
thev  not  do  if  they  did  not  confront  them 
witn  the  law  ?    He  was  not  at  all  ready 
to  trust  to  the  humanity  of  the  ordinary 
officials,  because  he  was  well  acquainted 
with  the  facts  of  O'Brien's  case,  who, 
under  the  administration  of  a  humane 
Home  Secretary,  was,  as  a  political  pri- 
soner, kept  in  chains  in  the  dark  cell  for 
six  months.    The  answer  was  very  plain. 
They  could  trust  nobody.     Home  Secre- 
taries had  such  multifarious  duties  to 
perform  that  prisoners  who  were  un- 
able to  seek  redress  would  suffer.     He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  the  House  would 
consider  carefully  the  proposition  before 
it,  and  endeavour  to  lay  down  in  plain 
terms  that  it  should  be  illegal  to  nw 
masks,  or  body-belts,  or  to  attach  heavy 
wei^tsto  the  limbs.    He  must  aasore 
the  Home  Secretary  that  nothing  would 
satisfy  him  in  the  absence  of  satisfactory 
provisions  against  the  recurrence  of  out- 
rages of  a  character  of  which  the  House 
was  perfectly  cognixant. 

Mb.  MITOHETJi  HENBT  observed 
that  the  argument  that  they  must  trust 
somebody  had  been  used  in  the  case  of 
the  lunatic  asylums,  where  atrodoiw 
acts  had  been  committed  which  had 
excited  public  indignation.  There  weit» 
many  prisoners  in  our  gaols  who  could 
easily  be  goaded  into  insanity  by  crac*! 
and  inhuman  punishments.  The  mo«t 
himiane  prison  officials  in  time  might, 
from  the  very  nature  of  their  calling, 
forget  their  humanity;  and  there  was 
no  doubt  that  aggravating  prisoners 
were  being  subjected  at  this  moment  to 
tortures  wnich  the  House  would  never 
sanction.  They  ought  on  that  occasion, 
which  would  not  recur  for  years,  to  take 
care  that  their  prison  discipline  was  made 
as  humane  as  the  regulations  of  their 
lunatic  asylums. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  observed  that  the 
common  law  was  very  elastic,  and  they 
ought  to  be  cautious  lest,  by  deolariog 
that  such  and  such  practices  were  for- 
bidden, the^  should  seem  to  suggest  that 
other  practices,  which  might  l^  equally 
objectionable,  but  which  were  not  speci- 
fically prohibited,  were  lawfiU.  Ho 
thought  it  would  be  unwise  to  adopt  the 
clause. 
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although  in  some  oases  the^  might  laugh 
at  the  attempts  of  the  civihan,  yet  others 
cheerfully  admitted  that  it  was  an  in- 
ducement to  competition,  and  awakened 
a  useful  interest  in  new  and  different 
methods  of  treatment.  The  Army  sur- 
geons were  men  of  ability ;  but  an  infu- 
sion from  outside  made  them  thoroughly 
alive  to  new  ideas  and  improved  systems 
of  treatment.  The  talk  among  them  as 
to  this  or  that  treatment  of  an  officer 
for  any  particular  illness  naturally  tended 
to  keep  them  out  of  a  narrow  medical 
g^ove,  and  was  of  immense  advantage 
to  the  Army  surgeons.  He  did  not  pre- 
tend to  have  much  knowledge  of  the 
internal  economy  of  prisons ;  but  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  medical  men 
there  would  be  even  more  liable  to  get 
into  a  narrow  groove  than  the  militfi^ 
doctors,  and  exactly  the  same  good  re- 
sult would  follow  the  working  of  the 
dause  that  he  had  indicated  in  the  Army. 
The  clause  would  do  good,  although  he 
was  prepared  to  admit  that  it  mignt  be 
modified.  * ^  Medical  man ''  was  rather  a 
wide  term,  and  the  Oovemment  might 
accept  an  Amendment  of  the  wording, 
and  substitute  the  words,  "Property 
qualified  physician  or  surgeon,''  and 
give  to  the  visiting  justices  tne  power  of 
objecting  to  any  particular  man.  It  would 
be  impossible  that  thev  could  obieot  to 
any  well-known  man  of  skill  in  his  pro- 
fession. Gearly  it  would  prevent  the 
prison  medical  service  becoming  a  her- 
metically sealed  service,  and  if  the 
Amendment  were  pressed,  he  should 
vote  for  the  clause  as  it  stood. 

Db.  OAMEEON  opposed  the  second 
reading  of  the  clause,  which,  he  believed, 
would  offer  opportunities  for  malinger- 
ing, which  it  would  be  extremely  unde- 
sirable to  afford.  The  outside  poor  of 
large  towns  did  not  enjoy  such  privileges 
as  me  clause  would  confer. 

Ma.  EVANS  said,  that  surgeons  in 
gaols  very  frequently  had  a  large  private 
practice.  The  gaol  authorities  nad  to 
place  the  neatest  possible  confidence  in 
them,  and  it  would  not  do  to  have 
strange  surgeons  put  in  a  similar  posi- 
tion. He  hoped  the  clause  would  not 
be  pressed. 

Mb.  FABNELL  saw  the  objection  to 
the  clause  in  the  danger  there  was  that 
a  prisoner  guilty  of  "malingering  '*  or 
shamming  might  get  a  medical  man  to 
humbug  the  Governor;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  there  wore  cases  in  which 
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prisoners  had  been  dangerously  ill,  and 
yet  neglected,  simply  because  the  gaol 
surgeon  believed  tnem  to  be  guil^  of 
"malingering.*'      He  oould    not  help 
thinking   that    the     Home     Secretary 
should  accept  the  clause,  modified,  p<*r- 
haps,   to  meet    the  exigencies  of  th^^ 
position.    On  several  oooaaions  he  had 
adverted  to  the  case  of  Daniel  Baddin, 
the  manner  in  which  that  unfortunat* 
man  was  for  years  subjected  to  a  cm^ 
neglect  and  to  torture  while  in  prison, 
so  that  now  he  was  helplessly  paralytic. 
The  prison  surgeon  subjected  him  to  Um» 
various  cruel  tests  which  were  applisd 
to  supposed  malingerers.    Bed  hot  iron* 
were  applied  to  his  body,  and  an  inatra- 
ment  of  torture,  known  as  "  ConigaA'i 
button,''  was  used.    It  was  a  difficult 
part  of  a  surgeon's  duty  to  discover  whoa 
a  man  was  really  ill,  and  when  onlj 
shamming;    but   it    should   claim  tli4 
attention  of  the  Legislature  as  a  ftd 
that  medical  men  had  not  dischaz^ 
that  part  of  their  duty  with  the  humanitr 
which  ought  to  distinguish  them.     An* 
other  case  to  which  the  Home  Secretary 
had  made  allusion  was  that  of  a  boy  who 
was  confined  in  Walton  Oaol,  tiwr- 
pool,  for  seven  days,  in  default  of  paying 
a  fine  of  5«.    In  that  case  the  lad  wa<i 
sent  to  work  on  the  treadmill  when  ht 
was  really  suffering  from  symptoms  of 
malip^ant  small-poz,  of  which  diseaM 
he  died  immediately  after  his  discharge 
from  prison.    J£  such  a  provision  as  tlut 
suggested  by  the  hon.  M!ember  for  Stoke 
had  been  in  force  that  would  have  heeu 
prevented,    and    a    life    would   in   all 
probability  have  been  saved.    He  ap- 
pealed to  the  Home  Secretary  to  accept 
the  Amendment,   and  render  it  moro 
easy  for  a  prisoner  to  defend  himaslf 
from  the  treatment  dealt  out  to  a  ma* 
lingerer  when  he  was  really  ill. 

Mb.  D.  DAYIES  thought  it  should 
not  be  forgotten  that  nobo<^  was  obliged 
to  go  to  prison.  If  prisons  were  to  bo 
converted  into  palaces  we  should  have 
persons  doing  mischief  in  order  that 
they  might  get  there.  At  present  ho 
was  told  there  was  sufficient  proteotiozi 
for  a  prisoner  if  he  behavea  himself, 
and  if  ne  did  not  it  was  only  right  that 
advantage  should  be  taken  of  him  in 
order  to  compel  him  to  do  so.  He 
also  wished  to  point  out  that  the  dause 
was  decidedly  a  class  clause.  It  would 
afford  no  relief  to  the  poorer  class  of 
prisoners.    There  was  no  cause  for  com- 
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pkmt  against  the  prison  doctors ;  they 
alwajB  first-olass  men. 

Dm,  WABD  regarded  the  Amend- 
it  as  one  of  utuitji  although  objeo- 
tionable  in  some  respects.  In  the  first 
pkea,  it  would  be  an  assistance  to  the 
oAdal  medical  men  of  the  establishment, 
vbo,  from  their  knowledge  of  the  medi- 
cal profession  engaged  in  large  concerns, 
w«r8  liable  to  fall  into  a  routine,  and 
TITS  more  likely  to  suspect  malingering, 
tnd  thos  fall  into  fatal  errors  which  the 
presence  of  an  outside  surgeon  would 
umA  to  prevent.  So,  too,  it  would  tend 
to  repel  all  charges  which  were  falsely 
iBsde  against  the  gaol  surgeon ;  and  in 
too  many  cases  those  charges  had  been 
nbsta&tiated  by  the  evidence  of  other 
than  official  surgeons.  In  that  very  case 
St  Monntjoy  Prison  which  had  been  men- 
tiocMd,  where  the  medical  officer  had 
?«ntiired  to  lay  his  objection  to  certain 
prison  discipline  before  the  prison  au- 
thorities, it  was  considered  most  inoon- 
▼«u«nt  to  them,  and  the  officer  was  dis- 
missed beoause  he  would  not  become  a 
msr«  mean  official  such  as  was  then  en- 
((sged,  with  the  result  that,  within  three 
swnths,  by  being  treated  as  a  malingerer, 
the  death  of  a  prisoner  suffering  from 
eoasomption  was  hastened.  As  to  the 
ttss  of  "  Oorriffan'e  buttons,''  and  other 
iiutnunents,  they  were  well  known  to 
Bsdieal  men,  and  were  really  not  so 
tscribla  as  they  seemed,  but  still  they 
voold  be  much  less  likely  to  be  abused. 
If  sQoh  a  clause  were  adopted  with  that 
risw,  he  should  support  the  clause. 

Ma.  M'LABEN  expressed  his  deep 
■japathy  with  the  obiect  of  the  clause. 
Hsthoiaght  it  advisaole  that  prisoners 
tlftoald  be  allowed  to  seek  the  advice  of 
msdieal  men  who  had  special  know- 
ledge of  their  cases.  He  did  not  ap- 
prove of  the  dause  as  it  stood;  he 
tfaooght  it  went  too  far.  He  would 
leave  out  the  words, 

**  kM  oftan  u  BMd  be,  until  he  reooren  his 
bMhh,  or  until  it  his  been  eetabliahed  to  the 
wtiArtioo  ol  the  vieiting  Juitioes  thiit  there 
tn  no  sood  grounds  for  such  visits.'* 

U  tbs  clause  went  to  a  division  he  should 
(ml  bound  to  vote  against  the  Gk)vem- 
asatnpon  it. 

8za  WILLIAM  FBA8EB  pointed 
ovi  that  the  surgeon  of  a  prison  was 
aol  sa  officer  who  lived  withm  its  walls, 
b«i  a  medtoal  practitioner  in  practice 
oatade.  He  objected  to  the  dause  on 
the  ground  that  it  would  produce  a  divi. 


sion  of  responsibility  in  the  medical  de- 
partment of  a  prison. 

Ma.  O'OONNOE  POWER  said,  that 
the  opinion  of  medical  men  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  eminent  man  who  was  dis- 
missed from  his  position  in  Mountjoy 
Prison  was  shown  by  the  fact  that, 
within  the  last  few  days,  he  had  been 
elected  to  the  Presidency  of  the  Boyal 
College  of  Irish  Phvsicians.  The  only 
real  objection  to  the  clause  he  had 
heard,  and  that  had  been  met  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Oidway 
(Captain  Nolan) — the  medical  attendant 
should  be  defined  as  a  properly  red s- 
tered  medical  practitioner,  approved  of 
by  the  Secretary  of  State — furtner,  some 
restriction  should  be  placed  upon  the 
number  of  visits  a  prisoner  should  re- 
ceive from  his  doctor.  An  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  D.  Daviee)  had  spoken  of  at- 
tempts to  convert  prisons  into  palaces. 
All  he  could  say  to  that  was  tnat  the 
hon.  Gentleman  oould  have  had  no 
knowledge  of  prisons,  or  he  would  know 
what  a  great  difference  there  was  be- 
tween the  prison  as  it  was  and  the  happy 
home  he  conceived.  Nor  could  he  have 
seen  the  affidavits  filed  in  the  Queen's 
Bench'On  the  case  of  Daniel  Beddin  and 
the  treatment  he  received  at  the  hands 
of  the  medical  man,  Dr.  Bumes,  all  the 
harder  treatment,  because  he  happened  to 
be  a  political  offender,  instead  of  being 
a  murderer,  a  garottor,  or  a  thief.  IIo 
supported  the  clause,  because  it  would 
secure  an  independent  inquiry  in  such  a 
case ;  and  hoped  that  the  clause  would 
be  modified  in  the  manner  he  had  sug- 
gested, as  it  would  then  have  his  sup- 
port. 

Sib  HENBY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  that  the  doctor  of  the  gaol  had 
denied  the  statements  made  by  Reddin 
when  the  latter,  having  been  released 
fr^m  prison,  had  brought  the  matter 
before  a  Court  of  Law ;  and  Mr.  Justice 
Blackburn  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  allegations  were  exaggerated 
and  many  of  them  untrue,  Mr.  Justice 
Quain  and  Mr.  Justice  Archibald  being 
both  of  a  similar  opinion.  It  was  en- 
tirely against  the  practice  in  any  public 
Department  to  allow  an  independent 
medical  man  to  correct  or  set  aside  the 
decision  of  the  offidal  medical  officer. 

Mb.  BIOGAB  stated  that  the  result 
of  Beddin's  case  was  that  the  unfortu- 
nate man  was  suffering  under  paralysis, 
and  the  fact  was  that  the  Judges  gave 
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their  decision  on  perjured  affidavits. 
['*  Oh,  oh  "  and  *'  Order."]  They  were 
as  much  perjured  as  were  the  affi- 
davits in  the  case  of  O'Donovan  Eossa. 
[**  Order,  order."] 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  rose  to 
Order,  and  wished  to  know  if  the  hon. 
Memher  could  impute  perjury  to  persons 
in  the  way  he  had  ? 

Me.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
will  feel  that  unless  he  has  strong  proof 
of  his  assertions  that  these  persons  nave 
committed  perjury  his  language  is  not 
permissible. 

Mr.  BIGOAR  said,  the  proof  was  in 
the  books  which  contained  the  evidence 
given.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  made  a  great  protesta- 
tion that  he  wished  the  prison  rules  to 
be  moderate  and  fair,  and  yet  he  was 
invariably  ready  to  support  the  present 
system. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  observed,  that 
although  he  did  not  go  the  whole 
length  of  the  clause,  he  trusted  that  the 
Home  Secretary  would  gfive  it  full  con- 
sideration. K  a  medical  man  was  called 
in  he  would  at  once  consult  the  prison 
surgeon.  That  would  be  a  security  to 
the  prisoner,  and  prevent  many  unneces- 
sary charges  from  being  trumped  up. 

Mr.  rod  well  believed  the  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  McLaren) 
was  labouring  under  some  misapprehen- 
sion as  to  the  effect  of  the  clause.  He 
(Mr.  Rodwell)  considered  it  wholly  im- 
necessary,  the  visiting  justices  having  at 
present  all  the  power  to  protect  prisoners 
which  it  proposed  to  ffive  them. 

Mr.  Serjeant  SImON  trusted  that  if 
the  Home  Secretary  did  not  accept  the 
clause  in  its  entirety  he  would  give  it 
full  consideration,  and  introduce  some 
relaxation  of  the  rules  for  the  purpose 
of  meeting  the  difficulty  which  at  pre- 
sent existed. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  .'—Ajqb  26;  Noes 
120  :  Majority  94.— (Div.  List,  No.  167.) 

Dr.  KENEALY  then  moved  the 
following  clause : — 

(As  to   interviews   and   correspondence   with 

prisoners.) 

*'  Every  prisoner  shall  be  entitled,  as  a  matter 
of  right,  to  be  visited  by  his  relatives  or  friends 
once  every  three  months,  and  one  hour  shall  be 
allowed  for  the  purposes  of  such  visit  Every 
prisoner  shall  alM  be  entitled  to  write  and  re* 
ceivo  a  letter  once  at  least  in  every  three  months. 

J/r.  liiggar 


It  shall  not  be  lawful  at  any  rUit,  nor  in  any 
letter  written  by  a  prisoner,  to  prohibit  him  or 
her  from  mi^lring  a  complaint  of  prison  ntlos  or 
prison  treatment  as  affecting  such  priMocr.  U 
shall  not  be  lawful  to  exhibit  prisonfltB  to  riiitart 
in  iron-barred  cafes,  cells,  or  dongeoos,  imkM 
there  is  reason  to  believe  Uuit  such  a  precantitA 
is  necessary  for  the  safe  oostodv  of  the  psisoiuT. 
or  against  the  machinations  of  his  visitors.** 

He  was  perfectly  certain  that  if  thej 
treated  men  as  beasts,  they  would  in 
the  end  turn  them  into  beasts.  There 
was  no  reason  to  think  that  everyone 
who  visited  prisoners  was  in  league 
with  the  prisoners  to  assist  in  their 
escape  or  attempt  to  break  the  prtson 
rules. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  6nt 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoMd, 
<'  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time.'' 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  he  had  a 
son  who  was  unfortunately  oonvicted  of 
a  political  offence  and  sent  to  Millbank 
for  nine  months,  and  then  was  removed 
to  Portland,  where  he  remained  over  tvro 
months.  He  wrote  to  the  Gknrenor  ti> 
have  an  interview  with  his  son,  and  th*' 
Governor  replied  that  he  oould  not  visit 
him  tiU  he  nad  been  there  six  month*. 
He,  however,  got  a  friend  of  his  to  get 
an  order  from  the  Home  Secretarv,  atid 
l^at  order  he  got,  not  as  a  right,  but  &« 
a  compliment  to  his  friend ;  and  when 
he  arrived  at  the  prison  he  was  only 
allowed  to  see  him  through  some  irou 
bars,  he  was  not  allowed  to  shake  hand« 
with  him,  although  he  had  not  seen  him 
for  1 2  months.  He  had  occasion  to  write 
to  the  boy  on  family  affairs ;  but  becausr 
the  boy  nad  received  a  letter  within  four 
months  previous  the  letter  was  returned. 
Thanks  to  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Greenwich,  his  son  was 
amongst  the  first  who  was  released  from 
his  odious  confinement.  He  would  a^k 
the  Government  what  good  they  would 
do  by  keeping  up  this  petty  tyranny? 
Did  they  think  that  it  would  make  men 
more  loyal  to  the  Crown  of  England  ? 
He  knew  from  experience  that  those  who 
were  subjected  to  such  petty  tyrannies 
were  reaay  to  crush  the  laws  when  they 
were  released.  The  next  part  of  the 
proposed  clause  was  "that  every  pri- 
soner should  be  entitled  to  write  and  re- 
ceive a  letter  once  at  least  in  every  three 
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nootlit.''  He  had  stated  that  these 
Wctcn  of  his  were  returned ;  but  what 
h«  thought  most  hiuniliating  in  his  in- 
t«rnew  was  that  his  son  was  kept  in  an 
mm  cage,  and  between  father  and  son 
Tu  a  warder.  Why  should  he  have 
Immq  placed  five  or  six  yards  away  from 
hii  ton  ?  The  Home  Secretary  might  be 
utzioiis  that  no  harm  should  be  done 
and  no  oruelty  practised ;  but  the  House 
had  no  idea  of  the  petty  vindictiyeness 
of  theee  gaol  officials — ^the  scowl  that  a 
wilder  occasionally  put  on  was  enough 
to  frighten  a  prisoner ;  but  when  religion 
wis  brought  into  play,  as  was  the  case 
io  some  gaols  in  Ireland,  the  House 
would  scarcely  belieye  the  amount  of 
p^^  yindictiyeness  practised.  He  re- 
collected on  one  occasion  sending  his 
b«7  a  religious  book  which  his  son  had 
particularly  asked  for,  but  the  book  was 
n^tumed.  The  boy  was  not  allowed 
tint  simple  book,  though  it  had  been 
rwommended  to  him.  Me  also  sent  a 
Mrtificate  from  the  doctor  that  the  boy, 
who  was  only  19  years  of  age,  was  deU- 
nte  and  required  flannels,  but  these 
flunels  were  also  returned.  He  merely 
introduced  these  experiences  to  inform 
the  House  of  what  actually  occurred  in 
priions,  and  he  asked  the  Ooyemment 
f'lr  what  reason  could  they  object  to  the 
cliose  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke  ? 
The  dause  could  do  no  harm  to  anyone. 
Then,  as  to  the  latter  part  of  the  clause, 
thit  it  should  not  exhibit  prisoners  to 
mtors  in  iron  cages,  he  could  not  see 
what  objection  could  be  raised  to  it, 
when  there  were  plenty  of  warders  about. 
He  hoped  that  the  6oyemment  would 
fe^  their  way  to  adopt  the  clause  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke, 
tad  he  trusted  that  he  had  shown  that 
thnre  was  nothing  dangerous  or  un- 
n^Monable  about  it. 

Sib  WILLIAM  FRASEB  said,  ho 
boped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
tdopt  at  least  the  first  two  paragraphs 
of  this  Amendment.  Eyery  prisoner 
»h<rald  be  allowed  to  receiye  a  yisit 
frotn  his  fnends  eyenr  three  months, 
tod  it  should  be  made,  not  a  matter 
of  goodwiO  on  the  part  of  the  Secre- 
tftrj  of  State,  but  the  law  of  the  land. 
The  second  point,  that  a  prisoner  might 
write  and  receiye  a  letter  eyery  tbree 
months,  ought  to  be  conceded.  He  was 
Dot  so  dear  as  to  the  third  point — that 
priioaerB  should  be  allowed  to  complain 
cf  their  treatment  in  those  letters,  for 


statements  might  be  published  which 
were  not  true.  But  then  some  means 
might  be  adopted  which  would  preyent 
such  abuse.  Permission,  for  instance, 
might  be  giyen  to  make  a  statement  of 
g^eyances  to  be  submitted  necessarily 
to  the  yisiting  justices,  or  to  some  board 
or  tribunal  which  would  haye  power  to 
refer  it  to  the  Secretary  of  Stato.  As 
to  the  fourth  part  of  the  clause  the 
expression  "  exhibited  in  iron-barred 
cages  "  was  unhappy.  But  what  he  un- 
derstood the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke  to 
mean  was  that  not  the  prisoner  merely, 
but  the  relations  who  yisited  him  ought 
not  to  be  humiliatod.  There  wore 
abundant  means  of  preyenting  the  pass- 
ing of  an  instrument  to  enable  the  pri- 
soner to  escape  without  maintaining  the 
present  system.  He  was  glad  that  the 
Bill  would  place  such  great  powers  in 
the  hands  of  a  responsible  Minister. 
The  way  to  preyent  abuse  was  to  haye  a 
Minister  responsible  to  this  House  and 
the  country. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  hoped  that  some 
concession  would  be  made  by  the  Go- 
yemment  in  the  direction  indicated.  For 
about  seyen  years  he  was  a  member  of  a 
yery  zealous  committee  acting  in  this 
City  for  the  protection  of  the  public 
against  the  malpractices  of  the  police. 
There  was  such  a  strong  feeling  against 
the  police  from  the  organized  system 
of  ^e^ury  existing  an.ong  then..   ("1,0, 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  I  cannot 
allow  that  charge  to  be  made  without 
protesting  against  it. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
ought  to  withdraw  the  statement. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  :  I  will  withdraw  it, 
Sir ;  but  I  must  be  allowed  to  repeat  it 
with  a  proof.  It  is  part  of  what  I  once 
addressed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  police  are  in  the  habit  of  combin- 
ing, when  their  conduct  is  assailed,  in 
such  a  manner  that  it  is  almost  impos- 
sible  

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  I  must 
protest  again,  Sir,  for  the  sake  of  the 
time  of  the  House.  We  are  discussing 
prisons. 

Mb.  WTIALLEY:  What  can  be 
plainer  than  this  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  Question  be- 
fore the  House  has  reference  to  certain 
concessions  to  be  made  to  prisoners ;  the 
hon.  Member  does  not  appear  to  be  re- 
ferring to  them. 
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Mb.  WHALLEY  asserted  that  he 
could  not  dejpend  on  the  disoretion  of 
T^hoeyer  might  happen  to  preside  at  the 
Home  Office,  and  tnat  the  abolition  of 
the  ancient  common  law  protection 
that  constables  should  be  ratepayers 
and  heads  of  families  exposed  the  public 
to  ill-treatment  at  the  hands  of  the  police. 

[*' Order  !'n 
Mb.  SPEATnTR :  The  hon.  Member 

must  confine  himself  to  arguments  hav- 
ing relation  to  the  Question  before  the 
House. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  said,  his  observa- 
tions were  relevant,  and  of  great  im- 
portance.     

Mb.  A8SHET0N  CROSS :  It  appears 
to  me,  Sir,  that  the  hon.  Qentleman's 
speech  has  no  relation  to  the  subject 
under  discussion. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  said,  he  was  dis- 
charging his  duty  to  the  best  of  his 
Sower,  and  was  not  responsible  for  his 
eficiency.  He  did  not  understand  that 
he  was  saying  what  was  irrelevant. 
The  question  was  whether  we  should 
protect  prisoners  by  such  regulations  as 
were  now  proposed,  or  should  depend  on 
the  discretion  of  a  gentleman  at  the 
Home  Office.  Speakino;  on  the  autho- 
rity of  a  pamphlet  whioi  had  been  pub- 
lished, he  mamtained  that  there  was  a 
power  in  those  individuals  to  combine 
m  their  own  defence,  so  as  to  prevent  a 
knowledge  of  what  had  happened  reach- 
ing the  Some  Secretary. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  this  matter  if 
the  hon.  Member  insists  in  pursuing  a 
line  of  argument  which  I  have  more 
than  once  told  him  is  irrelevant. 

Mb.  WHALLEY :  I  will  sit  down, 
Sir,  with  the  strongest  protest  that  I  can 
make  against  being  prevented  by  the 
Rules  of  the  House  trom  discharging 
my  duty.     

Mb.  ASSHETON  GROSS  said,  that 
he  would  endeavour  to  recall  the  House 
to  the  point  under  discussion.  Many 
speakers  had  complained  of  the  injustice 
and  hardship  of  a  system  of  which  they 
were  somewhat  ignorant.  He  was  far 
from  wholly  disagreeing  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stoke ;  but  his  Amendments 
were  almost  in  accordance  with  the  rules 
which  regulated  many  of  the  existing 
prisons,  and  which  he,  for  one,  did  not 
wish  to  disturb.  Indeed,  the  latest  rules 
and  regulations  went  farther  thi>'*  ^^^ 
hon.  Member  seemed  to  wish  to 


in  some  respects  gave  the  prisoner  more 
liberty  than,  perhaps,  he  would  ^prove. 
He  had  himself  sanctioned  a  regmation 
by  which  prisoners  were  permitted  with- 
out order  to  receive  one  visitor  each 
during  the  hours  allowed  by  the  visiting 
justices;  and  that,  so  far  as  be  knew, 
was  the  principle  upon  which  comity 
and  borough  prisons  were  worked.  Very 
possibly  the  system  of  rewards  might  in 
some  cases  operate  as  well  as  the  mtem 
of  punishment  in  promoting  g^ood  con- 
duct, and  he  hoped  the  giving  of  marki 
would  have  that  effect.     Me  would  say  a 
word  on  the  paragraph  of  the  Amend- 
ment which  allowed  complaints  of  prison 
discipline.     He  would  remark  that  ooe 
of  the  very  first  rules  of  justice  was  that 
a  complaint  should  be  made  and  disposed 
of  as  early  as  possible.    But  the  result 
of  the  Amendment  would  be  that  a  pri- 
soner  might  complain  of  (say^  a  waraer, 
and  the  complaint  might  not  oe  heard  of 
for  a  long  time,  when  the  warder  might 
very  possibly  not  be  able  to  answer  it 
The  present  practice  was  that  the  visitinf 
justice  should  go  round  once  a  week,  aU 
the  prisoners  bowing  well  enough  that 
they  had  a  right  to  see  him  alone.    It 
was  a  grood  plan  always  to  see  prisoners 
out  of  uie  presence  of  the  (Governor.  He 
thought  that  the  visiting  justice  acted  as 
a  check  upon  the  prison  officials,  and  did 
not  see  how  grievances  could  be  brought 
before  a  better  tribunal.    As  for  the 
iron-barred    caees    mentioned    in   the 
Amendment,  all  that  was  wanted  was 
that  nothing  improper  should  bepsMed 
from  a  visitor  to  a  prisoner.     He  had 
known  cases  where  not  merely  mo&ev 
and  tools,  but  dangerous  weapons,  had 
passed  from  visitors  to  prisoners,  and 
where  the  officials  had  been  wounded  by 
these  weapons.    They  must  rememb^ 
that  they  were  dealing  with  some  of  tht 
worst  of  human  kind,  and  that  they  must 
havd  their  rules  drawn  in  such  a  wav  ti 
would  protect  their  officers.    These  iron 
bars  were  really  necessary  in  some  oases; 
though,  on  the  other  hand,  he  had  no 
wish  to  degrade  the  prisoners,  many  of 
whom  were,  perhaps,  capable  of  reform^ 
ing.    The  true  theory  of  punishment 
was  that  it  should  be  at  once  penal  and 
reformative,  and  he  hoped  that  nis  views 
would  satia^r  the  House,  though  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment 

Mb.  NEWDEOATE  said,  that  thsy 

— ^re  simply  wasting  the  time  of  the 

■)  by  asking  for  promises  from  the 


14«9 


PriiMiBUl. 


{ JuHB  7,  1877) 


CofMtderation, 


1470 


Boom  Seoreiary  of  whiob  ihej  would  not 
bi  able  to  exact  the  folfilment.  It  was 
ihe  ndee  to  be  framed  tinder  tluB  Act 
with  which  the  House  must  deal. 

Mm.  O'CONNOR  POWER  considered 
tint  no  real  objection  had  been  offered 
to  the  Ammidmenta  of  the  hon.  Member 
fer  Stoke. 

Mn.  ICOBLET  said,  he  was  anxious 
to  Tindioate  the  honour  of  the  police 
vith  reference  to  the  charges  made  by 
th«  hon.  Member  for  Peterborough  (Mr. 
WhaDej).  He  had  lived  in  London  all 
kit  life,  and  had  mixed  in  all  classes  of 
•neiebr*  high  and  low.  Nine-tenths  of 
kit  ullow-citizens  believed  that  the 
London  police  were  as  a  body  above 
■upieion.  No  doubt  among  10,000 
mm 

Mm.  SPEAKER :  I  am  unwilling  to 
iBtarrupt  the  hon.  Gentleman,  but  his 
rmarks  are  not  relevant  to  the  question 
bsfore  the  House. 

Ml.  BIOOAR  said,  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  was  to  protect  the  prisoners 
from  ill«treatment,  and  to  enable  them 
to  tend  oat  complaints. 

Mm.  PARNELL  hoped  that  in  some 
vaj  or  another  means  would  be  found 
to  enable  prisoners  to  make  their  com- 
pltints  known  to  the  outside  world — to 
the  Prieon  OommissionerB,  and  through 
thm  to  Parliament.  He  thought  it  was 
•ot  onreaaonable  to  ask  the  Qovemment 
to  insert  a  clause  in  the  Bill  that  would 
•otore  these  complaints  being  brought 
ndsr  the  notice  of  Parliament. 

Qaeetion  put. 

The  House  iMd$d: — Ayes  86  ;  Noes 
les :  Majority  127.— (Div.  List,  No.  168.) 

Mm.  BnumAirr  SIMON  moved,  after 
Qsose    11,     to    insert    the    following 


(Utt  of  treadwhael,  ^.,  aboUthad.) 
**Tlwfc  the  ate  of  the  treadwheel,  and*  the 
fnetaoe  of  the  thoi  drill,  and  flof ginff  for 
itmth  of  ditciplme,  ihaU  be  ditoontinuea,  and 
tht^tktd^  and  to  much  of  '  The  Pritont  Act, 
4I6S,'  tectioo  nineteen,  relating  thereto  ahall  be 
lad  it  htrebj  repealed.*' 

E»  objected  to  these  punishments  not 
<«ly  on  the  ground  ot  humanity,  but 
Ueaase  thev  failed  to  produce  any 
Mltttanr  emot.  They  were  simply 
the  reiifla  of  barbarous  times,  when  a 
»?age  spirit  pervaded  the  whole  of 
^mt  criminal  legislation.  As  a  punish- 
ment, the   treadwheel  was  uiqust  and 


positively  dangerous.  Practised  crimi- 
nals coiud  work  it  very  easily,  while 
new  comers  found  it  positive  torture  and 
ran  great  risk  of  having  their  legs 
broken,  or  of  sustaining  other  injuries 
by  it.  It  was  said  to  be  used  for  grind- 
ing com ;  but  com  might  be  ground  in 
another  and  better  manner.  Shot  drill, 
again,  which  consisted  of  carrying  shot 
about  the  prison  yard,  was  said  to  pro- 
duce swimming  in  the  head  and  other 
painf^  effects  on  prisoners.  The  sole 
end  and  purpose  of  these  punishments 
was  to  inflict  bodily  pain  upon  the 
criminal,  and  not  to  effect  any  improve- 
ment in  him.  The  crank,  he  had  been 
told,  was  used  for  drawing  water,  and 
as  it  was  not  an  instrument  of  torture, 
he  had  not  included  its  prohibition  in 
his  clause.  With  respect  to  the  punish- 
ment of  flogging,  they  had  the  opinion 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  on  flog- 
ging, and  it  was  only  after  that  and  a 
very  strong  expression  of  this  House  on 
the  subject  that  it  was  re-introduced  in 
the  case  of  *'  garotting."  Were  they  to 
allow  men's  backs  to  be  lacerated  by  the 
order  of  two  visiting  justices  for  a  breach 
of  prison  offences?  Could  anything 
be  more  horrid  and  more  shocking  to 
human  feeling  than  to  tie  a  man  up  and 
set  another  man  to  flog  and  lacerate  his 
back  ?  Why  it  was  a  disgrace  to  civi- 
lization, and  a  violation  of  the  feelings 
of  humanity.  The  single  effect  of  aJl 
these  punishments  was  to  excite  a  bitter 
feeling  of  revenge  in  the  criminal,  to 
harden  his  heart,  and  confirm  him  in 
his  vicious  course. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mm.  EVANS  said,  his  impression  was 
that  shot  drill  was  a  bad  sort  of  prison 
labour.  As  to  flogging,  he  thought  the 
time  had  come  when  it  might  bo  abolished 
as  a  punishment  for  prison  offences.  In 
his  own  county  (Derby)  the  visiting  jus- 
tices had  found  that  other  punishments 
were  sufficient  to  maintain  discipline; 
and  if  flogging  was  not  necessary  for 
that  purpose  he  thought  there  was  no 
justification  for  it  whatever.  He  could 
not,  however,  join  in  the  condemnation 
of  Uie  treadmiU,  which  was  a  very  ready 
method  of  punishment,  inasmuch  as  it 
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required  rerj  little  learning.  As  to 
working  on  it,  it  was  no  more  torture 
than  digging  or  mowing,  and  it  was  not 
correct  to  [say  that  it  was  misapplied 
labour.  In  his  county  it  was  used  for 
the  purpose  of  grinding  com.  The 
treadwheel  was  a  much  better  means  of 
doing  some  kinds  of  work  than  the 
crank.  On  the  banks  of  the  Ehine 
goods  were  raised  by  means  of  a  tread- 
mill, the  only  difference  being  that  the 
workers  walked  inside  of  the  wheel  in- 
stead of  outside.  He  thought  the  best 
thing  to  do  was  to  vote  for  the  second 
rea(ung  of  the  clause,  and  he  would 
then  move  to  leave  out  that  portion  of  it 
which  referred  to  the  treadnull. 

Mr.  HAEDCASTLE  desired  to  point 
out  that  if  flogging  in  prisons  were 
abolished  the  persons  inside  a  gaol 
would  be  in  a  better  position  than  those 
outside.  Garotting  in  the  street,  for 
instance,  was  punishable  by  flogging; 
but  if  this  change  were  made,  a  pri- 
soner in  gaol  miffht  garotte  a  warder — 
not  an  unlikely  thing — without  the  risk 
of  being  flogged  for  his  offence. 

Mb.  sniJjrVAN  pointed  out  that  in 
the  one  case  the  punishment  was  the 
result  of  a  trial  before  a  jury  and  a 
Judge,  while  in  the  other  case  it  was 
inflicted  at  the  will  of  administratiTe 
officers.  He  did  not  see  the  objection 
to  the  treadmill  which  had  been  urged 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dewsbury  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon).  The 
difficulty  was  this — that  they  must  put 
the  prisoners  to  some  kind  of  torment 
that  would  not  make  the  prison  a  com- 
fortable home.  The  prison  must  not  be 
made  a  workhouse  or  a  refuge  for 
poverty  or  distress.  There  must  be 
some  severity  in  that  treatment.  If  they 
introduced  an  industry  such  as  brush- 
making,  the  brushmakers  were  up  in 
arms  against  them.  If  they  adopted 
any  trade,  they  would  find  an  outcry 
against  interference  with  the  trade.  So 
long  as  there  was  a  useful  result  from 
prison  labour,  he  cared  not  whether  it 
was  the  crank  or  the  treadmill.  It  was 
but  right  that  the  prisoner  should  pay 
the  penalty  of  outr^ed  justice,  wheUier 
it  was  by  means  of  the  crank  or  the 
treadmill;  but  in  regard  to  carrying 
shot  from  one  side  of  the  yard  to  the 
other,  there  was  hardly  a  brute  who  was 
sensible  in  some  degree  to  such  a  bru- 
talizing punishment.  Warders  were 
not  worse  than  other  men  in  the  same 

Mr.  Evans 


position ;  but  the  House  could  never  be 
too  careful  to  remember  that  the  whole 
influence  of  prison  life  on  the  homan 
mind  was  to  cramp  it,  and  he  had  known 
cases  in  which  a  few  years  of  nidi 
influence  had  reduced  kind-hearted  sol- 
dierly men  to  mere  gaolers,  whow 
sole  idea  was  to  grasp  their  prisoner, 
not  for  the  sake  of  exercising  severhj. 
but  of  keeping  him  secure.  He  h<^, 
therefore  the  House  would  not  be  dis- 
posed to  place  too  much  faith  in  the 
complaints  of  warders.  As  to  fl(^;gisg 
in  our  gaols,  he  was  in  favour  of  iti 
abolition ;  but  he  was  of  opinion  thst  it 
would  not  be  desirable  to  do  away  with 
the  treadmill  or  any  other  useful  occs- 
nation.  It  was  thought  that  society  wu 
deteriorating  when  there  was  an  out- 
break of  garotting  a  few  years  ago; 
but  he  thought  that  it  was  Parliamot 
that  was  deteriorating  by  resorting  to 
such  a  babarous  mode  of  punishmBot 
as  flogging.  That  abominable  crioe 
had  been  abolished — so  far  as  it  hi^ 
been  abolished — not  by  the  use  of  the 
lash.  It  was  one  of  those  epidemia 
which,  from  time  to  time,  attacked  tiu 
best  ordered  communities.  TheGkyvenor 
of  Dublin  Gaol  was  a  humane  man,  win) 
conscientiously  discharged  his  duty,  tod 
was  as  disposed  to  treat  his  prisoBffi 
kindly  as  any  other  Governor  in  IrelAni 
This  Governor  having  to  deal  with  i 
most  incorrigible  fellow  put  him  in  tiu 
blackhole.  The  doctor  took  him  out 
the  Governor  put  him  in  again,  and  the 
doctor  again  took  him  out.  He  remoi* 
bered  remarking  that  he  believed  the 
doctor  was  imposed  upon ;  but  it  wts 
better  to  err  on  the  side  of  the  doctor 
than  to  err  on  the  side  of  being  'wA 
the  Governor.  That  was  a  case  in  whitt 
if  they  could  have  ordered  the  laih  it 
would  have  been  ordered,  but  they  hid 
no  power  to  do  so.  He  was,  eenenUr 
speaking,  entirely  opposed  to  loggiBf ; 
but  he  would  retain  the  treadmnl  aw 
any  other  useful  mode  of  punishment 

Mb.  beach  mentioned  an  inatastt 
within  his  own  knowledge  in  which  i 
prisoner,  in  whose  case  Si  other  meutf 
had  failed,  had,  idter  the  punishment  of 
flogging  had  been  inflicted  upon  hia 
become  perfectly  amenable  to  tne  pmi 
discipline.  He  was  therefore  in  nfov 
of  retaining  the  use  of  the  lash,  not  to 
be  ordinarily  employed,  but  only  in  th» 
last  resort.  He  cordially  concomd,  he 
might  add,  with  the  last   speaker  ia 
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flriahng  it  undesirable  that  the  tread- 
maSL  ihould  be  abolished.  He  should 
oypose  the  clause. 

km.  OOLE  regretted  that  the  Home 
Seeretazy  had  not  dealt  with  the  whole 
question  of  industrial  labour  in  prisons 
bj  this  Bill.  It  was  one  of  the  most 
iflwortaiit  questions  for  the  ftiture.  He 
dia  not  think  any  one  could  be  found  to 
sopport  shot  drill.  He  would  support 
the  treadmill  if  it  was  a  punishment 
vhidi  could  be  readily  utilized ;  but  it 
was  not  so.  He  thought  every  prisoner 
ihoold  be  put  to  indui^rial  labour.  Was 
it  rsasonable  that  a  man  should  go  into 
nol  to  be  supported  by  the  ratepayers  P 
ExpCTienoed  gaolers  liad  stated  that  it 
was  quite  as  much  punishment  to  a  man 
to  make  him  earn  his  own  liying  as 
to  make  him  perform  unremuneratiye 
labour.  He  should  like  to  see  the 
Home  Seoretaiy  deal  boldly  with  the 
qaestion  of  industrial  labour  that  was 
kft  untouched  by  the  Bill  before  the 
House. 

Um.  HIBBEBT  pointed  out  that  it 
was  hardly  correct  to  say  that  under  the 
Act  of  1865  first-class  hard  labour  must 
consist  exdusiTely  of  the  treadmill,  shot 
drill,  and  crank  drill.  Other  labour  of 
a  wnilar  kind  might  be  substituted,  and 
ia  the  Lancashire  ffaols  labour  of  an  in- 
dustrial character  had  been  introduced. 
He  quite  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Oole)  that  when  they  could  have 
iadustnal  labour  it  was  better  to  tise  it 
than  reaort  to  the  methods  of  punish- 
msnt  referred  to ;  but  there  were  many 
laise  prisons  where  it  was  impossible  to 
find  industrial  occupation  for  all  the  pri- 
•oaers,  and  therefore  it  was  necessary  to 
retain  the  treadmill  and  the  crank. 
Speaking  from  his  own  experience,  he 
thought  the  treadwheel  could  easily  be 
"<^'^,  as  it  could  be  employed  in 
pomping  water  and  turning  machines. 
He  oooid  not  see  his  way  at  present  to 
the  abolition  of  flogging  in  our  prisons. 
He  wished  he  could.  It  must  be  retained 
to  be  used  as  a  last  resort.    Visiting 


insDeas  tried  erery  means  of  punishment 
More  reeorting  to  flogging ;  and  it  was 
that  it  shoida  m  retained,  to 


hlcrimifials  know  that  if  all  other  modes 
fsilsd  it  could  be  resorted  to.  He  was 
laaUe  to  support  the  proposed  clause ; 
haty  at  the  same  time,  he  trusted  the 
Home  Secretary  would,  when  this  Bill 
bsoama  law,  increase  the  amount  of  in- 
dastrial  labour  in  prisons. 

TOL.  OOXXXIV.    [tbod  sxbdes.] 


Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOB  expressed  his 
disappointment  that  when  the  Home 
Secretary  brought  in  a  Bill  dealing  with 
the  prisons  he  should  have  retained 
the  barbarous  punishment  of  whipping, 
which  was  obsolete  as  far  as  other  coun- 
tries were  concerned.  A  few  years  ago 
a  Prison  Oonference  was  held  in  this 
country,  consisting  of  delegates  from  all 
parts  of  the  world,  and  the  delegates 
were  perfectly  astonished  to  find  that 
England  still  retained  a  system  of 
brutalizingpunishment  which  every  other 
nation  of  £urope  had  abandoned.  Yet 
such  was  the  temper  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  that  one  of  the  most  humane 
Ministers  who  had  ever  held  the  office  of 
Home  Secretary  bad  felt  himself  com- 
pelled to  retain  this  punishment,  which 
Mr.  Frederick  Hill,  who  had  had  a 
lengthened  experience  as  an  Inspector  of 
Prisons,  had  declared  to  be  as  unwise  as 
it  was  brutal.  Jt  could  not  be  said  that 
flogging  was  at  all  necessary.  It  was 
no  deterrent,  and  was  simply  a  degrada- 
tion, and  it  certainly  could  not  inspire 
in  the  prisoner's  mind  that  sense  of  jus- 
tice wmch  was  the  object  of  his  punish- 
ment. When  brutal  punishment  was 
inflicted  on  a  man,  he  became  hence- 
forth an  enemy  of  society.  The  remedy 
was  work — good  wholesome  work,  but 
not  profitless  hard  labour.  Short  rations, 
too,  in  certain  cases,  had  been  found 
efficacious.  He  trusted  the  Home, Se- 
cretary would  see  the  wisdom  of  not  re- 
taining a  system  of  punishment  which 
had  been  abolished  in  every  other  country 
in  the  world. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  wished  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  eflect  of  the  system  of 
whipping.  In  1874  and  1875  there  had 
occurred  1 66  cases ;  but  in  many  gaols 
there  had  been  no  whippings  inflicted, 
and  that  justified  him  in  saying  that  it 
was  a  dangerous  power  to  be  entrusted 
to  any  man.  Then  with  regard  to  the 
use  of  irons,  he  found  there  were  84 
cases ;  that  the  cases  of  solitary  confine- 
ment in  dark  cells  amounted  to  17,800. 
The  cases  of  stoppage  of  diet,  which  in 
some  cases  amounted  to  a  moral  tor- 
ture, amounted  to  39,482.  Now,  what- 
had  been  the  result  of  a  change  in 
system,  on  punishments  inflicted  in 
Manchester  Gaol?  In  the  years  1876-6 
there  had  been  23  whipping,  762 
cases  of  solitary  confinement  in  dark 
cells,  and  3,269  stoppages  of  diet;  the 
total  number  of  punisnmonts  amounting 
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to  4,056.  But  last  year  the  total  num- 
ber had  been  reduced  to  900.  Now,  how 
had  that  change  been  effected  ?  It  was 
owing  to  the  fact  that  the  Governor  at 
Manoheflter  felt  a  sympathy  for  those 
imder  his  charge,  and  to  the  system 
of  marks  for  good  conduct  there 
adopted,  which  enabled  a  man  who 
worked  hard  to  earn  2rf.  per  day .  At  the 
end  of  his  term  of  imprisonment  he 
would  sometimes  be  entitled  to  receive 
£2  10*.  on  leaving  gaol ;  but  out  of  that 
sum  10».  were  given  to  him  and  the  rest 
handed  over  to  the  Discharged  Prisoners' 
Aid  Society  for  his  benefit.  The  Go- 
vernor had  been  informed  that  of  those 
taken  in  hand  by  that  society,  a  large 
percentage  were  working  creditably. 
The  system  which  had  thus  been  adopted 
reflected  great  credit  not  only  on  the  Go- 
vernor, but  also  on  the  magistrates. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  0E08S  said,  he 
would  not  detain  the  House  more  than  a 
minute.  He  entirely  agreed  with  almost 
every  word  tiiat  fell  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert).  He 
(Mr.  dross)  was  in  favour  of  introducing 
industrial  labour,  so  far  as  it  could  be 
done.  Under  the  Act  of  1865  the  pri- 
Boner  had  to  undergo  hard  labour  for 
the  first  three  months;  but  this  Bill 
provided  that  by  a  careful  adoption  of 
this  system  the  prisoner  might  be  let  off 
the  hard  labour  after  the  first  month. 
With  respect  to  shot-drill,  they  must 
have  some  readily  accessible  punishment 
for  insubordination,  and  so  lar  no  other 
punishment  had  been  found  so  effective 
for  minor  offences.  As  to  flogging,  they 
had  so  recently  discussed  that  question 
fully  in  the  House  that  he  hoped  he 
should  be  excused  from  entering  again 
into  the  question.  But  he  must  say  that 
he  could  not  agree  to  the  proposal  to 
give  up  the  power. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dwidsd  .-—Ayes  72 ;  Noes 
229:  Majority  157.— (Div.  list.  No.  159.) 

Me.  PARNELL  then  moved  the  in- 
sertion after  Clause  12  of  the  following 
Clause : — 

(Betuni  to  Parliament  of  oompliuntfl  by 
pritoners.) 
**  That  the  Prison  GommiMionen  shaU  make  a 
yearly  return  to  Parliament  of  all  complaints  by 
prisoners  of  ill-health,  distinguiahixig  those  cases 
where  the  medical  officer  of  the  priaon  does  not 
think  the  complaint  well  founded,  and  driving 
the  names  of  the  prisoners  and  of  the  prisona.'* 

Mr,  Hopwood 


Clause  hra¥ffht  up,  and  read  tlie  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CE0S8  opposed  the 
clause  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be 
utterly  impracticable,  because,  if  they 
were  to  have  the  oomplaints  of  prisoners 
made  every  year  laid  before  Pariiamaot, 
a  mass  of  papers  would  be  so  aocamn- 
lated  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  deal 
with  them.  All  complamts  now  mMd» 
were  attended  to,  and  a  remedr  afforded 
whenever  they  were  well  founoed. 

Me.  O'CONNOB  POWER 
his  regret  that  the  Home  Seoretsvy  had 
throughout  the  discussion  of  the  eweoiiig 
shown  his  hostility  to  Amendments  that 
had  been  dictated  purely  by  a  spaiii  of 
humanity. 

Question  put. 

The  House  <ffPwW ;— Ayes  29 ;  Noes 
288:  Majority  209.— (Div.  loBt,  No.  160.^ 

Mb.  butt  moved,  after  Clause  40,  to 
insert  the  following  Clause : — 

(Persons  not  sentenced  to  hard  labour  iliall  be 
treated  as'misdemeanantB  of  the  first  daM.) 

<<The  Prison  Commissioners  shall  alao  nr 
that  any  person  confined  in  any  prison  under  t 
sentence  of  imprisonment  not  inclnding  hard 
labour,  shall  be  treated  as  a  misdemnmant  (4 
the  first  diviaon  within  the  meaning  ol  Ihr 
seventy-seventh  section  of  *The  Priaoos  Aii, 
1865/  and  that  no  order  of  the  judge  befoic 
whom  such  prisoner  shall  have  been  tned  AiH 
be  requisite  or  necessary  to  entitle  him  to  be  k> 
treated." 

The  object  of  the  clause  was  simplj  to 
sweep  away  the  aggravations  of  puniflk- 
ment  which  magistrates  and  Prison 
Commissioners  had  engrafted  upon  the 
criminal  law  of  the  country. 

Clause  hrought  iif ,  and  read  die  fint 

time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<'  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CB0S8  hoped  that 
the  dause  would  not  be  pressed.  Ht 
had  admitted  when  the  question  wti 
raised  in  Committee  that  prisoners  oon* 
vioted  of  seditious  libel  should  be  treated 
as  misdemeanants  of  the  first  olass,  sad 
he  thought  also  that  persons  oommitted 
for  contempt  of  Court  should  be  put  in 
the  same  category.    But  ftirthar  than 
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ikH  he  oonld  not  go.  If  they  were  to 
mmA  thai  iialeee  •  prieoner  was  een- 
iHied  to  haid  labow  he  ehoold  be 
Iratted  as  a  fint  class  iinsdemeaBant,ihe 
Jw^gm,  in  ihe  ezeroise  of  their  disore- 
tMa«  voold  probaUy  sentence  a  great 
mmj  priaonMrs  to  hmA  labour  who  were 
sot  so  aenteneed  now. 

Ckoaei  by  leave,  mthirawn. 

Mb.  butt  then  mored  the  following 
Chsse: — 


ooiiiinitt«d  for  contempt  ol  court  ihsU 

te  txettod  M  first  oIam  mitoemeanants.) 

**  Any  perKm  who  ahall  be  ixnpri«oned  under 
tsj  rm,  order,  or  attachment  for  contempt  of 
■7  oowt  diau  be  in  like  manner  treated  ai  a 
of  the  Bn^  diviiion  within  the 
of  the  aaid  eeotioa  ol  the  laid  Act" 


Clause  hrwight  yp,  and  read  the  first 
tad  second  time,  and  tuUhd, 

Farther   Consideration    of   Bill,    as 
1,  iuffmimid  till  Tomorrow. 


HEW  FOREST  BILL. 
VOXZVATIOV  OP  SSLBOT  OOXXnTZS. 

Sekoi  Cormnittee  to  oonaiit  of  Six  Members 
to  be  nominated  by  the  Houie  and  Five  to  be 
"^'■*^*^  hj  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

Mr.  Wuxujc  HiKBY  Smith,  Sir  William 
TiBXo«  HAmcocvr,Mr.  BoDmcLL,  Lord  Edmokd 
fiTnurBi(%  and  Sir  HnrsT  Wolff,  nominated 
of  the  Committee. 


Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Oowper-Temple  be  one  other 
Member  of  the  Committee. 

LoKD  HENBT  SOOTT  called  atten- 
tfeOB  to  the  publication  of  several  letters 
nlaftaig  to  this  question  in  the  public 
jovnak,  and  in  particular  to  a  letter  of 
the  noble  Lord  tne  Member  for  Oalne 
(Lord  Bdmond  Fitnnaurioe),  taking  ob- 
lastion  to  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
m^  Hants  (Mr.  Oowper-Temple)  as  a 
Mtm^rtT  of  the  Oommittee,  on  the  ground 
that  ha  was  an  interested  party.  The 
Bohla  Lord  proceeded  at  some  length  to 
eoaneDt  on  the  conduct  of  the  noble 
Load  the  Member  for  Oalne,  both  in  ro- 
of certain  objections  he  had  raised 
debate  on  ue  second  reading  of 
tha  Bill,  and  to  the  nomination  of  the 
rickl  hon.  Member  for  Bouth  Hants 
'MrT  Oowpar-Temple)  to  serve  on  the 
lUaoi  Committee  on  that  Bill,  on  the 
ooud  of  tha  krse  interest  the  light 
Mi.  Qantlaaiiao  had  in  the  subject- 
of  the  Bill;  and  also  in  respect 


of  the  noble  Lord's  participation  in  a 
Correspondence  which  had  appeared  in 
yarious  newspapers  relating  to  the  same 
subject : — and  complained  &at  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  was 
not  now  in  his  place  to  raise  his  objec- 
tion openly  to  the  nomination  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  a  Member  of 
the  Select  Oommittee. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  joined  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Bouth  Hants  in 
condemning  the  course  taken  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Calno,  who  was 
not  now  in  his  place  to  support  what  he 
had  said.       

Mb.  J.  COWEN  moved  the  Adjourn- 
ment  of  the  House  to  enable  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Oalne,  who  was 
not  present,  to  give  an  explanation. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{^Mr,  Joieph  Cawen,) 

ThbOHANOELLOB  of  the  EXOHE- 
QXJEK  hoped  the  Motion  would  not  be 
pressed,  and  pointed  out  that  if  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Galne  was 
desirous  of  defending  himself,  he  would 
have  the  opportunity  of  doing  so  on  the 
Motion  for  tne  Nomination  of  the  Oom- 
mittee. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  CowpiB-TcMPUB  nominated  one  other 
Member  of  the  Committee : — Power  to  lend  for 
persona,  papers,  and  records;  Three  to  be  the 
qaoram. 

Ordered,  That  all  Petitions  presented  against 
the  Bill  be  referred  to  the  Select  Committee  on 
the  Billy  provided  such  Petitions  are  prcsent^Ml 
three  clear  days  before  the  mooting  of  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and  that  such  of  the  Petitionors  as  prav 
to  bo  heard,  'by  themsolres,  their  Counsel, 
or  Agents,  be  heard  upon  their  Petitions,  if 
they  wink  fit,  and  Counsel  heard  in  favour  of 
the  Bill  against  the  said  Petitions.— (Jfr.  WiU 
Uam  Menry  Smith.) 

SKLY  OATHXDBAL,    &0.    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  Moorx,  Bill  to 
amend  *'  The  Irish  Church  Act,  1869,"  so  as  to 
enable  the  Irish  (liurch  body  to  sell  the  (Cathe- 
dral Church  of  Emly,  in  the  County  Tipp<*rary, 
or  any  other  ecclesiastical  structure  vested  m 
them  which  they  may  not  rec^uiro  for  religious 
worship,  ordered  to  boWought  m  by  Mr.  Arthur 
MooRB,    Bir    CuLMAN    O'LooHLEK,    and    The 

0'('ONOR  DoK. 

Bill;^r#fyi/M/,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  189.] 


Honse  a^i^'^^unod  at  a  quarter  after 

One  o'clock. 


3  B  2 
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HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 

Friday,  SthJuM,  1877. 

MINUTES.]— Public  BiLLB—Firtt  Jt^adm^^ 
Reaervoir8*[103]. 

Committer — Report — Law  of  Evidence  Amend- 
ment^ (63);  Marriagee  Legalisation,  Saint 
Peter's,  Almondsbury  ♦  (86) ;  Bar  Education 
and  Discipline  ♦  (69). 

Third  Jieadin^  —  (£6,900,000)  Ckmsolidated 
Fund*;  Customs,  Inland  Bevenue,  and 
Savings  Banks,*  and  passed. 

CASUALTIES   IN   INDUSTRIAL    OCCU- 
PATIONS. 

MOTION  FOB  RBTUBKS. 

Earl  DE  LA  WAEE  rose  to  move 
for  a  Eetum  of  persons  killed  or  injured 
in  industrial  occupations  in  the  years 
1873,  1874, 1875,  and  1876.  There  had 
been  from  time  to  time  Heports  of  the 
Inspectors  of  Factories,  of  Mines,  and 
Railways,  laid  upon  the  Table  of  that 
House,  in  which  were  recorded  many 
of  the  accidents,  of  the  loss  of  life,  and 
injuries  which  were  daily  occurring 
amonff  the  thousands  who  were  engaged 
in  industrial  occupations  of  a  more  or 
less  dangerous  kind :  but  although  the 
fatal  accidents  were  perhaps  fully  given, 
accidents  which  were  not  fatal,  but  many 
of  which  caused  permanent  disablement, 
were  not  always  recorded — more  especi- 
ally in  the  Mining  Reports.  Consequently 
there  was  a  very  imperfect  return  of 
casualties.  Added  to  that,  owing  to  the 
variety  in  form  and  number  in  which 
those  Reports  were  presented,  there  was 
considerable  difficulty  in  arriving  at  accu- 
rate conclusions.  He  would  not  trouble 
their  Lordships  with  the  history  of  legis- 
lation  on  those  subjects.  With  reference 
to  factories,  it  extended  over  a  period  of 
about  40  years,  and  a  hurffe  amount  of 
good  had  resulted:— especiimy  in  placing 
restrictions  upon  the  employment  of 
women  and  children ;  but  for  the  pre- 
servation of  life  and  the  prevention  of 
injuries  there  remained  much  which  it 
would  seem  might  yet  be  done.  He 
might  mention  one  instance  of  that  out 
of  many  others,  in  the  words  of  an  Li- 
spector  of  Factories  in  the  year  1875, 
who  said — 

'*I  take  this  opportunity  of  expressing  my 
regret  that  no  clause  has  been  enacted  by  the 
1874  Act  or  any  other  Factory  Acts  forbidding 
children  to  clean  maohineiry  in  motion.'* 


He  went  on  to  say — 

**  It  is  yery  sad  to  know  the  numbv  ol  chil- 
dren who  are  annually  maimed  by  the  tbooght- 
leM,  nay,  heartless  way  in  which  the^  m  earij 
driven  to  clean  portions  of  fast-nrnning  madu- 
nery  which  it  is  quite  impossible  to  feooe.  It 
is  preposterous  to  say  that  these  accidents  ariM 
frmn  the  children's  own  carelesaneas ;  nayerth^ 
less,  in  two  out  of  every  three  cases  that  is  tbs 
excuse  offered.*'— [Report  1876,  p.  66.] 

He  believed  he  was  correct  in  saying 
that  a  prohibition  of  that  kind  waa  re- 
commended by  the  Royal  Gommifliian 
on  the  Factory  Acts,  but  had  never  been 
adopted.  Then,  as  regarded  mines.  Th« 
legislation  on  that  subject  dated  not  so 
far  back  as  that  in  regwl  to  £BU!toriee— 
he  believed  the  Bill  introdnced  hj  Mr. 
Bruce  in  the  House  of  Oommons  in  the 
year  1872  was  the  first  of  any  importance. 
But,  with  reference  to  fatal  aocidentJ, 
what  had  been  the  result  of  that  Act? 
Mr.  Bruce  stated,   in  introducing  the 
Mines  Regulation  Bill— "Li  1870  the 
number  of  deaths  fh>m  all  canaes  wu 
991 ;  "  and  what  had  it  been  since?    In 
1873  there  were  in  mines  1,069  fiUal 
accidents;    in    1874»    1,056;    in  1875, 
1,244;  in  1876,   1,003.     That  did  not 
show  any  ffreat  diminution  in  fatal  tc- 
cidents — aBowing  for  some  increase  in 
the  number  of  mines ;  and  of  other  ac- 
cidents there  did  not  appear  to  be  tnj 
complete  return.    There  was,  however, 
a  carefUly-prepared  report  in  a  p^>er 
recently  read  before  the  Society  of  Arts, 
which  estimated  the  annual  nnmbar  of 
accidents  not  fatal  in  minea  at  about 
15,000.    He  believed  that  was  no  ezsg- 

gerated  statement,  as  he  held  in  hM 
and  an  extract  from  the  Report  of  the 
Lancashire  and  Oheshire  Miners  Perms- 
nent  Relief  Fund,  by  which  it  appeared 
that  during  the  year  1876  there  were 
3,913  cases  of  disablement  among  the 
members  and  56  fatal  accidents;  the 
number  of  members  being  22,977.  The 
fatal  accidents  placed  on  the  fbndt  SI 
widows  and  68  onildren,  and  at  the  cloia 
of  the  year  88  widows  and  205  ohildj«^ 
were  receiving  annuitiee  from  the  So- 
ciety. That,  their  Lordships  would  ob* 
serve,  was  in  one  district  only.  Bnt 
besides  that  large  number  of  casoaltie* 
there  was  another  fatal  oauae  at  woA, 
which  in  these  days  of  scientific  knov- 
ledge  and  practice  ought  to  be  mor» 
successfully  dealt  with.  He  meant  thtt 
of  bad  air  in  mines.  Li  the  Report  of 
Mines  recently  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
that  House  for  1876,  Mr.  Evuf,  ths 
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In^aotor  of  Mines  in  Wales,  said,  in  a 
cbeolar  issned  by  him — 

"Ai  protent  th«  contraventioii  of  the  Act 
Tith  FMpect  to  ventilatioii  is  bo  general,  that  I 
kart  (UoMd  it  adriMblo  to  brmff  the  matter 
Ibu  ■pvciaUj  under  the  notice  of  the  ownen." 

And  in  the  Beport  he  added — 

**  It  ie  A  matter  of  regret  to  me  to  find  that 
ika  agenii  of  thoao  minee  are,  with  very  few 
neepUona,  ignorant  of  the  principles  of  renti- 
latian." 
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ventable  he  was  not  speaking  his  own 
opinion  only.  It  was  the  opinion  of 
f^tory  Inspectors,  of  Bailway  Inspec- 
tors, and  of  Mine  Inspectors.  In  the 
Beport  of  the  Inspector  of  Factories  in 
1876,  speaking  of  engine  boilers,  he 
said  (p.  32)— 


It  was  further  stated  in  the  Mining 
B«portsof  1875  that  ''such  an  atmos- 
phere is  slow  poison.''  Yet  in  that 
dsadly  atmosphere  500,000  miners  were 
daily  at  work  in  this  country.  No 
wonder  that  the  average  life  of  a  miner 
bad  been  put  at  not  more  than  30  years ; 
while  sickness  was  stated  to  be  about  70 
per  cent  above  the  average  of  the  popu- 
tition  generallv.  It  mi^t  be  said  that 
this  was  attriDutable  to  other  causes 
besdes  bad  air  and  casualties.  Perhaps 
to  some  extent  it  was  so ;  but  it  would 
not  aooonnt  for  all.  No  doubt  miners 
had  their  faults,  but  they  had  also  their 
virtues,  of  which  they  had  recently  had 
•ome  heroic  examples ;  and  it  could  not  be 
without  painful  reflections  that  that  daily 
•aerifioe  of  life  and  disablement  was  re- 
povted  and  laid,  perhaps  in  silence,  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House.  He  turned  for 
ana  moment  to  railways.  It  was  com- 
puted that  the  number  of  railway  ser- 
vants of  every  class  amounted  to  about 
386,000.  It  appeared  from  the  Returns 
that  in  the  year  1876  about  1  in  64  was 
either  killed  or  injured ;  and  by  a  fur- 
ther analysis  it  was  found  that  out  of 
every  15  goods'  guards  and  shunters, 
which  were  among  the  most  dangerous 
employments,  one  was  either  killed  or 
injured  every  year ;  and  in  the  Beport 
of  the  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Insur- 
ance Society,  to  which  his  attention  had 
been  called,  it  appeared  that  out  of  a 
working  staff  of  railway  men  of  10,000 
employed,  he  believed,  on  the  Lanca- 
shire and  Yorkshire  line,  1,679  had 
been  killed  or  iigured  in  the  year  1876. 
Now,  if  all  those  accidents  were  un- 
avoidable it  would  be  useless  to  ask 
their  Lordships'  attention  to  the  subject. 
It  waa  beoause  he  believed  thepr  were  in 
a  great  measure  preventable  in  mines, 
on  railways,  and  in  factories,  that  he 
desired  to  plaoe  before  their  Lordships  a 
fitU  Betum  of  all  accidents.  When  ho 
Mtd  many  of  these  accidents  were  pre- 


<*  Some  time  ago  I  directed  attention  to  two 
diaaitroua  boiler  explosions  which  had  occurred ; 
by  the  former  I  think  13  persons  were  killed,  and 
by  the  latter  seven,  besides,  in  both  instances, 
a  number  of  persons  severely  injured.  VordicU 
of  accidental  death  were  returned,  one  jurr  sim- 
ply recommending  that  in  future  engine  boilers 
should  be  placed  under  Government  inspection. 
Here  the  matter  has  been  allowed  to  rest,  and 
other  casualties  of  a  similar  character  are  of  fre- 
quent occurrence  without  any  means  being 
adopted  to  prevent  them." 

He  went  on  to  say  (p.  87) — 

"We  fine  a  man  hearily  for  emplo^g 
females  and  children  a  few  minutes  over  ume, 
yet  we  allow  him  to  blow  up  the  same  persons 
with  impunity,  aa  far  as  the  law  is  concerned." 

He  would  only  now  add  that  the  casual- 
ties in  mines,  in  factories,  those  which 
were  connected  with  railways,  and  by 
the  bursting  of  boilers  collected  from 
different  sources,  were  computed  at  not 
less  than  100,000  in  the  last  four  years. 
For  the  reasons  he  had  stated  he  askod 
their  Lordships  to  ffrant  this  Betum. 
He  did  not  think  it  was  sufficiently 
known  how  ^eat  the  number  was  of 
those  casualties,  and  how  little  was 
really  done,  beyond  inspection,  to  en- 
force efficient  remedies  for  existing 
evils. 

Moved  that  there  bo  laid  before  this  Huuho, 
Return  of  persons  ;(Hpocifying  adulU  and  cYiil- 
dren)  killea  or  injured  in  industrial  occupations 
in  the  years  1873.  1874,  1875,  and  1876,  under 
the  following  heads : 
By  Boilers.  InBiines.  On  Railways.  At  Factories. 

( n#  £arl  De  La  fFarr,) 

Earl  BEAUOnAMP  said,  he  ad- 
mitted that  very  many  of  the  accidents 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Earl  wore 
preventable;  but  ho  failed  to  see  any 
connection  between  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Earl  and  his  proposition  that 
many  of  the  accidents  which  occurred  by 
boilers  and  in  mines  and  factories  and 
on  railways  wore  preventable.  On  all 
the  matters  referrea  to  by  the  noble  Earl 
there  was  information  collected  and  laid 
before  Parliament ;  but,  as  he  ^thered 
from  the  statement  of  the  noble  Earl,  he 
wished  to  supplement  that  information 
by  statistics  embracing  all  accidents  from 
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the  causes  he  had  enumerated,  whether 
fatal  or  non-fatal.  But  the  noble  Earl 
did  not  define  how  the  different  kinds  of 
accidents  were  to  be  distinguished.  It 
was  already  the  duty  of  the  Inspectors 
to  report  on  all  accidents  which  were  of 
sufficient  importance  to  form  the  subject 
of  a  Beport.  He  submitted  that  that 
was  sufficient;  though  he  might  point 
to  the  Factory  Act  of  1 874,  as  showing 
that  the  Government  were  by  no  means 
indifferent  to  the  frequency  and  nature 
of  the  accidents  sustained  by  the  working 
classes.  The  voluminous  Betums  in  the 
Library  of  their  Lordships'  House  showed 
that  in  reality  all  the  information  it  was 
in  the  power  of  the  Oovemment  to  sup- 
ply was  already  before  Parliament,  and 
the  speech  their  Lordships  had  just 
heard  from  the  noble  Earl,  which  was 
based  on  those  Betums,  was  in  itself 
sufficient  proof  how  amply  they  were 
supplied  with  information.  With  regard 
to  accidents  from  boiler  explosions,  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  Betums  of  tiiose 
which  occurred  on  board  steamships  at 
sea ;  but  when  they  came  to  deal  with 
such  accidents  on  shore  they  were  landed 
in  this  difficulty — that  they  had  to  define 
what  a  boiler  was,  as  it  might  range 
from  a  simple  tea-kettle  to  the  largest 
tubular  boiler  at  work  in  the  country. 
Again,  as  respects  mines,  the  Inspectors 
year  by  year  furnished  Parliament  with 
the  most  valuable  information,  and  the 
same  was  the  case  as  respects  BaUwavs 
and  Factories.  If  the  noble  Earl  thought 
that  instructions  for  more  minute  Be- 
ports  ought  to  be  issued  to  the  Inspectors, 
that  was  an  intelligible  proposition,  but 
one  the  adoption  of  which,  in  his  opinion, 
was  not  called  for.  He  hoped  the  noble 
Earl  would  not  press  his  Motion. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  mth- 
drawn. 

RAILWAYS— BRAKE  POWER. 

OB8EBVATIOK8. 

Th£  Duke  of  S0MEB8ET  said,  he 
had  given  Notice  of  a  Motion  for  a  Be- 
tum  of  any  information  which  the  Board 
of  Trade  could  furnish,  showing  the 
progress  made  in  the  adoption  of  addi- 
tional brake-power  bv  the  Bailway  Com- 
panies of  the  Unitea  Kingdom,  in  con- 
formity with  the  unanimous  recommen- 
dations of  the  Bailway  Commission  of 
1873.  He  had,  however,  been  fore- 
stalled by  a  Betum   already  laid   on 

JSarl  Beauchamp 


the  Table,  aad  wUch  shoirod  that  tiu 
Bailway  Oompames  themsdves  ittMhsd 
great  importance  to  brake-power.  Tben 
was  one  exception -— the  Manchettor, 
Sheffield,  and  Linoolaahiie  BailwayOoa- 
pany,  of  which  Sir  Edward  Walkia 
was  Chairman.  The  Board  of  that 
Company  doubted  the  importance  of 
brake-power.  It  was  '^^t^  satiflfiMttory 
to  find  that  the  various  Kailway  Oovn* 
panies  were  applying  themselves  to  find 
the  best  manner  in  which  increased 
brake-power  could  be  applied.  Th« 
Boyal  Commission  appointed  in  1873 
had  unanimously  recommended  addi- 
tional brake-power.  Some  Compioiei 
were  still  very  far  off  from  a  good  system; 
but  he  repeated  that  it  was  gratiiyinf 
to  find  them  applvinff  themeeme  to  the 
matter  with  goodwiu  and  eamettneiB. 
Under  the  circumstances,  it  was  unne- 
cessary that  he  should  move  for  fail 
Betum. 

The  Dukb  of  BICHMOND  aito 
OOBDON  was  glad  that  the  noble  Duke 
had  called  attention  to  the  sabjeot  H0 
thought  the  Betums  in  their  Lordshipi' 
hands  would  show  that  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  not  been  behindhand  in  ^ 
matter,  but  had  taken  tlie  eazliest  op- 
portunity of  calling  the  attention  of  the 
various  Kailway  Cbmpaniee  to  the  Be- 
port of  the  Boyal  Commisaioneirs.  .H« 
agreed  with  the  noble  Duke  that  it  wsi 
satis£eustory  to  notice  the  manner  ib 
which  the  Bailway  Companies  were  t^ 
plyinff  themselves  to  the  subject,  sad  it 
would  be  gratifying  to  Parliament  and 
the  countiy  if  those  Companies  should 
be  able  to  adopt  an  effective  system  of 
continuous  breaks. 

WORKHOUSE  SCHOOLS- 
MRS.  NASSAU  SENIOR.— QUESTIOK. 

0B8EEVATI0NS. 

YisooTJKT  ENFIELD  asked  Her  Mt- 
jest^s  Gk>vemment,  Whether  it  was  ia- 
tenaed  to  fill  up  the  vacan<nr  ocoaaaned 
by  the  death  of  the  late  Mrs.  Nussq 
Senior,  who  in  1873  had  been  speeiaUj 
appointed  to  inquire  into  and  report 
upon  the  condition,  management,  hedtb, 
and  treatment  of  the  children,  especially 
the  female  portion  of  them,  in  our  grest 
Metropolitan  pauper  schools?  G^iatwork 
was  most  oonisoientiously  and  ably^wi^ 
formed  by  the  lamented  iady  in  qnestioD, 
to  whose  great  abilitieB  he  wished  to 
offer  a  respectful  tribute  of  admowledg- 
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atfot;  and  her  Beport,  dated  the  Ist  of 
JtBuary,  1874,  to  the  Local  Qoyernment 
Board,  was  well  worthy  the  attention  of 
ill  who  were  interested  in  the  condition 
•ad  welfure  of  our  pauper  schools.  Mrs. 
Stnior  not  onlj  yisited  the  17  Metro- 
politan Schools,  but  she  also  inspected 
orphanages,  industrial  schools,  reforma- 
loriasy  and  **  Idnder-gartens,"  both  in 
England  and  in  Scotland ;  and  in  Paris 
ihs  went  oyer  some  of  the  most  impor- 
tist  $aU4$  tToiih  and  orphanages,  in 
order  to  make  a  comparison  as  to  the 
phjiical  condition  oi  the  children  in 
those  different  localities.  He  would 
Bot  presume  to  go  into  detail  as  to  the 
Tsrious  plans  suggested  by  Mrs.  Senior 
tor  the  improyement  of  the  system  adop- 
tod  in  workhouse  and  pauper  schools ; 
bot,  as  these  proposals  were  necessarily 
in  abeyance,  owing  to  no  successor  haying 
been  yet  appointed  in  that  lady's  place, 
ho  had  taken  upon  himself  to  aslc  the 
aoble  Earl,  who  represented  the  Local 
Qoyernment  Board  in  that  House,  whe- 
Umt  such  an  appointment  would  be 
renewed  ?  and,  as  some  years  ago  he  had 
the  honour  of  being  officially  connected 
with  the  Poor  Law  Board,  he  bought 
neh  a  Question  as  that  might  with  pro- 
priety be  put  by  him. 

Thx  Eaul  of  JEBSET  joined  in  the 
tribute  paid  by  the  noble  Viscount  to  the 
nemofy  of  Mrs.  Nassau  Senior.  Her 
Boport  was  a  yery  interesting  document, 
na  oontained  many  yaluable  sugges- 
tuQs ;  it  was  highly  appreciated  by  the 
Local  Qoyernment  Board.  Li  reply  to 
the  noble  Viscount's  Question,  he  had  to 
my  that  a  yacancy  was  not  created  by 
the  death  of  Mrs.  Nassau  Senior,  because, 
owing  to  ill-health,  she  sent  in  her  re- 
Bgnation  two  years  ago.  When  it  was 
seeopted,  the  President  of  the  Local 
Goyemment  Board  did  not  think  it  ne- 
COM  try  to  fill  the  yacancy  up.  To  that 
ofRBion  he  adhered ;  but  should  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  lady  to  the  office  filled 
vador  the  Board  by  Mrs.  Nassau  Senior 
Hsrssfter  become  desirable,  it  would  be 


LAKD  IN  IRELAND.— QUESTION. 

Thx  EiLBL  of  BELMOBE  asked  the 
Lord  I*resident,  Whether  the  Appendix 
to  the  Betum  of  Owners  of  Land  in 
Inland,  containing  corrections,  which 
he  promised  last  Session,  would  soon 
be  reedy  to  be  laid  before  the  Ilouse? 


Thx  Dukb  of  MOHMOND  akd 
GOBDON  said,  the  inyestigation  of  the 
matter  was  not  yet  completed,  but  he 
hoped  to  be  able  to  produce  in  a  short 
time  much,  if  not  all,  the  information 
asked  for  by  his  noble  Friend. 

House  a^oumed  at  Six  o'clock,  to 
Monday  next.  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Fridoi/f  SthJane,  1877. 

MINTJTE8.1— Public  Bihhf^Fint  Readifig-- 
Gas  and  Water  Ordors  Confimiation  (Brot- 
ton,  &c.)  •  (191];  Provisional  Ordors  (Ire- 
land) Confirmation  (Holywood,  &c.)  ♦  [192]. 

Stcond  Reading — Committed  to  a  Select  Committee 
—Saint  Stophon's  Green  (Dublin)  •  [107]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


TASMANIAN  MAIN  LINE  RAILWAY 
BILL.     [Lorde.]     {by  Order,) 

SECOND  BEADIKO.      ADJOUBNSD  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [Ist  June],  "That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time.'' 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  reiumed. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  EAIKES  moved  that  the  Bill  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  Four 
Members  to  be  nominated  by  the  Ilouse 
and  Three  by  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion. He  took  that  course  because  there 
were  many  matters  connected  with  the 
measure  which  could  be  more  conveni- 
ently inquired  into  before  what  was 
termed  an  hybrid  Committee  than  be- 
fore  an  ordinary  Select  Committee.  The 
Bill  was  an  opposed  Bill,  and  it  was  of 
the  very  highest  importance  that  the 
collateral  issues  involved  in  it  should  be 
thoroughly  and  carefully  investigated, 
and  that  such  investigation  should  not 
be  prevented  by  any  questions  of  loctu 
standi.  The  mode  in  which  the  deben- 
ture capital  had  been  raised  was  one  of 
the  questions  to  which  the  prei^ediDcp 
remark  specially  applied,  lie  wisheu 
to  take  tnat  opportunity  of  expressing 
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his  belief  that  the  origiiLal  directors  of  | 
the  Company  were    gentlemen  of  the 
highest  respectability. 


Th$  War, 
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Bill  committed  to  a  Select  Committee 
of  Seven  Members,  Four  to  be  nominated 
by  the  House,  and  Three  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection. 

Ordered^  That,  subject  to  the  Rules,  Orders, 
and  Proceedings  oi  this  House,  all  persons 
affected  by  the  said  Bill  have  leave  to  appear 
by  their  Agents,  Counsel,  and  Witnesses  in 
support  of  any  Petitions  which  have  been  pre- 
sented praying  to  be  heard  against  the  Bill,  and 
Counsel  heard  in  favour  of  the  Bill  against  such 
Petitions. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records ;  Five  to  be 
the  quorum. 

QUESTIONS. 


CRIMINAL   LAW  — POOR   LAW 
GUARDIANS.— QUESTION. 

Me.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  it  be  the  fact  that  the  Chairman 
of  the  Faringdon  Board  of  Guardians 
is  in  the  habit  of  acting  as  one  of  the 
justices  at  petty  sessions  to  hear  charges 
or  prosecutions  at  the  suit  of  the  board ; 
ana,  if  so,  whether  he  will  intimate  to 
that  gentleman  that  such  a  combination 
of  the  judge  and  suitor  is  opposed  to  the 
spirit  of  British  Law  ? 

Me.  ASSHETON  CEOSS,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  had  received  aletter  from  the  clerk 
to  the  Justices,  which  stated  that  it  was 
true  that  the  Chairman  of  the  Faring- 
don Board  of  Guardians,  in  common  with 
other  ex  officio  Guardians,  attended  the 
petty  sessions  when  cases  were  prose- 
cuted by  that  Board ;  but  he  did  not,  in 
the  discharge  of  his  public  duty,  make 
a  habit  of  attending  specially  for  the 
hearing  of  those  cases  any  more  than 
other  cases.  It  would,  the  Justices 
thought,  be  detrimental  to  the  public 
interests  were  ex  officio  Guardians  to  ab- 
stain fr6m  acting  as  Justices  in  such 
cases.  He  (Mr.  Cross)  did  not  think  it 
would  be  possible  for  him  to  convey  such 
an  intimation  as  was  suggested  by  the 
Question,  inasmuch  as  tne  statute  ex- 
pressly stated  that  no  justice  of  the 
peace  should  be  disabled  from  acting 
as  such  because  he  was  an  ex  officio 
Guardian,  and  in  that  capacity  con- 
nected with  any  case  brought  before  the 
Justices. 

Mr,  Raike$ 


RUSSIA   AND   TURKEY  — THE   WAB— 
THE  SUEZ  CANAL.— QUESTION. 

LoBD  EOBEET  MONTAGU  : 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  blockade  is  not  an  act  of  a 
belligerent  directed  against  neutrals 
(namely,  to  prevent  neutrals  trading  with 
the  other  b^gerent) ;  whether  it  is  not 
the  right  of  one  belligerent  against  the 
other  belligerent,  to  seize  his  ships  an 
the  sea  ;  and,  whether  the  Despatch  of 
May  16  does  not  merely  assert  that,  as 
concerns  the  Suez  Canal,  England  will 
not  permit  the  exercise  of  those  bellige- 
rent rights  against  neutrals,  but  says 
nothing  of  the  acts  of  one  belligerent 
against  the  other  (excepting  in  ^e 
Canal  itself)  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE^ 
QXJEE :  With  reference  to  the  first  part 
of  the  Question  of  the  noble  Lord,  I 
would  observe  that  of  coarse  blockade 
is  an  act  intended  to  prevent  neutrals 
trading  with  the  other  oelligerent ;  but 
whether  it  can  be  said  that  it  is  ^Q- 
sively  directed  against  neutrals  is  an- 
other question,  because,  of  course,  if  joti 
prevent  trading  between  a  neutral  ani 
the  other  belligerent,  you  are  direetbg 
your  action  against  both  parties— tb 
neutral  and  the  other  belli^rent  ak) 
With  regard  to  the  second  part  of  the 
Question,  it  is  undoubtedly  tiie  right  of 
one  belligerent,  as  against  the  otha 
belligerent,  to  seize  his  ships  on  the  sea. 
With  regard  to  the  third  partof  tht 
Question,  I  would  ask  my  noble  Fii^ 
to  excuse  me  giving  any  more  categon* 
cal  answer  to  it  thui  I  gave  yesterdir. 
I  think  it  is,  as  my  noble  !FViend  will 
see,  inexpedient  to  be  puttine  isolated 
questions  and  receiving  isolated  answen 
and  I  would  make  the  same  observaticm. 
if  he  will  allow  me,  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Peterborough  (Mr.  Whall^l  wb^ 
has  upon  the  Paper  a  Question  adoreiied 
to  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs  upon  a  cognate  subject.  I 
think  it  would  be  undesirable  that  we 
should  have  these  Questions  put  at  tbe 
present  moment,  and  I  hope  that  tb? 
House  will  excuse  us  for  aediniog  to 
answer  them. 

Mb.  WHALLEY,  whose  Notice  ▼» 
as  follows : — 

<'  To  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  Sli^  ^ 
Foreign  Aflfain.  with  reference  to  the  ckim  i** 
sorted  to  a  rignt  of  way  through  TuriMh  Te^ 
ritory,  Whether  they  will  enter  into  negotiatMBi 
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oa  th*  proponls  of  the  late  Emperor  of  Rusaia 
ia  U63  that  {imt^  alia)  *  England  should  take 
tiiiMiimi  of  Eprypt  and  Candia  ai  important 
nr  oominQnioation  with  India, '  *' 

Mid : — I  most  readily  oonour  with  the 
va^estion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
hot  perhaps  he  will  allow  me  to  offer  a 
ihort  explanation.  If  a  passage  which 
I  inserted  in  the  Question  before  it  was 
placed  upon  the  Paper  had  been  printed, 
p0rfaaps  it  would  have  altered  tne  view 
of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman.  It  will 
not  take  one  moment  to  read.  It  is 
this—**  That  a  proposal"— [** Order, 
orderl'n 

Mr.  SfEAKEH  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezohe- 
qnar  having  stated  that  he  would  not 
answer  Questions  of  this  sort,  it  would 
be  useless  for  the  hon.  Qentleman  to 
snter  into  an  explanation  of  it. 

THE  NAVY-OFFICERS  ON  THE  BE- 
TIRED  LIST.— QUESTION, 

CAtTAOt  FIM  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  Officers  who 
ksTt  oommuted  their  retired  pay  can  be 
eompelled  to  serre? 

lU.  A.  F.  EOEBTON :  Sir,  officers  who 
irsin  theposition  referred  to  in  the  Ques- 
tion are  liable  to  be  called  upon  to  serve. 
Their  names  are  continued  on  Ths  Navp 
IaH,  and  they  come  within  the  terms  of 
Chap.  7,  sec.  3,  of  the  Queen's  Begu- 
lations  as  '*  officers  on  the  Retired  list." 
Should  any  such  officer  reflise  to  serve 
whan  ealled  upon,  his  name  would  be 
itmok  off  the  list. 

FALL  OF  A  BRIDGE  AT  BATH. 
QUXSTI05. 

Ifm.  PAGET  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  he 
will  take  steps  to  secure  a  thorough  in* 
vsetigation  into  the  causes  of  the  break- 
bg  of  the  foot  bridge  at  Bath,  and 
■moge  that  the  proceedings  of  the 
inqaeet  be  carefully  watched  bv  some 
qualified  person  on  behalf  of  tne  Qo- 
vsrouent  < 

Mb.  A88HET0N  CROSS :  Yes ;  I 
availed  myself  of  the  offer  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  of  the  services  of  Oolonel 
Tolland,  who  is  already  on  the  spot 
making  proper  inquiries.  1  have  already 
pven  directions  that  the  Home  Office 
•baU  be  represented  at  the  coroner's 
inquest  by  competent  counsel. 


INLAND    REVENUE  —  BLENDING 
SPIRITS  IN  BOND.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  J.  P.  OOERY  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  there  has 
been  anything  fraudulent  on  the  part  of 
traders  engaged  in  the  business  of  rack- 
ing and  blending  spirits  in  bond  by  their 
treatment  of  the  casks  after  they  have 
been  emptied  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB :  I  hope  I  did  not,  in  an  Answer 
I  gave  some  time  ago,  seem  to  imply 
that  any  fraud  was  imputed  to  the 
traders  in  respect  to  whom  this  Question 
has  been  raised.  There  was  nothing 
fraudulent;  but  the  way  in  which  the 
casks  were  rinsed  out  was  found  to  in- 
volve a  loss  to  the  Bevenue ;  and 
it  was  therefore  necessary  that  steps 
should  be  taken  to  preserve  the  Bevenue 
against  similar  loss  in  the  future.  There 
was  no  intention  to  impute  to  the  gentle- 
men engaged  in  the  transaction  any- 
thing of  the  nature  of  a  fraudulent 
intention. 

ARMY  (IRELAND)-THE  88th  REGI- 
MENT.—QUESTION. 

Caftaik  NOLAN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If  he  can  state  how 
manv  applications  for  One  Pound  re- 
wards lov  the  apprehensions  of  men  of 
the  88th  Begiment  have  been  made  by 
the  police  stationed  at  Ballinasloe  within 
the  last  three  months;  how  many  of 
these  applications  have  been  granted ; 
and,  in  now  many  oases  the  command- 
ing officer  of  the  regiment  in  question 
considers  that  the  soldiers  apprehended 
intended  to  desert  ? 

Me.  GATHOBNE  HABDY:  There 
have  been  12  such  applications  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  magistrates, 
which  have  all  been  panted  wiw  the  ex- 
ception of  one,  in  which,  with  the  assent 
of  the  magistrates,  the  sum  was  reduced 
to  10«.  No  report  has  been  made  by 
the  commanding  officer  as  to  his  opinion 
about  the  intended  desertion  ;  but  in  1 1 
of  these  cases  the  individual  soldiers 
themselves  have  said  that  they  did  in- 
tend to  desert. 

POST    OFFICE  —  TELEORAPmC    COM- 
MUNICATION WITH  SOUTH  AFRICA. 

QUESTION. 

Ma.  WHALLET  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  any  action  has  been  taken  or  ia 
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contemplated  towards  providing  tele- 
graphic communication  with  South  Af- 
rica; and,  whether  there  is  any  objection 
to  lay  befor  the  House  any  Correspon- 
dence with  the  Colonies  on  that  subject  ? 
Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE :  Contracts  were 
entered  into  two  or  three  years  ago  with 
a  view  to  establishing  telegraphic  com- 
munication with  South  A&ica.  The 
contractors,  however,  were  xmable  to 
carry  out  their  undertaking,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  been  advised 
that  considerably  larger  subsidies  would 
be  necessary  to  secure  an  adequate  ser- 
vice. As  regards  correspondence  on  the 
subject,  I  fijad  that  there  is  verv  little 
that  could  be  produced  beyond  that  re- 
lating to  the  abortive  contract  I  have 
alluded  to,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
agree  with  me  that  it  is  undesirable  to 
present  Papers  which  would  fail  to 
throw  light  upon  the  present  state  of  the 
affair.  It  is,  nowever,  probable  that  the 
question  will  shortly  be  again  discussed 
with  the  Colonial  Qovemments  con- 
cerned. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  ACT— BRTOLING- 
TON  DISTRICT.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  STKES  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
he  has  received  a  Memorial  from  the 
inhabitants  of  Bridlington  aminst  the 
extension  of  the  Bridlm^n  Local  GK>- 
▼emment  District;  and,  if  so,  whether  it 
is  his  intention  to  ask  Parliament  to 
confirm  such  Provisional  Order  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  received  such  a  Memorial 
from  Bridlington.  The  objections  taken 
in  the  Memorial  were  the  same  as  those 
which  had  been  ur^;ed  before  the  Li- 
spector  who  held  an  inquiry  on  the  spot, 
at  which  all  the  parties  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  being  heard.  The  Provisional 
Order  had  been  embodied  in  a  Bill  which 
was  now  before  Parliament,  audit  would 
be  his  duty  to  further  that  Bill  in  the 
usual  way. 

TRADE  MARKS  REGISTRATION  ACT. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  HEBMON  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
Government  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  re- 
peal or  still  further  defer  the  operation 
of  the  Trade  Marks  Bill  as  regards  tex- 
tile fabrics,  or  what  arrangements  will  be 
made  to  meet  the  difficulties  of  the  case  ? 

Mr.  Whalley 


The  ATTOBNET  OENBBAL, 
reply,  said,  it  was  their  intention  to  in- 
troduce a  Bin  ftirther  to  defer  the  operm- 
tion  of  the  statute  referred  to  lor  a 
limited  period. 

THE  NEW  FOREST  BILL— NOMINATIOK 

OF  THE  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

PEBSONAL  EXPLANATIOV. 

LoBD  EDMOND  FTTZMAUBICE 
asked  for  the  indulgence  of  the  Hgqjm 
while  he  made  a  personal  explanation  in 
reply  to  an  attack  which  he  understood 
had  been  made  upon  him  at  an  esrlr 
hour  that  morning  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Hants  (Lord 
Henry  Scott).  He  understood  that  in 
the  discussion  which  took  place  on  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee  on  the 
New  Forest  Bill,  the  noble  Lord  had 
made    certain    charges    against     him 

SLord  Edmond  Fitzmaurioe)  with  re- 
iarence  to  his  conduct  in  relation  to 
that  Bill,  and  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Oowen)  had  kindly 
suggested  that  he  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice)  ought  to  have  an  opportunity 
of  being  present  to  reply  to  tne  noble 
Lord ;  and  that  theOhancellorof  the  Ex- 
chequer thereupon  said  that  he  would 
have  that  opportuni^  upon  the  proewt 
occasion.  Now,  in  the  New  Forest  Bill 
there  were  two  or  three  points  upofi 
which  the  interests  of  the  Crown  ana  of 
the  commoners  were  opposed  to  one  an- 
other.     These  points    the  noble  Lord 

proceeded  to  specify,  when 

Mb.  speaker  intexposed,  and  said 
the  noble  Lord  was  gomff  beyond  the 
bounds  of  a  personal  ex]^anation»  and 
entering  upon  the  details  of  a  Bill  which 
was  before  the  House. 

LoBD  EDMOND  FTTZMAUBICE 
bowed  to  the  decision  of  the  Chair.  He 
had  only  wished  to  mention  that  then 
were  questions  in  dispute  between  the 
Crown  and  the  commoners.  The  nobit 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Hants  was 
a  commoner  of  the  New  Forest.  In  the 
debate  on  the  second  reading  of  the  BOl 
at  a  rery  late  hour,  he  (Lcntl  Edmond 
Fitcmaurice)  took  some  objections  to  the 
possible  appointment  on  the  Committee 
of  a  Ghantleman  haring  a  personal  inte- 
rest in  the  questions  iuTolved.  He  was 
then  aware  that  his  riffht  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Cowper-Temple)  a^  had  an  inte- 
rest in  the  New  Forest,  though  one  of 
smaller  extent  than  that  of  the  noble 
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Lord  tii»  Member  for  South  Hants,  and 
\m  knew  that  his  objection  applied  to 
Us  right  bon.  Friend  as  well  as  to  the 
uMmJjord ;  b«t  he  thouffht  it  better  not 
to  mention  any  indiTiduaf  commoners  bj 
lame,  but  to  speak  of  the  commoners 
iiMnlly.  A  few  days  afterwards  a 
Mtsr  appeared  in  The  Timet  which  led 
to  a  correspondence.  In  a  second  letter, 
which  he  wrote  orer  a  week  ago,  but 
vhich  appeared  in  The  Timee  only  yes- 
tvday,  ne  was  obliged  to  introduce  those 
tvo  names ;  but  the  letter  was  couched 
in  sfeodiou^y  courteous  terms  towards 
the  noble  Lord  and  his  right  hon.  Friend. 
That  beinff  the  case,  he  understood  the 
Boble  Lora  late  last  night,  on  the  nomi- 
nation of  the  Committee,  complained 
that  he  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  had 
aade  certain  statements  on  the  subject 
in  ne  Timee,  and  wa0  not  then  in  his 
plaee  in  the  House  to  substantiate  them. 
His  answer  to  that  was,  that  his  two 
Isttars  to  The  Timee  were  not  the  begin- 
ning of  the  controyersy  which  had  sprung 
o«t  of  what  had  occurred  in  the  House, 
but  were  replies  to  others,  and  he  hoped 
Uwy  were  not  offensiye  in  their  tone, 
«th«r  to  the  noble  Lord,  or  to  his  right 
boo.  Friend.  He  had  learnt  tiiat  the 
noble  Lord  also  animadyerted  on  his 
baring  in  his  letters  objected  to  his  right 
bon.  Friend's  (Mr.  Oowper-Temple's) 
teMss  to  be  a  Member  of  the  Oommittee, 
sod  yet  not  haying  come  forward  in  the 
House  to  support  that  objection.  He 
sdfflitted  the  noble  Lord  had  a  perfect 
right  to  comment  on  his  conduct.  Hay- 
ing made  those  statements  in  the  news- 
papers, and  expressed  his  opinion  im- 
reserredly,  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
o«ght  not  to  sit  on  that  Oommittee,  he 
eoofssssd  that  he  felt  he  was  placed  in 
nthsr  an  awkward  position  by  circum- 
•tnnoes  which  had  occurred  since  he 
wrote  those  letters.  He  was  not  pre- 
snnt  in  the  House  to  support  his  ob- 
jscAiony  because  he  had  gained  his  chief 
object,  for  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
Sor  South  Hants  was  not  nominated  to 
Mrre  on  the  Oommittee.  The  noble 
Lotd's  interest  in  the  New  Forest  was 
my  large,  while  that  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  almost  infinitesimal.  Again, 
ahhough  the  nomination  proceeded  no- 
ainally  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sary,  yet  the  proposition  to  put  his  right 
bofu  Friend  on  the  Oommittee  praoti- 
eally  emanated  from  that  (the  0|^>osi- 
tioo)  side  of  the  House.    On  a  matter  of 


that  kind  he  did  not  wish  to  go  counter 
to  the  opinion  of  a  Gentleman  of  so  much 
greater  experience  than  himself  as  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Olackmannan 
^Mr.  Adam),  and  therefore  he  thought 
it  would  haye  been  an  act  of  presump- 
tion on  his  part  if  he  had  come  forward 
and  said  that  the  circumstances  which 
satisfied  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  satisfy  him.  A  further  consideration 
which  had  some  weightwith  him  was,  that 
haying  himself  been  appointed  a  Member 
of  the  Oommittee  along  with  his  riffht 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Oowper-Temple),  his 
sincere  desire  was  to  act  courteously  and 
harmoniously  with  him  and  all  the  other 
Members.  If,  howeyer,  he  had  had  the 
least  reason  to  suppose  that  the  noble 
Lord  intended  to  take  notice  of  his 
letters,  or  otherwise  refer  to  him,  he 
would  haye  been  most  anxious  to  ayoid 
the  appearance  of  anything  like  dis- 
courtesy towards  him  in  not  being  pre- 
sent when  the  appointment  of  the  Select 
Oommittee  took  place. 


ORDERS    OF    THE   DAY. 


OPENING  OF  NATIONAL  MUSEUMS,  &c. 
ON  SUNDAYS.— RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOE  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
rise  to  moye  the  Eesolution  of  which 
I  haye  giyen  Notice,  namely — 

'*  That,  in  tho  opinion  of  thii  Houio,  it  is  do- 
lirable  to  give  greater  facilities  for  the  rooroation 
and  instmction  of  the  people  by  opening  for 
some  hours  on  Snndaj  the  National  Museums 
and  Galleries." 

Were  it  not  for  the  peculiarity  of  this 
question,  of  which  the  House  is  of  course 
sufficiently  aware,  I  should  haye  been 
disposed  almost  to  doubt  whether  it  is 
necessary  to  address  graye  arguments  to 
the  House  in  order  to  show  that  the 
people  of  this  country,  or  those  of  them 
who  desire  to  make  use  of  the  national 
institutions  on  the  only  leisure  day  in 
the  week,  haye  a  good  case  to  put  before 
the  British  House  of  Oommons.  As  to 
what  conclusion  the  House  of  Oommons 
will  come  to  on  the  matter  it  is  impos- 
sible for  me  to  say.  It  was  said  20 
years  ago  that  had  the  yote  been  taken 
by  open  Ballot  the  result  would  haye 
been  yery  different  iVom  what  it  was; 
but,  howeyer  that  mapr  be,  I  hope  tho 
House  will  haye  no  difficulty  in  distin* 
guishing  between  tho  artican  class  of  the 
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country  and  those  Petitions  we  have  seen, 
which  are  the  happy  result  of  the  best 
work,  but  not  the  most  scrupulous  work, 
of  various  institutions  in  this  country 
which  have  for  their  elimUlU  eyerj 
Sunday-school  scholar  who  can  reach  his 
head  to  the  table.  It  is  now  three  years 
since  I  touched  this  question  in  this 
House,  and  I  should  not  have  done  so 
now,  if  I  had  not  been  asked  by  several 
Bodies,  and  been  reminded  that  a  great 
change  has  taken  place  in  the  opinion 
and  feeling  of  the  countnr  on  this  ques- 
tion. The  opinions  and  feelings  of  reli- 
gious people  and  of  the  clergy  have 
undergone  and  are  undergoing  great 
change.  The  observation  of  one  rev. 
gentleman  is — 

"  The  clergy  should  occupy  their  proper  posi- 
tion  as  leaders,  and  not  merely  spiritual  relieving 
officers.  It  is  hiffh  time  beneficial  reforms 
should  be  taken  up  by  them,  and  not  left  to  P.  A. 
Taylor  and  Co.  to  inaugurate." 

I  can  assure  the  rev.  gehtleman  and  his 
colleagues,  that  I  would  with  the  greatest 
pleasure  resign  the  leadership — if  I  may 
claim  to  have  it — to  them,  and  I  am  sure 
they  would  be  within  their  position,  as 
clergymen,  in  doing  that  which  would 
be  for  the  moral  advantage  of  the  people. 
The  Press  also  shows  a  great  change  in 
this  matter,  notably  the  Press  which 
supports  the  Government  on  the  other 
side,  and  may  be  taken  to  express  the 
opinions  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that 
side.  I  believe  the  question  is  now  more 
important,  from  the  experience  the  coun- 
try has  had  in  the  last  few  years,  through 
the  opening  in  many  towns  of  similar 
places  with  excellent  results,  and  entirely 
unattended  with  any  disadvantage  what- 
ever. On  the  occasion  when  I  last 
troubled  the  House  on  this  matter,  I 
thought  it  right  to  enter  to  some  extent 
on  what  is  termed  the  religious  part  of 
the  question.  I  do  not  propose  to  follow 
that  course  at  all  upon  tnis  occasion; 
amongst  other  reasons  because  the  House 
is  not  fond  of  religious  or  theological 
discussions,  and  also  because  opinions 
such  as  those  I  profess  no  longer  deal 
with  the  old  Sabbatarian,  or  religious 
ground.  The  pretensions  of  Sabba- 
tarians have  been  so  closely  examined, 
socially,  politically,  and  historically,  that 
those  who  oppose  the  opening  of  museums 
on  Sundays  no  longer  rely  on  the  reli- 
gious argument.  Therefore  I  shall  no 
bnger  tiy  to  show  the  House  that  be- 
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cause  3,000  years  ago  the  Jews  were 
forbidden  to  work  on  the  seventh  day. 
Christians  should  be  forbidden  to  re- 
create themselves  on  the  first.  But  now 
and  then  Sabbatarianism  will  crop  up. 
Of  course,  those  who  oppose  me  will  say 
that  they  highlv  appreciate  the  advance 
of  the  people  in  the  arts  and  sdenoes, 
and  that  their  only  objection  is  that  theee 
should  be  taught  on  Sunday.  Can  it  be 
doubted  that  they  permit  it  on  six  days, 
because  they  cannot  object  to  it,  becauM 
on  the  seventh  day  thev  set  themaelve* 
against  it  ?  In  a  oiromar  the  other  day 
the  Sabbatarian  party  let  out  rather  too 
much  of  their  ancient  spirit.  They  say 
that — 

**  If  the  free  Sunday  party  had  but  faith  in 
the  Gospel,  they  would  rean  better  hanreaU  nf 
holineaa  and  beauty  than  by  facilifaiting  iviiu 
to  ooUectioni  of  statuary  and  tiatntmp,  which 
are  quite  aa  likely  to  influence  Uie  fioni  m  tu 
purge  Uie  life.*' 

There  (we  have  the  true  and  andfot 
spirit  of  the  Puritan  Sabbatarian.  I 
have  said  that  we  have  not  now  to  deal 
with  the  reli|^ou8  arg^ument  jpure  and 
simple,  but  with  arg^uments  of  a  •ooii 
and  political  character.  We  are  told 
that  we  wish  to  undermine  the  day  of 
rest  for  the  working-man  —  that  w« 
should,  in  fact,  oomp^  people  to  work 
on  Sundays.  The  Sabbatarian  thinks  it 
wrong  to  do  anything  but  sit  quiet  in 
one's  house  all  day.  Anything  but  thtt 
is  regarded  as  undermining  tne  day  of 
rest.  What  evidence  have  the  people 
of  this  country  given  of  beinff  content 
to  give  up  the  day  of  rest?  Whit 
an  absurdity  to  think  we  are  urginj? 
Uiem  to  give  up  the  day  of  reet,  wnen 
what  we  are  attempting  to  do  is  to  make 
the  day  of  rest  more  agreeable  and  more 
improving.  We  are  told  that — "  If  you 
could  take  the  spring  out  of  the  year, 
and  youth  out  of  life,  you  would  not  do 
a  greater  injury  to  the  human  race  than 
if  you  took  Sunday  out  of  the  week.'' 
We  are  told  we  are  oompelling  people  to 
work  on  Sunday.  There  again  Sabba- 
tarianism crops  up.  We  are  for  a  dar 
of  rest.  These  Sabbatarian  people  think 
nothing  of  a  day  of  rest,  unless  it  can  be 
on  a  Sunday.  Those  people  who  are 
compelled  to  work  on  Sunday  are  not 
oared  for  by  the  Sabbatarian  party.  It 
is  we  who  would  give  them  that  rest  it 
impossible  to  give  them  all  on  Sunday. 
In  fact,  as  the  rector  of  Bethnal  Oreen 
said,  in  sending  me  a  letter — 
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**  MjT  ofeJ«ot  all  along  !•  to  approach  the 
aiaarioB  trim,  a  raligiouf  point  of  riew,  and  to 
ducoaa  it  on  the  Christian  Charoh  ground. 
Onee  g«t  it  there,  and  it  ii  no  longer  the  letter 
«l  a  law  to  be  kept  aa  the  Fourth  Commandment, 
kit  the  qiirit  of  the  law,  the  different  interpre- 
Utioa%  and  different  cuitoma  and  liberty  re- 
imfding  it  which  hare  from  time  to  time  pre- 
Taikd  from  300  a.d.  downward." 

Now,  what  work  is  done?  There  is  some- 
thing so  factitious  in  the  argument  of  the 
Sabbatarian.  The  Sabbatarian  plumes 
himaelf  on  refiraining  from  reading  the 
Bewapaper  on  Sunday,  yet  he  ou^t  to 
know  tnat  work  on  Sunday  is  necessitated 
in  order  that  he  may  have  his  newspaper 
on  Monday  morning.  All  sorts  of  work 
IS  neoeasitated  on  Sundays.  Our  senrants 
work  for  us;  public  vehioles  work  for 
us;  railways  work  for  us;  the  machi- 
aista' department  in  many  establishments 
worii ;  blast  furnaces  are  necessarily  kept 
slire  in  order  that  men  may  not  be  kept 
oat  of  work  on  other  days.  All  sorts  of 
work  is  essential.  What  should  be  our 
sim?  To  make  the  work  as  little  as 
possible,  and  to  organize  a  plan  by 
which  those  who  work  on  Sunday  should 
have  nothing  to  do  on  one  other  day.  Is 
thsre  any  ouer  branch  on  which  so  few 
peo^e  would  be  employed  as  those  in 
the  British  Museum  to  accommodate  the 
thousands  who  would  go  there?  Of 
coarse  our  Tcnerable  friend,  the  Oonti- 
nental  Sunday,  will  crop  up  again ;  but 
I  woold  ask  Uiose  who  know  anything 
of  the  dens  and  slums  of  our  crowded 
dtias,  and  who  also  know  something  of 
the  Continental  cities,  whether,  in  mak- 
ing a  comparison  between  the  two,  they 
hare  seen  anything  to  make  them  cer- 
tua  that  our  course  of  action  is  so  much 
viser  than  that  of  the  Oontinent?  On 
that  part  of  the  question  I  would  like  to 
make  these  two  quotations.  The  rev. 
Stopfbrd  Brooke  says — 

**  Aa  numr  people  go  to  church  on  the  Conti- 
amt  aa  in  England  and  Sootland ;  and  in  Ger- 
nany  sod  Pnuioe  and  Italy  the  Sunday  after- 
Moo  and  eraning  it  by  the  greater  number  of 
taopU  quietly  and  joyfully  and  decently  ipent. 
llMTtt  ia  but  little  of  the  drunkenneas  that  de- 
fradaa  our  Sunday! ;  there  ia  but  little  of  the 
mane  fatmwling  that  fllla  our  atreeta ;  there  ia 
maeh  aore  happy  domeatio  life  aeen  in  the 
mantry  walka,  in  the  gardena,  and  among  thoae 
who  loitar  through  ue  galleriea.  All  people 
■1%  on  their  good  behariour  on  Sunday,  and  the 
true  meaning  of  the  day  ia  better  earned  out  on 
the  CootiiMnt  than  it  ia  hare." 

Than,    again,     the   rer.    Dr.    Outhrie 


'<  We  connted  on  one  oocaaion  (in  Paria)  33 
tbeatrea  and  placea  of  amuaement  open  on  the 
Sabbath  day.  Yet,  although  our  avocation 
led  ua  often  through  the  worst  parts  of  the 
City,  and  oocasionally  late  in  the  evening,  in 
that  City,  containing  then  a  population  six 
times  larger  than  Edinburgh,  we  saw  but  one 
drunken  man,  and  no  drunken  women.  Well, 
we  stepped  from  the  steamer  upon  one  of  the 
London  quays,  and  had  not  gone  many  paces 
when  our  national  pride  was  humbled,  and  any 
Christianity  we  might  have  had  was  put  to  the 
blush,  by  the  disgusting  spectacle  of  drunk- 
ards reeling  along  the  streets,  and  filling  the 
air  with  horrid  imprecations.  In  one  hour  we 
saw  in  London  and  Edinburgh,  with  all  their 
churches  and  schools  and  piety,  more  drunken- 
ness than  we  saw  in  five  long  months  in  guilty 
ParU." 

For  those  who  object  to  that  kind  of 
Continental  Sunday,  I  have  really  no 
argument.  I  have  alluded  to  various 
kinds  of  work  permitted  on  Sundays, 
and  last  year  I  read  in  the  papers  that 

"  the  Queen,  after  a  short  stay  at  Lochnagar 
farm,  continued  her  drive  by  way  of  Balnacrof t, 
and  remained  for  some  time  beside  a  field  of  oata 
belonging  to  Mr.  Begg,  where  about  60  men 
and  women  were  actively  at  work  binding  in 
stocks  the  g^rain  which  had  been  spread  out  on 
the  Saturday.  The  grain  was  quite  dry  on 
Sunday,  and  the  people  in  the  district  turned 
out  with  willing  hanos,  and  had  the  whole  field 
bound  and  stocked  by  evening,  part  of  the  ope- 
rations being  conducted  by  moonlight.  Be/ore 
leaving  Her  Majesty  signified  to  Sir.  Begg  her 
opinion  that  the  work  was  one  of  necessity." 

I  do  not  think  there  are  many  hon. 
Members  in  this  House  on  either  side 
who  will  deny  that  Her  Majesty  did  a 
most  gracious  and  rational  thing  in 
makinff  that  obserration.  All  the  vil- 
laffers  had  turned  out  into  the  harrest 
field  in  order  to  obtain  some  little  better 
results  from  the  com  which  was  going 
to  make  bread  to  feed  their  bodies,  and 
the  Queen  approTod  of  what  they  did. 
Is  it  asking  much  more^is  it  asking 
any  more — when  we  ask  that  a  yerv 
few  persons  should  be  allowed  to  mini- 
ster at  the  British  Museum  or  the  Na- 
tional Oallery,  in  order  to  gamer  in  a 
richer  harrest  for  the  intellect  and  im- 
agination of  the  masses?  It  is  yery 
curious  to  observe  the  course  America 
has  taken  on  this  question.  America  is 
exceedingly  like  us  in  many  respects, 
and,  descended  as  she  is  from  the  Puri- 
tans who  left  this  country  200  or  800 
years  ago,  her  regard  for  the  Puritan 
Sabbath  has  been,  perhaps,  a  more 
serious  thing  than  it  has  been  anywhere 
in  this  countxT  south  of  the  Tweed  ;  but 
the  lessons  of  experience,  thought,  and 
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wisdom  hare  tanffht  them  better  things. 
I  desire  now,  if  the  House  will  allow 
me,  to  read  them  a  piece  of  evidence  of 
what  I  may  call  the  imoonsoious  insin* 
eerily  of  the  Sabbatarians  in  putting  in 
the  backgroimd  their  religious  theoiy, 
and  endeavouring  to  substitute  for  it 
social  and  political  arguments  which 
have  no  basis  when  removed  from  Sab- 
batarianism. That  is  going  on  in 
America  as  well  as  here.  There  was  a 
great  Convention  at  Boston  last  Autumn, 
at  which  Francis  E.  Abbott  made  these 
observations — 

*'  It  18  true  that  in  moat  of  the  Statesall  thcM 
Sunday  restrictions  are  put  ostensibly  on  the 
ground  of  general  secuUf  utiHfy»  meorely  pro- 


tecting a  public  day  of  rest,  and  securing  the 
public  quiet.  That  is  the  ostensible  ground,  and 
yet  you  and  I  know  this,  as  well  as  that  we  are 
here  to-day,  that  the  real  reason  in  the  minds 
of  that  part  of  the  people  which  sustains  these 
statutes  and  keeps  them  on  the  books  is  a  super- 
stitious regard  tor  the  Sabbath,  the  *  Christian 
Sabbath,'  and  a  wish  to  compel  everybody  to 
nay  at  least  public  homage  to  it.  Thia  is  the 
fact  of  Uie  case,  and  the  msgraoeful  insincerity 
of  these  Sunday- Sabbath  laws.  They  do  not 
represent  the  secret,  real  views  and  opinions 
even  of  the  orthodox  community  itself.  The 
very  men  who  would  vote  down  tmie  after  time 
every  proi>o8ition  to  repeal  these  statutes,  go 
and  do  Uie  very  things  wnich  they  thus  f  ormaUy 
prohibit,  and  break  themselves  the  very  laws 
which  they  lay  as  a  heavy  burden  on  the 
labourer,  the  Jew,  the  free-thmker.  How  many 
orthodox  persons  in  this  city  and  State  always 
refrain  ^m  travelling  on  Sunday  f  How  many 
of  them  always  scrupmously  obey  these  statutes  f 
I  think  it  is  safe  to  say  that  the  orthodox  are 
]Ufit  as  disobedient  to  them  as  the  average  free- 
thinker." 

Now  let  me  cap  that  with  a  few  lines 
from  a  sermon  by  a  rev.  gentleman  well- 
known  in  this  country — ^the  Rev.  H.  R. 
Haweis.  In  describing  the  difficulty  we 
have  in  opening  these  institutions  here, 
he  says— 

*'  Uninstructed  public  opinion — ignorant  Sab- 
batarianism alone  sto)>s  the  way.  Have  nothing 
to  do,  I  pray  you,  with  the  rowdyism  of  dese- 
cration whidi  dedaree  that  Sunday  is  Hke  any 
other  day,  and  that  we  have  no  need  of  religious 
wordiip  and  rest.  But  remember  there  is  an- 
other land  of  rowdyism  that  is  doing,  if  possible, 
more  harm  still,  it  is  the  religious  rowdyism  of 
the  Sabbatarian  ring.  I  would  fain  convert  the 
ring,  but  if  that  is  impossible,  if  its  members 
will  neither  read  the  Bible,  nor  their  history, 
and  refuse  persistently  to  study  the  will  of  Ood, 
or  the  interests  of  man  in  this  matter — then,  I 
say  advisedly,  we  must  act  upon  them  through 
public  opinion,  and  throu^n  Pariiamant;  we 
must  break  up  the  Sabbatanan  ring.*' 

I  hope  to  deal  a  very  small  blow  to-day 
towards  breaking  up  that  Sabbatarian- 
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ism.    No  hon.  Member  can  doubt  that 
the  proposition  I  make  is  at  any  rate  a 
most  moderate  one.    I  have  made  it 
also  most  definite,  in  order  if  poeeihle  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  tiie  hon.  dentleauui 
opposite,  the  Member  for  &e  Uni^ 
of  Oambridge  (Mr.  Beresford   Hi 
He  seemed,  on  tne  last  occasion  on 
I  brought  the  subject  forward,  half  in- 
dined  to  vote  for  me,  but  he  complained 
of  the   indefiniteness    of  my  Ifotion. 
He  disclaimed  the  idea  that  he  oould 
have  any  Puritan  sentiments,  but  he  ex* 
pressed  a  fear  that  a  certain  museum, 
owned  by  a  Dr.  Kahn,  might  be  opened 
under  cover  of  my  Beeolution.    I  need 
hardly  say  that  it  will  be  impoesible  for 
him  to  have  any  fear  of  that  kind  now, 
and  I  hope  therefore  he  will  vote  with 
me.    Whether  I  shall  be  told  that  my 
Motion  is  so  small,  that  it  is  only  insert- 
ing the  thin  end  of  the  wedge;  or  whether 
I  shall  be  told  it  is  so  wide  and  re?«^ 
lutionary,  that  religion  and  moraHty  will 
shrink  and  shrivel  under  it,  I  do  not  know 
— probably,  I  shall  be  told  both.    In  re- 
gard to  the  assertion  that  this  is  the  thbi 
end  of  the  wedge,  that  argument  is  too 
late  by  at  least  a  century.    The  thin  end 
of  the  wedge  has  been  put  in  many  kmg 
years  ago.    We  are  told  in  the  records 
of  the  I^sbyteiy  of  Strathbogie,  under 
June  6th,  1 658,  that 

''the  same  day  Alexander  Caimie,inTiniochia, 
was  delaitit  for  brak  of  Sabbath  in  bearing  an« 
sheep  upon  his  back  hojn  the  pasture  to  his  own 
house.  The  said  Alexander  oompeirit  and  dsdar 
it  that  it  was  of  neoessitie  for  saving  of  tha 
beast's  life  in  tyme  of  storm.  Was  rebuldt  for 
the  same  and  admonished  not  to  do  the  lyke.** 

Buckle  however  tells  of  worse  than  this 
— The  Scotch  clergy  did  not  hesitate  to 
teach  the  people  that  on  that  dav  (Sun- 
day) it  was  sint\il  to  save  a  vessel  in  dis- 
tress, and  that  it  was  a  proof  of  religion 
to  leave  ship  and  crew  to  perish.  One 
of  our  more  northern  ministers,  whose 
parish  lies  along  the  coast  between  8pcj 
and  Findhom,  made  some  fishermen  do 
penance  for  Sabbath-brealdng  in  gmng 
out  to  sea  though  purely  with  endeavour 
to  save  a  vessel  in  distress  by  a  storm. 
Oases  of  refusing  to  rescue  vessels  in 
daneer  because  of  the  day  being  the 
Sabbath,  have  occurred  more  than  once 
in  quite  recent  times.  Even  in  the  nine- 
teenth century  we  see  the  same  spirit  of 
Scotch  ecclesiastical  rage  against  frsah 
air  on  Sundays.  In  1834  mm  (General 
Assembly  issued  a  pastoral  admonition 
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OB  the  ■aaotifiotlon  of  the  Sabbath^ 
▼faieh  wM  ordered  to  be  read  from  erery 
potph  in  the  Ohuroh  of  Scotland. 

"IK^Ui  de«p  oonoern,'*  mjn  the  Awembly. 
*««  hftTe  learned  that  multitiidee,  forg«tf«u 
<l  thdr  most  nored  dntiee  and  inunortal  in- 
f  wla,  hare  become  aoomtomed  to  wander  in 
tbe  ielda,  to  frequent  loenea  of  recreation,  fto. 
This  ta  etigmatized  ai  ''an  im^iona  oncroach- 
■ni  on  the  inalienable  preroantiTe  of  the  Lord 
God." 

Then  follow  threats  of  future  jude- 
menti,  worms  that  never  die,  unquench- 
able fire,  4i  hoc  genui  omne.  Who  shall 
Hij,  after  that,  that  it  is  competent  for 
ae  to  insert  the  thin  end  of  tne  wedge 
BOW  P  A  onrioQs  stoxy  in  illustration  of 
the  old  Puritan  Sabbatarianism  is  told 
bj  Miss  Fanny  Wright,  in  her  book 
called  7%4  Vimps  of  8oo%$i!y,    She  says— 

**  An  offioer  of  the  American  Kavy,  a  native 
U  New  England .  told  me  that  when  a  boy,  he 
had  eooner  darea  to  pick  a  neighbour**  pocket 
on  a  Saturday  than  to  have  amileaon  a  Sunday/* 

I  win  go  one  step  ftirther,  and  will  show 
not  oiUT  that  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge 
tfcsoiy  IS  £w  too  late,  but  that  I  am  pro- 
posing no  adyance  at  all,  but  simply  an 
extension  of  that  which  is  already  done 
in  many  towns  to  all.  It  is  said  that  this 
vooki  lead  to  the  opening  of  theatres. 
W^,  the  time  was  when  there  was  a 
eloao  alliance  between  the  theatre  and 
religion,  and  had  there  been  a  Sabbata- 
riaa  party  in  the  Ohristian  Ohuroh  600 
TsszB  ago,  which  there  was  not,  the  pro- 
bability is,  that  the  one  exception  Uiey 
vould  haye  made  in  regard  to  places 
that  ought  be  open  on  Sunday,  would 
haye  been  the  theatres  for  the  perform- 
sooe  of  sacred  miracles.  Since  tnat  time 
ths  distance  between  the  drama  and 
religion  has  grown  yery  wide.  Whether 
they  will  eyer  get  nearer  together  again, 
it  is  not  for  me  to  say ;  but  it  is  enough 
fioT  me,  as  an  answer  on  this  occasion,  to 
rsmark  that  nobody  has  asked  for  the 
tbsatras  to  be  opened  on  Sundays,  and 
that  in  those  places  where  other  places 
0^  amnsmuent  are  already  open,  nobody 
has  suggested  that  the  &eatres  should 
be  open  too.  It  is  a  most  dangerous 
ninople,  and  one  that  has  caused  reyo- 
lattons  all  the  world  oyer,  to  continually 
ntom  to  grant  that  which  all  hold  to  be 
■o«nd,  usefttl,  and  politic,  lest  as  a  result 
sonething  which  nobody  desires  should 
come  bto  operation.  That  that  is  an 
unwise  thing  to  do  we  all  find,  and  ao- 
kaowledge  as  an  aiiom  in  past  history  J 


but  it  is  an  astonishing  thing  that  when 
we  come  to  legislation  on  any  matter 
under  our  own  noses,  we  are  continually 
repeating  the  blunder  which  our  ances- 
tors made.  The  wisdom  would  be  to 
open  this  door  just  as  wide  as  is  de- 
manded for  that  which  all  admit  to  be 
good,  useful,  and  eleyating,  lest  the  time 
should  come  when  through  resisting  that 
too  miu^y  the  door  will  be  thrown  wide 
open  by  an  oyerwhelming  effort,  and 
much  will  come  through  which  is  cer- 
tainly equiyocal,  and  wnich  none  of  us 
desire.  I  must  now  say  a  word  in  re- 
g^ard  to  the  places  which  are  opened  now 
on  Sundays  at  home  and  abroad.  In 
Protestant  Germany  and  Denmark,  as 
well  as  in  France  and  other  parts  of  the 
Continent,  museums  and  galleries  are 
open  on  Sunday.  In  Boston  and  other 
large  towns  in  the  United  States  of 
America,  the  public  libraries  also  are 
open.  Near  London  we  haye  the  Crystal 
Palace,  the  Albert  Hall,  and  the  Zoolo- 
logical  Gardens,  which  are  open  on 
Sundays — to  shareholders  only.  I  am 
informed  that  in  Middlesborough  the 
reading-room  and  library  haye  lately 
been  tuown  open,  from  9  till  9.  I  haye 
a  letter  stating  that  the  moyement  is 
thoroughly  successful,  and  the  Press  of 
the  North  is  imanimously  in  its  fayour. 
Then,  we  haye  open  in  the  yicinity  of 
London,  Kew  Gardens  and  Hampton 
Court.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment ^Mr.  Cross),  who  I  am  sorry  not 
to  see  m  his  place,  is  understood  to  haye 
done  a  great  deal  towards  maintaining 
the  power  of  the  Brighton  Aquarium  to 
keep  open.  As  a  resident  at  Brighton, 
I  beg  to  present  him  on  my  part,  and 
on  the  part  of  my  co-residents,  with 
sincere  thanks  for  what  he  has  done. 
Some  of  us  think  he  might  haye  at- 
tempted to  do  it  in  a  litue  more  bold 
and  obyious  manner.  If  he  had  intro- 
duced a  Bill  for  repealing  an  old  Act 
passed  really  for  other  purposes,  and 
under  which  no  action  can  be  taken  now 
but  what  is  mischioyous  —  if  ho  had 
done  that,  instead  of  merely  framing  a 
law  enabling  him  to  remit  penalties  after 
they  had  been  inflicted,  ho  would  per- 
haps haye  been  better  and  more  com- 
pletely meeting  the  conditions  of  the 
case.  But  let  me  remind  the  right  hon. 
G^tleman  and  the  House,  that  in  at- 
tempting to  keep  open  the  Aquarium 
for  the  people  of  Brighton^  he  has  gono 
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a  great  deal  beyond  anything  wWoh  I 
am  now  proposmg,  beoause  in  that  oase 
you  have  the  evus  suoh  as  they  are,  of 
payment  at  the  door,  and  of  there  being 
a  private  company  seeking  to  make 
profits  by  their  Sunday  exhibitions.  Al- 
though, therefore,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  what  was  quite  right,  and  I 
thank  him  for  it,  yet  he  was  going  a 
very  long  way  beyond  what  I  am  asking. 
Then,  again,  in  Birmingham,  the  Free 
Library  and  Art  Qcdlery  are  open.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Ohamberlain)  is  here,  and  I  trust  he 
will  tell  the  House  his  experience  in 
the  matter.  The  Botanical  Gardens  in 
Dublin  are  open  on  Sundays,  and  that 
under  the  threat  that  if  they  were  not  so 
opened,  the  Gk>yemment  allowance  would 
be  taken  away.  The  Zoolomsal  Gardens 
in  Dublin  are  also  open.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Southwark  (Colonel 
Beresford),  is  going  to  moye  an  Amend- 
ment against  me ;  and  he  is  going  to  tell 
his  constituents  that  it  is  not  expedient 
that  places  of  amusement  should  be 
thrown  open  to  the  public  on  Sundays. 
What  does  he  mean  by  places  of  amuse- 
ment? Some  people  regard  the  open 
fields  as  a  place  of  amusement.  Does 
he  object  to  that?  Some  regard  the 
streets  as  a  place  of  amusement.  Will 
he  oppose  their  going  into  the  streets  ? 
Some  like  the  Farlu  with  the  bands 
playing.  Would  he  prevent  them  ftom 
haying  that  enjoyment  which  they  haye 
now  had  for  many  years,  notwithstand- 
ing the  yigorous  opposition  of  those  re- 
ligious gentlemen  who  are  now  endea- 
youring  to  keep  the  museums  closed? 
I  will  proceed  to  giye  a  few  facts  as  to 
the  places  already  open,  because  facts 
are  tne  most  powerful  arguments.  Dr. 
Hooker  wrote  me  the  other  day — 

*^  Sunday  is  one  of  our  fallest  days,  and  it  is 
impossible  for  people  to  behave  bettw  than  they 
do  on  that  day.  Ab  regards  the  museum  visitort 
I  do  not  remember  an  instance  of  anyone  hav- 
ing to  be  turned  out  of  any  of  the  three  mu- 
seums since  their  establishment,  now  nearly  30 
years  ago,  and  they  are  so  often  densely  crowded 
that  it  is  difficult  to  move  in  them.  On  one  day 
last  year  we  had  68,000  visitors,  and  not  a  case 
of  bad  conduct." 

Now,  it  is  a  pleasant  thing  to  notice  not 
only  how  well  these  masses  of  people 
behaye,  but  to  obsenre  that  the  yery 
sight  of  the  gardens  as  they  enter  seems 
to  modify  and  refine  the  coarseness  of 
their  demeanour.    Dr.  Hooker  says — 

Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor 


<i 


Not  a  year  pasMt  without  my  bemg  waned 
of  the  advent  of  large  and  rough  bo£es  of  rm* 
tors  tram  the  East  and  South  of  Loodoo,  who 
certainly  do  anive  after  a  very  disorderly  fsAinn, 
but  who  on  entering  the  ^Tvmnds  ofteo,  after  a 
few  exclamations  of  surprise,  spootaneoosly  as- 
sume a  different  demeanour,  and  are  reported  by 
the  police  andpatrols  as  having  becoi  samples  that 
certain  Saturday  visitors  might  well  imitate." 

I  cannot  refrain  from  reading  a  few 
words  from  the  Ohairman  of  the  Bir- 
mingham Free  Library,  because  what 
he  says  is  so  precisely  germane  to  the 
question  on  eyeiy  point  raised  against 
me.    He  says — 

''The  members  of  the  staff  of  attendants  srt 
allowed  a  day^s  holiday  during  the  week  in  r»> 
turn  for  their  six  hours*  duty  on  Sundav.  Th« 
great  opposition  which  at  first  existed  to  tht 
Sunday  opening  has  completely  died  out  .  .  . 
Indeed,  I  know  for  a  fact  that  some  who  hsU 


strong  and  conscientious  objections  to  the 
ment  at  its  commencement  are  now  willing  to 
admit  that  the  evils  they  feared  have  not  hap- 
pened, and  that  on  the  whole  the  result  has  bsss 
very  beneficial  to  the  town.  A  short  time  sgo  I 
was  informed  by  a  lady  that  the  wife  of  a  work- 
man had  just  told  her  that  she  blessed  th«  dtr 
the  Free  Libraries  were  opened  on  Sundays,  ■• 
her  husband  who  often  used  to  spend  his  Sini- 
days  at  the  public-house  was  now  a  rsiplsr 
fre(|uenter  of  the  library,  which  he  never  quitted 
until  it  was  dosed.'* 

The  Secretary  of  the  Boyal  Zoologiod 
Society,  Dublin,  writes — 

*'  "Without  in  any  way  offering  an  opinion  si 
to  the  flreneral  effect  of  opening  museums,  ftc, 
on  Sundays,  I  can  only  give  my  individual  opi- 
nion that  the  opening  of  our  Zoological  Oard«ii 
at  a  nominal  price  has  had  a  most  cxvififiaf 
effect,  and  tends  much  to  keep  the  workiaf 
classes  out  of  the  public-house.' 

Dr.  Moore,  curator  of  the  Olasnsfiii 
Botanic  Qardens,  Dublin, 


**  No  injury  whatever  has  been  done  by  Cbe 
visitors ;  on  the  contrary,  they  appear  to  takf 
great  interest  in  eiamining  the  plants,  Ac  ol 
foreign  countries.'* 

Now  the  House  will  allow  me  to  read  a 
short  extract  fi^m  a  letter  sent  to  me 
specially  in  reference  to  the  Bethnsl 
Green  Museum  by  a  most  respected 
clergyman,  the  Bey.  Septimus  Hansard. 
He  writes — 

<<In  the  month  of  November  last  260,000 
visitors,  almost  entirely  of  the  humbler  class  ol 
society,  came  to  see  the  works  of  art  in  th« 
Bethnal  Gfrreen  Museum.  ThepoHoeandoflicsn 
on  duty  there  assure  me  that  not  a  single  psrsoa 
misbehaved  him  or  herself.  Ton  never  see  say 
rudeness,  nor  hear  any  of  the  foul  Ungnsffe  a 
the  street  In  the  face  of  what  is  besutifw  Um 
roughest  is  made  gentle,  his  very  langusce  ii 
punfied,  and  his  demeanour  reverentiaL  Ihsre 
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<MB  on  wMk-dA J  boUdftTi  man  whom  no  ler- 
BOM  arer  rtaoh,  and  wno  have  long  since  f or- 
r4UB  the  Bible  leMoni  of  their  childhood, 
rioBf  with  wonder  and  intereft,  not  unmixed 
«iih  twv,  on  the  pictnret  of  neat  artiste,  repre- 
vatiag  aome  scene  in  the  life  of  Christ,  or  dis- 
cMiif  with  one  another  in  animated  lancruaffe 
t*#  ntrits  of  Rembrandt's  or  Bernold's 
tf  qwHoning  the  reality  of  the  bright  life  of 
llanIlo*s  beggar  bor.  I  should  like  u>  mention 
t  tiiiimitiKie  whion  was  reported  to  me  on  the 
M  aothonty ,  which  bears  on  the  great  question 
U  reenation  Tsnus  public-houses.  On  the  day 
H  the  opening  of  our  Bethnal  Oreen  Museum 
tban  must  haTo  been  congregated  in  the  streets 
ff  ihe  lEast-emd  of  London  nearly  600,000  peo« 
pi#,  men,  wamen,  and  children,  and  yet  there 
via  not  a  single  case  of  drunkenness  brought 
krfar^  the  magistrates  the  next  day  arising  out 
this  sTsnt,  and  why  P  Because  the  people  had 
iMsthing  else  to  do  and  to  look  at  and  to  amuse 
tWuslves  with.  I  wish  you  would  tell  8ir 
Wnfrid  Lftwaon  this.  I  am  certain  that  a  great 
pnportioo  of  drunkenness  in  the  humbler  classes 
»  mmmd  by  their  having  nothing  else  to  do  on  a 
kiJiAiy  but  to  get  drunk." 

I  do  not  know  what  people  will  say 
•boat  thii  matter  60  years  hence.  They 
Tin  probably  lay  that  in  tbe  year  1877 
th«e  was  a  tremendoos  ''to  do''  raised 
sgainst  the  drinking  habits  of  the  people ; 
that  meetings  were  held,  and  every  evil 
■ad  every  crime  that  existed  was  traced 
to  those  drinking  habits.  Whether  the 
fTils  of  drink  are  exaggerated  or  not  I 
viQ  not  sav ;  but  for  my  part  I  believe 
thst  if  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
f^uKsle  rSir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  went  to 
Italy,  ana  saw  the  leaning  tower  at  Pisa 
bs  would  come  to  the  conclusion  that  its 
Maliar  position  was  caused  by  alcohol, 
ilowever  that  may  be,  people  60  years 
bsaee  will  tell  how  we  fought  and 
qoanelled  and  turned  out  one  Govern- 
nant  and  put  in  another  on  the  question 
vhsthar  public-houses  should  be  opened 
kslf-an-hour  sooner  or  later;  but  that 
a  large  majority  declared — for  I  fear 
thst  will  be  the  case— that  let  what  may 
be  opsn,  every  avenue  to  improvement 
and  recreation  should  be  closed  on  Sun- 
liay.  The  working  classes  require  and 
most  have  the  stimulus  of  change  and 
ncreation.  We  have  plenty  of  it.  We 
Uts  the  Derby  Dav;  the  12th  of 
August,  and  the  1st  of  September;  and 
I  Boppose  many  of  us  have  amusement 
aad  excitement  for  every  day  in  the  year. 
Ths  poor  man  must  have  something  to 
luok  forward  to  at  tiie  end  of  his  week's 
vock — some  change,  amusement,  and 
reer«ation«  As  it  is,  he  looks  forward 
to  the  public-house  with  its  warmth,  its 
eomlbrt,  and  its  gossip ;  and  I  for  one 
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am  not  prepared  to  take  that  way.  I  do 
not  beheve  in  raising  people  by  taking 
away  a  lower-class  excitement,  but 
rather  by  givinc^  them  something  better 
and  higher.  This  has  been  so  well  put 
by  a  mgh  dignitary  of  the  Church — I 
find  myself  supported  on  all  sides  by  the 
clergy ;  it  is  a  new  sensation  for  me — 
that  I  must  quote  his  words.  At  a 
meeting  at  Liverpool  of  the  Chester 
Diocesan  Branch  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land Temperance  Society,  the  Dean  of 
Bangor  said — 

'*  That  to  compel  public-houses  to  be  closed  on 
Sunday  by  Act  of  Parliament,  before  the  people 
were  willing  that  it  should  bo  done,  would  be 
very  undesirable,  even  if  it  were  possible.    The 

Siestion  arose,  however,  if  they  were  going  to 
ose  public-houses  on  Sunday,  what  were  they 
going  to  give  the  worldng-classes  in  exchange 
for  tnemr  One  element  of  the  case  was  the 
convivial  or  the  social  character  of  the  gather- 
ings at  public-houses,  and  they  ought  to  provide 
some  counter-attractions.  They  must  find  some- 
thing to  replace  the  public-houses^something 
to  ennoble  and  not  debase  the  people." 

The  rev.  Septimus  Hansard,  from  whom 
I  before  quoted,  concludes  his  appeal  in 
words  compared  with  which  any  lan- 
guage of  mine  would  be  weak.  He 
says— 

*'  In  the  name  of  my  Mastei:,  and  for  the  sake 
of  the  religion  most  hon.  Members  of  the  House 
profess,  I  ask  that  all  places  of  healthful  recrea* 
non  for  mind  and  b<>dy  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Government  should  be  opened  on  Sunday 
afternoons.'* 

I  shall  now  ask  the  House  to  permit  me 
to  tire  it  once  more  by  reading  an  ac- 
count of  what  they  have  done  in  America 
in  this  matter.  This  accoimt,  which  is 
not  without  its  interest,  was  given  by 
Mr.  Gannett  at  the  Boston  Convention. 
He  said — 

'*  There  is  the  public  library  reading-room  on 
Sundays ;  there  it  \ca»  not  till  three  or  four  years 
ago,  thanks  to  some  of  the  working  man's  good 
fnends.  But  in  Boston, after  10  separate  struggles 
during  a  17  years'  campaign,  it  has  stood  open  to 
him  since  February  9, 1873.  Ho  has  scantv  time 
for  papers  or  magazines  through  the  week,  and 
there  he  will  find  a  feast  of  them.  If  you  go 
there  you  will  see  him  any  Sunday  aft4>moon  or 
evening.  According  to  the  last  report  of  the 
Boston  library,  at  the  central  reading-room  it 
takes  on  the  average,  that  day,  476  periodicals 
to  feed  him  and  his  fellows — the  winter  average, 
apart  from  the  summer,  much  exceeding  this — 
and  on  fall  Sundays  the  congref^tion  overflows 
into  the  next  room.  A  very  considerable  propor- 
tion are  persons  who  do  not  or  cannot  visit  the 
library  on  week-days — reporters,  mechanics,  and 
those  who  work  early  and  late.  At  the  Chris- 
tian Union  reading-room,  at  Boston,  thejr  read 
books  sa  well  as  papers.    When  that  institution 
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was  re-organixed  in  1868,  without  a  word  said 
to  anyone,  it  simply  left  the  bookBhelveefree  on 
Sundays,  and  no  one  said  a  word  against  the 
liberty.  Probably  three  times  as  many  readers 
go  there  as  on  the  week  days ;  before  the  mom- 
ing  church,  and  through  the  afternoon  and 
evening.  *  I  would  rawer  close  it  any  other 
day  than  Sunday,'  says  the  President.  The 
Milwaukee  Library  ventured  to  do  the  same  in 
1869  or  1870.  In  Philadelphia,  also,  the  Mer- 
cantile Library  followed  suit  in  1870.  Before 
the  second  year  was  out  the  attendance  averaged 
700,  nearly  all  young  men,  and  it  reports  gene- 
rally  increasing  numbers  ever  since.  The  Cin- 
cinnati Public  Library,  opening  its  doors  on  a 
March  Sunday  of  1871,  has  the  past  year, 
averaged  over  1,100  in  its  Sunday  reading- 
rooms.  *  How  many  were  genuine,  how  many 
are  loafers  in  search  of  a  warm  place  on  Sunday, 
I  know  not,'  writes  the  frienct  I  quote.  *  But 
where  might  the  loafers  have  been  otherwise  F ' " 

It  is  better,  I  take  it,  even  to  loaf  and 
idle  by  the  shelyes  of  libraries  than  in 
other  places  to  which  I  need  not  more 
particularly  refer.  Mr.  Gannett  con- 
tinues— 

"  In  New  York  the  Mercantile  Library  began 
with  a  Sunday  of  May,  1872.  The  St.  Louis 
Public  School  Library  was  only  a  month  later. 
*■  It  is  always  as  full  as  its  generous  accommoda- 
tion permits.'  In  even  a  small  city  like  Wor- 
cester, 200  visitors  find  Sunday  shelter  in  the 
Library,  besides  a  librarian,  who  makes  it  a  part 
of  his  personal  Sunday  service  to  minister  to 
their  individual  book  wants." 

What  is  the  experience  of  indiyiduals  in 
this  country — such  men  as  the  Duke  of 
Westminster  and  Mr.  Bioknell?  All 
honour  to  them,  I  say,  for  what  they 
haye  done.  Some  friends  of  ours  in 
this  House  may  think  otherwise,  nor  do 
I  yery  well  see  why  the  Duke  of  West- 
minster should  be  permitted  to  endanger 
the  souls  of  many  thousands  of  his  fellow- 
creatures  simply  because  that  house  is 
his  priyate  house.  However,  let  us  see 
what  he  writes  to  Sir  Henry  Cole — 

"  Visitors  numbered  in  the  two  months  10,660, 
and  the  applications  were  so  numax>U8  that  the 
clerk's  time  was  so  entirely  taken  up  with  this 
work  that  we  had  to  say  that  no  more  could  be 
entertained,  or  tickets  issued.  I  had  no  idea 
that  there  would  have  existed  so  ^rreat  a  desire 
to  see  these  things,  and  I  am  heartily  glad  of  it 
It  shows  that  if  the  opportunity  could  only  be 
given,  thousands  would  gladly  avail  themselves 
of  visiting,  to  their  benefit,  such  collections  on, 
with  many  of  them,  the  only  available  day — 
namely,  on  Sundays—and  thereby  improving 
their  taste  and  assisting  towards  the  instruction 
required.  Another  year  we  may  make  better 
provision  b^ore  hand.  Among  other  applica- 
tions (refused)  was  one  for  admisiion  for  the 
Thames  bargees." 

I  receiyed  a  letter  yesterday  from  a  fore- 
man at  a  larg^  tailoring  establishment — 

Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor 


Poole's— and  he  sajs  that  Meing  that 
the  noble  Lord  the  Vioe  Presidjnit  Off 
the  Council  (Yisoount  Sandon)  had  said 
that  working  men  were  oj^oeed  to  theMo- 
tion,  he  canvassed  900  workin|^  men, 
and  found  only  12  opposed  to  it  He 
adds — 

'<  I  shaU  be  yenr  glad  to  introdoM  to  tbost 
shops  either  Lord  Himdoii  or  any  otb«  UmAm 
of  Uie  House  of  Commons  who  suppows  tkst 
working  men  are  opposed  to  the  Sunaay  optsiaf 
of  museums." 

Last  year,  I  am  told,  a  prooemm  of 
20,000  persons  walked  through  the 
streets  of  London  ouietly  and  cuoekad 
at  the  doors  of  the  Britie^  Museum  and 
the  National  Gallery,  and  reoueated  to 
be  admitted  to  their  rights.  They  wen 
very  properly  told  that  the  Trustoss  of 
the  British  Museum  had  carefbUy  con- 
sidered  the  application,  and  had  oomo  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  question  was  oas 
for  the  decision  of  the  Gk>YenuMBt. 
With  the  Cbvemment  and  the  Hoasoof 
Commons,  therefore,  it  depends  whethor 
the  people  should  hare  the  adrantage  of 
yisitmg  those  places  on  the  Strndsy. 
Mr.  Womum,  of  the  National  Oalkij, 
replied  in  the  same  way.  I  am  strack 
with  an  impression  almost  of  terror  tt 
the  awful  waste  of  human  intellect  and 
human  enjoyment  which  is  the  refolt 
of  our  mode  of  dealing  ^th  Sondty. 
When  you  reflect  that  every  man  who 
lives  to  be  70  has  passed  10  whole  yean 
of  Sundays,  and  that  there  are  tens  of 
thousands  of  workmen  in  onr  gnst 
towns  who  have  no  opportunity  of  stv^ 
or  culture,  who,  perhaps,  have  not  half- 
a-dosen  books  to  go  to,  and  who  no 
shut  out  from  these  centres  of  knowledge 
and  intelligence,  I  say  it  strikes  one  whh 
terror.  I  cannot  credit  that  there  wn 
many  mute  inglorious  Miltons  who  would 
arise  to  bless  the  country;  but  I  am  ooo- 
vinoed  that  the  general  enjoyment  tad 
intelligence  and  re-aotive  foroe  of  teni  of 
thousands  would  be  infinitely  raised  if  we 
could  take  a  more  sensible  action  in  ^ 
matter.  There  is  another  point  of  fi«w 
which  I  would  urge  on  the  House.  I 
would  ask  it  to  reflect  that  we  are  voting 
on  a  matter  which  interests,  individoallj 
and  personally,  no  single  Member  of  Uie 
House.  Not  a  Member  cares  iriiether 
museums  and  libraries  are  opsnod  on 
Sunday  or  not.  It  is  Dives  legiiilating 
for  Lazarus ;  and  I  only  say  ws  ahodd 
be  very  oarefU  what  decision  we  oooe 
to.    It  is  a  division  of  labour,  and  not 
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mmiAejt  and  it  is  to  be  hoped  pious, 
mm  %  eort  of  ■^^enyiiig  ordinance ; 
Mt  those  Ottt-of-doon,  away  from  us, 
Mi  awAj  fttim  our  TOte,  will  suffnr,  and 
wl  oonelTee.  I  eamnot  understand  how 
tea.  Oimtfemen  can  take  on  themselves 
the  resmmmbilitj  of  giving  an  advene 
vole.  1  imagine  somebody  goinff  albng 
te  worst  streets  in  London  or  in  Bir- 
mingham, and  seeing  drunkenness  and 
bnimity  and  hopeless  apathv — the  al- 
tmalaon  between  deadly  apathy  and  the 
«Kflitone«t  of  Ae  gin  palaoe.  Let  him 
to  a  year  afterwaras,  sav  to  Birming- 
iam,  where  the  public  libraries  and  art 
giU«7  have  been  opened,  and  into 
wUoh  he  sees  working-men  with  their 
wives  and  children  «ntering,  sober,  well- 
fasased,  and  happy,  and  I  dttfy  him— 
hew  Of  or  he  may  be  going  to  vote  to- 
lig^t— to  prevent  an  involuntary  *  *  thank 
Ood"naingtohisHps.  But  every  man 
who  votas  against  this  Motion  is  doing 
Us  mimost  to  prevent  a  consummation 
if  ii  came  about  without  his  in- 
,  he  would  deem  worthy  of 
gialitode  to  the  Almighty  fbr.  I  will 
eahr  ^ve  the  House  one  more  ettract, 
aad  it  is  from  a  letter,  dated  June  6, 
ftma  the  incumbent  of  the  Bedfordbury 
Hissioii  Ohuroh,  Si  Hartin's-in^the- 
fMds.    He  says^ 

*'  A*  th«  dtrgymtai  of  s  very  poor  diitrict 
vftUa  ood  tniniite's  walk  of  tne  National 
OaOinr,  1  iHih  yon  fuoeen.  It  Is  a  very 
ffsi  Udng  far  %  lanUy  In  my  diatriot  to 
%*r»  mof  Uuia  oo«  room  for  all  domeftio 
wk.  H  b  wickod,  indeed,  to  refute  the 
ftofim  the  nan  of  a  place  like  the  National  Gal- 
My ;  ii  ia  no  further  from  them  than  a  ffentle- 
■■a*a  yfaSore  gallsry  from  his  lawn.  I  wish 
Ifi^lurs  of  Arliamant  and  other  reliffious 
Mople  who  oppose  your  Motion  ooold  spena  one 
MMay  aftAiioon  where  I  always  spend  mine, 
■ad  I  am  sore  they  would  TOte  at  least  for  the 
of  the  liational  Gallerj.  What  the 
^  rooms  are  on  a  wet  Sunday,  when  they 
',  Iraak  tiie  Sahbath  by  walking  in  the 
jtH,  lei  medicial  men  say." 

Fiople  oppose  this  Motion  as  virulently 
aad  vehemently  as  if  you  were  going  to 
a  law  to  compel  them  to  go  to  mu- 
and  picture  galleries.    All  we  de- 


aise  is  la  free  those  persons  who  do  desire 
Id  go  firaas  the  iaability  to  gratify  them- 
aslvsa;  and  I  do  think  it  would  not  be 
iMia  tyraattoua  to  compel  those  to  go 
who  da  not  want  to  go,  than  to  declare 
hy  law  that  those  who  do  desirs  to  avail 
listtssivss  of  tlM  Britidi  Museum,  and 
other  great  collections,  shall   not  go. 


What  is  the  right  to  coerce  ?  And  what 
is  more  monstrous  than  that  the  Dissent* 
ers  lAould  take  up  this  law  ?    I  am  told 
the  strongest  opponents  of  my  Motion 
are  the  Dissenters.    Whether  that  is  so 
or  not,  I  cannot  say.    I  represent  a  con- 
stituency of  Dissenters,  and  they  do  not 
seem  very  anery  with  me.    I  have  per- 
sonal friends  largely  among  the  Dissent- 
ers, and  I  know  very  few  indeed  who 
are  opposed  to  it.    But  if  it  be  true  that 
there  is  a  section  of  Dissenters  who  are 
opposed  to  this  Motion,  their  conduct  is 
most  flagrantly  inconsistent — to  demand 
the  separation  of  Ohureh  and  State,  and 
to  say  that    they  will  not  permit  any 
bond  of  the  State  to  interfere  between 
Uiem  and  their  conscience,  and  then  to 
say  they  will  not  allow  the  riffht  of  pri- 
vate judgment  to  those  who  differ  from 
them.    I  make  an  earnest  appeal  finally 
to  the  House  to  pass  this  Besolution.   it 
is  on  the  face  of  it  natural,  reasonable, 
and  moderate.    It  only  brings  up  Lon- 
don to  where  many  large  towns  at  this 
time  already  are,  and  it  only  brings  up 
London  as  far  as  the  British  Museum  is 
concerned  to  where  it  is  as  far  as  Hamp- 
ton Oourt  and  other  gardens  are  con- 
cerned.   It  infringes  the  conscience  of 
no  man,  except  it  be  a  conscience  of  that 
delicate  texture  which  will  not  be  satis- 
fied unless  it  infHnges  on  that  right  of 
private  judgment  in  others  which  it  de- 
mands ior  itself.    I  beg  leave  to  move 

the  Resolution.  

Lord  FRANCIS  HERVET.  in  second- 
ing the  Resolution,  said,  that  he  did  so 
with  great  pleasure,  for  it  only  asked 
that  the  Museums  and  National  Gallery 
should  be  thrown  open  on  Sundays  for 
some  hours — a  demand  which,  in  his 
opinion,  was  both  clear  and  moderate. 
When  a  similar  proposition  was  brought 
forward  three  years  ago,  it  did  not  meet 
with  altogether  a  fair  reception.  It  was 
opposed  on  grounds  of  principle  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester's  Colleague 
(Mr.  A.  M 'Arthur)  and  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle-under-Lyme  (Mr. 
Shepherd  Allen);  but  ailerwards  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Beresford 
Rope)  raised  with  felicitous  subtlety  a 
doubt  whether  the  Resolution  was  not 
somewhat  ambitious  and  extravagant. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  had  now 
cleared  up  any  ambiguity  which  might 
have  existed,  and  had  removed  all  sus- 
picion of  extravagance.    The  objections 
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urged  against  the  Besolution  were 
of  an  insidious  oharaoter,  and  such  as 
were  scarcely  worthy  of  serious  refu- 
tation. Its  opponents  took  up  first 
of  all  the  cause  of  the  employit^  but 
the  solution  of  any  difficulty  of  that 
kind  was  ea^.  This  was  a  rich 
country^  and  ii  it  chose  to  have  its 
museums  and  galleries  open  on  Sundays, 
it  could  afford  to  act  justly  to  the  em- 
ployh  who  were  entrusted  with  the 
custody  of  those  buildings.  The  op- 
ponents of  the  measure  also  talked 
about  the  additional  cabs,  trams,  omni- 
buses, and  trains  which  would  be  used. 
Why,  if  all  the  public  buildings  in  Lon- 
don were  opened  on  the  Sunday,  he  did 
not  believe  that  it  would  make  any  per- 
ceptible difference  in  the  amount  of 
traffic  in  the  streets  or  on  the  lines  of 
railway,  and  he  was  satisfied  that  in  the 
event  of  his  hon.  Friend  succeeding  in 
carrying  his  Resolution,  he  would  not  be 
able  to  create  a  revolution  in  the  cha- 
racter of  Sunday  traffic  in  London.  The 
last  argument  that  the  opponents  of  this 
proposal  always  put  forwfurd  with  great 
effect  was,  that  this  was  only  the  thin 
end  of  the  wedge,  and  that  if  people 
were  once  admitted  to  the  picture  gal- 
leries and  to  the  libraries,  the  factories 
and  the  shops  would  very  soon  be 
opened  also.  He  regarded  that  argu- 
ment as  the  merest  possible  ''bogie.'' 
Was  it  reasonable  to  suppose  that  when 
Sunday  was  made  more  attractive,  and 
when  the  means  of  recreation  and  in- 
struction were  increased,  the  working 
classes  would  allow  themselves  to  be 
forced  back  into  factories  and  into  shops 
at  the  instance  of  their  employers  ?  Did 
anybody  believe  in  the  soundness  of  that 
argument  ?  The  truth  was,  that  it  was 
put  forward  by  those  who  had  a  certain 
delicacy  in  stating  what  their  real  ob- 
jection to  the  proposal  was.  He  desired 
to  touch  very  lightly  on  this  branch  of 
the  subject,  ana  to  avoid  as  far  as  pos- 
sible all  theological  discussion,  but  he 
must  warn  those  who  were  determined 
to  enforce  strictly  their  Sabbatarian 
views  against  the  danger  of  disg^ting 
people  with  them,  and  of  causing  them 
to  disregard  the  Sabbath  altogether.  He 
would  caution  them  against  the  Nemesis 
that  awaited  upon  extravagance.  By 
putting  forward  claims  for  Sunday,  and 
urging  g^imds  which  were  not  believed 
by  those  whom  they  addressed,  they  were 
really  undermining  instead  of  supporting 


the  Sunday.    It  was  also  aaaerted  by  ihm 
other  side  that  this  movement  had  been 
got  up  in  the  interests  of  the  pabHoana ; 
but  he  did  not  believe  that  visitiiig  pic- 
ture galleries  and  libraries  was  iiior« 
thirsty  work  than  walking  in  the  parka 
or  in  the  streets.    Having  thus  met,  be 
hoped  successfully,  the  main  argomenta 
on  the  other  side,  he  would  proceed  to 
urge  one  or  two  points  which,   it  ap- 
peared to  him,  tola  strongly  in  favoor 
of  the  Besolution  of  the  hon.  Member. 
Its  object  was  to  render  Sunday  a  more 
effective  and  better  holiday,  and  afford 
the  i>eople  additional  means  of  refine- 
ment and  instruction.    He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  such  a  result  would  be  attended 
with  any  great  evil.    There  had  nerw 
been  at  any  previous  period  of  oar  his- 
tory so  strong  a  demand  for  recreation  of 
an  intellectu^  kind  as  there  was  at  pre- 
sent, and  this  was  a  demand  which  oamt 
not  only  ixom  the  richer  and  from  th« 
professional  classes,   but  also  from  thi 
working  classes.      Under  the  eviitiTig 
law  it  was  impossible  that  the  demand 
could  be  satisfied,  because  on  the  only 
day  on  which  Uie  working  olasBos  ooida 
visit  our  art  museums  uie  latter  wars 
closed.    In  these  circumstances,  it  beiar 
now  proposed  to  throw  museums  ana 
picture  ffalleries  open  to  the  people  on 
that    only  day,   he  hoped  the    Uonst 
would  feel  justified  by  this  great  and  in- 
creasing demand  on  the  part  of  th* 
people  for  intellectual  recreation  in  not 
allowing  itself  to  be  swayed  in  this  mat- 
ter by  Sabbatarian  considerations,  but 
that  by  adopting  the  Besolution  thsj 
would  convert  Simday  from  being  a  dis- 
mal day  into  one  of  which  they  oonld 
say — ''This  is  the  day  the  Lord  hath 
made ;  let  us  rejoice  and  be  glad  in  it*' 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  tie 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wordi 
**  in  the  opinion  of  this  Houae,  it  ia  denimbla  to 
give  greater  facilities  for  the  recreation  and  in- 
struction of  the  people  h;^  opening  for  son* 
hours  on  Sunday  the  National  Hasenma  and 
GaUeries,"— (Jfr.  P.  A,  Ttylor,) 

— instead  thereof. 

OoLONEL  BEBE8F0BD,  who  had 
given  Notice  of  an  Amendiment  to  tbs 
effect — "That,  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  it  is  not  expedient  that  placet  of 
amusement  be  thrown  open  to  the  pabUe 
on  Sundays,''  said,  that  ne  regarded  oor 
Sunday  rest  as  the  great  charter  whidi 
we  had  received  direct  from  the  Al* 
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■iglitj.  In  his  opinion,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester  (Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor)  stood 
ilone  in  his  advooaor  of  the  matter,  and 
ke  had  not  shown  that  any  ohanee  like 
tkii  which  he  had  proposed  to  mue  was 
isqnired  by  the  ereat  mass  of  the  work- 
isg  claasos>  What  had  happened  yes- 
terday ?  While  the  hon.  Member  was 
obliged  to  present  a  Petition  in  fayour 
of  his  Besolution  signed  by  a  single 
poBon,  he  (Ck)lonel  Beresford\  on  the 
other  hand,  had  presented  to-day 
300  Petitions,  signed  by  nearly  50,000 
Mople,  and  one  of  which  was  1,506  feet 
m  Cmgth,  with  34,600  names,  against 
it  A  number  of  Petitions  against  the 
Motion  had  also  been  presented  ^m 
plaoas  in  Scotland  and  Ireland.  These 
Petitions,  he  considered,  showed  eyi- 
dsDoe  of  the  state  of  public  feeling  on 
the  subject — that  it  was  the  general 
ifarire  the  Besolution  should  be  rejected. 
It  was  a  significant  fact  that  the  prin- 
cipal supporters  of  the  movement  were 
ths  members  of  the  Sunday  League. 
Hs  belieyed  that  if  there  was  one  boon 
mater  than  another  that  had  been 
Mstowed  on  mankind  it  was  the  gift  of 
the  Sabbath  day,  and  yet  the  hon.  Mem- 
b«r  hr  Leioester  wished  to  throw  open 
msseums  and  other  institutions  of  a 
iimiiar  character  on  that  day.  The 
qvastion  had  been  already  brought 
belbre  the  House,  and  debated,  but  had 
shrsys  been  rejected.  It  was  fully  con- 
mdmd  by  the  House  in  1868,  and  was 
isjscCed  on  the  Motion  of  an  hon.  Qen- 
tlman  opposite,  and  in  1874  a  similar 
Motion  was  rejected  by  a  majority  of 
more  than  200,  the  numbers  bein^  271 
against  68.  This  circumBtanoe  had  also 
to  be  taken  into  account.  A  meeting  of 
dsrgr  was  held  at  St.  Martin's  Schools, 
Channg  Cross,  when  a  motion  by  the 
8widay  League  Party  in  fayour  of  open- 
iag  museums,  &o.,  on  Sunday  was  lost 
by  56  to  85 ;  and  at  another  clerical 
meeting  at  Sion  College  a  similar  motion 
proposed  by  the  same  rey.  gentleman 
was  defeated  by  29  to  6.  That  showed, 
si  least,  that  the  London  clergy  were 
not  aspreed  on  the  subject  at  all,  and 
that  the  majority  were  against  the  Sun- 
day opening  of  museums  and  galleries 
of  art  In  1874  the  Sunday  League 
boasted  that  they  had  secured  the  a&e- 
mm  of  200  derffymen,  men  of  science, 
aad  ministers ;  but  it  was  met  by  4,000 
■ignatnrefl  from  the  same  class  of  per- 

meetings  were  held  on  the 


subject  in  Nottingham,  Manchester,  and 
Liyerpool  with  the  same  result;  while  in 
Leicester,  the  head-quarters  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  P.  A.Taylor),  a  Petition,  to 
which  4,000  names  were  attached,  was 
met  in  a  few  hours  by  another  with 
15,000  signatures.  These  were  rather 
strong  arguments  against  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  the  junior 
Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  M 'Arthur) 
would  giye  the  House  his  opinion  as  to 
the  general  feeling  of  that  town  on  that 
subject.  The  Sunday  League,  which 
was  the  great  instigator  of  this  moye- 
ment,  had  amongst  its  chief  supporters 
Bradlaugh,  Trueloye,  Besant,  Charles 
Watts,  and  others,  who  were  more  or 
less  implicated  in  the  dissemination  of 
indecent  publications  which  were  now 
before  the  Courts  of  Law.  To  open  these 
places  to  the  public  on  a  Sunday  would 
render  indispensable  the  employment  of 
a  large  staff  of  persons.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber and  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Bury  St.  Edmund's  TLord  Francis  Her- 
yey)  both  admitted  tnis ;  but  we  had  no 
right  to  do  eyil  that  good  might  come  of 
it.  He  trusted  that  the  House  would 
neyer  sanction  the  employment  of  a 
large  body  of  public  seryants  on  Sun- 
days. It  would  be  impossible  to  carry 
out  the  Besolution  without  a  large  staff 
of  attendants  in  eyery  building  thrown 
open  to  the  public,  besides  refreshment 
rooms  and  drinking  establishments.  It 
had  been  alleged  that  the  licensed  yic- 
tuallers  were  all  in  fayour  of  this  moyo- 
ment ;  and,  if  true,  that  was  strong  eyi- 
dence  ag^nst  the  Besolution.  With 
these  facts  staring  him  in  the  face,  lie 
hoped  the  House  would  not  accept  it; 
but  retain  the  credit  it  acquired  in 
1874  by  rejecting  it  by  a  still  larger 
majority. 

Mb.  a.  M'ABTHUB  :  Sir,  it  is  by 
no  means  an  agp*eeable  duty  I  haye  to 
perform  in  rising  to  oppose  a  Motion 
Drought  forward  by  my  hon.  Friend  and 
Colleague,  and  supported  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  and  also  by  some 
gentlemen  out-of-doors  for  whom  I  en- 
tertain feelings  of  respect  and  esteem. 
But  my  hon.  Friend  is  aware  that  we 
entertain  widely  different  yiows  upon  the 
Sunday  ouestion,  and  respecting  the  boat 
means  of  maintaining  and  using  an  in- 
stitution, which  has  been  characterized 
by  one  of  his  friends  as  '*  an  effete  sys- 
tem which  is  fast  losing  its  hold  on  the 
respect  of  thinking  men,''  but  which  has 
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been,  I  think,  more  oorreotlj  deaoiibed 
by  another  of  his  supporters  as  ''the 
greatest  institution  the  oountry  possesses 
for  the  purposes  of  the  religious  and 
moral  education  of  the  people.  My  hon. 
Friend  thinks  the  policy  he  advocates  is 
right,  and  would  do  good,  that  it  would 
be  an  advantage  to  the  public,  and  that 
it  would  especially  benefit  the  working 
classes.  Now,  Sir,  I  give  my  hon. 
Friend  and  many  of  those  who  sympa- 
thize with  him  full  credit  for  pure  mo- 
tives and  good  intentions;  but  I  am 
fully  persuaded  in  my  own  mind  that  the 
course  he  recommends  us  to  take  is  a 
dangerous  one — that  it  would  be  a  step 
in  the  wrong  direction — that  it  would 
not  be  an  advantage  to  the  public,  and 
that  instead  of  benefiting  artizans  and 
the  working  classes,  as  he  has  persuaded 
himself,  and  tries  to  persuade  us,  it 
would  on  the  contrary  bring  about  a 
state  of  things  which  might  be  subver- 
sive of  their  Hberty,  and  would  be  highly 
injurious  to  their  truest  and  best  inte- 
rests. I  therefore  feel  it  my  duty  to  op- 
pose the  Motion,  however  unpleasant  it 
may  be  for  me  to  have  to  do  so.  Sir,  I 
observe  that  the  Motion  proposed  by  my 
hon.  Friend  in  1874  differed  in  some 
respects  ^m  the  one  he  now  invites  us 
to  consider.    He  then  moved— 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  de- 
sirable to  give  greater  facilities  for  recreation  of 
a  moral  and  intellectual  character,  by  permitting 
the  opening  of  Museums,  Libraries,  and  similar 
institutions  on  Sunday." 

He  now  asks  the  House  to  affirm — 

*'  That  it  is  desirable  to  give  greater  facilities 
for  the  recreation  and  instruction  of  the  people 
by  opening  for  some  hours  on  Sunday  the  Na- 
tional Museums  and  Gtdleries." 

Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  imagine  that  the 
members  of  the  Sunday  League  have 
changed  their  minds,  or  modmed  their 
views,  upon  this  question ;  but  they  pro- 
bably think  that  limiting  their  demands 
to  opening  the  nation^  museums  and 
galleries  for  a  few  hours  on  Sunday,  will 
make  the  Motion  more  acceptable  to  the 
House,  and  give  it  a  better  chance  of 
support.  And  they  are  perfectly  satisfied 
that  if  they  can  succeed  m  obtaining  what 
they  at  present  ask,  all  that  they  desire 
must  inevitably  and  speedily  follow.  Sir, 
I  trust  that  the  difference  in  the  wording 
of  the  Eesolution  will  not  deceive  hon. 
Members,  or  induce  them  to  look  more 
favourably  upon  it  than  they  did  upon 
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the  Motion  of  1874.    To  tte  the 
sal  submitted  to  us  la  even  more  ofag 
tionable  thasi  the  former  one.      I 
aware  it  has  been  argued  thai  a  l»oad 
distinction  should  be  madebetwam  aaok 
public  institutionB  and  tiioee  maiatainad 
by  companies  or  private  individaAla  over 
whom  we  have  no  oontroL    Now,  8tr.  I 
do  not  think  we  have  either  dispoeitioii 
or  the  right  to  interfere  with  the  liberty 
of  private  individuals  in   this  roapeel. 
We  all  know  that  a  highly  reepeoled 
nobleman,  actuated,  we  doabt  not,  by 
pure  motives,  has  thrown  open  hia  gaf- 
leries  to  the  public  on  Sunday  at  oestaia 
periods.    We  may  regard  ^is  as  mis- 
taken kindness,  and  tmnk  the  objeot  he 
has  in  view  would  have  been  better  ae* 
oomplished  had   he   opened   them    on 
Saturday  afternoons  and  on  Mondays, 
but  no  one  ever  dreams  of  interfexiag. 
We  are  also  aware  that  in  Birmingham 
and,  perh^M,  in  other  places,  oertain 
corporate  institalions  have  been  opened 
on  ounday,  and,  I  am  willing  to  admit, 
with  some  advantage  to  a  limited  nnm- 
ber  of  persons.    In  the  town  so  long  and 
ably  represented  by  mv  hon.   FrMod, 
where  he  is  so  deservedly  popular,  the 
propriety  of  opening  the  moseam  ud 
uree  library  has  been  disooised  for  many 
years  pas^  and  if  the  corporation  of 
Leioester  think  it  would  be  an  advantage 
to  the  inhabitants  to  open  these  institu- 
tions, I  do  not  i4>prehend  there  would  be 
the  slightest  disposition  on  the  pert  of 
this  House  to  interfore  in  any  way.    Bet 
what  we  are  now  asked  to  do  is,  in  i^ 
opinion,  vastly  more  important  and  nmck 
more  objectionable,  than  the  opening  of 
such  places  in  a  doeen  provincial  towns 
would  be.    Sir,  we  are  now  aaked  to 
give  the  sanction  of  this  House  to  the 
opening  of  national  institutions  on  Son- 
day,  and  tiius  publish  to  the  moM.  tiiai 
England  has  changed  her  views  n^^cfe- 
ing  the  observance  of  the  day.     That 
would  be  a  si^pml  triumph  to  my  hon. 
Friend  and  his  supporters,  who,  as  I 
have  already  intimated,  know  nerfeody 
well  if  they  can  succeed  in  the  enorttiby 
are  now  making,  that  the  opening  of  aU 
other  institutions  tlirouffhout  thecoontij 
would  soon  follow,  and  that  one  of  tM 
stronp^  barriers  for  the  defence  of  oer 
English  Siuiday,  with  all  its  imftifflHiH^ 
pri^eges   and   advantages,    would  be 
broken  down.    But  we  areinfonmdbjr 
the  very  rev.  Deen  who  bea  now  tM 
honour  of  being  Freeident  of  the  Suadij 
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SooflijTy  and  whose  generous  sympathies 
lad  benerolent  intentions  none  who  are 
•oonainted  with  him  will  question,  that 
*^tkej  dedre  onl^  to  go  as  far  as  they 
thoo^it  to  be  nghty  and  not  one  step 
firther."  Well,  Sir,  if  the  very  rev. 
ftntleman  were  always  to  be  president, 
ttd  if  all  would  submit  to  his  judgment, 
vf  might  be  tolerably  certain  that  he 
vtmld  not  go  ftirther  than  he  has  indi- 
«ted,  unless  his  extreme  good  nature 
ikoold  lead  him  to  concede  a  little  more 
vhen  urged  to  do  so.  But  can  he  de- 
pod  upon  having  all  his  own  way  ?  Is 
Lt  not  tdHj  aware  that  what  he  proposes 
ii  only  a  small  instalment  of  that  which 
his  new  allies  desire  and  are  earnestly 
watsmding  for?  Oan  it  be  that  he  is 
ions  of  the  danger  of  encouraging 


to  ffo  as  far  in  a  wrong  direction, 
or,  at  ul  events,  in  carrying  out  what 


ly  regard  as  a  dangerous  experi- 
m  uey  think  they  could  go  with 
mkitjf  Sir»  that  is  a  delusion  which 
htm  proved  fistal  to  many.  There  were 
doomleM  some  men  of  generous  im- 
pnises  and  good  intentions  who  identified 
tlumselvea  with  the  Communistic  move- 
BMnt  in  Paris  a  few  years  aso,  under  the 
inpreeaion  that  they  were  advocating  the 
mmm  of  liberty,  and  with  the  determi- 
aatum  that  they  would  go  as  far  as  they 
tkofogfat  to  be  right,  and  not  one  step 
finthar;  brave  men  like  Hossell  ana 
nine  others  fought  for  what  they  be- 
lieved to  be  the  rights  of  the  people,  and 
iaagined  they  oomd  control  the  move- 
ment But  we  all  know  how  sadly  mis- 
taken thej  were,  how  soon  they  lost  all 
oootrol,  now  even  women  were  trans- 
Conned  into  demons,  how  all  £urope  was 
konified  at  hearing  of  that  diaoolical 
crime,  the  murder  of  the  hostages,  in- 
dndinff  the  Archbishop  of  Paris  and 
stvaraTmenof  high  character  and  posi- 
tkm,  aad  of  the  attempt  to  destroy  raris 
by  fire,  an  attempt  which  was  so  far 
Maeassful  that  a  large  portion  of  the 
TSrileriee,  the  Hotel  de  Ville,  and  several 
olfaar  public  buildings  were  actually 
dsatfoyed,  and  the  I^antheon,  under 
which  a  large  quantity  of  gunpowder 
had  bean  stcmd  for  the  purpose  of  bbw- 
iag  it  on,  was  only  saved  bv  the  bravery 
of  a  soloier  who,  at  the  risk  of  his  lif^ 
inslied  forward  and  extinguished  the 
faeas  whiflh  had  actually  been  ignited. 
I  am  aware  we  ave  happily  free  from  all 
apprshenaion  of  such  atrocities  being 
opwmitted  in  London ;  but  I  give  this 


as  one  illustration  out  of  scores  that 
might  be  given  to  show  how  difficult 
it  is  to  control  a  movement  in  a  wrong 
direction  when  once  a  certain  impetus 
has  been  given  to  it.  But,  Sir,  we  are 
told  of  the  wonderfullv  good  effect  the 
sight  of  paintings,  sculpture,  and  other 
works  of  art  wiU  have,  especially  if  they 
are  seen  on  Sunday;  how  people  wiU 
desert  the  public-houses  and  nock  to 
such  institutions  for  intellectual  improve- 
ment. Well,  Sir,  I  am  not  one  oi  those 
who  despise  or  undervalue  the  refining 
influence  of  art.  On  the  contrary,  I 
would  wish  to  see  artistic  tastes  more 
cultivated  and  encouraged  in  every  legi- 
timate way;  but  I  have  yet  to  learn 
that  art  has  ever  done  much  for  the  pro- 
motion of  good  order,  morality,  or  civil 
and  religious  liberty.  We  all  know 
something  of  the  histories  of  Greece  and 
Home,  and  I  need  not  occupy  the  time 
of  the  House  by  referring  to  them.  I 
may,  however,  remark  that  we  have  a 
more  modem  illustration »  and  I  must 
add  warning,  in  our  neighbours  across 
the  Ohannel.  I  am  aware  my  hon. 
Friend  and  his  supporters  are  quite  tired 
of  hearing  about  a  Continental  Sunday. 
It  is  by  no  moans  an  agreeable  subject, 
and  they  would  sooner  keep  it  in  the 
backg^und.  I  recollect  a  few  weeks 
ago  reading  an  article  in  a  paper  which 
sht)ngly  aavocates  the  opening  of  mu- 
seums and  other  places  of  a  similar  cha- 
racter on  Sunday,  but  which  I  am  bound 
to  acknowledge  has  freely  admitted  ar- 
guments on  both  sides  of  the  question. 
The  writer,  after  referring  to  the  well- 
meaning,  but  withal  intolerant  Sabbata- 
rians, who  offer  the  people  no  alternative 
between  the  church  and  the  public- 
house,  observes — 

"  And  what  are  tho  chief  obstacles  P  The  ob  • 
jeotions  upon  tho  scoro  of  tho  comparatively  in- 
flnitosima!  attendant  superintendenco  and  ex- 
ponso  boing  happily  obviatod  by  tho  promoter 
of  tho  roform,  tho  solo  impediment  seems  to  bo 
that  dead  mass  of  religious  PharisaiAm  and  pre- 
judice which  has  ever  proved  an  almost  insuper- 
able barrier  to  tho  impartial  c<msideration  of 
this  important  subject.  And  what  is  tho  chief 
plea  upon  which  the  non-church-going  maAM*B 
are  now  oondemnod  to  abandon  to  tho  public- 
house  that  Sunday  loisuro  which  might  other- 
wise bo  devot(Hl  t<>  innocent  omuiiement  and  ra- 
tional recreation  Y  That  irrtipressiblo  bugbear 
of  the  Continental  Hunday,  upon  which  thero  is 
reaUy  more  quietude  and  lots  drinking,  is  of 
course  trotted  out,  likewise  the  equally  plausible 
but  still  ill-timed  scarecrow  extreme  oi  thoatrb 
opening ;  but  thi«  species  of  Kabbatarian  inti- 
midation hat  long  ceaaod  to  alarm.'* 
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Well,  Sir,  it  may  be  very  stupid  on  the 
part  of  this  mass  of  religious  Pharisaism 
and  prejudice  that  they  cannot  see  just 
as  the  members  of  the  Sunday  League 
see  in  this  matter,  and  that  they  will 
learn  wisdom  by  the  experience  of  our 
friends  on  the  Continent,  and  endeavotir 
to  avoid  the  evil  which  their  mode  of 
Sunday  observance  has  entailed  upon 
them.     But  however  inconvenient  and 
unpleasant  it  may  be  to  my  hon.  Friend, 
I  fear  we  must  not  close  our  eyes  to  what 
is  going  on  in  the  world  around  us,  or 
ignore  the  danger  which  threatens  us. 
Sir,  Paris  has  for  ages  past  enjoyed  the 
wonderful  advantage  of  having  her  mu- 
seums, picture  galleries,  theatres,    and 
other    places    of  amusement    open  on 
Sunday,  and  her  races  and  reviews  are 
generally  on  that  day.     Has  the  result 
been  so  satisfactory  as  to  induce  us  to 
follow  her  example  ;  or  is  it  not  a  fact 
that  thoughtful  men  both  there  and  in 
other  parts  of  the  Continent,  are  con- 
scious of  the  evil  consequences  of  such 
desecration,    and  are  endeavouring  to 
bring  about  abetter  state  of  things?  Will 
any  one  who  knows  both  places  assert 
that  there  is  more  morality,  more  social 
and  domestic  happiness,  or  more  civil 
and  religious  liberty  in  Paris  than  we 
have  in  London  ?    And,  above  all,  will 
any  one  argue  that  working-men  are 
better  off,  or  have  more  rest  and  enjoy- 
ment ?  Is  my  hon.  Friend  and  Colleague 
aware  that  a  society  to  promote  the  bet- 
ter observance  of  Sunday  has  been  estab- 
lished on  the  Continent,  and  that  a  Con- 
ference was  held  last  ye«ur  in  Geneva,  at 
which  I  believe  I  am  correct  in  stating 
that  there  were  delegates  from  almost 
every  country  in  Europe?    P6re  Hya- 
cinthe  was  one  of  the  speakers,  and,  aner 
alluding  to  the  value  and  importance  of 
Sunday  from  a  religious  point  of  view, 
he  is  reported  to  have  said — 

"  But  the  Lord's  Day  is  not  the  day  of  God 
alone,  it  is  the  day  of  humanity.  This  is  the 
true  democratic  festival,  this  day  of  Gk>d  and 
man.  And  yet  this  is  the  day  which  certain 
friends  of  the  people  wish  to  aeprive  them  of. 
False  friends  that  cheat  them  with  the  name  of 
liberty,  thinking  only  of  their  bodily  needs,  and 
not  wisely  even  of  those." 

Another  gentleman  who  has  seen  more 
of  the  world  than  most  men  living,  and 
who  is  well  qualified  to  form  a  correct  opi- 
nion, writing  upon  this  subject  observes — 

"  Often  have  I  wished  that  all  the  working 
men  of  England  could  see  the  toll  and  frivolity 
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of  a  Parisian  Sunday.  I  am  siire  thai  the  most 
thoughtful  of  them,  however  opposed  to  Chris- 
tianity, would  be  ready  to  say,  as  was  onoe  said 
to  me  by  a  Leicester  rationalist  who  met  me  in 
one  of  the  streets  of  Paris  one  Sunday,  *  I  don*t 
like  this,  it  is  so  unlike  onr  system  of  fmishing 
a  week's  work,  taking  rest,  and  then  beginning 
again.  Here  tiiere  is  no  cessation.  Look  at 
those  carters  how  sluggish  they  seem,  as  though 
their  life  was  one  enfiess  toil  and  drudgery.*  * 

Will  the  House  permit  me  to  read  one 
other  extract  from  a  letter  written  by 
Mr.  Hill,  the  Secretaiy  of  the  Working 
Men's  Lord's  Day  Best  Association — 

"  On  the  Continent  the  Sunday  is  secularised. 
They  have  a  so-called  free  Sunday,  a  kind  of 
freedom  that  involves  the  Sunday  uavery  of  the 
great  mass  of  the  labouring  population.  Tbr 
religious  observance  of  the  day  is  igpiored.  My 
first  Sunday  in  Paris  I  shall  never  forget. 
I  awoke  in  the  morning  to  the  sound  of  work- 
men's tools.  On  going  to  the  window  I  saw  % 
f  lazier  tapping  at  the  sash  with  his  hamnrifr  and 
nife.  A  carpenter  was  also  hard  at  work  with 
his  planes  and  saws.  At  eight  o'clock  the  nw 
of  tne  traffic  of  a  great  city  was  in  fuU  open- 
tion ;  vans  of  timber,  lime,  ooal*  railway  lugi^mgv* 
and  numberless  other  vehicles  were  driving 
along.  The  postman  was  loaded  with  news- 
papers and  letters,  the  scavengers  were  hard  at 
work,  the  newspaper  kiosks  were  aU  open  sellis^ 
the  newspapers  that  are  published  on  every  day 
in  the  year.  I  counted  100  men  working  at 
the  Hotel  Continental,  which  was  being  erected 
on  the  Rue  de  Bivoli.  These  men  worked  not 
a  part,  but  the  whole  of  the  Sunday.  Hundreds 
of  women  were  wadiing  dothes  in  the  wsihinjc 
bargee  on  the  river.  Shops  in  all  direotioiu 
were  open;  hatters,  hosiers,  mattress  makers 
gun  shops,  scientific  instrument  shops,  jewellefs, 
drapers,  and  umbrella  shops,  picture  dealeiN 
furniture  sho]^  toy  shops,  in  the  gTmndc4K 
streete  were  wide  open  as  on  other  days  of  th«* 
week.  In  one  of  tne  papers  dated  lOth  Sept« 
1876,  there  were  no  less  than  65  ^oes  of  aniu«^ 
ment  advertised  as  open  on  the  Lord's  D^»  is* 
eluding  21  theatres,  oonoerts,  gymnasia,  FaW<- 
of  Industry,  nanoramas,  museums,  sknting  rinki, 
circuses,  and  baUs.  In  addition  theze  wftp 
notices  of  fetes  and  amusemente  in  many  of  thr 
suburbs,  and  of  theSundayracesatBonlofifne.  Tl» 
caf  ^  and  public-houses  were  open  all  Sty  koi;. 
and  all  amusemente  are  intensified.  The  natioo 
has  no  day  of  rest  The  labouring  clasieB  hart 
no  Sunday.'* 

Hon.  Members  who  are  familiar  witli 
Paris  must  recognize  the  truthfulneat  of 
this  description.  To  the  rich,  Sunday  is 
there  a  day  of  dissipation  and  amuse- 
ment, but  to  young  men  and  women  in 
shops  and  offices,  and  to  the  workii^ 
classes  generally,  life  is,  as  described  by 
a  Leicester  rationalist,  one  endlafls  toU 
and  drudgery.  And  yet  I  have  heani 
my  hon.  Iraend  arg^e  that  there  ia  mors 
quiet  and  decorum  in  Oontinental  cities 
than  we  have  in  England,  and  he  qnotn 
the  late  r«y.  Dr.  Outhrie  to  prove  this. 
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W»ll,  Sir,  Dr.  Guthrie  stated  that  he 
coTtnted  33  theatrsB  and  places  of  amuse- 
meat  open  in  Paris  on  Sunday,  and  he 
met  manj  other  things  which  made  him 
almost  exclaim    with   Abraham    ''the 
iMur  of  Ood  is  not  in  this  place."     But 
1m  saw  only  one  drunken  man  and  no 
dronken  women ;  while  his  Christianity 
vtts  put  to  the  blush  by  the  disgusting 
spactade  of  drunkards  reeling  along  the 
itreets,  and  filling  the  air  with  horrid 
tmprecations  in  London  and  Edinburgh. 
Bat  does  my  hon.  Friend  imagine  that 
Dr.  Guthrie  attributed  the  greater  so- 
brietr  of  the  Parisians  to  the  influence 
of  the    picture    galleries  and    the    33 
Iheatrea  and  other  places  of  amusement 
he  saw  open,  or  that  he  would  have  ad- 
▼ised  us  to  make  a  similar  experiment. 
Would  he  not,  like  a  practical  and  sen- 
able  man  which  he  was,  rather  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  in  Paris  the  great 
bulk  of  the  population  drink  light  French 
vines,  while  Uie  masses  of  this  country 
drink  strong  ale  or  spirits  of  some  kind. 
Sir,  my  hon.  Friend  and  his  supporters 
are  yery  anjdous  to  impress  upon  us  the 
evil  consequences  of  Sunday  drinking, 
sad  also  to  persuade  us  that  opening 
nxttsenms  ana  libraries  would  lessen  the 
•ril  by  inducing  people  to  forsake  the 
pablic-houses  and  seek  for  higher  and 
more  intellectual  pleasures.     Sir,  I  do 
act  believe  that  any  appreciable  good 
voold  be  accomplished  in  that  way.  My 
dadded  conviction    is  that    instead  of 
diminishing,  it  would  ^eatly  increase 
the  quantity  of  intoxicating  liquors  con- 
Muned,   and,  perhaps,  one  of  the  best 
proofs  of  this  is  that  the  publicans  are 
ahnost  all  in  fi&vour  of  the  Motion.  But, 
%r,  who  is  responsible  for  all  the  evil 
of  this  Sunday  drinking  ?    I  and  many 
others  think  it  would    be  one  of  the 
greatest  blessings  that  could  be  con- 
ferred on  working  men  to  close  public* 
faoosee  altogether  on  Sundays,  or  to  pro- 
vide   British    workmen    public-houses 
where  refreshments  for  hmdfidi  travel- 
lers might  be  provided,  but  my  hon. 
Friend  and  his  supporters  will  not  allow 
ai.    Their  argument  seems  to  be — ^yes, 
we  admit  that  Sunday  drinking  is  doing 
a  vast  amount  of  harm ;  that  it  is  rob- 
faing  unfortunate  women  and  helpless 
ekiidren  of  the  money  which  ought  to 
be  spent  in  proourinff  them  better  dothes 
sad  food;  that  it  is  increasing  crime, 
and   producing    poverty,  disease,   and 
death.    Still,   wo  must  oppose  all  at- 


tempts to  close  public-houses  on  Sunday; 
but  it  is  a  crying  shame  that  you  should 
allow  them  to  be  open  and  refuse  to  open 
museums,  picture  gcdleries,  and  other 
places  of  amusement  to  counteract  the 
mjurious  influence  they  are  exerting 
upon  the  public.  It  must  also,  I  think, 
be  evident  to  all  those  who  really  look 
at  the  question  in  all  its  bearines,  that 
just  in  proportion  as  you  open  puolic  in- 
stitutions and  places  of  amusement,  there 
will  very  naturally  be  a  demand  for  ad- 
ditional ref^shment  stalls  and  dining- 
rooms,  where  intoxicating  drinks  will  be 
freelyconsumed,and  where  larffe  numbers 
must  be  employed  as  cooks  and  waiters — 
with  their  assistants.  I  want  also  to 
ask  who  is  to  fix  the  standard,  or  draw 
the  line  where  we  are  to  stop,  and  not 
go  one  step  further  down  the  inclined 

glane  on  wnich  we  are  invited  to  travel  ? 
ir,  I  doubt  not  I  have  the  honour  of 
being  included  in  that  mass  of  "reli- 
gious Pharisaism  and  prejudice"  al- 
luded to  "which  prevents  the  impartial 
consideration  of  this  important  subject." 
Well,  Sir,  I  do  not  admit  the  justice  of 
the  imputation,  for  I  really  have  felt  it 
my  duty  to  endeavour  to  understand  the 
question,  and  to  give  it  my  most  careful 
and  impartial  consideration.  In  order 
that  I  might  be  able  to  do  so,  I  have 
read  a  great  number  of  pamphlets  that 
have  been  sent  to  me,  a  great  number  of 
articles  that  have  appeared  in  news- 
papers,  and  a  great  many  reports  of 
speeches  made  at  public  meetings  both 
by  supporters  and  opponents  of  tne  Mo- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend,  and  perhaps  an 
argument  used  by  a  rev.  gentleman  at 
one  of  these  meetings  may  help  us  out 
of  our  difficulty.  The  rev.  gentleman  is 
reported  to  have  said — 

"  Thoy  did  not  wiah  to  destroy  or  degrade  tho 
Habbathf  but  they  believed  to  open  free  libraries 
and  moseumi  would  be  a  good  thing.  If  it  was 
right  to  go  to  the  museums  on  Saturday,  it  could 
not  bo  wrong  to  go  on  tho  Sunday." 

Now,  I  think  if  we  follow  out  this  lino 
of  argument,  it  will  lead  us  f^irther  than 
I  hope  the  rev.  gentleman  would  like  to 

fo,  though  not  one  step  farther  than  I 
elieve  a  great  many  members  of  the 
Sunday  League  would  wish  us  to  accom- 
pany them.  Sir,  there  are  many  hon. 
Members  of  this  House  who  think  horse- 
racing  a  harmless  and  very  enjoyable 
amusement,  that  it  helps  to  improve  the 
breed  of  horses,  and  should  be  encou- 
raged.   I  do  not  know  how  far  my  hon. 
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Friend  shares  in  that  opinion,  for  he 
always  votes  against  the  Adjournment 
of  the  House  on  the  Derby  Day ;  but 
according  to  the  principle  laid  down  to 
which  I  have  alluaed,  if  it  be  right  to 

fo  to  the  races  on  Saturday,  it  cannot 
e  wrong  to  go  on  Sunday.  Again, 
there  are  many  who  think  that  theatres, 
ball  rooms,  and  music  saloons  are  inno- 
cent and  enjoyable  places  of  amusement, 
which,  if  it  be  proper  to  attend  on  week- 
days, it  cannot  be  wrong  to  attend  on 
Sunday,  especially  as  we  are  informed 
they  haye  been  so  successful  in  promot- 
ing quiet  enjoyment,  ffood  order,  and 
moralitnr  in  Paris.  Well,  Sir,  I  hope 
we  shall  not  try  the  experiment  of  en- 
deavouring to  improve  our  English 
Sunday  by  such  means.  I  am  perfectly 
aware  that  many  who  agree  with  the 
proposal  of  my  hon.  Fnend  have  no 
wish  to  go  so  far,  and  some  would  per- 
haps be  shocked  at  the  idea  of  such  a 
thing.  But  I  am  eqiially  certain  that  that 
is  the  road  along  which  they  are  invited 
to  travel,  and  if  they  once  commence  the 
downward  journey,  they  may  find  it  more 
difficult  to  stop  than  they  imagine.  We 
are  also  informed,  on  the  high  authority 
of  the  President,  that  the  object  of  the 
Simday  Society  is,  on  the  one  hand,  to 
maintain  the  value  and  importance  of 
the  English  Sunday,  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  to  do  the  best  they  can  to  improve 
it.  Well,  Sir,  we  have  heard  of  a  cer- 
tain painter  who  once  sent  in  a  bill  of  a 
guinea  to  the  churchwarden  of  Liddlng- 
ton  for  mending  the  Oommandments, 
altering  the  Behef,  and  making  a  new 
Lord's  Prayer.  The  objects  proposed 
by  the  Sunday  Society  are  not  quite  so 
comprehensive,  but  they  are  in  the  same 
direction.  We  have  also  heard  of  im- 
proving people  off  the  face  of  the  earth, 
and  I  trust  we  shall  not  try  the  experi- 
ment of  endeavouring  to  improve  our 
English  Sunday  by  adopting  Continental 
customs  that  have  done  much  harm 
there,  and  have  resulted,  not  in  the 
liberation,  but  in  the  enslavement  of  the 
working-dasses.  Sir,  we  hear  a  great 
deal  said  about  sympathy  with  the 
working-classes ;  but  it  seldom  assumes 
a  very  practical  form,  and  we  are  some- 
times tempted  to  think  that,  in  many  in- 
stances, if  it  were  not  for  the  pound, 
shillings,  and  pence  argument,  and  the 
desire  to  pay  good  dividends,  we  would 
hear  much  less  about  the  good  effects  of 
opening  such  places  on  Sunday  than  we 

Mr.  A.  M* Arthur 


are  in  the  habit  of  hearing.  If  there  is  tins 
wonderful  sympathy,  why  should  not  the 
directors  of  the  Brighton  Aquarium  give 
us  some  proof  of  it  by  admitting  th« 
working  classes  free  on    Sunday,   and 
thus  manifesting  their  interest  in  than 
and  liberality  towards  them.    Again,  it 
is  argued  that  the  national  museoms  are 
the  property  of  the  nation,  and  ahouU, 
therefore,  l>e  open  to  the  public.     Sir,  I 
hope  my  hon.  Friend  does  not  imagine 
that  he  and  his  supporters  oonstitnte  the 
nation.    If  so,  I  oelieve  he  is  greatly 
mistaken ;  and  if  tiiey  do  not,  he  will,  I 
trust,  admit  that  those  who  differ  from 
him  are  entitled  to  some  consideration, 
especially  if  they  form  the  minority,  as 
I  believe  they  do.  At  all  events,  whether 
I  am  right  or  wrong  in  this  opinion,  I 
think  it  must  be  admitted  we  nave  veiy 
little  evidence  to  show  that  working  men 
as  a  dass  have  any  strong  feelmg  in 
favour  of  the  Motion  of  my  Hon.  Friend. 
Oertainly,  the  demonstration  attempted 
to  be  got  up  last  night  in  Trafalgar 
Square,  would  not  warrant  us  to  oone 
to  such  a  conclusion.  And  my  oonviotioB 
is  that  the  great  majority  of  them  are 
too  well  aware  of  their  own  interest  lo 
approve  of  any  measures  the  tendency 
of  which  is  to  increase  their  labour  with- 
out increasing  their  income.    I  think  I 
may  safely  add  that  those  who  desire  to 
preserve  uie  rest  of  Sunday  are  amongst 
the  most  sober,  industrious,  loyal,  and 
law-abiding  portion  of  the  working  men 
of  this  country.    Sir,  it  has  been  said 
that  cleanliness  is  next  to  godliness,  and 
I  think  that  even  in  a  sanitary  point  of 
view  our  English  Sunday  is  exoeedinc^y 
valuable,  for  its  proper  observance  tends 
to  create  and  enoouraffe  habits  of  cleanli- 
ness,  good   order,    decency,  and  self- 
respect.    There  are  few  more  pleasisg 
signts  to  be  seen  than  the  oottage  of  a 
respectable  artican  or  working-man  on 
Sunday  morning,  where  everyuiingis  ss 
dean  and  oomfortaUe  as  oiroumstanoss 
will  permit — 

*«  And  sweetly  steds  the  SsbUth  rert 
Upon  the  worid's  work-wearied  hrwart ; 
Of  hasven  the  afn,  of  earth  the  calm. 
The  poor  man's  birthright  and  hit  halm,'* 

when  his  wife  and  children  are  neatly, 
though  inexpensively,  dressed,  and  when 
he  is  enjoying  with  them  the  rest  of  the 
day  that  God  has  given  him — the  only 
day  he  can  call  his  own — and  which,  u 
he  is  wise,  he  will  let  no  man  take  fron 
him.    Sir,  I  am  not  unconscious  of  the 
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gTMt  Talne  and  importance  of  the  rest 
•ad  quiet  of  Sunday  to  the  religious 
portion  of  the  community.  It  is  not, 
Lowerer,  my  intention  to  detain  the 
House  by  dwelling  upon  this  part  of  the 
nlrieet,  except  to  repeat  what  I  have 
aid  on  a  former  occasion — that  I  believe 
Christiaiiity  has  made  us  what  we  are  as 
s  nation,  that  Christianity  and  the  Sun- 
day are  inseparably  connected^  and  that 
d  we  abolish  or  secularize  the  latter  we 
shall  soon  have  comparatively  little  of 
the  ibrmer  left  worthy  of  the  name.  But 
Uisre  is  another  aspect  of  the  question 
opon  which  myhon.  Friend  has  not  said 
modi,  or  perhaps  thought  much,  and 
vkich  I  regard  as  quite  too  important  to 
be  lost  sight  of  in  a  debate  like  the  pre- 
Mot  I  nave  already  alluded  to  the 
itatement  made  by  the  President  of  the 
Soaday  Society  respecting  the  best  means 
of  maintaining  and  using  what  he  very 
proptfly  regards  as  the  greatest  institu- 
tntion  the  oountrv  possesses  for  promot- 
tag  the  moral  and  religious  education  of 
the  people.  Well,  Sir,  my  conviction  is 
that»  next  to  the  pulpit  and  the  Press, 
thsre  is  no  other  institution  which  has 
done  so  much  to  promote  the  moral  and 
rahgiotta  education  of  the  people  of  this 
amntry  as  the  Sunday  School.  At  a 
pttiod  when  education  was  not  so 
popular,  or  so  much  cared  for  as  it 
asppily  is  at  nresent,  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  children  were  tauffht  to 
raad,  and  received  moral  and  religious 
tafltmotion,  the  value  and  importance  of 
which  to  them  and  to  the  nation  it  would 
bs  impossible  to  estimate  too  highly,  and 
I  behave  it  is  to  this  that  we  are  in* 
debtad  for  much  of  the  order,  good  feel- 
ing, respect  for  the  law,  and  respect  for 
rsugion  which  prevail  even  amongst 
aaav  who  do  not  attend  any  place  of 
worship.  Almost  innumerable  instances 
might  be  given  to  prove  the  beneficial 
effects  of  Sunday  Schools,  but  I  must 
not  enlarffe  upon  the  subject.  Some 
idea  of  Uie  extent  of  Sunday  School 
work,  mapr,  however,  be  formed  from  the 
(act,  that  it  is  estimated  there  are  in  Eng- 
knd  and  Wales  about  80,000  schools 
sad  600,000  teachers,  who  are  sesJously, 
laboriously,  and  faithfully  instructing 
between  3,000,000  and  4,000,000  of  chil- 
dno  and  young  persons  in  our  Sunday 
Sohools.  But  it  is  said  Sunday  Schools  are 
not  now  so  neoessary  as  they  formerly 
I  believe  the  reverse  to  be  the 
The  tendency  at  present  is  to  ex- 


clude from  day-school  teaching  all  re- 
ligious instruction,  except  what  is  of  an 
elementary  and  undenominational  cha- 
racter, and  the  strong  argument  in 
favour  of  this  is  that  such  instruction 
ought  to  be  given  in  the  church  and  the 
Sunday  School.  I  think  it  must,  there- 
fore, be  apparent,  that  if  we  desire  to 
promote  morality  and  religion  among 
the  masses  we  must  encourage  our 
Sunday  Schools.  Well,  Sir,  I  believe 
one  of  the  ^eatest  evils  likely  to  result 
from  adopting  the  policy  advocated  by 
my  hon.  friend  would  be  the  serious  in- 
jury it  would  inflict  upon  our  Sunday 
Schools  and  the  children  who  attend 
them.  I  have  stated  that  I  do  not  be- 
lieve opening  museums,  picture  galleries, 
and  similar  places  woula  induce  men  who 
are  in  the  habit  of  frequenting  public- 
houses  to  forsake  them,  or  that  it  would 
at  all  lessen  the  evil  of  intemperance ; 
but  I  do  think  it  might  induce  men  of  a 
better  class  who  now  spend  their  Sun- 
days at  home  with  their  families,  and 
send  their  children  to  school,  to  go  out 
and  take  the  youngsters  with  them  to 
places  of  amusement,  where  they  would 
witness  scenes  and  receive  instruction 
that  would  be  ii^urious  to  their  best  in- 
terests. Sir,  I  think  all  who  feel  in- 
terested in  this  question,  and  have 
noticed  the  statements  made  by  many 
of  those  who  advocate  the  opening  of 
museums  and  similar  places  on  Sunday, 
must  have  been  struck  with  the  singular 
inconsistency  of  the  arguments  used. 
The  very  rev.  President  of  the  Sunday 
Society,  after  referring  to  the  fact  that 
ordinary  work  is  carried  on  in  Spain  and 
on  the  Continent  on  Sunday,  just  as  upon 
other  days,  goes  on  to  state  that — 

'*  In  the  huny  and  constant  prcMuro  of  Eng- 
lish life,  and  with  Knffli«h  feoUnffs  such  a  prac- 
tioe  would  be  absolutely  impoasiblo  and  intoler- 
able ;  and  in  this  respect  the  Fourth  Command- 
ment was  even  more  apulicablo  to  the  present 
state  of  society  in  Kngland  than  to  the  Jews, 
because  rest  was  more  nooessary  to  us  than  it 
was  to  them.  (>n  the  Continent,  not  only  was 
work  carried  on  on  Sunday,  but  all  kinds  of 
amusements  were  provided  even  more  copiously 
than  on  other  days.  He  must,  however,  decline 
to  sit  in  Judgment  on  the  consciences  of  oUiers ; 
but  they  must  all  feel  that  it  was  an  immense 
gain  to  the  solidity  and  seriousness  and  elevation 
of  the  English  character  that  there  should  be 
one  day  in  the  week  of  interruption  to  those  oo* 
cupations  which  tondod  to  enervate  the  body  and 
impair  the  mind,  flo  thought  the  general  cha- 
racter of  the  day  ^ould  not  be  interfered  with 
by  an  undue  extension  of  the  houn  during  which 
museums  and  similar  iasiiiutions  ihouldDe  open 
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are  tens  of  thousands  in  London,  and 
hundreds  of  thousands  throughout  the 
Kingdom  who  hare  to  work  lue  slares 
— who  neyer  haye  a  Sunday  for  rest  or 
enjoyment,  and  who,  in  this  respect,  are 
positively  in  a  worse  position  than  eren 
our  conyicts.    I  haye  before  me  an  esti- 
mate, or  rather  a  list,  of  the  number  of 
men  already  employed  in  yarious  wayi 
on  Sunday ;  but  1  must  not  trouble  the 
House  with  the  details.    I  think,  how- 
eyer,  we  may  safely  infer  that  there  are 
upwards  of  1,000,000.    £yery  additionsl 
institution  you    open  will  add  to  tb« 
number  of  those  wno  must  work  on  Sun- 
day, and  who  will  enjoy  the  priyilegv, 
as  many  do  at  present,  of  giymg  seyen 
days'  work  for  six  days'  wa^es.    I  hays 
already  referred  to  the  Parisian  Sunday 
— will  the  House  permit  me  to  giye  ono 
other  quotation  upon  the  subject  from  t 
letter  written  by  a  Gentleman  who  is  t 
larsre  employer  of  labour,  and  who  ws4 
a  Member  of  this  House  during  the  last 
Parliament.    The  writer  was  obliged  to 
spend  last  Winter  in  Algiers  for  the 
benefit  of  his  health,  and  the  letter  ws« 
addressed  to  his  brother,  on  the  oocaaoa 
of  his  son  coming  of  age,  when  thers 
was  a  festiye  gathering  of  the  workmen 
in  honour  of  we  eyen^ 


on  Sunday,  nor  should  the  repose  of  the  public 
servants,  who  must  be  employe,  be  unduly  cur- 
tailed. The  objection  to  the  unnecessary  em- 
ployment of  labour  was  one  of  the  most  praise- 
worthy scruples  existing  on  the  subject,  and  that 
version  of  the  Fourth  Commandment  which 
most  commended  itself  to  his  mind  was  that 
which,  after  forbidding  the  work  of  male  and 
female  slaves  and  boasts  of  burden,  added,  *  Re- 
member that  thou  wast  a  servant  in  the  land  of 

Egypt.'  *' 

Another  friend  of  mine  who  has  ably 
adyocated  the  yiews  of  my  hon.  Friend 
commences  one  of  his  papers  by  stating 
that,  if  it  can  be  shown  that  the  opening 
of  museums  and  similar  places  would 
increase  Sunday  labour,  it  would  be 
objectionable.  Now,  Sir,  how  gentle- 
men who  entertain  and  express  such 
yiews  can  adyocate  a  proposal,  the  ac- 
ceptance of  which  would  ineyitably  lead 
to  the  opening  of  museums,  picture  gal- 
leries, and  places  of  amusement  on  Sun- 
day all  oyer  the  Kingdom,  which  would 
tend  to  secularize  the  Sunday,  destroy 
the  rest  and  social  and  domestic  enjoy- 
ment of  the  day,  and  enormously  increase 
the  amount  of  Sunday  labour  is  to  me  a 
mystery  which  I  cannot  solye.  Sir,  I 
hope  it  is  scarcely  necessary  for  me  to 
repudiate  the  idea  that  I  haye  any  desire 
to  depriye  artizans  and  working  men  of 
any  legitimate  pleasure  and  ei^oyment, 
and  I  belieye  that  on  reflection  the 
great  majority  of  them  are  too  generous 
and  right-mmded  to  wish  to  depriye 
large  numbers  of  their  fellow-labourers 
of  their  just  rights  for  their  own  grati- 
fication. Nor  do  I  think  this  at  all  neces- 
sary. We  haye  an  old  adage,  **  Where 
there  is  a  will  there  is  a  way,"  and  I 
belieye  there  neyer  was  a  time  when  it 
was  less  necessary  to  open  museums  and 
picture  g^eries  on  Sunday  than  it  is  at 
present.  People  do  not  yisit  such  places 
eyery  week,  and  some  of  us  find  it  diffi- 
cult to  yisit  them  more  than  once  or  twice 
a-year.  The  Saturday  half-holiday  is 
now  customary ;  we  haye  more  general 
holidays  than  we  formerly  ha!d,  and 
yery  large  numbers  of  our  operatiyes 
take  Monday  to  themselyes.  They  ought, 
therefore,  to  find  no  great  difficulty  in 
yisiting  museums  and  g^eries  occa- 
sionally, as  other  people  do.  And  eyen 
if  these  national  mstitutions  were  open 
on  Sunday,  we  all  know  that  the  num- 
ber they  can  contain  would  be  only  an 
infinitesimally  small  portion  of  the  work- 
ing dasses.  Of  one  thing,  howeyer,  I 
am  quite  certain,  that  we  haye  sadly  too 
much  Sunday  labour  already;  that  there 

Mr.  A.  M" Arthur 


"  Please  remember  me  to  the  workmen.  Tt  U 
them  how  glad  I  should  have  been  to  be  {nrtrat 
and  what  pleasure  it  would  have  given  me  if  I 
had  found  myself  in  possession  of  sulBdent  rtkt 
to  say  a  few  words  to  them  about  the  ooantry  I 
have  been  visiting.  Amongst  other  advmntaga 
which  they  enjoy  over  the  working  people  «/ 
Algeria  is  the  day  of  rest.  Labours  goes  on  bar 
almost  without  intermission.  Artisans,  laboorm, 
tradesmen,  all  at  work.  Algiers  is  worse  in  thii 
respect  than  Paris.  If  the  workpeople  are  q)okra 
to  upon  the  subject,  they  rcplV,  as  they  hart 
done  to  me,  we  are  helpless.  If  we  were  to  rr- 
fuse  to  go  to  work  on  Sunday,  there  are  othfn 
to  take  our  places.  I  have  heard  people  at  hone 
dilate  upon  the  thraldom  of  the  Knglish  SondsT. 
I  have  thought  about  it  since  I  have  been  bov. 
Thraldom !  Why,  it  is  liberty  itself,  cornpan^ 
to  the  thraldom  imposed  by  the  incnswnt  dis 
mands  made  upon  labour  in  this  country,  1 
have  never  held  a  Puritanical  view  of  the  Hab- 
bath.  I  take  Mr.  Dale's  view  that  it  is  a  pn* 
vilege.  If  I  had  had  no  previous  ezpericoor,  I 
have  seen  enough  here  to  convince  me  that  no 
portion  of  the  population  has  so  deep  an  intfmC 
in  the  maintenance  of  the  day  of  rest  as  the 
working  class." 

Sir,  when  I  state  that  the  extract  I  hare 
read  is  firom  a  letter  written  by  Mr. 
James  Howard,  of  Bedford,  I  think  it 
will  be  admitted  that  he  is  a  good  autho- 
rity, and  that  there  are  few  men  in  £og* 
land  better  qualified  to  form  a  oon«ct 
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maioii  upon  thi«  quettion  than  he  if, 
Mt  we  are  aatored  dj  another  able  ad- 
Toeate  of  my  hon.  Friend's  Motion,  that 
*'  workinff  men  haye  learnt  tolerably  well 
kow  to  take  oare  of  themselyes."  Sir,  I 
njotoe  to  beliere  that  working  men  are 
becoming  more  intelligent  eyery  year. 
Bat  it  it  not  a  fact  that  larffe  numbers  of 
tliem  are  eyen  now  altogetner  unable  so 
far  to  take  oare  of  them^lyes  as  to  ayoid 
Sapday  labour  and  incessant  toil?  I  was 
■peaking,  a  few  days  ago,  to  a  conductor 
on  one  of  the  tramway  oars,  and  he  told 
me  he  worked  16  hours  eyery  week«day 
and  16  upon  Sunday,  which  was  the 
hardest  day  he  had.  I  know  the  case  of 
a  man  who  for  upwards  of  fiye  years  has 
Bcrer  had  a  Sunday  to  himself,  and  when 
asked  why  he  dia  not  insist  upon  one 
occasionally,  his  reply 


'*  Somft  of  the  men  get  tired  and  take  a  Sun- 
iAj,  and  when  they  return  to  work  on  Monday 
thiy  tn  informed  that  their  aeryices  ore  no 
kaipBr  required ;  but,"  he  added,  **  I  have  a  wife 
tad  fonr  or  fire  children  to  proride  for,  and  I 
lannoi  afford  to  be  independent." 

I  know  of  another  case  of  an  omnibus 
eoikduotor  or  driyer  who  for  16  long 
weary  years  neyer  had  a  Sunday's  rest, 
and  who  at  last,  broken  down  by  inces- 
aant  toil,  sunk  into  a  premature  graye. 
I  do  not  want  to  trespass  unnecessarily 
upon  the  time  of  the  House,  or  I  might 

ETC  hundreds  of  similar  illustrations, 
si  me,  howeyer,  giye  just  one  more. 
We  are  told  that  men  engaged  on  Sun- 
days should  always  haye  some  other  day 
of  rest.  That  is  yery  food  in  theory, 
but  how  is  it  in  practice  ?  I  yisited  Kew 
Oaidens  a  few  days  ago  to  ascertain 
what  was  the  rule  there,  and  I  was  in« 
iormed  by  one  of  the  officials  that  he 
neyar  had  a  Sunday  to  himself,  or  a  day 
in  lieu  of  it.  I  said,  in  reply — ''But  you 
bare  the  morning;  as  I  obsenre,  you 
don*t  open  until  two  o'clock."  "Yes,  sir," 
be  said,  ''but  eyen  one  Sunday  in  the 
nontb  would  be  a  great  boon  to  us." 
fiir,  it  is  just  as  I  haye  stated.  In  nearly 
all  such  cases  of  Sunday  work  it  is  in- 
cessant toU,  and  six  days'  wages  for 
aeren  days'  work,  and  I  cannot  help  ar- 
riring  at  the  conclusion  that  those  who 
advocate  the  policy  recommended  by  my 
boo.  Friend  would  proye  themselyes 
crsater  benefactors  and  truer  friends  of 
toe  woridnff  classes  if  they  would  deyote 
their  energies  to  the  amelioration  of  the 
ooDdition  of  the  oyer-worked,  down- 
tHxlden  and  oppressed  who  so  greatly 


need  sympathy  and  help,  instead  of  ad- 
yocating  a  policy  which  must  increase 
the  buxdens  and  be  injurious  to  the  best 
interests  of  the  classes  whom  they  desire 
to  serye.  I  must  not  detain  the  House 
longer,  and  I  will  conclude  in  the  elo- 
quent language  of  Emerson,  a  man  who 
will  not  be  accused  of  narrow-minded- 
ness or  want  of  sympathy  with  the 
masses,  by  any  of  those  who  are  ac- 
quainted with  his  writings — 

''Two  ineatimablo  advantaffea  Christianity 
haa  given  us — first,  the  institution  of  preaching, 
the  speech  of  man  to  man ;  and  secondly,  the 
Rabbath,  the  Jubilee  of  the  old  world,  whose 
light  dawns  welcome  alike  into  the  closet  of  the 
philosopher,  into  the  garret  of  toil,  and  into 
prison  cells,  and  everywhere  suggests,  even  to 
the  vile,  the  dignity  of  spiritual  being.  Let  it 
stand  for  evermore  a  temple  which  new  light, 
new  love,  and  new  hope  shall  restore  to  more 
than  its  first  splendour  to  mankind.'* 

Mb.  LOOKE  said  that  his  hon.  and 
ffallant  Colleague  (Colonel  Beresford) 
had  not,  preyious  to  the  deliyery  of  his 
speech,  said  a  word  to  him  (Mr.  Locke) 
in  relation  to  the  course  he  intended  to 
take  on  this  question,  otherwise  he 
might,  on  one  point,  at  all  eyents,  haye 

Ereyented  him  falling  into  error.  His 
on.  and  gallant  Colleague  had  opposed 
the  Motion,  but  he  (Mr.  Locke)  begged 
to  inform  him  that  no  fewer  than  3,233  of 
the  electors  of  Southwark  were  in  fayour 
of  the  object  contemplated  by  the  Mo- 
tion. He  had  been  Member  for  South- 
wark for  20  years,  and  he  had  neyer 
heard  that  the  opinion  of  the  borough 
on  this  question  was  such  as  had  been 
represented  by  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Colleague.  Passing  from  that  point  to 
the  question  itself,  ho  wished  to  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  A. 
M 'Arthur)  whether  he  was  aware  that 
there  were  places  within  a  few  miles  of 
London  containing  some  of  the  finest 
pictures  in  the  world  which  were  open 
to  the  public  on  Saturday  afternoons. 
Where,  then  was  the  difference  of  going 
out  of  London,  say  to  Richmond  or  to 
Hampton  Court,  to  look  at  the  pictures, 
and  their  remaining  in  London  for  the 
purpose,  if  they  were  permitted,  of 
yisiting  the  National  Gallery  ?  In  the 
fonner  case,  they  went  into  Uie  country, 
took  their  dinners  comfortably,  and  then 
came  home  again  in  the  eyening.  Were 
persons  who  thus  acted  to  be  placed  in 
the  category  of  miserable  wretches,  un- 
deserying  the  confidence  of  anybody, 
because  they  thus  made  themselyes  com* 
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fortable?  He  ehould  like  to  know 
where  the  wrong  in  euoh  oondnot  ex- 
isted. Where  was  its  harm  ?  Well,  if 
it  were  not  wrong  ontside  London, 
where  could  be  the  wrong  inside  Lon- 
don? What  possible  dinerence  could 
there  be  between  the  conduct  of  the 
people  who  went  out  of  the  metropolis 
to  look  at  pictures  and  the  conduct  of 
those  who  remained  at  home  to  do  the 
same  thing  ?  Common  sense  itself  ought 
to  direct  them  towards  a  proper  contu- 
sion in  the  matter,  and  he  trusted  that 
a  greater  number  of  hon.  Members 
womd  Tote  for  this  Motion  than  on  any 
previous  occasion. 

Colonel  BERESFORD  :  I  desire  to 
say  that  I  have  not  spoken  to  my  hon. 
Colleague  for  more  than  a  moment 
during  the  last  month.  In  fact,  I  be- 
lieve my  hon.  Colleague  has  not  been  in 
the  House  more  than  once  dxuing  that 
period.      

Mb.  LOCKE  denied  that  he  had  been 
absent  for  more  than  a  fortnight,  and 
that  had  been  for  a  sufficient  reason. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  wished  to  sav  a 
few  words  on  this  question,  both  in  his 
capacity  as  a  Member  of  the  House  re- 
presenting a  very  laree  constituency,  and 
to  some  extent  as  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  question  had  been  often 
raised,  and  if  he  were  asked  upon  the 
merits  of  the  case  which  he  should  indi- 
vidually prefer  —  to  see  working  men 
seeking  amusement  in  museums  and 
galleries  on  Sunday  in  preference  to 
public-houses  and  places  of  resort  of  an 
injurious  character,  no  doubt  he  should 
prefer  the  former.  But  that  was  not 
precisely  the  question  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor). 
The  question  was  widely  different,  inas- 
much as  the  hon.  Member  desired  a 
fresh  departure  as  far  as  the  State  was 
concerned  as  to  the  observance  of  the 
Sunday,  and  the  question  before  the 
House  was,  whether  it  was  desirable  to 
change  the  practice  as  to  the  admission 
of  the  public  which  had  prevailed  ever 
since  the  national  museums  and  galleries 
had  been  in  existence.  That  he  could 
not  but  regard  as  a  very  grave  matter, 
involving  very  serious  considerations, 
and  he  £id  no  doubt  that  a  proposal  to 
open  such  institutions  on  Sundisiys  was 
opposed  to  the  sentiments,  not  only  of 
the  majority  of  the  constituencies,  but  of 
the  people  of  this  country.  Many  people 
who  did  not  regard  the  mere  looking  at  a 

Mr.  Locke 


pktore  or  the  reading  of  a  book  on  Son- 
day  as  injurious,  yet  viewed  with  Tory 
great  distrust  pro^osalsliketheone  under 
consideration,  which  advocated  the  oom- 
mencement  of  a  new  course  of  Parlia- 
mentary policy  with  regard  to  the  day  of 
rest,   so  nighlv  valu^  by  everybody. 
The  hon.  Member  spoke  strongly  of  the 
impropriety  of  preventing  persons  spend- 
ing Sundays  as  they  were  dispoeed  to 
do ;  but  it  was  fair  to  ask  him  whether 
the  ri^ht  of  private  jud^ent  did  not 
come  m  on  the  other  side.    A  ocmsi- 
derable  number  of  persons  were  em- 
ployed in  the  custody,  care,  and  manage- 
ment of  theee  institutions,  and  the  hon. 
Member  proposed  to  direct  by  a  rote  of 
this  House,  that  those  persons  should  be 
employed  on  a  day  on  which  they  were 
entitled  by  their  contract  to  be  fne.    It 
would  be  an  interference  with  the  right 
of  private  judgment  and  liberty  aoooroed 
to  those  persons,  if  (Government  were  to 
turn  round  and  say  they  must  wo^  on 
Sunday.    There  was  another  point  fo 
be  considered.    The  tendency  of  publio 
qpinion,  at  all  events  during  the  last  four 
or  five  years,  had  been  to  nie  luetiicCiOP 
of  Sunday  labour  rather  than   to  the 
increase  <^  it.    The  local  authorities  of 
the  metropolis  had  gradually  shortened 
the  period  diiat  shops  were  opened,  and 
had  diminished  Sunday  labour  oonri- 
derably,  and  in  this  they  were  supported 
by  local  opinion — the  (^»nion  of  Uie  per- 
sons who  were  interested,  and  who  were 
afifocted  by  the  meastires  they  had  taken. 
It  must  be  admitted  that  the  effect  of 
opening  museums  on  Sundays  must  be 
to  bring  instantly  into  operation  a  num- 
ber of  subsidiary  means  of  providing  for 
the  refreshment  of  the  visitors  to  the 
museums.    Public-houses  and  places  oi 
refreshment  were  now  dosed  during  a 
large  part  of   Sunday  afternoon,  ind 
would  it  be  possible  to  keep  them  closed 
if  large  numbers  of  people  came  to  the 
Britiui  Museum,  the  South  Kensington 
Museum,  and  National  Oalleries  mm, 
distant  parts  of  London?    Taking  the 
proposition  as  it  stood,  it  involved  vtiy 
much  more  than  stood  on  the  Paper  of 
the  House,  and  the  hon.  Oentleinan  in 
his  speech  went  considerably  beyond  hti 
pr(q>osition.     He  did  not  disguise  his 
opinion  that  he  thought  it  desirable  that 
much  more  should  be  done  than  openinff 
the  British  Museum  and  the  Nationil 
Galleries  on  Sundays.    He  undsntood 
the  hon.  Member  to  approve   of  tht 
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opniiig  of  the  Brighton  Aquarium  to 
injixig  TifHon  on  Sondajs ;  and^  with* 
oat  axprMsing  any  opinion  on  the  atate 
of  the  law,  he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  would 
•ay  that  if  that  institution  waa  opened 
tar  pajment  on  Sundays,  other  inatitu- 
tiona  which  exiited  in  great  numbers  in 
London,  must  be  open^  also.  The  hon. 
Itsmber  seemed  to  look  forward  to  the 
time  when  the  drama  might  again  exert 
s  religious  influence.  Music  had  a  great 
power  orer  the  minds  of  men,  and  con- 
tributed largely  to  their  deyotional  fsel- 
ia^  Were  we  to  prevent  sacred  music 
beuig  jprorided  for  the  people  by  those 
who  desired  to  offer  it ;  and  if  sacred 
mosio  mi^ht  be  prorided,  why  not  das- 
aoal  music,  with  a  view  to  raising  the 
tastes  and  educating  the  masses  of  the 
people  ?  If  we  could  not  refuse  classical 
Busie,  could  we  prohibit  such  an  exhi- 
bition of  the  drama  as  in  the  opinion  of 
many  would  tend  to  raise  the  morals  and 
the  taatea  of  the  people  ?  It  would  be 
nid  he  was  using  the  thin-end-of-i^- 
wedge  argument,  but  it  waa  impossible 
that  a  proposal  of  this  kind  could  stop 
exactly  where  the  hon.  Member  left  it. 
If  adopted,  it  would  instantly  branch  out 
into  various  other  directions.  Indeed, 
tbe  hon.  Member  did  not  propose  to  stop 
there,  but  courageously  avowed  that  he 
should  feel  it  be  his  duty  to  go  still  ftir- 
tlier,  and  do  away  with  the  safeguards 
with  which  Sunday  had  been  surrounded. 
The  House  must  consider  what  the  feel- 
ings of  the  people  of  the  oountnr  were, 
uA  they  ought  to  consider  the  feelings 
«f  the  mass  of  religious  men  and  women 
of  the  country,  as  well  as  of  the  small 
minority  who  were  advocating  this 
change.  He  himself  attached  enormous 
value  to  the  day  of  rest  which  had  been 
preserved  for  many  centuries.  Whether 
working-men  desired  to  go  to  church  or 
not  on  Sunday  was  not  the  question. 
The  question  was,  whether  they  should 
have  the  day  of  rest  preserved  to  l^em 
wUflh  the  praotioe  of  this  oountrv  had 
sstabHahed.  It  was  a  valuable  inherit- 
aaoe,  which  had  much  to  do  with  the 
strength  and  vigour  of  the  people;  it 
had  eontributed  largely  to  tne  power 
and  promrity  of  ihe  country,  and  be 
trusted  tnat  nothing  would  be  done  by 
the  House  of  Commons  to  weaken  or 
diminish  the  hold  which  that  day  of  rest 
had  upon  the  feelings jrf  the  people. 

Mn.  W.  £.  FOSOTEB  said,  he  would 
not  detain  the  House  long  in  stating 


why  he  should  support  the  Besolution 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Leicester  (Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor).  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury had  put  forward  one  argument  that 
could  hardly  be  sustained,  when  he  said 
that  the  House  by  granting  the  Besolu- 
tion was  asked  to  take  a  fresh  departure 
from  the  present  praotioe.  That  could 
hardly  be  so,  when  not  only  the  Gardens 
at  Hampton  Court,  but  the  pictures, 
and  when  the  Gardens  at  Kew  and  the 
Parks  were  all  open  and  when  bands 
played  in  the  Parks.  Hitherto,  mainly 
m  deference  to  the  opinions  and  feel- 
ings of  many  gentlemen  who  were  actu- 
ated bv  strong  feelings  of  sincerity,  he 
had  felt  he  could  not  vote  in  support 
of  a  Besolution  of  this  kind.  But  really 
it  was  a  very  difficult  thing  to  find  a 
tenable  ground  for  such  a  position. 
Looking  at  the  number  of  younff  men 
and  women  who  did  not  know  what  to 
do  with  themselves  on  Sunday,  even 
thouffh  they  went  to  church  once— they 
coula  not  tie  always  at  ohuroh — and  the 
very  large  number  who  did  not  go  to 
church  at  all,  some  amusement  was 
wanted  for  them ;  and  if  it  was  not  pro- 
vided for  them,  they  would  g^t  some- 
thing for  thems^ves  which,  probably, 
would  be  a  great  deal  worse.  And  with 
that  fact  there  was  the  other  one,  that 
these  museums  and  galleries  really  be- 
longed to  the  people.  Some  desired  to 
ffo  to  them  and  otners  did  not,  and  he 
desired  them  to  be  opened  for  those  who 
wished  to  go.  They  would  got  no  barm, 
bat  would  rather  get  good,  and  why 
should  they  be  prevented?  Then ,  asain, 
this  position  was  rather  absurd.  If  the 
people  who  wanted  to  go  to  the  museums 
ana  picture  galleries  liked  to  take  a 
railway  tidcet  to  Hampton  Court,  thev 
found  that  they  were  at  liberty  to  look 
at  the  pictures  there,  but  they  could  not 
look  at  the  pictures  close  bv  their  own 
doors — it  might  be  in  Bethnal  Green. 
Well,  that  was  a  position  he  felt  he 
oould  maintain  no  longer.  He  was  not 
doing  anything  to  keep  up  the  sanc- 
tity of  the  Sabbath  Day  by  supporting 
this  inconsistencv.  It  was  a  pity  that 
the  statements  of  Mr.  Bradlaugn  and  of 
many  who  agreed  with  him  had  been 

Sttotod,  because  among  the  advocates  of 
le  measure  there  were  many  of  the 
warmest  supporters  of  the  observancy  of 
Sunday  as  a  day  of  rest.  For  a  long 
time  he  had  hesitated,  because  he  feared 
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lest  Sunday  play  should  lead  to  Sunday 
work,  but  he  had  come  to  the  conviotion 
that  there  was  no  reality  in  that  appre- 
hension. There  was  in  London  already 
a  great  deal  of  Sunday  play — if  they 
could  call  that  play  which  consisted  in 
walking  througn  the  streets  and  other 
places  which  they  did  not  like,  and  there 
was  a  good  deal  of  Sunday  work.  If 
the  GK)yernment  were  to  accede  to  the 
Motion,  the  Secretanr  to  the  Treasury 
would  be  very  rightly  asked  to  incur 
some  expense  in  providing  assistance, 
so  that  the  employes  at  these  institutions 
should  have  one  day  of  rest  in  the  week. 
As  to  the  opening  of  public-houses  and 
places  of  refreshment  as  a  consequence 
of  the  opening  of  museiims,  it  must  be 
recollected  that  the  people  who  would 
go  to  them  now  went  somewhere  else, 
and  had  to  secure  refreshment  in  some 
way.  It  had  been  asked  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  A.  M'Arthur) 
to  what  all  this  would  tend — would  they 
not  think  it  advisable  to  do  do  every- 
thing on  Sunday  they  did  on  Saturday  ? 
Why  should  they  not  go  to  races, 
theatres,  and  other  places  on  Sunday 
a^  well  as  on  Saturday?  He  thought 
there  was  a  way  in  which  that  might  be 
met.  Let  them  ask  themselves  not  what 
they  thought  it  right  to  do  on  Saturday, 
but  what  they  thought  it  right  to  do  on 
Sunday.  If  they  Uiought  it  wrong  to 
go  and  look  at  pictures  on  Sunday  and 
take  their  family  with  them,  undoubt- 
edly they  would  vote  against  the  Mo- 
tion. But  if  the  enormous  majority  of 
them  did  not  think  that  wrong,  why 
should  they  prevent  their  fellow-country- 
men from  making  use  of  those  institu- 
tions which,  he  repeated,  belonged  to 
them  ?  The  real  limit  in  those  matters 
was  not  to  let  their  legislation  go  beyond 
their  own  principles.  Directly  they 
attempted  to  impose,  on  what  were 
called  the  humbler  classes  of  the  com- 
munity, restrictive  measures  stronger 
than  they  thought  it  desirable  to  observe 
themselves,  and  to  prevent  them  from 
doing  anything  which  they  did  not  think 
it  wrong  for  themselves  or  their  families 
to  do,  he  believed  they  would  be  getting 
into  exceptional  courses  which  would 
endanger  and  weaken  the  authority  of 
the  law.  He  should  support  the  Beso- 
lution  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  in  opposing  the  Resolu- 
tion, said,  that  feeling  some  little  anxiety 
on  the  subject,  he  yesterday  afternoon 

Mr.  jr.  JS.  Fonter 


went  to  Trafalgar  Square,  to  see  what 
was  called  the  great  open-air  demonstra- 
tion in  favour  of  the  Motion;  but  he  had 
great  difficulty  in  finding  in  what  pari 
of  the  square  the  meeting  was  held. 
He  asked  an  inspector  of  police,  who 
was  a  better  judee  of  numbers  than  he 
could  pretend  to  be,  and  he  was  aasored 
that  not  more  than  250  were  preeeot. 
Such  a  circumstance  conclusively  proved, 
in  his  idea,  that  public  feeling  was  not 
so  strong  in  favour  of  the  movement  mm 
had  been  said.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  (Mr.*  P.  A.  Taylor)  spoke  of 
clergymen  who  supported  his  viewa. 
He  might  also  have  mentioned  meetings 
which  had  been  called  to  support  the 
Motion,  where  an  amendment  was  oarried 
against  it.  He  (Mr.  Blake)  oontended 
that  the  dav  of  rest  was  a  precious  boon 
to  man,  and  that  it  ought  to  be  carefully 
guarded.  There  could  be  no  doubt  the 
overwhelming  majority  of  Petitions  fire- 
sented  to  the  House  had  been  against 
the  Besolution.  He  would  give  his 
vote  most  conscientiously  against  it 

Question  put,  '^  That  the  words  pro- 

S>sed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
uestion." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  229 ;  Noes 
87  :  Majority  142.— (Div.  List,  No.  161.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair.'' 

CTJRRENCY  LAWS. 

OBSEBVATIONS. 

Mb.  DELAHUNTY,  who  had  on  the 
Paper  a  Notice— 

**  To  move  for  a  Select  Committee  to  ixMinin 
and  report  aa  to  the  beet  eyitem  of  Carnoey 
Laws  oaloulated  to  seoure  a  safe  and  omlofm 
money  droulation  throughout  Qreat  Britain  and 

Ireland," 

which  he  was  prevented  by  the  Rules  of 
the  House  ^m  bringing  forward,  said, 
it  was  undoubtedly  a  scandal  and  a 
shame  that  a  different  ^stem  of  money 
laws  should  exist  in  different  parta  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  he  was  in* 
duced  to  call  attention  to  the  matter  from 
a  conviction  that  the  laws  whioh  it  re- 
ferred to  required  revision.  There  werm 
two  kinds  of  money,  one  ''hard  monev," 
as  the  Americans  called  it,  the  other 
credit  or  paper  money.  Li  England 
there  was  a  mixed  currency,  and  hard 
money  circulated  along  with  paper,  be- 
cause in  England,  as  in  Franoe  and  Oer* 
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muj,  no  small  notes  were  allowed  to 
adit  In  Franoe  thej  had  no  notes  of 
Imb  than  lOOf. ;  but  the  Bank  was  al- 
knred  to  issue  notes  to  a  much  larger 
«itsnt  than  was  allowed  in  Ikigland. 
Ht  did  not  at  all  approve  the  restriction 
pbesd  upon  the  issue  of  notes  in  Eng- 
Isad,  beoatise  if,  von  had  a  metallic  basis, 
it  was  quite  sufficient  security  for  oon- 
Twtibilitj.  There  were  no  small  notes 
m  Ireland  up  to  1797,  when  the  Bank 
Bsifcrifltaon  Act  was  extended  to  Ireland, 
sad  DO  country  ever  advanced  more  in 
pfosperity  up  to  that  period.  If  anyone 
w«v6  to  take  up  the  description  of  Ireland 
pT«D  by  Arthur  Younflr,  and  compare  it 
with  his  deaoription  of  France,  he  would 
lad  that  Ireland  had  progressed  far 
mors  than  Franoe  in  tne  same  time. 
That  ciroumstance  he  (Mr.  Delahunty) 
ittributed  to  the  fact,  that  in  Ireland 
nehangea  were  free,  specie  being  al« 
lowed  to  flow  into  the  country  with  the 
sddition  of  large  notes.  When  cash 
psymanta  were  resumed  in  1822,  under 
the  Act  of  1819,  small  notes  were  not 
sboKshed,  and  the  consequence  was  that 
both  England  and  Irelana  suffered  to  an 
hnmimsa  extent  The  agricultmul  and 
BSouiaovunng  interests  were  strucx  down 
in  both  oountries ;  but  Ireland  being  the 
vsaker,  her  banks  flailed  soonest;  and 
m  1822,  owing  to  such  failures  and  the 
dsflcient  currency  circulation,  famine 
bfoke  out  and  numbers  perished  It  was 
then  that  the  necessity  for  an  ample 
corrency  was  seen.  In  1825,  when  the 
&udish  banks  failed,  Mr.  Huskisson 
dsdared  that  England  could  not  have 
oommeroe,  trade,  and  manufiictures 
vxthout  money,  and  she  could  not  have 
moaey  as  long  as  £1  notes  were  in 
oirculation.  It  was  held  that  ^old  could 
ody  circulate  with  the  repression  of  the 
£1  notes.  Oanning,  moreorer,  said  it 
was  impossible  to  haye  credit  money 
vithout  a  metallic  basis.  When  the 
cvrenoy  laws  of  England  and  Ireland 
were  tlie  same,  the  circulation  of  Ireland 
vas  equal  to  one-fourth  of  that  of  Eng- 
kad  and  Wales.  In  1825  the  Bank  of 
Ireland  had  double  the  circulation  it  had 
DOW,  orer  £6,000,000  in  notes,  the  entire 
cboolation  being  orer  £9,000,000,  or 
ftiDy  a  fourth  of  the  circulation  at  that 
time  of  England  and  Wales ;  whilst  at 
ptassot  the  circulation  of  Ireland  was  not 
more  than  one-twentieth  of  that  of  Eng- 
land.  In  illustration  of  his  argument,  he 
would  rafsr  to  the  case  of  Franoe,  which 
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had  been  able  to  pay  so  enormous  a  war 
indemnity  to  Germany,  and  would  ask 
whether  any  country  with  a  small-note 
currency  could  have  done  that  ?  Since 
the  late  war,  Qermanv  had  taken  a  lesson 
from  the  French,  and  was  getting  rid  to 
a  great  extent  of  its  small  notes,  intro- 
ducing coin  in  their  stead.  The  Ger- 
mans, he  belieyed,  would  see  the  policy 
of  'Agoing  the  whole  hog,*'  and  would 
adopt  the  system  which  existed  in  France 
and  in  England.  He  only  asked  for 
Ireland  that  which  England  now  enjoyed, 
and  would  be  satisfied  with  any  cur- 
rency that  could  be  devised  for  the  two 
oountries.  If  it  was  deemed  best  that 
Ireland  should  have  £l  notes,  let  Eng- 
land have  them  also.  But  he  did  not 
belieye  that  John  Bull  would  accept 
anything  of  the  kind.  They  had  only 
to  look  at  the  extreme  depreciation  of 
property,  and  especially  of  railway  pro- 
perty in  America,  and  the  widespread 
ruin  that  had  resulted  from  it,  as  the 
consequences  of  **  soft "  money,  a  result 
which  was  further  borne  out  by  the  ex- 
perience of  Ireland  in  1822,  when  the 
people  starved  in  the  midst  of  plenty, 
simply  because  there  was  no  money  m 
the  country,  and  therefore  no  means  of 
giving  them  employment.  If  all  the 
gold  money  in  the  world  was  doubled  to- 
morrow, the  circulation  in  Ireland  would 
not  be  6i.  better  of  it.  He  hoped  the 
Government  would  do  the  right  thing  for 
Ireland  in  this  matter.  The  late  Go- 
vernment had  behaved  abominably.  The 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was,  he 
believed,  a  man  who  had  given  some 
attention  to  financial  questions.  lie  told 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  from  this 
time  forward  he  should  often  hear  him 
(Mr.  Delahunty)  in  advocacy  of  the  pros- 
perity of  Ireland  and  of  England  also,  as 
long  as  the  two  countries  were  united. 
He  onlv  asked  for  Ireland  the  same  law 
as  England  enjoyed.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  wish  to  g^ant  that 
equality  in  respect  to  the  currency,  let 
him  give  Ireland  Home  Kule,  and  leave 
the  question  to  the  decision  of  the  Irish 

Eeopie.  Mr.  O'Connell  would  certainly 
ave  taken  up  the  currency  question, 
when  it  was  debated  in  1826,  had  he 
not  been  prevented  from  doing  so  by 
the  excitement  arising  fk*om  the  Catholic 
Emancipation  agitation ;  the  opinion  of 
that  great  man,  at  all  events,  was  known 
to  be  stronffly  in  favour  of  gold.  The 
views  which  ne(Mr.  Delahunty)  expressed 

8  D 


1539 


Currency  Law, 


{COMMONS] 


Obs0rvaiumi. 


1640 


had  been  held  by  all  great  authorities 
that  he  was  aware  of,  including  Adam 
Smith,  J.  E.  M'Oullagh,  and  John 
Stuart  Mill.  Dr.  Thomas  Cooper,  Pre- 
sidont  of  the  South  Carolina  College, 
for  instance,  held  that  *i  no  notes  ought 
to  be  circulated  that  were  not  for  a 
greater  sum  them  the  highest  denomina- 
tion of  coin,''  the  reason  being  that 
when  there  were  notes  and  coin  of  the 
same  value  side  by  side,  the  bankers 
found  it  to  their  interest  to  force  the 
former  into  circulation.  He  contended 
that  Ireland  had  been  prejudiced  and 
sacrificed  by  the  financial  policy  imposed 
upon  her  by  Dublin  Castle  legisLation 
since  1825,  when  the  exports  of  Irish 
manufactures  to  England  exceeded  the 
exports  of  Eneland  to  Ireland.  Since 
then  the  popiuation  and  the  manufac- 
tures of  LnBland  had  declined,  and 
there  was  no  hope  of  improvement 
except  in  the  change  he  had  indi- 
cated. It  was  the  circumstance  of 
having  plenty  of  specie  and  plenty 
of  paper  money  secured  upon  the  gold 
that  had  made  England,  France,  and 
Germany  what  they  were  in  regard 
to  financial  position.  That  was  what 
other  countries  were  tr3ring  to  achieve ; 
but  they  could  not  achieve  it  so  long  as 
they  did  not  follow  the  example  of  Eng- 
land, France,  and  Germany,  and  aboliui 
£1  notes.  What  he  asked  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  a  verdict  which  should 
either  establish  a  uniform  currency  for 
the  Three  Kingdoms,  or  do  away  with 

all  notes  imder  £2.  

The  CHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QU£E  said,  no  one  could  deny  the  im- 
portance of  the  subject  and  the  care 
bestowed  upon  it  by  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  Delahunty),  whose  views 
deserved  ccureful  consideration,  although 
they  might  not  be  able  to  accept  them. 
Our  present  system  of  circulation,  though 
variable,  might  be  fairly  described  as  a 
safe  one.  It  might  adxnit  of  some  im- 
provements, and  unquestionably  it  was 
not  uniform.  He  entirely  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  in  sayine  that  it  would 
be  a  convenience  if  we  could  see  our  way 
to  introduce  a  uniform  money  circula- 
tion ;  but  when  we  had  got  so  far,  we 
should  find  ourselves  in  a  difficulty 
which  the  hon.  Member  hardly  seemea 
to  have  given  sufficient  attention  to. 
He  had  proposed,  as  the  first  step  of  a 
uniform  circulation,  to  abolish  small 
notes.    In  doing  that,  however,  the  hon. 

Mr,  Delahunty 


Member  would  have  to  vie  with  Sootlaad, 
and  there  would  be  found  veryoonnder- 
able  difficulty  in  setting  the  Seotck  to 
agree  to  the  remetfy  thus  propoaed^  Asd 
although,  doubtless,  the  hon.  Member 
was  well  qualified  to  speak  on  the  sob- 
ject,  he  (the  Chanoellor  of  the  'Eauh^ 
quer)  was  not  quite  sure  it  wonld  be 
found  that  the  hon.  Member  represented 
the  opinion  of  the  whole  of  Lreland  in 
suggesting  that  the  small  notes  which 
now   circulated  there  should  be  done 
away  with.    A  ffood  deal  of  ourions  evi- 
dence on  the  subject  was  taken  by  the 
Committee  on  Sootoh  Banks  two  yesn 
ago.      He  agreed,  of  course,  with  the 
hon.  Member  in  the  general  pxincqde 
that  a  circulation  ought  to  be  aeonre  in 
having  a  metallic  Imisis,  and  a  pR^Mr 
law  as  to  the  convertibility  of  notes ; 
but  the  hon.  Member  said  it  was  an  in- 
convenience to  have  so.muoh  small  papsr 
money  in  circulation,  because  we  had 
less  gold  currency  in  oonseqnenos,  and 
there  might  be  occasions  when  the  pos- 
session of  a  larffe  stock  of  gold  would 
be  convenient    No  doubt,  but  to  keep 
up  a  purely  or  a  mainly  metalHc  cinnala- 
tion  was  an  expensive  arrangemeoi ;  and 
a  certain  amount  of  paper  oircalation 
was  a  convenience  and  an  economy,  if 
you  did  not  push  it  farther  than  was  re- 
quired, and  if  it  represented  and  oar* 
responded  with  the  internal  wants  of 
the  country.      In  the  case  of  Irelsad 
there  was  evidence  that  such  paper  cir- 
culation did  not  unfairly  represent  and 
correspond  with    such  wants.      Going 
back  30  years  and  more,  in  spite  ci  ^ 
change  in    the  population  of  Ixeknd 
since  1841,  there  was  some  oorioas  eri* 
dence  of  the  fluctuation  in  the   totel 
amount  of  notes  issued  yearly  by  the 
Irish  banks.    The  circulation  haa  con- 
tinued to  be  subject  to  nearly  the  sent 
fluctuation  as  between  one  month  of  the 
year  and  another    during  the  last  30 
years;    it  was  lowest  in  August  and 
September;  it  expanded  in  Deoember; 
it  diminished  again  in  June  and  Jofy ; 
the  fluctuations,  indeed,    corresponded 
much  with  the  theory  of  Sootdi  and 
Engb'ah  provincial  circulation ;  and  from 
these  facts  was  drawn  the  oonolwson 
that  the  issue  of  provincial  notes  in  Ire- 
land depended  much  upon  the  intenial 
trade  of  the  country,  and  that  it  was 
fairly  proportional  to  suoh  tnde.     If 
paper  money  was  fairly  proportioned  to 
these  internal  demands,  there  was  no 
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irnkt  ft  mm  almott  if  not  qnite  as  cob- 
wiiflit  a»  ^pold ;  H  had  tome  achrantagM 
mA  mnnm  diaadnmtagea ;  but,  upon  the 
vWa  w»diotild  gnu  Toy  little  bj  doing 
wmj  wilh  it.  'Sal  when  thiej  came  to 
iheestimal  demandi  of  a  country,  ai 
had  been  irfeit ed  to  hf  the  hon«  Membev 
viik  xaepaot  to  France,  no  doubt  it  wae 
Msmiisnt,  in  case  of  a  audden  demand 
ioa  aaj  oanae,  to*  haire  a  large  amount 
ol  grid  srailable,  and  it  was  the  great 
itonglh  el  tfua  oonntrj ;  but  if  we  were 
lapaoHda  the  aUxdr  of  gold  that  would 
W  jeuttiied  to  meet  email  netee^  that 
■eeM  00  m  flnanoial  knnny  that  would 
hHre  to  be  oaid  for*  The  hon.  Member 
kad  refbnedr  to  tfie  diatveM  and  inoon* 
wiesoo  eaueed  by  the  return  to  oaah 
paymeote  both  in  WngTand  and  Ireland 
la  1033.  But  althoi^  he  (the  Ohaa- 
••Bor  of  the  Ezcheouer)  did  not  doubt 
thai  mnoh  of  tiie  OMtieai  whioh  there 
*ae  in  1889  arose  from  the  return  to 
uajiueuts,  he  must  remind  the 
IMnber  that  that  was  a  step  in 
the  direction  of  the  substitution  of  a 
ststallic  tot  a  paper  onrrencT.  The  hon. 
Membevhad  asked  why,  m  1823,  the 
Ueeesament  did  not  come  to  the  aid  of 
Isekad,  aa  Haskisson  came  to  the  aid 
of  Boigiand  in  1826.  The  way  in  which 
HosirilBson  oame  to  the  aid  of  the  Bank 
ol  gngjand  waa  not  in  suspending  the 
of  £l  notee,  but  in. promotinff  that 
fbr  a  time.  What  ne  would  im- 
npon  the  hon.  Member  was  that 
the  otroolation  of  a  country  regulated 
ilasU^  and  that  it  was  impossible  to  say 
tbey  eonld  bring  prosperi^  into  a  coun- 
tiy  by  dealing  one  way  or  another  with 
ii»  eirenlation,  and  eraecially  by  with*- 
drawing  oompuleorT  from  it  a  conve- 
Basnt  and  eoonomical  mode  of  exchange. 
Ihahon*  Member  had  referred  to  France, 
sad  had  said  that  there  was  a  greater 
soKntnt  ot  moa^,  oinmlating  in  France 
than  in  England.  It  did  not,  howeyer, 
Mlow  that  a  country  was  the  richer,  be- 
oaoee  of  using  a  lai^r  amount  of  coin 
•a  a  eirenlating  medium.  It  might  be 
that  by  improved  means  of  credit,  such 
•elheOleanng  Uousesystem  and  others, 
a  eeunliy  might  be  enabled  to  dispense 
wilh  the  use  of  a  laige  amount  of  capi* 
tal  as  a  ciwrnlating  medium  and  to  anply 
it  ia  some  other  wmt,  and  this  would  be 
w  mnoh  gain.  While,  howerer,  ad- 
Ktttiag  tba  impostance  of  the  queatiDn, 
sad  the  undoubted  right  of  the  hon. 
Ueollemaa  to  speak  upon  it,  he  could 


not  think  that  he  should  be  consulting 
the  ibelinM  of  the  House  if  he  were  to 
enter  fdrtner  into  the  interesting  argu- 
ment which  the  hon.  Member  had  pre- 
sented on  the  occasion.  The  discussion 
for  the  present  could  have  no  practical 
issue,  for,  although  it  was  well  for  the 
hon.  Member  to  have  called  attention  to 
the  subject,  it  was  not  possible  to  have 
a  Select  Committee  upon  it  in  conse- 
quence of  the  manner  in  whioh  hon. 
Members  were  occupied  at  this  period 
of  the  Session.  Moreover,  it  was  the 
less  necessary  to  have  one  in  conse- 
quence of  the  large  amount  of  evidence 
on  the  subject  which  was  taken  by  a 
Oommittee  whioh  sat  only  two  years  ago. 

THE  HIGU  COURT  OF  JUSTICE- 
DESPATCH  OF  BUSINESS. 

OBSBnVATIONS. 

8m  BARDLET  WILMOT,  in  rising 
to  suggest  —  the  Forms  of  the  House 
preventing  his  moving— 

*  *  That,  in  order  to  lighten  the  load  of  bnnnoM 
which  now  weighs  hoavily  on  the  Hi^h  Court  of 
Justice,  and  also  with  a  view  to  public  conveni- 
Mice,  it  is  expedient  to  provide  more  facilities 
than  at  present  exist  for  the  tnal  of  civil  actions 
in  ths  great  provincial  centres  of  England  and 
Wales/' 

said,  that  the  matter  was  important,  and 
that,  as  things  were,  it  was  impossible 
for  tiie  Oourts  to  discharge  their  duties. 
From  statistics  which  had  been  placed 
before  him,  it  appeared  that  there  had 
been  a  large  increase  in  the  number  of 
actions  in  the  High  Court  of  Justice 
since  the  passing  of  the  Judicature  Acts, 
1873  and  1876,  and  that  there  were  now 
2,739  actions  on  the  papers  waiting  to  bo 
disposed  of  before  tne  Long  Vacation, 
but,  without  greater  facilities  being  pro- 
vided, it  would  be  quite  impossible  that 
that  ooidd  be  done,  or  that  thej  could  be 
disposed  of  in  a  reasonable  period  of 
time  after  the  Long  Vacation.  This  in- 
volved suitors  in  much  additional  ex- 
pense, and  he  would  urge  that  addi- 
tional facilities  should  be  provided.  He 
would  call  attention  to  a  case  whioh  was 
set  down  for  trial  at  Manchester  on  the 
10th  of  last  March.  The  trial  could  not 
be  concluded  in  a  day,  and  the  Judge 
was  obliged  to  go  to  Liverpool  to  open 
the  AMises  in  uiat  town.  Ten  of  the 
jurors  volunteered  to  so  there,  but  when 
the  case  was  called,  omj  nine  appeared, 
and  oounsel  declined  to  go  on,  and  it 
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had  to  be  postponed.  That  was  an  in- 
stance in  which  great  expense  and  delay 
were  incurred,  and  it  plainly  showed  that 
some  alteration  in  the  present  system  was 
absolutely  required.  Under  all  the  circum- 
stances he  hoped  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  would  see 
the  necessity  of  applying  some  remedy 
to  this  very  g^eat  evil.  Gfreat  complaints 
had  been  made,  and  much  dissatisfaction 
had  been  expressed  in  memorials  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  from  the  Liverpool  Li- 
corporated  Law  Society  and  the  Liverpool 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  there  was  a 
strong  feeling  on  the  matter  throughout 
the  country.  After  quoting  at  length  from 
these  memorials,  ihe  hon.  and  learned 
Baronet  went  on  to  g^ve  some  statistics 
showing  the  state  of  things  at  Manches- 
ter and  at  Liverpool.  At  the  last  Spring 
Assizes  in  Manchester  there  were  76 
causes  entered  for  trial,  89  of  them 
Common  Jury  cases  and  87  Special  Jury 
cases,  and  only  10  days  were  allowed 
for  their  trial.  Only  85  of  them  were 
tried,  the  remainder  beinff  referred, 
withdrawn,  or  otherwise  disposed  of. 
Parties  were  often  obliged  reluctantly  to 
consent  to  have  their  case  referred  to 
arbitration  on  account  simply  of  want  of 
time  to  try  it.  The  people  of  Liverpool 
and  Manchester  were  perfectly  justified 
in  asking  that  farther  facilities  should 
be  given  for  the  despatch  of  their  legal 
business.  The  recommendations  contained 
in  the  Beport  of  the  Judicature  Commis- 
sion of  1 872  had  been  only  partially  car- 
ried out,  but  no  attempt  was  made  to  carry 
out  that  portion  of  their  recommenda- 
tions which  stated  that  there  should  be 
four  sittings  in  Liverpool  and  Manches- 
ter each  year,  the  duration  of  which 
should  not  be  limited.  Under  the  pre- 
sent management  the  dead-lock  which 
now  existed  would  increase  considerably, 
and  he  would  extend  the  jurisdiction  of 
such  Courts  as  the  Passage  Court  at 
Liverpool  and  the  Salford  Uourt  of  Re- 
quests, and  also  enlarge  the  area  of 
those  Courts,  so  as  to  comprise  a  larger 
radius.  He  would  also  make  the  sit- 
tings for  the  despatch  of  civil  business 
in  the  great  provincial  centres  to  be  of 
longer  duration  than  the  limited  period 
now  given  by  the  Assizes  in  those  places, 
and  in  these  days  of  rapid  locomotion  it 
would  not  be  difficult  to  find  Judges  and 
counsel,  who,  by  holding  continuous  sit- 
tings, would  greatly  lessen  the  expense 
and  delay  in  the  administration  of  justice, 

Sir  Eardley  Wilmot 


now  80  reasonably  and  nniveraaUy  com- 
plained of.  This,  he  thought,  would  do 
away  with  a  considerable  amount  of 
the  present  inoonvenienoe.  With  regard 
to  the  business  in  London,  the  New 
Courts  would  not  be  ready  for  some 
time,  and  as  complaints  were  made 
that  the  Judges  oould-  not  find  suitable 
places  in  which  to  sit,  the  suffgettioD 
that  Serjeants'  Inn  might  be  utmsad  for 
this  purpose  deserved  attention*  Afisr 
adverting  to  the  reoommendationfl  made 
by  the  late  Lord  Brougham  and  by  Lord 
Selbomefor  improving  the  mode  of  cany- 
ing  on  the  civil  and  criminal  business  of 
the  country,  the  hon.  and  learned  Ba- 
ronet said  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  sad 
learned  Member  for  Marylebone  (Mr. 
Forsyth)  in  thinking  thait  the  cases  of 
burglary  and  forgexr  which  were  now 
tried  at  Assizes  should  be  tried  at  quar- 
ter sessions.  As  a  Eecorder  of  30  years' 
experience,  he  thought  that  if  this  wers 
done,  and  if  coining  and  Post  Office 
cases  were  also  trannerred  to  the  quar- 
ter sessions,  the  work  of  the  Judges  st 
Assizes  would  be  much  relieved.  This 
would  also  get  rid  of  the  injustice  of 
keeping  persons  who  might  be  innoosnt 
in  prison  for  so  long  a  period  as  oftoi  oc- 
curred now  between  committal  and  trial. 
The  time  had  now  come  when  the  matter 
must  be  dealt  with  ;  and  the  piesent 
Government,  which  was  really  powedbl 
enough,  ought  to  take  some  steps  to  re> 
medy  this  defect.  The  time  allowed  fat 
civil  causes  at  the  Assizes  was  quite  in- 
sufficient, and  not  unfirequently  caused  s 
scandal  in  the  administration  of  justios. 
It  was  the  interest  alike  of  the  Beadi 
and  the  Bar  to  put  an  end  to  the  prssoit 
unsatisfactory  state  of  thingis. 


Notice  taken,  that  40  Members 
not  present;    House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  HEBSCHELL  said,  it  was  s 
great  mistake  to  suppose  that  the  effset 
of  the  Judicature  Act  had  been  to  crests 
a  g^at  block  of  business  in  the  Lsy 
Courts.  He  was  prepared,  on  the  oon- 
trary,  confidently  to  assert  that  in  ^ 
greater  number  of  the  departments  of  ths 
Law,  the  state  of  things  was  now  fiu*  more 
satisfactory  than  it  had  been  at anyttms 
since  he  was  called  to  the  Bar.  Three 
or  four  years  ago,  if  in  any  trial  a  point  of 
law  was  reserved,  it  was  at  least  a  year  be- 
fore it  came  on  for  decision.    But  wbst 
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vii  tba  state  of  things  now  ?  There  was 
Bot  at  that  moment  a  single  case  waiting 
judgment  upon  points  reserved  in  the 
Oowt  of  Queen's  Bench.  It  was  just 
ths  same  in  all  other  classes  of  oases ; 
and  there  were  none  on  the  new  list  but 
ossss  that  been  set  down  since  the  Whit- 
mtide  Beoess.  Appeals  from  the  in- 
Ivior  Courts  usually  took  six  months, 
nd  perhaps  a  year  before  they  could  be 
bsaid.  But  what  was  the  case  now? 
There  was  not  a  single  case  of  appeal  of 
this  kind  down  for  argument  which  had 
lot  arisen  within  the  last  two  months. 
Again,  in  the  old  Court  of  Appeal,  after 
the  decision  of  the  first  Court,  months 
sad  months  might  elapse  before  a  man 
OQold  get  his  case  decided  in  the  Court 
of  Appeal,  and  two  or  three  years  before 
it  ooold  be  decided  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
Now,  howerer,  he  believed  there  would 
not  be  a  case  set  down  before  April  Ist 
■tending  for  argument  in  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  while  he  ventured  to  say  that  at 
the  termination  of  the  Session  there  would 
not  be  a  dozen  cases  in  the  House  of 
Lords  for  argument.  Still  the  list  of 
turn  standing  for  trial  by  jury  was 
longer  than  one  would  like  to.  see  it ; 
bot  the  evil  was,  he  had  no  hesitation 
ia  saving,  diminishing,  and  would  be 
still  rortner  diminished  when  some  fur- 
ther modifications  and  improvements, 
which  he  admitted  were  necessary,  had 
been  introduced  into  the  system.  In 
short,  he  felt  convinced  the  system  would 
woric  if  it  only  got  a  fair  trial,  instead  of 
the  whole  thing  being  thrown  every  year 
into  a  state  of  ooni\ision.  With  respect 
to  the  Provinces,  and  especially  the  cases 
of  Manchester  and  Liverpool,  he  had  no 
wish  to  conceal  that  the  state  of  things 
was  by  no  means  satisfactory.  At  the 
■une  time  he  thought  it  right  to  sav 
that  there  was  a  oulss  of  cases  which 
were  entirely  unfit  to  be  tried  by  a  jury, 
but  there  were  litigants  and  their  solid- 
ton  who  would  insist  on  those  cases 
biinff  entered  for  trial.  Some  of  the  cases 
alhictod  to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Ba- 
lonet  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  were  of 
that  deecription,  and  ought  to  have  been 
rsferred.  In  the  beginning  of  the  last 
sittings  there  were  900  cases  for  trial  by 
jvy  in  Middlesex,  whilst  at  the  begin- 
niag  of  the  present  sittings  there  were 
bat  800  oases,  showing  tli^t  some  pro- 
gress had  been  made.  Admitting  to 
some  extent  the  existence  of  the  evil 
oomplained  of,  what  was  the  remedy? 


One  remedy  was  to  give  a  much  longer 
time  to  the  Assizes.  But  that,  no  doubt, 
would  bring  attendant  evils.  He  thought 
if  the  present  system  were  fairly  tned 
with  a  few  modifications — such  as  a  few 
more  Judges  sitting  at  Nm  Prius,  and 
arrangements  to  this  efifect  were  being 
made— there  would  be  comparatively 
little  complaint  in  London.  It  was  a 
mistake  to  treat  great  towns  like  Man- 
chester and  Liverpool,  where  there  were 
so  many  causes  to  be  tried,  just  as  they 
treated  any  small  town  where  the  causes 
were  few.  But  what  appeared  to  him 
an  adequate  and  easy  remedy  would  bo 
to  send  three  instead  of  two  Assize 
Judges.  One  Judge  should  take  the 
criminal  work,  and  attend  to  it  himself. 
A  second  Judge  should  take  the  Common 
Jury  cases,  and  the  third  Judge  the 
Special  Jury  cases.  Parties  might  then 
at  once  arrange  their  business,  and  in- 
struct their  counsel,  and  there  would  be 
no  clashing  of  cases.  There  was  a  good 
deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  more  frequent 
Assizes.  There  were  at  present  three 
Assizes  at  Liverpool ;  but  they  had  there 
a  Court  practically  of  unlimited  jurisdic- 
tion which  sat  four  times  a-year,  where 
the  Judge  was  a  lawyer  and  a  gentleman 
of  ability,  and  whore  pressing  matters 
might  be  heard.  Many  advocated  a 
fourth  Assize,  and  the  subject  well  de- 
served consideration.  It  was  said  re- 
forms were  objected  to  because  they 
were  against  the  interests  of  the  Bar ; 
but,  in  his  opinion,  the  interests  of  the 
Bar,  properly  understood,  were  the  in- 
terests of  the  country,  and  for  himself 
he  must  sav  he  would  not  object  to  any 
reform  witn  reference  to  the  interests  of 
the  Bar,  except  so  far  as  the  interests  of 
the  Bar  and  the  suitors  were  identical. 
He  believed,  however,  that  it  was  not  in 
the  interest  of  the  public  that  they  should 
localize  the  administration  of  justice  too 
much ;  and  they  must  be  careful  not  so 
to  alter  the  existing  system  as  to  incur 
the  danger  of  producing  that  result. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYim  said,  the 
question  raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Baronet  (Sir  Eardloy  Wilmot)  was  one 
of  great  importance.  Trial  by  jury 
was  one  of  the  most  valuable  institutions 
of  the  country.  Its  principle  was  that 
questions  of  fact  were  to  be  determined 
on  the  belief  of  1 2  men ;  but  he  must 
say  that  the  principle  of  reference  which 
had  long  existed  in  this  countrv  was  a 
scandal  to  the  administration  of  justice  \ 
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and  ought  to  be  abolished.  What  was 
that  system?  A  party  gave  a  special 
retainer  to  his  counsel ;  he  got  his  wit- 
nesses together,  who  attended  him  at 
great  expense  to  the  Assize  town ;  but 
after  all  the  case  was  not  tried  because 
it  was  not  convenient  for  the  Judge  to 
hear  it,  because  he  had  to  proceed  to 
the  next  Assize  town,  or  for  some  other 
reason.  If  the  case  was  one  that  should 
be  referred,  there  should  be  some  pro- 
cess by  which  that  should  be  known 
before  the  parties  had  incurred  all  tiiie 
expense  and  trouble  of  bringing  their 
counsel  with  special  fees  and  witnesses 
to  trial.  After  all,  the  case  was  referred, 
not  to  one  of  the  Judges  of  the  land,  but 
to  a  barrister,  perhaps,  without  much 
experience,  who  heara  it  day  after  day 
in  London  at  an  enormous  expense.  A 
system  like  that  was  an  abuse  and  a 
scandal  to  the  administration  of  justice, 
and  it  would  be  better  if  those  cases  were 
placed  before  men  of  experience  and  of 
ability,  but  those  were  the  yery  men  who 
had  been  retained  in  cases,  and  there- 
fore were  unable  to  sit  either  as  Judges 
or  arbitrators.  A  great  difficulty  had 
arisen  from  the  Judicature  Act.  Plead- 
ing had  been  thrown  aside ;  questions  of 
fact  and  law  were  so  mixed  that  the 
Judge  had  to  pick  out  the  issue.  That 
was  a  great  evil,  and  he  did  not  know 
where  it  would  end.  It  would  not  be 
worked  out  in  our  time,  but  it  showed 
that  some  system  lay  ahead.  The  system 
of  administration  of  justice  at  the  Assizes 
must  be  changed.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
the  time  was  approaching  when  there  must 
be  a  system  of  local  Oourts  in  the  great 
centres  of  industry  and  manufactures, 
such  as  Lavorpool  and  Manchester,  and 
that  more  time  must  be  giyen,  in  the 
shape  of  local  Assizes,  to  decide  the  ques- 
tions which  arose  in  those  centres. 

Mn.  EATHBONE  said,  that  the  im- 
proyoments  effected  in  the  (Courts  in 
London  had  not  extended  to  Lancashire 
in  any  degree,  because  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Judicature  Commission  had 
not  been  carried  into  effect.  That  Com- 
mission recommended  that  there  should 
be  at  least  four  Commissions  of  Assize 
in  Lancashire,  and  the  present  Lord 
Chancellor  refused  to  sign  the  Eeport, 
because  ho  did  not  consider  that  it  pro- 
vided sufficiently  for  the  immense 
amount  of  work  to  be  done.  The  way  in 
which  cases  had  been  referred  after  all 
the  expense  to  which  suitors  had  gone  I 
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was  a  downrig^  soandal,  and  tike  n\ 
ber  of  refemuoes  had  otrtainlj  mot  di- 
minished. On  tke  ooAtrary,  it  IumI  ia- 
oreased.  The  public  in  Laacashir*  f«lt 
this  vfstem  to  be  a  real  griayaaoa,  and 
they  hoped  the  Goyenuneiit  woold  tak* 
some  measures  to  abate  the  iwia^m^t 

Mb.  WHEELHOUSE,  as  v  ^ 
ing  the  largest  commaroial  diatnot 
Lancashire,  desired  to  endone  what  bad 
been  said  on  this  subject  by  the  htm. 
Gentleman   opposite    (Mr.    Bathbona). 
Yorkshire  had  not  felt  the  benefit  of  tke 
improvements  effected  by  the  Jodioatvre 
Act  any  more  than  Lancashire,  and  no- 
thing that  he  knew  had  caused  greater 
dissatisfaction  than  the  state  of  thinn 
now  almost   chronic,  which   prevaibd 
over  the  North  of  En^and.  Tboae  who 
came  before  Commissioners,  aa  dsidn- 
guished  from  Judges,  were  not  aatidiad, 
and  could  not  be  expeoted  to  be  aatb- 
fied,  with  what  was  done.    It  was  use- 
less to  expect  that  they  could  aotaaUy 
carry  out  the  Judicature  of  tha  Hign 
Court  of  this  country,  unless  ih&j  had 
more  Judge  power.    If  anyona,  bow- 
ever  eminent,  not  appointed  a  Jiid|;e, 
were  nominated  to  act,  some  one  wo«ld 
be    dissatisfied.      That    diiwatlrfaotion 
would   be   expressed,  either  with    the 
judgment,   with  the   summing  up,  or 
something    else,  and   the   ease  woaU 
almost  certainly  appear  in  the  HfP^ 
list  in  London,  where  it  was  vary  oiffi- 
cult  to  prognostioate  at  what  time  it 
would  be  nefml.  That  was  a  stateof  things 
which,  in  the  interests  of  justice  and  of 
the  reputation  of  the  Bench,  ought  not, 
in  his  opinion,  to  be  allowed  to  ^dat  any 
longer.    He  would  support  any  reaaoa- 
able  proposition  that  wwdd  affwd  DmOi- 
ties  to  the  suitors. 

Ma.  MOBGhAN  LLOYD  said,  the 
effect  of  the  proposal  of  the  bon.  and 
learned  Baronet  the  Member  for  Soath 
Warwiekshire  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmoc:, 
to  increasethe  jurisdietionof  the  County 
Courts,  of  the  Keoorder's  Courts  and  tha 
quarter  sessions,  and  to  establish  a  local 
Court  for  Liverpool  and  Mancbestsr 
would  be  to  undermine  the  exiatiBg 
Circuit  system,  and  gradually  to  gat  rid 
of  it  altogether.  The  suggestion  as  to 
Liverpool  and  Manohester  would  involva 
the  appointment  of  an  extsa  Jud^  and 
for  his  own  part  he  protested  against  an 
increase  of  Judges  lor  the  sake  of  Lan* 
cashire  at  the  expense  of  other  parte  of 
the  country.    FitiGtioally,  the  proposal 
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mine  bis  case  with  great  discrimination. 
Oonsidering  the  short  time  these  tribu- 
nals had  been  in  existence,  that  result 
ought  to  be  very  satisfactory  to  the 
public.  There  might  be  some  complaints 
yet  that  had  a  good  foimdation,  but  such 
complaints  must  inevitably  arise  when  a 
new  system  was  commenced.  A  c'ood 
deal  of  inconyenience  had  arisen  from 
the  existing  defective  accommodation  in 
the  Courts,  but,  notwithstanding  such 
drawbacks,  considerable  progress  had 
been  made  in  the  different  Courts ;  and 
there  was  reason  for  anticipating  that 
when  the  changes  which  had  been 
effected  had  had  some  further  trial,  the 
difficulties  that  had  to  be  encountered 
would  be  dealt  with  as  satisfactorily  as 
cases  had  been  dealt  with  in  our  Courts 
of  Appeal.  The  principal  difficulties 
were  experienced  in  regard  to  the  Chan- 
cery causes  and  the  trials  at  Nisi  Frius, 
It  might  be  that  we  should  have  to  con- 
sider whether  it  was  not  necessary  that 
an  addition  should  be  made  to  our  judi- 
cial Staff.  If  it  should  bo  necessary  to 
appeal  to  the  House,  he  was  sure  that, 
supported  by  public  opinion  in  its  deter- 
mination, it  would  not  grudge  an  addi- 
tion to  our  judicial  Staff.  It  would  be  a 
poor  and  weak  economy  in  this  groat 
commercial  country  if  there  should  not 
be  found  for  suitors  a  sufficient  judicial 
Staff  to  try  oases.  But  much  would  de- 
pend on  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. Some  economy  might  be  effected 
in  our  judicial  arrangements.  The  four 
gentlemen  who  had  been  appointed  Gill- 
cial  Keferees  cost  the  country  £6,800 
a-year.  It  appeared  from  a  Keturn  iu 
the  Library  tnat  in  12  months  thev  had 
tried  45  cases  between  them,  and  that 
one  gentleman — to  whom  he  did  not 
wish  to  refer,  for  ho  was  not  going  back 
to  the  question  which  was  discussed  last 
year  as  to  the  appointment  of  Official 
Keferees — during  365  days  had  devotod 
himself  to  the  purposes  of  his  office  for 
80  hours.  Allowing  six  hours  for  each 
day  ho  sat  for  tliat  purpose,  that  would 
make  13  days.  The  system  of  Official 
Heferees  was  originally  instituted  in 
order  that  persons  who  had  snocial  know- 
ledge— such  as  chemists  ana  persons  of 
that  description — might  sit  as  assessors 
and  hear  certain  cases.  That  system  had 
been  tried  for  12  months.  The  public 
did  not  choose  to  go  before  these  as- 
»i»8flors.  They  did  not  go  before  th(»m 
unless  they  were  cumpollud  by  a  Judge, 


to  do  away  gmdnally  with  the  Oir- 
onto,  and  to  establish  local  Courts  on 
Ike  Frsnoh  system — a  change  for  which 
ks  eoald  perceive  no  solid  reason.  He 
tkmght  the  Business  of  the  country 
■igfat  be  done  without  any  material 
iltmtion  of  the  Circuit  system.  The 
diffieolties  might,  to  a  great  extent,  be 
ofvreome  by  an  increase  of  the  existing 
jvdieial  force;  but  he  thought  that 
mnething  might  be  gained  ^so  by  a 
btlter  arrangement  of  the  Circuits  and 
by  groaping  together  some  of  the  smaller 
oovntiaa  for  Assize  purposes.  Provision 
should  al«o  be  made  for  the  trial  of 
flMea  in  the  district  within  which  the 
eanae  of  action  arose,  so  that  it  might 
oot  be  left  to  chance  whether  an  action 
rfkonld  be  tried  in  one  part  of  the  coun- 
try or  in  another.  The  principle  of  local 
TBiraea  should  be  adopted,  and  the  place 
of  trial  should  not  be  changed  except  for 
good  oaose.  Such  provisions  would  tend 
to  spread  the  business  over  the  whole 
ttmnttjf  and  prevent  the  accumulation 
of  bnmness  in  London  which  had  been 
found  so  detrimental  to  the  suitors. 

Sim  HENBY  JAMES  felt  sure  that 
it  was  very  profitable  to  consider  how 
far  the  whole  system  had  been  affected 
by  reoent  changes.  He  was  very  hope- 
fbl  as  to  their  utility.  No  doubt,  the 
fbci  that  they  were  reforms  which  at  the 
oataet  cast  new  burdens  and  new  duties 
vpon  the  Judges  had  caused  some  little 
id&adtj,  but  a  great  step  had  been 
taken ;  and  the  reforms  had  been  ac- 
eepted  by  the  Judges  with  a  complete 
Mire  of  giving  effect  to  the  intentions 
of  the  Legislature.  Very  great  results 
had  alrea4^  been  obtained,  and  the  Ap- 
Mllato  system  of  the  House  of  Lords 
nad  worked  most  beneficially.  Formerly 
a  d^y  of  two  or  three  years  before 
oaaas  could  be  heard  was  not  uncommon, 
bat  that  disadvantage  had  been  removed, 
■ad  the  interval  of  delay  before  the  ap- 
peal was  now  not  more  than  a  few 
weeks.  The  system,  he  thought,  was 
very  satisfactory.  Although  these  ap- 
peals had  increased  in  number  and  im- 
portance, there  was  a  satisfactory  account 
<d  them,  and  the  final  Court  of  Appeal, 
the  House  of  Lords,  had  been  relieved 
tnm  much  of  the  burden  cast  upon  it. 
A  suitor  oonld  now  have  his  case  heard 
both  in  the  intermediate  Court  of  Appeal 
and  in  the  House  of  Lords  within  a  com- 
paratively short  period  of  time  before 
Jodges  who  were  AiUy  oapablo  to  dotor- 
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and  the  fact  was  the  Judges  sent  them  a 
little  work  to  do.  But  what  they  wanted 
was  more  Judges.  The  Prisons  Bill 
now  being  passed  through  Parliament 
would  show  that  they  required  more 
judicial  strength,  and  he  thought  some 
economy  might  be  found  in  the  direction 
of  the  £6,800  paid  to  these  Official  Eefe- 
rees,  who  between  them  had  tried  only 
45  cases  in  12  months.  That  sum  would 
pay  the  expenses  of  clerks  to  do  work 
m  Chambers  under  the  direction  of  a  Vice 
Chancellor,  and  would  also  pay  the  salary 
of  an  additional  Judge  to  try  cases  in 
Lancashire  and  other  commercial  centres. 
That  increase  in  the  judicial  Staff  would 
remedy  an  admitted  evil,  for  the  House 
had  recognized  the  justice  of  bring^g 
accused  persons  to  trial  as  speedily  as 
possible,  instead  of  detaining  them  in 
gaol  for  several  months  until  the  Judges 
went  on  Circuit.  Another  direction  in 
which  they  might  look  for  some  relief 
was  the  Privy  Council.  The  Admiralty 
appeals  had  been  taken  from  the  Priinr 
Council,  and  Ecclesiastical  matters  whion 
used  to  go  before  it  also  to  a  great  ex- 
tent now  went  to  the  Court  of  Arches ; 
and  it  being  proved  already  that  our 
Courts  of  Appeal  were  sufficient  to  meet 
the  demands  on  them,  he  trusted  that  as 
the  Members  of  the  Judicial  Committee 
passed  away,  the  Primary  Courts  would 
receive  such  additional  strength  as  they 
required,  and  that  before  long  our  judi- 
cial Staff  would  be  able  to  meet  all  the 
necessities  of  the  public. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  said, 
that  as  the  subject  had  been  so  tho- 
roughly discussed,  he  should  not  occupy 
the  time  of  the  House  at  any  great 
length.  He  could  not  agree  with  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Wexford 
(Sir  George  Bowyer)  in  his  ecstatic  ad- 
miration of  the  ancient  system  of  plead- 
ing, nor  in  his  sweeping  condemnation 
of  the  Judicature  Act.  Indeed,  he  had 
always  thought  that  the  old  system  of 
pleading  was  an  impediment  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice.  It  was  a  hiehly 
artificial  system,  no  doubt,  and  it  had 
some  excellent  charaoteristios,  but  it  cer- 
tainly did  not  secure  the  most  expeditious 
administration  of  justice.  With  regard 
to  the  Judicature  Act,  he  ag^ed  with 
those  hon.  Members  who  thought  that 
very  great  good  had  been  effected  by  it. 
It  had  rendered  our  system  of  pleading 
more  symmetrical,  more  harmomous,  ana 
more  reasonable;  and  if  no  advantage 
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had  been  seoured  by  the  Judioatuxe  Act 
beyond  the  great  improvement  it  had 
introduced  into  our  Appellate  system,  it 
would  have  done  excellent  aervioe.    Bat 
he  believed  that  other  important  advan- 
tages had  been  secured  by  that  Aot — 
advantages  which  would  be  seen  before 
long  when  the  Act  had  had  more  time 
to  work.     He  quite  concurred  with  his 
hon.  and  leamea  Friend  the  Member  for 
Taunton   (Sir  Henry  James)  that  the 
Judges  had  earnestly  and  honestly  en- 
deavoured to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
that  Act.     It  was  very  dimoult  all  at 
once  to  get  into  workmK  order  an  en- 
tirely new  83rBtem  or  rule.    As  to  the 
load  of  businees  which,  as  the  hon.  and 
learned   Baronet     who    had     brooffht 
forward   that   question     (Sir    £aru^ 
Wilmot)    stated,    burdened    the   High 
Court  of  Justice,  no  doubt  it  was  veiy 
considerable ;  but  he  thought  there  had 
been  a  good  deal  of  exagg^eration  on  thr 
matter.     With  respect  to  the  block  of 
business  which   had   occurred   in  th« 
Nm  Priui  oases  and  in  the  Ghaoceiy 
Division,  the  figures  contained  in  Um 
Betums  on  the  subject  were  taken  at  the 
end  of  the  Beoess  and  when  the  Ooorts 
had  not  been  sitting  for  a  period ;  snd 
from  those  figures  he  did  not  think  thej 
could  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
number  of  cases  standing  for  deoision  m 
Banco  was  at  all  oonsiderable.     No  doabt 
the  number  standing  for  deoiaion  in  the 
Chancery  Division  was  very  oonsiderahlt. 
But  a  remedy  had  now  been  applied,  txul 
the  Government  had  in  the  course  of  the 
Session  agreed  to  the  appointment  of  so 
additional  Judge  (Mr.  Justice  Fry)  for 
the  disposal  of  those  oasee  in  Chanctfj. 
That  Jud^  was  a  Judge  of  the  pettstt 
ability;  his  appointment  had  given  the 
greatest  satiulaction  to  the  ^t>f68aon 
and  the  public,  and  by  his  aid  those 
arrears  would,  he  believed,  speedily  dis- 
appear.   The  experiment  had  been  made 
of  appointing  him  at  first  without  s 
Staff ;  but,  of  course,  if  it  became  essaa- 
tial  that  he  should  have  a  Staff,  he  moft 
have  one.     As  to  what  the  hon.  sod 
learned  Member  for  Taunton  had  ititi 
about  the  Official  Beferees,  no  doubt  the 
system  of  appointing  them  had  not  eo 
far  proved  successfU.    It  was  genertllf 
thought  when  the  Judicature  Aot  wse 
introQuoed  by  the  late  Government,  ^ 
there  ought  to  be  some  tribunal  befive 
whom,  u  necessary,  the  Judges  shooU 
be  able  to  send  various  points  arising  in 
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th*  ooane  of  actions,  which  embraced 
Bore  mimerouB  questions  than  they  for- 
mtattj  did.  That  system  seemed  to  be 
apprtrred,  and  Official  Befereee  were 
q»ointed ;  but  a  Return  which  had  been 
kia  on  the  Table  of  the  House  showed 
that  theee  gentlemen  had  not  been  oyer- 
Wrdened  with  work.  This,  however, 
vat  no  fault  of  the  Beferees  themselves, 
hot  resulted  from  the  fact  that  the 
nitort  did  not  care  to  have  their  cases 
d«eided  by  them.  At  the  time  when  it 
VIS  proposed  to  appoint  these  Beferees, 
oonnderable  objection  was  raised  to  the 
•eheme  in  the  House ;  and  it  was  after- 
vards  found  that  the  system  was  some- 
vhat  costly,  and  that  it  was  intended  to 
U  made  »elf-.unportinp,  and  the  fees 
v«re  somewhat  heavy  in  consequence, 
i&d  had  created  a  considerable  amount 
of  dissatisfaction.  The  Treasury,  how- 
star,  had  assented  to  lower  fees  being 
diaraed  for  the  services  of  the  Beferees, 
tsd  it  was  possible  that  they  might  in 
ftitore  meet  with  more  approval,  As  to 
Uia  block  of  legal  business  which  existed 
m  the  large  commercial  centres,  it  arose 
from  the  (May  which  necessarily  occurred 
in  the  disposal  of  Nisi  Prius  causes  in 
tka  London  Courts.  If  these  causes 
oonld  be  cleared  out  of  the  way,  it  was 
obvious  that  more  Judg^  would  be 
available  for  the  business  which  was  in 
trroar  in  the  country,  and  he  saw  no 
rtason  why  this  end  should  not  be  at- 
tuned bv  aUowing  Judges  to  try  such 
osQses  singly,  as  was  done  by  the  Vice 
Chancellors  in  the  Equity  Courts.  He 
slso  thought  time  would  be  saved,  to  the 
extent  of  one-half,  by  the  more  extensive 
tmplo3rment  of  shorthand  writers  in  Nisi 
Prim  eauaes,  instead  of  oompellinff  the 
Judgsa  to  take  their  own  notes  uowly 
■ad  laboriously  in  long-hand.  He  coula 
not  AgToe  witii  the  observation  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Mr.  Bathbone),  that  the  advan- 
tages of  the  Judicature  Act  had  not  made 
themselvea  apparent  in  Manchester  and 
Liverpool.  It  might  be  that  in  those 
places  the  trial  of  Ami  Prius  causes  was 
aot  facilitated ;  but  it  should  not  be  for- 
gotten that  points  of  law  were  decided 
mooh  quicker  than  formerly,  new  trials 
wore  more  speedily  obtained,  and  a  more 
srtisfaotory  and  speedy  appeal  was 
htooght  about.  What  were  the  reme- 
dies which  it  was  proposed  to  apply? 
Something  had  been  said  about  Oom- 
aiisaioners ;  but  suitors  expected  to  have 


their  causes  tried  by  the  Superior  Judges 
of  the  land,  and  they  had  a  ri^ht  to  have 
them  so  tried.  To  his  mind  it  was  very 
unsatisfactory  to  have  them  tried  by 
Commissioners.  A  suggestion  had  been 
referred  to,  that  while  the  civil  cases 
were  left  to  the  ordinary  Judges,  the 
criminal  cases  might  be  tried  by  Com- 
missioners ;  but  it  seemed  to  him  of  great 
importance  that  the  criminal  business 
should  be  dealt  with  by  the  regular 
Judges,  in  so  far  as  it  came  within  their 
jurisdiction,  and  that  there  would  be 
serious  distrust  felt  if  that  was  not  done. 
The  true  remedy  for  the  evil  which 
existed,  and  which  he  owned  was  of  con- 
siderable magnitude,  particularly  in 
Manchester  and  Liverpool,  and  perhaps 
other  large  places,  was  that  which  had 
been  pointed  to  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Memoer  for  Durham  (Mr. 
Herschell).  More  Judges  ought  to  go  to 
those  places — three,  perhaps,  instead  of 
two— and  if  that  was  done  he  believed 
it  would  be  a  complete  remedy  for  the 
evil  complained  of. 

Sib  HENBT  JACKSON  said,  he 
wished  to  add  his  testimony  to  the  satis- 
factory working  on  the  whole  of  the 
Judicature  Act.  No  doubt  in  working 
new  machinery  some  hitches  had  oc- 
curred, but  everybody,  Judjg^es,  counsel, 
and  solicitors,  were  becoming  more  at 
ease,  and  were  setting  to  their  new 
duties  with  a  determination  to  secure 
the  success  of  the  Act.  In  the  Chancery 
Division  he  could  say  of  his  own  know- 
ledge that  much  of  tne  delay  complained 
of  had  been  caused  by  the  novel  intro- 
duction of  Nisi  Prius  trials  into  that 
Court.  But  the  main  reason  for  these 
arrears  was  the  great  increase  of  liti- 
gation, and  the  probability  was  it  would 
continue  to  increase.  It  was  difficult  to 
see  how  this  could  be  met.  Just  in 
proportion  as  they  gave  greater  facilities 
for  hearing  and  settling  suits,  the  num- 
ber of  causes  would  increase.  In  the 
Chancery  Division  that  had  been  the 
case  already,  and  he  anticipated  a  con- 
tinuation of  that  pressure,  as  long  as  all 
cases  in  that  Division  had  to  be  heard 
in  London.  He  did  not  mean  that  liti- 
gation was  not  expensive.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  cost  was  too  high,  and,  in  his 
opinion,  the  evil  which  pressed  on 
suitors  was  not  so  much  that  of  delay 
as  that  of  expense.  To  the  Chancery  Divi- 
sion witnesses  were  now  brought  from 
aU  parts  of  the  Kingdom  for  the  purpose 
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of  vivd  voce  examination,  and  the  ex- 
pense of  keeping  them  in  London  was  a 
yery  serious  matter.  Sooner  or  later  it 
would  be  found,  he  believed)  that  the 
country  would  not  submit  to  it.  No 
doubt  in  the  other  Divisions  of  the 
Court  the  same  evil  was  more  or  less 
felt.  The  present  system  with  its  ela- 
borate machinery  and  its  hiffhly-finished 
accuracy,  with  its  refined  pleadings  and 
its  numerous  appeals,  had  approached 
to  a  logical  perfection,  and  to  those  who 
could  afford  to  resort  to  it  secured  a 
highly  satisfactory  result ;  but  it  oould 
not,  at  the  same  time,  be  denied  that  it 
pressed  very  hardly  on  those  who,  beine 
poor,  could  not  either  assert  or  defend 
their  rights  except  at  a  cost  out  of  all 
proportion  to  what  was  gained.  At  some 
time  or  other  a  remedy  must  be  found 
— either  by  an  extension,  as  suggested 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
South  Warwickshire  (Sir  Eardley  Wil- 
mot),  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  County 
Courts,  or  in  some  other  way — ^for  an 
evil  which  had  increased,  was  increasing, 
and  ought  to  be  diminished.  At  pre- 
sent, however,  public  opinion  was  not 
ripe  for  the  adoption  of  such  a  remedy. 


POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— DEFECTIVE 
POSTAL  ARRANGEMENTS. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Captain  NOLAN,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  what  he  considered  to  be 
the  faulty  arrangements  in  connection 
with  the  postal  service  in  certain  dis- 
tricts in  Ireland,  said,  that  in  that  coun- 
try many  of  the  routes  of  postal  commu- 
nication run  from  East  to  West  by  main 
roads  and  railways.  In  order  to  keep 
up  the  proper  work  of  communication 
there  were  cross-country  posts,  and  it 
was  respecting  the  inefficiency  of  these 
that  he  wished  to  complain.  He  knew 
of  cases  in  which  a  letter  to  go  four  or 
five  miles  had  to  make  a  circuit  of  50  or 
60  miles,  and  there  was  a  tract  of  agri- 
cultural ooimtry  57  miles  in  extent 
which  was  totally  unprovided  with 
postal  facilities.  He  hoped  these  repre- 
sentations would  elicit  a  reply  from  the 
noble  Lord  the  Postmaster  General. 

Captain  O'BEIENE,  from  his  own 
personal  experience,  supported  what  had 
been  said  as  to  the  inconvenience  result- 
ing from  the  defective  postal  arrange- 
ments.    In  one  instance  a  letter  from 
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Dublin  had  occupied  six  weeks  in  tra- 
velling a  distance  of  123  miles. 

Mr.  ISAAC  said,  he  oould  aosore  kon. 
Members  from  Ireland  that  oomolaiiits 
as  to  the  deficiency  of  postal  and 
telegraphic  commmuoation  were  not 
conmied  to  that  country  alone.  The 
postal  arrangements  in  Nottingham- 
shire were  extremely  xmsatLBfaotory, 
and  he  thought  it  was  necessary  that 
there  should  be  greater  expedition  in 
the  postal  and  telegraph  oommunioation 
throughout  the  oountnr. 

Me.  O'CONNOR  POWER  uiged 
upon  the  Gbvemment  the  absolute  ne- 
cessity of  improving  the  postal  and 
telegraphic  communication  in  the  West 
of  Ireland.  He  would  call  the  attention 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Postmaster 
Oeneral  to  a  suggestion  that  had  been 
made  that  those  places  where  telegraphk 
communication  was  deficient  should,  in 
the  first  instance,  provide  the  poles  and 
wires,  and  must  observe  that  such  a 
condition  would  be  a  great  hardship 
upon  the  inhabitants. 

Mb.  O'SULLiyAN  rave  instances  of 
the  unsatisfactory  postu  and  telegraj^c 
arrangements  in  different  parts  of 
the  county  Limerick,  and  expressed  a 
hope  that  a  general  inquiry  would  be 
instituted  with  regard  to  postal  commu- 
nication in  Ireland. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
must  remind  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Gal  way  (Captain  Nolan) 
that  on  two  or  three  occasions  he  bad 

Sme  fully  into  the  question  in  the 
ouse,  and  that  he  had  further  ex- 
pressed his  willingness  to  consider  the 
matter  with  him  outside  the  Houm. 
The  Notice  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  was  to  draw  attention  to  tbo 
faulty  postal  arrangements  ''in  certain 
parts  of  Ireland/'  and  how  oould  he  ex- 
pect an  offhand  answer  to  so  indefinite 
a  Notice?  When  a  detailed  acooont 
was  laid  before  him,  inquiries  would  be 
made,  and  a  remedy  applied,  to  remove 
the  want  of  a  proper  postal  oommunic*- 
tion.  [Captain  Nolait  said,  that  tbe 
complaint  had  reference  to  the  north  of 
Qalway.]  The  nroposal  made  bv  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  last  vear  was 
in  effect  that  one  mail  oar  would  be 
taken  off  and  another  put  on  a  difforent 
line,  but  that  proposal  had  been  carefUlj 
considered,  and  it  was  found  that  the 
proposed  change  would  not  benefit  the 
district,  while  it  would  involve  i 
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flOits  o¥Br  and  aboTO  the  d«ad  loas  to 
tbe  DepartBient  arisiiig  from  the  present 
•fimagwneiit.  The  postal  system  in 
Sootlaod  waa,  as  regarded  oross  posts, 
exactly  similar  to  that  in  Ireland,  and 
Tit  no  Sootoh  Member  complained  of  it. 
Howerer,  if  the  names  of  the  plaoes  re- 
iNTed  to  bv  the  hoa.  and  gallant  Mem- 
bsrfbr  GhJwaj  and  the  hon.  Member 
far  the  county  of  Limerick  were  sent  to 
)um,  he  should  be  glad  to  go  into  all 
the  complaints,  and,  if  possible,  to  pro- 
ride  a  remedy,  but  he  must  hare  ample 

time  for  consideration. 

Mm.  PABNELL  thought  if  a  litUe 
more  attention  were  given  by  the  Post- 
fliftsler  General  to  the  postal  arrange- 
msBta  in  the  West  and  South  of  Ireland, 
the  results  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
Berenue.  He  also  had  to  complain  of 
ths  present  sjrstem  of  making  appoint- 
asnts  to  local  post  offices  in  Ireland, 
the  patronage  oeing  practically  given 
to  the  Members  of  Parliament  repre- 
senting the  coun^  in  which  the  office 
WM  situate,  prorided  he  belonged  to  the 
Ptoty  which  was  in  power. 

Mk.  B.  power  sUted  it  was  his 
iatentioB  to  more  for  a  Select  Committee 
to  iaquire  into  the  whole  matter,  espe- 
osDr  after  what  they  had  heard  from 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  fbr  Lei- 
trim  (Captain  O'Beime)  that  a  letter 
took  six  weeks  to^travel  a  distance  of 
1S3  miles. 

Mm.  FBENCH  knew  that  a  letter 
posted  in  one  town  in  the  county  Bos- 
eommon  could  not  be  delivered  in  an- 
other town  five  miles  distant  before  the 
second  day.  He  hoped  the  Government 
vDold  grant  the  facilities  of  postal  com- 
mtmieation  asked  fbr. 

THE  QUEEN  t.-OASTRO— 

THE  EXPENSES  OF  THE  PEOSECUTION 

-PETITION  OF  JOHN  DE  MORGAN. 

OBSSRVATIOirS. 

Mm.  WHALLET  rose  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  Petition  of  John  De  Momn, 
praying  to  be  heard  at  the  Bar^  ox  the 
House ;  and  to  move  the  following  Be- 
•(dation : — 

"Hut  thsra  b«  laid  before  this  House,  a  Re- 
tarn  of  the  ezpe&ditare  in  relation  to  tho  Tich- 
Uicna  pruaecoUon,  ipeciiying  loparattily  the 
•u&f  paid  and  expended  on  account  theroof ,  as 
VIS  done  in  the  case  of  the  Welsh  fastinff  mrU 
ttd  ssfMcially  the  sums  paid  to  or  expenaod  in 
nspect  <d  fooh  persons  as  were  subpuuiaed  or  J 


retained  as  witnesses  on  the  part  of  the  prosecu- 
tion hut  were  not  called  upon  to  give  ovidonce 
on  the  trial,  with  their  names  and  addresses, 
and  the  sums  paid  to  or  expended  in  respect  of 
each  person." 

No  satisfactorjT  account  had  been  given 
of  the  expenditure  at  that  trial,  and  if 
thev  wished  to  calm  the  agitation  out- 
of-doors,  that  account  shotud  be  faith- 
fullv  rendered.  What  was  the  amount 
paid  for  witnesses  not  called?  Dr. 
Kenealy  did  not  call  some  of  them, 
because  he  believed  they  were  in  the  pay 
of  the  Qovemment.  There  were  mil- 
lions of  people  in  the  country  now  who 
believed  that  the  claimant  was  the  real 
Tichborne.  The  Petitions  which  had 
been  presented  to  the  House  showed 
the  Petitioners  believed  there  had  been 
gross  corruption  and  injustice  on  tho 
part  of  the  Judges  who  tried  the  case, 
and  he  was  prepared  to  the  best  of  his 
judgment  to  prove  that  there  was  amplo 
groimd  for  the  complaint.   ['*  Oh,  oh ! "] 

Mb.  A88HETON  OROSB  desired  to 
ask  Mr.  Speaker,  whether  the  hon. 
Member  was  in  Order  in  making  such 
observations,  the  Notice  on  the  Paper 
being  for  a  Return  of  expenses  ? 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  the  Ques- 
tion before  the  House  was  that  the  House 
diould  go  into  Committee  of  Supply,  a 
Question  on  which  great  latituae  was 
allowed,  but  the  hon.  Member  was  very 
severely  trenching  on  the  privileges  al- 
lowed to  Members,  and  taxing  the  pa- 
tience of  the  House.  Although  the  hon. 
Member  was  not,  strictly  speaking,  out 
of  Order,  yet  it  was  unbecoming  to  charge 
the  Judges  with  improper  conduct,  as 
he  had  done,  for  if  he  desired  to  chal- 
lenge their  conduct  his  proper  course 
was  to  move  an  Address  to  the  Crown 
for  their  removal. 

Mb.  WHALLET,  amid  great  inter- 
ruption, continued,  that  he  was  about' to 
accept  the  challenge  that  had  been  made 
to  him  to  test  the  feeling  of  a  public 
meeting  in  Birmingham  as  to  this  **  atro- 
cious conspiracy."  The  question  the 
Bouse  of  Commons  had  to  decide  was 
whether  the  Home  Secretary  should  or 
should  not  g^rant  those  Returns.  He 
wanted  to  laiow  how  the  money  had 
been  expended.  The  particulars  of  the 
expenditure  were  necessary,  because,  as 
he  imderstood,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
objected  to  receive  any  other  evidenco 
than  that  which  was  laid  before  the 
Court.    Hero  was  the  letter  of  one  of 
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the  jurymen  who  tried  the  case,  in  which 
he  stated  that  he  had  heen  deceived,  and 
that  he  as  well  as  others  desired  the  in- 
formation asked  for,  the  names  and  ad- 
dresses, and  where  they  could  he  found, 
of  the  witnesses  subpcenaed  on  the  part 
of  the  Crown  to  give  evidence  against 
the  defendant,  and  who  subsequently 
turned  their  backs  and  refused  to  do  so, 
stating  that  in  the  person  of  the  accused, 
represented  as  Orton,  they  recognized 
Tichborne.  These  persons  had  been 
sent  away.  If  he  could  not  prove  these 
facts,  then  he  should  give  up  his  case. 
That  case  he  rested  on  the  miscarriage 
of  justice.  Let  the  Government  g^ve  a 
statement  of  the  expenditure  in  that 
trial.  That  was  a  reasonable  request. 
The  conduct  of  the  Gh)vemment  and  of 
the  trial  was  indefensible.  The  poor 
man  was  even  prevented  by  the  Judges 
to  go  about  to  meetings,  and  to  obtain, 
by  a  statement  of  his  case,  to  get  even  a 
few  pounds  to  aid  him  in  his  (ufficulties. 
The  vast  amount  of  the  public  money 
expended  in  paying  adverse  witnesses 
was  to  be  decried  as  most  unjustly  mis- 
applied. He  would  ask  the  Government 
whether  they  were  doing  their  duty  in 
the  cause  of  order  in  exercising  tiieir 
mechanical  majority,  who  followed  them, 
without  regard  to  their  conscience? 
["Order,  order!"] 

Me.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  not  justified  in  saying  that 
hon.  Members  did  not  act  according  to 
their  conscience. 

Mr.  WHATJjEY  expressed  his  regret 
that  he  had  so  expressed  himself,  and 
read  a  letter  from  one  of  the  jurors  who 
conscientiously  declared  his  feeling  of 
regret  for  the  decision  he  had  come  to. 
He  also  called  attention  to  what  he 
alleged  as  facts — the  Gbvemment  hav- 
ing kept  Charles  Ortou;  the  alleged 
brother  of  the  Claimant,  two  years  at 
the  public  expense,  and  their  having 
failed  to  call  nim  on  the  trial.  What 
he  asked  was  that  the  Government 
should  give  an  account  of  the  money 
expended  in  the  trial. 

Sib  WILLIAM  FRASER  deeply  re- 
gretted that  the  hon.  Member  should 
have  taken  advantage  of  the  Privilege 
of  the  House  to  speak  in  tiie  way  he 
had  of  Her  Majesty's  Judges. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  hon. 
Member  had  made  a  long  speech  and 
imputed  corrupt  motives  to  those  who 
had  faithfully  discharged  their  duty. 

Mr.  WhalUy 


Mb.  WHALLEY  rose  to  Order.  He 
had  not  said  anything  of  the  kind ;  he 
had  only  referred  to  the  Petitions,  and 
had  expressed  his  readiness  to  rapport 
their  demand  for  inquiry. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  hon. 
Member  had,  in  the  reooUeotion  of  the 
House,  diarffed  Mr.  Gray,  the  late 
Solicitor  to  Sie  Treasury,  and  others 
with  corrupt  motives  and  with  acting 
carelessly. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  again  rose  to  con- 
tradict the  statement. 

Mb.  SPEAE:EB  said,  emphatically, 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  was  in  poeeeosion  of  the 
House,  and  must  be  allowed  to  proceed 
to  the  end  of  his  speech  without  inter- 
ruption. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  ac- 
counts of  the  expenditure  were  prepared 
by  the  late  Soucitor  to  the  Ireaimiry, 
and  had  been  audited  and  preeentedto 
the  House.  He  deprecated  these  con- 
stant appeals  to  the  House  to  re-try  a 
case  which  had  already  been  disposed 
of  by  a  Judge  and  jury,  and  added  that 
there  was  a  limit  even  to  the  tioM, 
patience,  and  endurance  of  the  Hoos*. 
It  was  again  his  dutv  to  ref^  this 
application,  which,  with  the  one  exosp- 
tion  of  the  Welsh  fasting  g^l,  was  witn- 
out  precedent. 

Original  Motion,  by  leave,  witkdr€wn. 
Committee  deferred  till  Mondetff  next. 


SAINT  STEPHEN'S  GREEN  (DUBLIN) 

BILL— [Bill  1S7.] 

(^i>  Mukael  Hick$'B$aeh,  Mr,  Attormp  Omertl 

for  IrtUnd.) 

SBOOKD    BBABIiro. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eowmitUd 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

And,  on  June  12,  Select  Committeo  to  cmmbA 
of  Seven  Memben,  Four  to  be  nomiiuted  by 
the  House  and  Three  by  the  Committee  of  8tlM- 
tion:--Mr.  Datid  Aumtrr,  Mr.  lUi-rnKt 
BRooK^  Sir  Patrick  O'Beietc,  and  Mr.  Eluot 
nominated  members  of  the  Committee :— Pow*r 
given  to  the  Committee  to  send  for  penaa*, 
papers,  and  records ;  Throe  to  be  the  qoonun. 

Ordered^  That,  subject  to  the  Orders,  RaU^ 
and  Proceedings  of  the  House,  all  Petitiani  nr- 
sented  against  the  Bill  be  referred  to  the  PeWt 
Committee  on  the  Bill,  provided  sudi  Petitjow 
are  presented  two  clear  as}*s  before  the  Mectiaf 
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ol  tiift  CommitUiL  and  tluit  sooh  of  the  Petl* 
tiootn  M  pray  to  oe  heard  by  themielyes,  their 
CoameL  or  agents,  be  heara  upon  their  Peti- 
tMi,  if  thej  think  fit,  and  Counsel  heard  in 
fiToar  of  the  Bill  and  against  the  said  Peti- 
tioBs.— (^ir  Miehmtl  Hiekt^Bfoch) 

House  adjourned  at  half  after  One 
o'clock  till  Monday  next 


HOUSE    OP    LOEDS, 
Monday,  \\thJun$,  1877. 

)Cnn7TE8J---PiniLic  Bills— TAM  R$adina^ 
\am  of  Efridenoe  Amendment*  (63);  Mar- 
riages Legalisation,  Saint  Peter's,  Almonds- 
boTT  *  (B6),  and  pasted, 

iofti  ^MM/— OonsoUdated  Fund  (£6,000,000) 
[40  Fifi.  c  12];  Customs,  Inland  Rerenue^ 
and  Saiings  Banks  [40  Viet  c.  13]. 

CENTRAL  ASL/l— APPOINTMENT  OP  A 
CONSUL.— MOTION   FOR  AN  ADDRESS. 

LosD  D£  MAULEY,  in  moving  an 
httmble  Address  to  Her  Majesty  for  the 
•ppointment  of  a  Oonsul  to  reside  in 
mne  town  in  Central  Asia,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  watching  oyer  the  oommeroial 
•nd  territorial  interests  of  British  India, 
said,  he  was  aware  that  subjeots  so  re« 
mote  in  their  consequences  as  those  to 
vhich  he  was  about  to  call  their  Lord- 
•bips'  attention  might  hardlj  attract  so 
mmsh  attention  as  a  Tumnike  Bill ;  but 
unless  the  evils  complainea  of  were  dealt 
with,  they  might  lead  to  war,  or  to  diffi- 
nilt  negotiation.  He  remembered  Lord 
Pilmerston  inveighing  to  an  indifferent 
audience  against  the  provisions  of  the 
Ashbnrton  Treaty.  Every  evil  which 
that  noble  Lord's  foresight  predicted  had 
been  since  verified,  and  from  the  supine- 
nsss  of  the  public  and  the  ignorance  of 
those  engaged  our  Canadian  frontier 
WM  unprotected.  Of  ten-fold  more  im- 
portance to  us  than  our  Canadian  frontier 
vere  the  events  occurring  on  the  fron- 
tiers of  India.  The  progress  of  the 
BoBsians  had  been  slow,  silent,  and 
certain.  They  had  been  fortifying  their 
positions — seizins  places  of  strategic 
unportance— moving  cautiously  towards 
oar  frontier.  If  he  wished  for  a  con- 
ibmatioii  of  those  reports,  he  would 
point  to  a  very  remarkable  book  lately 
mUished,  Th$  Bids  to  Khiva,  by  Colonel 
Durnaby,  which  showed  that  while  every 


obstacle,  natural  or  artificial,  thrown  in 
his  way  was  surmoimted  by  his  courage, 
and  every  artifice  to  deceive  him  was 
detected  by  his  sagacity ;  yet  he  proved 
the  stealthy  creep  of  Kussia,  and  that 
the  feeling  was  general  that  a  conflict 
between  the  two  Empires  was  impend- 
ing. India  was  the  prize.  It  was  a 
remarkable  fact  that  the  policy  of  Bussia 
never  changed.  Peter  the  Great  wished 
to  annex  to  his  dominions  a  portion  of 
Central  Asia.  For  some  reason  that 
policy  had  been  in  abeyance  for  100 
years,  when  the  schemes  of  his  ancestor 
were  adopted  by  the  Emperor  Nicholas, 
who  conquered  a  great  part  of  Armenia, 
converted  the  Caspian  Sea  into  a  Bussian 
lake,  and  Astrabad  into  a  Bussian  for- 
tress. He  moved  the  frontiers  of  his 
kingdom  from  Orenburg  to  the  South  of 
the  Caspian  —  territories  larger  than 
France,  Spain,  and  Portugal  put  to- 
gether. Tney  might  have  fancied  that 
acquisitions  so  vast  would  have  satisfied 
any  man.  Not  a  bit  of  it.  The  pre- 
sent Emperor  had  conquered  Turkestan, 
Khokand,  and  Khiva ;  he  had  united, 
or  was  about  to  unite,  the  Caspian  to  the 
Sea  of  Aral  by  a  railroad,  it  only  re- 
mained to  cover  the  120  leagues  frt)m 
Astrabad  to  Herat  with  rails  to  bring 
Bussian  power  to  the  farthest  limits  of 
Persia.  On  the  other  side,  by  improv- 
ing the  navigation  of  the  Oxus,  the 
Bussians  mieht  be  within  a  fortnight's 
march  of  India.  We  were  told  that  the 
Emperor  was  occupied  with  the  social 
reforms  of  his  kingdom,  and  that  he  be- 
lieved that  the  present  war  was  only  a 
crusade  in  favour  of  religion  and  huma« 
nity.  Doubly  dangerous  must  it  be  to 
us  that  a  man  influenced  by  such  high 
motives  should  be  unable  to  forego  that 
instinct  of  his  race  for  Southern  adven- 
ture. What  was  being  done  could  not 
have  been  undertaken  for  the  sake  of 
commerce— for  commerce  with  nations 
whose  simple  wants  were  self-satisfied 
was  a  delusion :  it  could  not  be  that  the 
great  military  Power  of  Bussia  feared 
the  desultory  attacks  of  disorganized 
barbarians.  There  was  only  one  w^ 
to  read  it — a  move  towards  India,  it 
was  a  well-known  fact  that  one  of  the 
objects  of  the  invasion  of  Bussia  by 
Napoleon  Bonaparte  was  to  induce  the 
Czar  of  that  day  to  join  with  him  in 
an  attack  upon  India.  We  had  been 
spared  that  aanffer.  A  man  miffht  well 
have  hesitated  before  he  laundied  his 
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armies  into  the  tben  unknown  regions 
of  Asia — regions  whioh  now  formed  part 
and  parcel  of  Bussia ;  but  the  line  wnioh 
the  genius  of  the  French  Emperor  sug^ 
gested  had  been  adopted  on  the  Soutn 
of  the  Caspian — and  what  would  our 
position  be  in  the  event  of  war?  We 
should  be  as  helpless  to  defend  our  pos- 
sessions in  India  as  Bussia  was  hers  in 
the  Crimea.  The  Caspian  a  Bussian 
lake,  Astrabad  a  centre  for  supplies, 
Herat  a  Bussian  town,  the  Ozus  a  mili- 
tary stream,  a  network  of  railways  con- 
yergine  towards  the  same  point.  jBe£>re 
we  could  moye  an  army,  bordes  of  Cos* 
sacks  would  swarm  like  locusts  oyer  our 
frontier  to  fbed  and  fatten  upon  tiie  r^ 
sources  of  India.  Natural  barriers  be- 
tween the  two  countries  had  been  re- 
moved, whole  nations  had  been  absorbed 
into  the  vertex  of  Bussian  power.  There 
were  many  persons  who  argued  that  the 
interests  of  civilization  were  best  served 
by  nations  sweeping  from  their  path 
these  reUcs  of  barbarism— ^themselves  r^ 
posing  on  the  opposite  sides  of  some  real 
or  imaginary  kne  of  demarcation,  and 
living  upon  terms  of  amity  and  of  mntual 
forbearance.  If  the  ar^niment  were  an 
European  one  he  shoula  admit  itsvar 
lidity.  Where  the  lines  of  countries 
were  selected  with  care  and  guarded  witii 
jealousy  such  an  arrangement  might 
oe  good ;  but  our  Empure  in  India  had 
known  no  limits,  and  Kussian  territory 
acknowledged  no  boundary.  The  two 
Powers  would  soon,  like  the  monardis 
of  old,  look  each  other  in  the  face.  It 
required  no  spirit  of  prophecy  to  foretell 
the  result  Neither  did  they  fiffht  with 
the  same  weapons*  Our  rule  in  India 
had  been  often  aggressive,  sometimes 
cruel,  but  always  open ;  the  blow  had 
followed  the  tlureat--time  and  oppor^ 
tunity  had  been  g^ven  for  acquiescence 
in  our  demands.  Not  so  with  Bussia — 
undermining  the  loyalty  of  nations  by 
intrigue,  overcoming  them  with  violence, 
and  then,  with  a  wisdom  worthy  of  the 
Bomans,  she  incorporated  them  into  her 
system  and  made  her  former  foes  the 
ministers  of  future  aggression.  He 
looked  upon  these  wild  tnbes  of  Asia  as 
the  safeguard  of  India.  If  unmolested, 
they  remained  our  friends ;  if  useless  as 
allies,  they  formed  an  outwork  to  the 
defences  of  India.  He  preferred  the 
human  buffer  to  mitigate  or  to  pan^ 
attack ;  the  blow  woulafall  powexiese  if 
urged  through  the  existing  medium  of 
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these  wild  and  inhospitablo  natkms.  In 
fte  hope  of  delaying,  if  not  of  avertbg, 
misfortune,  he  had  given  Notios  of  the 
Besolution  he  now  nu>ved. 

JfoTMf,  *  <  That  an  humble  Address  be  preeented 
to  Har  Majeatr,  pxaying^  that  She  will  be  gra- 
oiooaly  pleated  to  afiow  the  appomtniiiit  of  a 
Consul  to  some  town  in  Centiml  Asia  wfaidi  msT 
be  selected  as  most  oonrenient  for  him,  to  watch 
over  the  commercial  and  territorial  interesti  of 
British  India."— (TA^i  Lord  De  MmuUy.) 

Thb    Mabqttxss    of    SALISBUBT: 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  De  Maulev)  will 
forgive  me  if  I  sav  that  his  Notice  nardlj 
prepared  me  for  his  references  to  Napo- 
leon the  First,  the  Czar  Peter,  the  per- 
tinacity of  Bussian  policy,  and  the  gene- 
rfd  rapadty  of  the  Bussian  nation.   The 
matters  over  which  the  noble  Lordtzi- 
veUed  appear  to  me  to  be  of  rather  too 
grave  a  onaraoter  to  be  disonsssd  on  a 
Motion  such  as  he  moved,  if  they  were 
to  be  discussed  with  that  calmness  snd 
in  that  dispassionate  spirit  which  usuilljr 
characterize  debates  in  vonr  Lordshipf' 
House.    The  noble  Lord  says  that  oiiice 
the  days  of  Peter  the  Gbeat  Bnssia  has 
never  changed  her^tentioni — whidi  is  to 
drive  England  out  of  India.    But  I  do 
not  think  the  aoousation  which  the  noble 
Lord  makes  asfaiast  Bussia  is  entirelj 
bosne  out    The  policy  whioh  he  im- 
putes to  her  ooulia  hmlj  have  bscn 
initiated  by  Peter  the  Gbeat,  because  he 
died  in  1726,  and  the  Empire  of  Briliik 
India  was  not  establishea  till  1757.   1 
think«  therefore,  we  must  ezoulpate  tks 
Bussian  (Government  from  that  aooois- 
tion  at  least.    Then  the  noble  Lord  gsvt 
an  alarming  description  of  the  piogw 
of  Bussia  in  Central  Asia,     He  repre- 
sented how  a  railway  was  about  to  be 
constructed  from  the  Caspian  Sea  to  ths 
Sea  of  Aral,  and  that  this  would  ooan- 
derably  fa<dlitate  the  Bussian  advanot 
on  M^nr  and  Herat.     But  the  nohU 
Lord  appears  to  have  left  out  of  his 
calculation  that   there   are  dessvts  to 
be  traversed,  and  that  perhaps  a  fbrtp 
night   or   three    weeks,   but   oaitainly 
not  less  than  10  days  across  these  de- 
serts,   would    be    required    ibr    the 
journey  between  the  nearest  aecessiblo 
points  of  the  two  territories*    I  can  ss- 
Bure  the  noble  Lord  that  any  dan^  of 
a  Bussian    inroad  on  the   firontMr  of 
British  India  is  not  quite  ao  hx  advanosd 
as  he  seems  to  imagine.    The  aeaieft 
point  on  the  Caspian  at  whioh  supplies 
could  be  gathered  by  Bussia  is  over  a 
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dioiiauid  milM  from  onr  Indian  frontier. 
Tbe  eonsidaration  of  the  danger  to  which 
diA  noble  Lord  refers  may  poBsibly  inte- 
rMt  a  fbtare  generation  of  statesmen, 
bat  that  calamity  is  not  of  such  immi- 
senoe  as  to  render  necessary  the  Motion 
\j  whioh  the  noble  Lord  seeks  to  avert 
it  I  will  not  dwell  longer  on  the  geo- 
graphical circumstances,  except  to  pro- 
tait  against  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Losd  that  the  Empire  of  British  India 
knows  no  bounds.  My  Lords,  the  bounds 
of  that  Empire  are  rexy  minutely  marked 
oot,  especially  on  the  North- Western 
nde.  Whatever  the  Empire  of  Busaia 
nay  be,  there  is  no  doubt  whatever  as 
to  what  the  frontier  of  British  India  is. 
It  is  perfectly  well  known.  I  cannot 
hsip  thinking  that  in  discussions  of  this 
kxnd,  a  great  deal  of  misapprehension 
arises  from  the  popular  use  of  maps  on 
s  maU  scale.  As  with  such  maps  you 
oe  able  to  put  a  thumb  on  India  and  a 
finger  on  Bussia,  some  persons  at  once 
think  that  the  political  situation  is  alarm- 
iag  and  that  India  must  be  looked  to. 
If  the  noble  Lord  would  use  a  larger 
nap— say  one  on  the  scale  of  Uie  Ord- 
aaaoe  Mw  of  England — he  would  ftnd 
that  the  distance  between  Bussia  and 
British  India  is  not  to  be  measured  by 
ths  finger  and  thumb,  but  by  a  rule. 
Tiim  are  between  them  deserts  and 
moontainous  chains  measured  by  thou- 
■ads  of  miles,  and  these  are  serious 
obftades  to  any  advance  by  Bussia,  how- 
nsr  wall  planned  such  an  advance  might 
bs.  The  noble  Lord  wishes  that  a  Consul 
ihoald  be  appointed  in  Central  Asia  to 
vatoh  over  the  commercial  and  territo- 
rial tsterests  of  British  India.  Now,  I 
tliink  it  will  appear  to  your  Lordships 
tiMt  those  interests  ought  to  be  watched 
over  in  British  India,  and  not  in  Central 
Asia.  They  ought  to  be  watched  over, 
not  by  a  Consul,  but  by  the  Viceroy  of 
India,  who  unifbrmly  resides  in  India, 
tnd  not  in  Central  Asia.  The  subject  is 
of  mat  importance,  and  the  object  the 
noUe  Lord  has  in  view  is  undoubtedly 
ksnefioial.  The  appointment  of  Consuis 
in  Central  Asia  is  very  usefbl,  not  for 
the  purpose  of  keeping  Bussia  in  check, 
but  fer  the  progress  of  oonmierce.  We 
am  ahraya  anxious  to  place  Consuls  at 
places  in  whioh  there  is  bond  fid$  trade 
with  Great  Britain ;  but  two  conditions 
of  saoh  appointments  must  be  steadily 
borne  in  mind.  In  the  first  place,  it  is 
to  have  the  hearty  consent  of 


the  Buler  of  the  country,  or  the  appoint- 
ment will  be  of  no  use.  In  the  second 
place,  the  country  must  be  so  far  civi- 
lized as  that  we  shall  not  expose  our- 
selves to  the  inconvenience  of  being 
called  on  to  undertake  an  expedition 
such  as  that  to  Abyssinia,  where  the 
sufferings  of  a  British  Consul  cost  the 
British  taxpayers  £9,000,000.  I  may 
mention,  however,  that  recently  a  Treaty 
was  concluded  with  the  Buler  of  Kash- 
nr,  which  gives  him  the  right  to  ask 
roraBesident.  He  has  expree^  his  wil- 
lingness to  avail  himself  of  that  right, 
and  Mr.  Shaw  has  been  appointed  I&si- 
dent.  How  Ions  that  arrangement  may 
be  continued  wifi,  of  course,  depend  on 
the  state  of  that  country.  Her  Maiesty's 
Government  are  not  in  the  least  blind  to 
the  advantage  of  such  arrangements, 
aad  that  they  will  adopt  them  whenever 
they  are  not  likelv  to  lead  this  country 
into  perilous  and  costly  complications. 
Though  I  do  not  think  we  shall  be  sti- 
mulated in  our  policy  by  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Lord,  I  trust  he  will  be  satis- 
'fied  with  what  I  have  said  in  answer  to 
his  proposal. 

Motion,  by  leave  of  the  House,  with' 
draum, 

CRIMINAL  LAW— HIGH- 
WAY ROBBERIES  ON  BLACKHEATH. 
QUESTION.       OBSSBYATIONB. 

Loai>  TBUBO  asked  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment,  Whether  they  have  had 
their  attention  called  to  a  recent  high- 
way robbery  on  Blaokheath  ?  In  asking 
the  Question,  he  felt  bound  to  say  that 
the  district  in  question  had  been  until 
recently  perfectly  free  from  serious  out- 
rage ;  though  he  had  been  in  the  habit 
of  passing  over  the  Heath  at  all  hours 
of  the  night  and  day  during  the  last  10 
years,  he  had  never  met  a  disreputable 
character  on  it,  except  during  holiday 
times ;  neither  could  he  call  to  mind  that 
he  had  ever  met  a  policeman  on  Black- 
heath.  But  he  resided  in  the  neighbour- 
hood, and  his  promises  had  been  robbed 
four  or  five  timos.  He  thought  there 
was  a  want  of  additional  supervision  in 
the  outlying  parts  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  District.  The  inspectors  of  that 
force  were  intelligent  and  highly  re- 
spectable men,  and  nothing  could  be 
said  against  them ;  but,  as  the  value  of 
property  had  so  much  increased  in  the 
Metropolitan  Police  DistrictH,  ho  thought 
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that  a  superior  class  of  men  ought  to  be 
employea  as  Inspeotors.  He  begffed  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Ooyemment,  Whether 
any;  and  if  so,  what  steps  have  been 
taken  to  protect  the  district  from  a  recur- 
rence of  such  outrages  as  those  recently 
reported? 

£arl  BEAUOHAMP  said,  that  in 
the  case  of  the  outrage  referred  to  by 
the  noble  Lord,  some  delay  took  place 
before  it  was  made  known  to  the  police, 
and  then  the  description  of  the  offenders 
was  so  yague  as  to  afford  little  clue  to 
their  identity.  The  outrages  of  which 
information  had  been  reoeiyed  were 
these — on  the  28th  ult.,  the  carriage  of 
Mr.  Hodgson  was  stopped,  and  that 
gentleman  compelled  to  giye  up  his 
purse  by  two  men  of  small  stature  and 
well-dressed.  On  Uie  4th  instant  two 
men  in  dark  clothes  attempted  to  stop 
Mrs.  Potter's  carriage;  but  the  coach- 
man droye  the  horses  on.  Two  or  three 
days  afterwards  two  men  answering  the 
same  description  called  on  the  coadi- 
man  of  Oolonel  Bich  to  stop ;  but  the 
coachman  declining  to  do  so,  they  ran 
by  the  side  of  the  carriage  for  a  short 
distance  and  then  went  away.  No  im- 
mediate alarm  was  ffiyen  to  the  police 
in  any  one  of  tiie  uiree  cases,  though, 
had  it  been,  there  was  eyeiy  probabiHty 
that  the  hifi'hwaymen  would  haye  been 
apprehended  after  the  attack  on  Mr. 
Hodgson,  and  there  was  a  moral  cer- 
tain^ that  they  would  haye  been  after  the 
attack  on  Oolonel  Bich.  A  description 
giyen  considerably  after  the  occurrence, 
and  stating  that  the  highwaymen  were 
**  young,  well-dressed,  and  appeared  to 
haye  receiyed  a  good  education''  was 
not  much  of  a  clue  to  the  police.  The 
police  force  had  been  much  strengthened 
on  the  Heath  and  the  approaches  to  it ; 
but  he  thought  their  liordships  would 
concur  with  him  that  it  would  not  be 
well  to  go  into  particulars  as  to  the 
measures  which  had  been  adopted.  He 
would,  therefore,  merely  add  that  mea- 
sures such  as  those  referred  to  by  the 
noble  Lord  had  already  been  taken. 

The  E^aL  of  BEDESDALE  said, 
that  if  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Truro)  let 
it  be  known  that  when  he  went  out  he 
carried  a  reyolyer  he  would  not  haye 
much  to  fear  from  the  Blaokheath  high- 
waymen. 

HouM  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock, 

uU  To-monpow,  Eleyen 

o'olook. 

Lord  Dmro 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Monday,  lUhJuns,  1877. 
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Costa  in  Actions  for  libel  (Ireland)  *  [IM] ; 

PubUo  Health  Act  (1876)  Amendment «lim 
8*etmd  J^MNltfv— Pnblic  Health  (Metropolia)  ^ 

risri;  (Public  Becoid   Office   [183]:  Solki- 

tors  Examination,  &c.*  [190]. 
Committee  —  Stport  —  Metropolitan    Conunoos 

ProTisional    Order    (re-eomm,)*  [180];    Re- 
moval of  Wrecks  •  [181T. 
Third  JU0dinff — Oenoral  Pdioe  and  Improre- 

ment  (Scotland)    Act   (1862)    AmeodmoBt* 

[164],  tJxdjHusti. 


QUESTIONS. 

THE  COUBT  OF  SESSION  (SOOTLAXD). 

QTTESnOX. 

Mb.  OAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
asked  the  SeoreUry  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  it  is  not 
the  case  tnat  for  the  last  six  months 
only  three  judges  hare  been  sitting  in 
the  Seoond  Division  of  the  Conit  of 
Session  in  Scotland,  although,  by  the 
existing  statute  Law,  four  judges  aie 
appointed  to  sit  ordinarily  in  each  of  the 
two  Divisions  of  that  Oourt ;  whether 
any  detriment  to  the  public  service  ia 
the  conduct  of  the  business  of  the  Oooit 
has  been  experienced  in  consequence; 
and,  if  it  has  been  found  that  three  is  s 
convenient  and  sufficient  number  of 
judges  to  sit  ordinarily  in  each  Division, 
whether  the  Government  intends  to  in- 
troduce a  measure  for  the  purpose  of 
making  the  necessary  alteration  in  the 
Law? 

Mb.  A88HET0N  CBOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  true  that  only  three  Juws 
had  been  sitting  in  the  Second  Diviston 
of  the  Court  of  Session  for  the  last  six 
months.  According  to  the  statute  law 
the  senior  Lord  Ormnary  could  not  take 
his  seat  in  the  Second  Division  until  s 
new  Judge  had  been  appointed  in  caas 
of  a  vacancy  in  consequence  of  the  death 
of  one  of  the  Judges.  Although  do 
detriment  had  ensued  to  the  pubhc  ser- 
vice, the  existing  state  of  matters  was 
not  satisfactory,  and  the  Lord  Advocate 
proposed  very  shortly  to  introduce  a 
bill  into  the  House  of  Commons  tar  the 
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minoM  of  redooing  the  number  of 
Jucbee  br  two,  and  of  making  one  of 
the  lonr  Judges  aTailable  when  wanted 
m  the  lower  House. 


FOREST  OF  DEAN.— QUESTIONS. 

CoLonL  KIN0800TE  asked  the  Se- 
cntsiy  to  the  Treasuxy,  Whether,  pend- 
ing legislation  for  carrying  out  some  of 
ths  recommendations  of  the  Select  Oom- 
mittee  which  sat  in  the  year  1874  on 
Dsan  Forest,  he  will  communicate  with 
tiie  Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's 
Woods  and  Forests,  urging  them  to 
girs  ftirther  facilities  to  the  inhabitants 
^  the  Forest  of  Dean  for  purchasing 
waste  or  other  land  in  the  said  Forest 
bslonging  to  the  Grown,  for  building  or 
nidan  jmrposes,  as  provided  by  the 
Ast  10  deorge  IV.,  c.  60,  s.  98  ? 

Ma.  B.  K  PLUNKETT  wished  to 
s«k  a  Question  of  which  he  had  giren 
IVrate  Notice,  Whether  the  hon.  Oen- 
tbonan  could  hold  out  any  hope  that  the 
Oovemment  would  undertake  any  legis- 
Islion  upon  this  subject  during  the  pre- 
MBt  Session? 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH,  in  reply,  said 
he  had  already  communicated  with  the 
Oomimssioners  of  Woods  and  Forests, 
vho  were  under  the  impression  that 
thsT  did  not  possess  sufficient  powers 
vader  the  section  of  the  Act  to  which 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  referred. 
TVy  had  been  requested  to  take  the 
ymtm  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Otowm  mnd  if  it  was  found  that  that 
•sction  did  not  give  sufficient  authority 
to  the  Oommissioners  to  sell  land  for 
building  or  garden  purposes  in  the 
Forest,  a  short  Bill  would  oe  introduced 
with  the  Tiew  of  giving  them  that  au- 
thority, and  also  to  enable  them  to  lease 
ksd  in  the  Forest. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question  from 
Ctdouel  KurascoTB, 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  would 
uadertake  to  communicate  ihe  decision 
of  the  Law  Officers  as  soon  as  it  was 
rtosiyed. 


VACCINATION   ACT— PR08BOUTION8— 
CASE  OF  JOSEPH  AfiEL.->QUESTIONS. 

Ma.  JAMES  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  (}oyemment  Board,  If  it  is 
the  ease  that  Joseph  Abel  has  been 
fined  deyen  times  during  the  last  four- 
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teen  months  by  the  local  magistrates 
upon  the  information  of  the  Board  of 
Gruardians  of  the  Farrin^on  Union  for 
refusing  to  haye  his  child  yaccinated ; 
whether  it  is  the  case  that  the  chairman 
of  the  conyioting  magistrates  on  many 
of  the  aboye-mentioned  occasions  is  also 
the  chairman  of  the  board  of  guardians, 
and  the  costs  of  prosecution  haye  in- 
cluded in  seyeral  instances  the  payment 
of  a  fee  to  an  attomoy,  who  is  also 
clerk  to  the  same  guardians ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  take  any  special  steps  to 
arrest,  if  possible,  farther  prosecutions 
being  taken  in  his  case,  in  accordance 
with  the  instructions  issued  by  the  Local 
Goyemment  Board  in  the  course  of  last 
year  to  the  Eyesham  Board  of  Ghiar- 
dians? 

Me.  SOLATEB-BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  made  inquiries  into  the 
case  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  had  found  that  Joseph  Abel  had 
been  11  times  before  the  Farringdon 
magistrates  within  the  past  14  months 
for  reftising  to  haye  his  child  yaccinated, 
but  that  only  on  six  occasions  was  he 
fined.  In  the  other  cases  he  paid  the 
costs  of  the  proceedings,  which  did  not 
include  any  nne.  The  Chairman  of  the 
conyicting  magistrates  happened  on  two 
occasions — namely,  in  May  and  Noyem- 
ber,  1 876 — to  be  the  Ohairman  of  the 
Board  of  Ghiardians.  On  the  sixth  oc- 
casion that  a  fine  was  inflicted  the  pro- 
secution was  conducted  by  the  clers  to 
the  Guardians  as  their  attorney,  and  the 
magistrates,  in  their  discretion,  allowed 
him  a  fee  of  one  guinea  as  a  part  of  the 
costs.  As  to  whether  any  special  steps 
had  been  taken  to  arrest  Aiilher  prose- 
cutions in  this  case,  he  had  nothing  to 
add  to  what  he  said  last  August  on  the 
subject.  The  Ouardiansof  thoFarrinffdon 
Union  were  made  aware  last  year  of  the 
policy  which  he  (Mr.  Sclater-6ooth)  had 
endeayoured  to  promulgate  in  a  letter 
to  the  Evesham  Guardians.  But  they 
had  exercised  the  discretion  which  that 
letter  left  to  them  and  had  continued  to 
prosecute  Joseph  Abel,  and  although  his 
(Mr.  Sclater-Booth's)  general  yiew  was 
that  it  was  undesirable  to  institute  pro- 
secutions so  frequently,  he  was  unable 
to  say  that,  in  their  discretion,  they  had 
not  good  grounds  for  the  decision  at 
whicn  they  had  arriyed. 

Me.  W.  E.  FOKSTER  asked,  Whe- 
ther the  fee  of  a  guinea  to  the  attorney 
was  not  unusual  in  such  cases  ? 
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Me.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
Baid,  that  it  had  struck  him  as  very 
unusual,  and  that  he  had  caused  in- 
quiries to  be  made  respecting  it. 

AEMY— ESCAPE  OP  A  DEFAULTING 
OFFICER.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing statement  in  the  "  Belfast  Morning 
News  "  of  Tuesday,  May  29th,  in  a  letter 
signed  '*  Inquirer, '*  of  whom  the  editor 
says — 

'*  We  are  prepared  to  say  that  implicit  ore- 
donce^may  bo  given  to  hia  mcta."  Beferring  to 
the  94th  Regiment,  "  As  the  matter  at  present 
stands  it  would  appear  as  if  certain  officers  of 
the  regiment  have  connived  at  the  escape  from 
justice  of  a  man  said  to  have  been  guilty  of  a 
crime.  The  question  presents  itself — How  is  it 
that  the  officer  alluded  to  is  an  absconder.  Is 
duty  so  laxly  performed  in  the  94th  that  a  pri- 
soner can  so  easilv  escape.  Wo  know  that,  ac- 
cused of  a  crime,  he  was  placed  under  arrest  and 
that  he  broke  his  arrest,  for,  leaving  the  officers* 
quarters  in  broad  dav,  he  quitted  by  the  barrack 
gate  and  fled.  But  how  ¥ra8  it  that  he  was  able 
to  do  so," 

and,  whether,  if  the  above  statement  is 
well  founded,  any  inquiry  has  been  in- 
stituted into  the  matter,  and  with  what 
result? 

Me.  GATHORNE  HARDY :  Sir,  mv 
attention  was  called  to  the  paragraph 
about  the  same  time  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question  and  by  an  anonymous 
letter  in  which  it  was  enclosed  to  me. 
It  is  perfectly  well  known  that  an  officer 
of  the  94th  Eeffiment  was  charged  with 
an  offence.  He  escaped;  but  there  is 
no  reason  whatever,  as  I  am  informed, 
to  suspect  any  connivance  on  the  part  of 
any  of  the  officers  or  soldiers  in  the 
regiment.  There  was  nothing  so  extra- 
ordinary in  the  case  as  to  make  the  arrest 
different  f^m  that  which  is  usual  in  the 
case  of  an  officer.  He  was  placed  upon 
parole,  and  he  broke  his  parole  and  es- 
caped from  barracks.  There  was  nobody 
in  charge  of  him.  He  was  trusted  on 
his  word,  and  he  broke  it. 


LIBERAL   AND  00N8ERVATIVB  ASSO- 
CIATI0N8.— QUESTIONS. 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWTER :  I  rise  to 
put  the  Question  which  stands  in  my 
name.  On  the  3 1st  of  last  month  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Chamberlain),  the  pre- 


sident of  the  federatioii  to  which  it 
refers,  made  this  8tatemeai-*rOM9  ^f 
''Order ! " ]  Mr.  Speaker,  I  submit  that 
it  is  quite  usual  to  make  a  statement  of 
fact  for  the  purpose  of  explaining  a 
Question,  although  it  is  not  allowable  to 
use  any  argument.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
chairman  of  tKe  sociel^,  about  which  I 
have  to  ask  the  Question,  at  a  meeting 
of  that  sodety,  made  use  of  these 
words — 

"  We  hope  tho  time  is  not  far  distant  whn 
we  may  see  the  meeting  of  what  will  really  b«  a 
liberal  Parliament  outside  the  Imperial  L«g»- 
lature,  bat,  unlike  it,  elected  by  uniTenal  suf- 
frage, and  with  some  regard  to  a  fair  distribu- 
tion of  political  power." 

I  would  now  ask  Mr.  Attomey  G«ie- 
ral  the  Question  which  stands  in  my 
name — Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  meeting  lately  held  at  Bi^ 
mingham,  where  a  political  sodety  or 
association  was  constituted,  described  u 
a  Federation  of  Liberal  Associations,  on 
the  following  principles: — All  Liberal 
Associations  to  enter  into  a  Federal 
Union,  preserving  their  independence, 
and  separate  organisation  and  adoiiAis- 
tration,  but  the  repreeentativet  of  soch 
associations  to  be  convened  ^m  time  to 
time  to  consider,  by  oonferring  together, 
the  course  of  action  to  be  reoommended 
to  their  several  assodationa ;  the  object 
of  the  proposed  organisation  to  be  se- 
cured by  the  election  of  a  ooandl  ssi 
committee  of  delegates  of  suoh  assods- 
tions ;  such  associations  to  have  sepuate 
and  distinct  preddents  and  other  offiosra 
elected  by  and  to  act  as  officers  of  such 
associations,  some  of  which  preddsoU 
are  to  be  members  of  the  committee  of 
such  Federation ;  whether  his  atientioB 
has  been  called  to  Statute  39  Geo.  IH, 
c.  79,  ss.  2  and  25,  with  reference  to  the 
legality  of  the  said  organisation ;  whe- 
ther the  Government  is  disposed  to  teat 
the  legality  of  the  said  org^anisation  by 
taking  the  opinion  of  the  law  officers,  or 
otherwise;  and,  whether  such  statute 
ought  to  be  enforced  or  r^ealed  ? 

IfB.  CHAMBERLAIN :  IftheHooM 
will  permit  me,  I  will  put  the  Qnsttios 
of  which  I  have  given  Notice  before  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
G^eral  replies,  as  it  is  gtnnaae  to  the 
Question  which  has  just  been  tmt  It 
is — To  aak  Mr.  Attomev  Geneni,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  a 
political  sodety  or  association,  whiohlias 
existed  for  several  years,  called  the  Na< 
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teiftl  X7iiioB»  and  which  is  a  Federation 
d  OUmhi  I  ative  AMOokitions  ob  the  fol- 
living  priadplot:^All  OoneervatiTe 
AMmadoxia  to  feim  paft  of  thia  National 
Vaion,  preeerting  their  independence 
■id  Mparale  organiaatioA  and  adminis- 
tmtioa ;  but  the  repreeentatiyee  of  iuoh 
A«ooiations  to  be  convened  from  time 
to  time  to  oonaider,  by  conferring  toge- 
ther, the  course  of  action  to  be  recom- 
mended to  their  several  Associations; 
tke  ohjeet  of  the  proposed  organisation 
to  be  eeeored  bjtbe  election  of  a  oouneil 
tad  oommittee  of  delegates  of  such  A»- 
•ooiatkmB;  such  Ase^siations  to  have 
MMrate  and  distinct  presidents  and  other 
oAsere  elected  by,  and  to  act  as  officers 
of  iQDh  AaaomationSf  some  of  which  nre- 
■Aenta  are  lo  be  members  of  such  Na- 
tional Union ;  whether  his  attention  has 
besB  called  to  Statute  39  Oeorge  m. 
c.  70.  ss.  S  and  25,  with  reference  to  the 
Wgality  of  the  said  organisation ;  whe- 
ilMr  the  Gkrremment  is  disposed  to  test 
the  legality  of  the  said  organisation  by 
tiUng  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  or 
otherwise;  and,  whether  such  Statute 
oatht  to  be  enforced  or  repealed? 

Tm  ATTOBNET  GENERAL :  Mr. 
Speaker,  with  the  permission  of  the 
Ho«M  I  will  answer  the  Questions  which 
ltt?e  been  put  to  me  separatelv.  First, 
to  deal  with  the  Question  or  my  hon. 
aad  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Wesfiml  (Sir  Oeorge  Bowyer),  the 
statute  to  which  he  has  called  my 
Bttcation  was  passed  in  1799  for  the 
sfhrtwal  repression  of  societies  estab- 
HAed  Ibr  eedltiotts  and  treasonable  pur- 
poses.   [»9  <ho.  m.,  0.  79.]    It  recites 


"  A  tnltorotu  conspiracy  hai  boon  long  car- 
fiid  on  in  ooi^onction  with  the  pononi  from  time 
to  llae  «Mrcliing  the  powen  of  Govemmont  in 
fmma^  to  orvrtum  the  Laws,  Constitution^  and 
Uonffnmimt,  and  et^ary  ezi«tinff  Eetabliflhment, 
dvil  and  eocleaiaftioal,  both  m  Great  Britain 
and  Irdand,  and  to  diiaolve  the  connection 
bihrean  the  two  Kingdom!  eo  neoosflary  to  the 
■easrity  and  proapsiity  of  both ;  and  that  to  carry 
Udi  diaJCT  mto  eflM  diTert  ■ooietiea  haTC  been 
iMtltuteJ  of  a  new  and  dasfferooa  character, 
tarticalarly  the  *  United  Engliihmen,'  the 
^Vtittd  jtootsmen,*  the  '  United  Britons/  the 
:uytod  Iri^hmm'sadthe  Uadon  Carroepond- 


These  sooietiea  the  statute  represses  bv 
lasM,  aad  it  then  proceeds  to  set  fbrth 
in  vsry  eomprehensive  terms  the  dr- 
cvmstaaoea  which  shall  render  sodettes 
ia  general  amlawftil,  and  it  goes  on  to 
pr^ride  that — 


"All  who  ahalU  by  ooatributiont  of  monejr,  or 
otherwiae,  aid,  abet,  or  support  such  society, 
shall  bo  deemed  guilty  of  unlawful  combination 
and  confederacy. 

The  statute  then  provides  that  such  per- 
sons shall  be  subject  to  certain  penal- 
ties and  punishments,  and,  notably, 
the  punishment  of  transportation  for 
seven  years^  or  imprisonment  for  two 
years.  Now,  the  hon.  and  learned 
baronet  asks  me  whether  the  Con- 
federation of  Liberal  Assooiations  esta- 
blished by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham is  a  society  which  comes  within 
the  prohibitory  provisions  of  this  statute. 
Haviuff  given  the  question  my  very 
careful  and  serious  consideration — for 
it  is  a  question  of  great  difficulty — I 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that,  as  at 
present  constituted,  that  Federation  does 
not  oome  within  the  spirit  of  the  Act, 
or  within  its  exact  letter.  With  respect 
to  the  inquiry  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Baronet,  whether  the  Qovemment  is 
disposed  to  test  the  legality  of  the  said 
organization  by  taking  the  opinion  of 
the  Law  Officers  or  otherwise,  I  have  no 
reason  to  believe  that  the  Government 
has  anv  such  intention ;  but  I  beg  to 
point  this  out  to  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend^  it  will  be  quite  open  to  him  in 
the  most  effectual  way  to  test  the 
legality  of  this  organization*  by  pre- 
ferring an  indictment  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  and  those  who 
have  aided  and  abetted  in  the  formation 
of  this  society;  and  the  only  difficulty 
in  adopting  such  a  course  seems  to  me 
to  be  this,  that  if  the  Court  upon  the 
trial  of  such  an  indictment  should  oome 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  construction 
of  the  Act  of  Parliament  which  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  seems  inclined  to 
adopt  is  the  correct  one^  a  sentence  of 
penal  servitude  or  of  imprisonment 
would  have  to  be  inflicted  upon  the 
accused,  the  political  Friends  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Baronet.  But  I  have  no 
doubt  that  upon  a  recommendation  to 
mercy  by  the  non.  and  learned  Baronet, 
and  upon  the  accused  undertaking  forth- 
with to  dissolve  the  obnoxious  associa- 
tion, the  Court  might  be  disposed  to 
mitigate  the  sentence.  As  to  the  re- 
maining part  of  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Baronet,  whether  such  a 
statute,  ought  to  be  enforced  or  repealed, 
that  is  a  question  of  policy,  and  not  of 
law,  and  upon  questions  of  policy  I  do 
not  fbel  myself  called  upon  to  give  an 
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opinion.  With  respect  to  the  Question 
or  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Chamberlain),  I  find  upon  perusing 
it  that  there  is  considerable  similari^ 
between  it  and  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Baronet ;  so  much  so,  that 
I  think  that  my  reply  to  the  latter  may, 
mutatii  mutandis,  be  applicable  to  the 
former.  I  beg,  howeyer,  to  add  this 
much — that  I  have  an  assurance  from 
the  honorary  Secretary  of  the  National 
Union,  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Qorst),  who 
thoroughly  understands  the  constitution 
and  objects  of  this  organization,  that  it 
was  established  not,  to  use  the  words  in 
the  recital  of  the  statute  of  George  m., 
**  to  overturn  the  Laws  and  Constitution 
of  the  Gt>yemment,"  but  for  the  purpose 
of  maintaining  them. 

FISHERIES— USE  OF  DYNAMITE. 

QUBSTION. 

Mb.  ERRINGTON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  has  yet  received  any  Re- 
ports from  the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries  as 
to  the  use  by  fishermen  and  poachers  of 
dynamite  to  destroy  fish  in  the  sea  and 
rivers ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  Copies  of  such  Reports, 
and  will  state  what  steps  he  proposes  to 
take  to  check  a  practice  so  destructive  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  No,  Sir. 
The  Inspectors  have  completed  their  in- 
vestigations so  far  as  the  sea  fisheries 
are  concerned.  They  are  at  present  con- 
sidering the  question  of  river  fisheries. 
As  soon  as  I  have  received  the  Reports  I 
shall  have  ereat  pleasure  in  laying  them 
on  the  Table. 

I>rDIAN  CIVIL  SERVICE  EXAMINA- 
TIONS.—QUESTION. 

Mb.  LYON  PLAYFAIR  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners 
have  proposed  any  modifications  as  to  the 
subjects  of  Examination  for  Indian  Civil 
8orvice  Candidates  imder  the  new  Regu- 
lations; and,  if  so,  whether  they  have 
btHUi  apjproved  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
fur  India,  and  will  be  laid  upon  the 
T»U0  of  the  House  at  an  early  oate  ? 

Umo  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  Sir,  a 
It^ttor  was  received  last  week  from  tiie 
V^vil  St^rviee  Commissioners,  stating  the 
lUiHlitioations  which  they  propose  to  make 

7^  Atiom^y  General 


in  the  subjects  of  examination  in  the 
competition  for  the  Indian  Civil  Servico. 
This  letter  is  now  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  there 
willbenoobjeotion  to  lay  itupon  the  Table 
of  the  House  when  a  dedBion  has  been 
arrived  at. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— RELEASE   OF   POU. 
TICAL  PRISONERa— QUESTION. 

Captain  PIM  asked  the  Secretaiy  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If 
he  can  hold  out  any  hope  of  the  releise 
of  the  Fenian  Prisoners  still  undergoing 
penal  servitude,  provided  they  give  their 
word  never  again  to  participate,  directly 
or  indirectiy,  in  any  treasonable  prac- 
tices, or  that  they  will  at  once  leave  th» 
country  not  to  return  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  GROSS:  I  mut 
once  more  express  m^  objection  to  these 
persons  being  considered,  treated,  or 
called  Fenian  or  political  prisoners.  The 
contention  of  the  late  and  of  the  present 
Gbvemment  always  has  been  that  ihej 
are  not  political  prisoners  in  the  tme 
sense  of  the  word.  I  can  only  say,  what 
I  am  sorry  to  say  I  have  said  once  or 
twice  before  so  far  as  regards  two  of 
them — there  are  only  six  of  them  alto- 
gether. With  regard  to  those  two  thej 
were,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Govemmfflit 
— and  I  believe  in  the  opinion  of  the 
country  also— found  guilty  of  murder. 
So  far  as  they  are  concerned,  I  can  only 
repeat  that  which  I  have  said  before, 
that  the  law  in  their  case  must  take  iti 
course.  Their  case  has  been  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Ooven- 
ment,  just  as  those  of  other  persons  con- 
victed at  the  same  time.  The  only  other 
case  of  a  civil  prisoner  is  that  of  Davitt, 
of  whom  I  have  nothing  to  say.  The 
Prime  Minister  last  year  went  at  con- 
siderable leng^  into  his  case.  He  and 
another  man  named  Wilson  were  both 
convicted  at  the  same  time,  and  Wilson 
was  sentenced  to  seven  years'  penal 
servitude,  and  this  man  to  15  years.  The 
learned  Judge  who  tried  the  case— the 
Lord  Chief  Justice— expressly  stated  that 
owing  to  special  circumstanoes,  to  which 
I  need  not  now  refer,  a  marked  distino- 
tion  must  be  made  between  the  tiro 
cases.  The  matter  was  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  Gbvemment  at  the  time 
Wilson  had  worked  out  his  sentence— 
that,  I  think,  was  the  end  of  1876— and 
it  was  again  stated  that  there  must  be  a 
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Burked  distinotion  between  the  case  of 
Wilson  and  that  of  Davitt.  How  long 
it  may  be  neoeesary  for  Davitt  to  remain 
ia  prison  is  another  matter.  The  Prime 
Minister  stated  that  was  a  question  which 
would  reoeire  the  anxious  and  oarefUl 
oooitderation  of  the  Oovemment;  but 
it  is  not  necessary  he  should  remain  in 
br  the  fall  term  of  15  years.  With 
tsnrd  to  the  other  three,  they  are  all 
fl&iera ;  and  in  the  case  of  soldiers  ques- 
taons  of  militaxy  discipline  must  neoes- 
Miily  enter  into  the  consideration  of  any 
person  who  has  to  consider  this  mat- 
tar  ;  and  in  this  case  I  must  refer  the 
hott.  and  gallant  Member  to  my  right 
hoiL  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War. 

Ma.  O'CONNOE  POWER  said,  he 
•lumld  conclude  his  observations  with  a 
Motion.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
tnswering  the  Question,  had  entered 
upon  a  subject  not  contained  within  the 
compass  of  the  Question,  which  the  hon. 
tnd  gallant  Gentleman  opposite  had  so 
caremlly  framed  that  the  word  ''politi- 
cal" was  nowhere  to  be  found  in  it. 
The  term  ''Fenian  prisoners"  as  applied 
to  these  men,  was  scrupulously  accurate, 
sad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  out 
of  his  way  and  violated  the  custom  of 
the  House  in  introducing  it.  He  had 
ilso  repeated  the  statement  that  those 
persons  were  not  to  be  regarded  as  politi- 
cal prisoners.  He  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power) 
tntmd  his  protest  against  such  an  as- 
■ertion ;  they  were  political  prisoners, 
sad  it  was  shelving  the  question  and 
avoiding  the  point  at  issue  u>r  any  right 
bon.  Gentleman  to  assert  that  thoy  were 
Bot  There  was  no  parallel  to  bo  found 
in  the  history  of  civilized  nations  for  the 
manner  in  which  these  Fenian  prisoners 
bad  been  treated  b^  the  present  Admin- 
irtration.  Her  Majesty^s  Gbvemment 
bad  been  obliged,  in  order  to  save  them- 
selves from  the  odium  that  must  attach 
to  their  exceptional  conduct,  to  protest 
from  time  to  time  that  these  men  were 
not  political  prisoners.  He  (Mr.  O'Con- 
nor Power)  asserted,  in  the  name  of  his 
oonstitaents,  and  he  believed  also  on  the 
part  of  the  majority  of  the  Irish  Bepre- 
ssotattves,  that  they  were  political  pri- 
soners; and  he  could  assure  the  n^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  that  upon  no  occasion 
would  a  Bepresentative  of  the  Irish 
people  allow  him  to  attempt  to  stain  the 
charaeter  of  these  men  by  comparing 
them  to  wife  murderers,  burglars,  or 


common  o£Penders.    He  moved  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  House. 

Mb.  BIGOAE  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr,  0^  Connor  Power,) 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  a  debt  of  gra- 
titude was  due  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mavo— ["Oh.  oh!  "I— 
whatever  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  might  think,  for  drawing  the  atten- 
tion of  tho  House  to  the  deliberate  way 
in  which  the  Home  Secretary  had  tried 
to  shelve  this  question.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  endeavoured  to  avert 
from  the  English  people  the  stigma 
which  must  always  attach  to  them  for 
their  treatment  of  their  political  pri- 
soners during  the  past  10  years  by  put- 
ting the  latter  in  the  same  class  as  ordi- 
nary felons  and  convicts.  He  protested 
against  such  a  course ;  these  men  were 
in  every  sense  of  the  word  both  political 
and  Fenian  prisoners.  Davitt  was  con- 
victed of  treason-felony,  and  was  that  a 
political  ofifence  or  not  ?  He  could  not 
trust  himself  to  speak  further,  and  he 
would  only  remind  the  House  how  time 
after  time  cases  of  cruelty  and  ill-treat- 
ment had  been  proved  to  demonstration 
in  the  House,  and  time  after  time  tho 
Government  officials  could  not  deny 
them,  and  yet  they  were  in  tho  same 
position  as  six  years  ago,  and  there  was 
no  alleviation  in  tho  treatment  of  tho 
prisoners,  which  was  worse  than  that  of 
tho  worst  of  criminals. 

AlB.  MITCHELL  HENRY  regarded 
it  as  a  remarkable  circumstance  in  tho 
Answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tho 
Home  Secretary  that  he  had  dealt  with 
the  case  of  three  prisoners  only,  while  ho 
had  referred  to  the  Secretary  for  War  as 
an  authority  in  the  case  of  three  of  tho 
other  prisoners.  It  was  not  a  very  happy 
circumstance,  and  one  that  ought  not  to 
be  passed  over.  It  would  appear  that 
these  men  were  detained  in  prison  bo- 
cause  of  the  fear  of  the  effect  of  their 
release  upon  the  Army.  If  they  were 
to  look  to  the  militjary  authorities,  it 
would  confirm  as  more  or  less  correct 
the  rumours  current  in  Ireland  and  else- 
where that  the  highest  authority  at  tho 
head  of  the  Army  stood  between  these 
prisoners  and  an  amnesty.  If  the  de- 
claration they  had  heard  were  correct, 
ho  must  look  at  the  matter  in  a  totally 
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different  way,  and  beliere  that  the  men 
were  now  kept  in  prison  for  military 
reasons,  and  not  beoanso  they  were 
political  offenders. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  regretted  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary had  answered  the  Question  in  the 
manner  he  had.  He  had  not  the  slightest 
doubt  of  the  personal  feelings  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman,  and  beHeyed  that 
he  would  be  rejoiced  if  he  could  make  a 
more  pleasing  statement ;  but  he  under- 
gauged  the  depth  of  feeling  in  Lreland 
on  the  subject  when  he  supposed  he 
could  induce  hon.  Members  around  him 
to  run  away  with  the  idea  that  these 
men  were  murderers  or  common  crimi- 
nals. Whateyer  might  be  thought  in 
England,  the  sympathy  of  the  Irish 
people  was  not  aroused  by  such  crimes. 
He  would  recall  the  fSact  of  Dayitt's  con- 
yiction  to  the  Home  Secretary.  That 
man  neyer  would  haye  been  oonyicted, 
unless  he  had  been  a  political  offender. 
He  was  charged  with  tne  sale  and  pur- 
chase of  arms  in  England,  where  such  a 
thin^  would  not  be  a  crime  unless  with 
political  associations.  Nor  could  the 
legal  Adyisers  of  the  State  haye  secured 
a  conyiction  unless  on  political  grounds. 
How  could  the  Irish  Members  be  patient 
under  the  inconsistency  which  he  now 
charged  upon  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
— that  in  order  to  obtain  a  conyiction  of 
the  man  they  pledged  their  word  that 
the  offence  was  poUtical,  and  then,  to 
keep  him  in  prison,  they  pledged  their 
word  that  the  crime  was  not  political. 
If  it  had  not  been  proyed  to  be  a  poli- 
tical offence  he  committed,  Dayitt  neyer 
would  haye  been  conyicted,  and  he  (Mr. 
Sulliyan)  inyited  the  Attorney  General 
to  contradict  that  if  it  was  not  so.  Yet, 
to-day,  the  House  was  told  that  these 
men  were  to  be  retained  in  prison  on 
the  ground  that  their  offences  were  not 
political.  Such  an  assertion  was  incon- 
sistent with  political  truth  and  fact,  and 
no  authority  of  the  Crown  or  of  the 
Horse  Guards  would  induce  the  people 
to  belieye  otherwise. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  desired  to  point 
out,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  that  the  state  of  Irish  opinion  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  question.  It  was 
simply  the  sentence  of  a  lawful  Court 
which  was  being  undergone,  and  that 
sentence  could  not  be  altered  by  the 
political  feeling  of  the  Irish  people,  for 
that  ought  to  haye  nothing  to  ao  with 
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it.  He  fSdt  dimmed  t»  agree  wi&  the 
Home  Secretary,  that  theee  wera  not 
mere  p^tioal  priaonerSy  b«t  &al  they 
werethatand  somelhiag  more^  thai  was, 
they  were  frailty  of  pol^ieal  offmoee 
aggrayated  m  some  other  ornubud.  wi^. 
He  would  remind  hon.  Membera  frtmi 
Ireland,  that  although  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  aaid  tiiat  tilie  law  ahouU 
take  its  course  as  to  thoae  concneled 
of  murder,  he  had  held  out  a  hope  tkat 
those  not  guilty  of  murder  wouH  have 
some  mercy  shown  them,  and  thatlha 
time  for  considering  it,  in  the  case  of 
one  of  them,  Dayitt,  he  almoafc  aiid 
had  now  oome.  He  hoped  that  was  ae, 
and  that  before  long  some  measure  of 
mercy  would  be  extended  to  others  of 
the  least  criminal. 

Ma.  BIGGAK  called  attention  to 
those  men  conyicted  of  the  attack  upoa 
the  prison  yan,  and  lefuaed  to  bdim 
that  they  would  haye  been  oo&yioied  of 
any  crime  but  manshragfater,  uakas 
they  had  been  regarded  aa  politiflal 
offenders.  Upon  the  eyidenoe  of  thieyes 
and  prostitutes  of  what  took  plaoe,  amkl 
a  scene  of  the  greatest  oonldsion,  tlue« 
men^  were  hanged,  two  suffered  penal 
seryitude,  and  on  the  same  eyidanee  n- 
oeiyed  a  free  pardon. 

Major  O'GOBMAN  said,  that  the 
great  mistake  made  by  the  three  mea 
was  that  they  did  not  sueceed ;  if  they 
had  they  would  haye  been  oonsidertd 
political  prisoners.  There  was  now  oa 
the  Contment  of  Europe  a  man  upoa 
whose  head  the  price  of  thousands  of 
pounds  had  been  set  by  the  Anstriaa 
Goyemment.  He  had  taken  up  azm« 
against  the  Emperor  of  Austria,  and,  no 
doubt,  had  been  tiie  cause  of  death  to 
thousands  of  Austrian  soldiers.  Hewas 
a  yiolent  politician,  and  yet  now  what 
was  he?— -Prime  Miniater  of  Austria. 


Question  put,  and 


MINES  ACT,  1872— ALLEGED  INFEIKOE. 
MENT.— QUESTION. 

M&.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Seere- 
taocy  of  State  fon  the  Home  Depaotmeat, 
If  hia  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 


case  of  John  Newry  and  Co.  of  the 
Banow  Hill  C^pa  CdlKery  and  the 
Tansey  Gveen  Oolliery^  near  QomaU, 
which  appeared  in  the  ''Staffbrdskke 
Adyertiser'' dated  the  19di  May  1877, 
in  which  it  ia  stated  that  fim  had  been 
conyicted  of  six  iafringementa  of  ''The 
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ICiMS  Act,  1872,'^  and  for  which  it  was 
mesoed  in  penalties  amounting  to  nearly 
M;  and,  whether  he  will  deal  with 
tUi  ease  under  the  provisions  of  the 
and  Clause  of  the  Mines  Act  ? 

Ma.  A88HET0N  CROSS,  in  reply, 
■id,  that  the  matter  was  under  oonside- 
ntion,  and  he  would  require  ftirther  in- 
formation  before  coming  to  any  conclu- 
ma  on  the  matter. 


INDIA— A3IEER     OP    AFGHANISTAN— 
THE  CONFERENCE  AT  PE8HAWUR. 

QXTESnON. 

8iB  CnABLES  W.  DILKE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Qoyemment 
can  without  inconvenience  produce  any 
Pipers  relating  to  the  Conference  at 
Peshawur,  between  representatiyes  of 
Um  Indian  Ooremment  and  of  the 
Ameer  of  Afghanistan  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  :  The 
Conlorenoes  at  Feehawur,  Sir,  were  for 
the  purpose  of  making  communications 
ia  the  Ameer,  which  if  a  British  Envoy 
wore  permitted  to  reside  in  the  Ameer's 
territories  would  have  been  made 
through  the  ordinary  diplomatic  chan- 
oels.  No  change  in  our  obligations  to 
the  Ameer  has  been  the  result  of  the 
Conference,  but  it  would  not  be  consis- 
tent with  the  interests  of  the  public 
SArvice  to  publish  the  conversation. 


STOCK    EXCHANGE    FRAUDS  — LEOIS- 
LATION.— QUESTION. 

Sia  GEOBOE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether,  with  reference  to 
the  serious  division  of  opinion  among 
the  Judges  on  the  question  whether 
Stock  Exohanflre  practices,  which  all 
eoosider  to  be  dishonest  and  immoral  in 
the  highest  degree,  are  punishable  by 
the  existing  Criminal  Law,  and  also  to 
the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General, 
that  it  is  no  part  of  his  duty  to  initiate 
criminal  proceedings  against  the  pro- 
Boters  of  Compames,  the  Gbvemment 
are  still  considering  the  expediency  of 
steeagthening  the  Imw  for  dealing  with 
fjnannal  and  commercial  fhtuds,  and  of 
appointing  a  public  prosecutor,  who  mav 
deal  with  the  deKnauendos  of  the  rich 
as  effectually  as  the  police  deal  with 
those  of  the  poor? 


Mb.  A88HETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  hon.  Member  must  be 
aware  that  a  Commission  had  been  very 
lately  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
whole  subject.  He  was  bound  to  say 
that  under  the  circumstances  it  would 
be  wise  to  wait  for  their  Beport  before 
any  such  steps  as  those  suggested  were 
taken.  He  would  be  quite  ready  to  do 
so,  if  the  Beport  required  it. 

INHABITED  HOUSE  DUTY  EXEMP- 
TIONS.—QUESTION. 

Mb.  THOMSON  HANKEY  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  will 
give  directions  to  the  Commissioners  of 
Inland  Bevenue  to  furnish  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Income  Tax  and  Inhabited 
House  Duty  with  an  enumeration  of  such 
trades  as  are  exempted  from  Inhabited 
House  Duty  under  the  provisions  of  the 
d2nd  and  33rd  Victoria,  chapter  14,  sec- 
tion 11? 

Thb  CHANCELLOB  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEB,  in  reply,  said,  he  could  assure 
his  hon.  Friend  that  the  Government 
would  be  very  glad  to  render  any  assis- 
tance in  their  power  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Income  Tax,  to  whom  a  debt 
of  gratitude  was  due  for  discharging  a 
very  troublesome  and  important  duty 
from  merely  public  spirit ;  but  it  would 
be  rather  difficult  fpr  him  to  do  what  his 
hon.  Friend  asked  him  to  do.  Accord- 
ing to  the  law,  every  trade  properly  so 
oaBed  was  exempted;  but  a  difficulty 
arose  in  certain  border  cases,  as  to  whe- 
ther this  or  the  other  Profession  ought 
'  properly  to  be  called  a  trade.  He  did 
not  see  that  the  Commissioners  could  do 
,  anything  except  exercise  their  best  dis- 
cretion in  deciding  the  cases  as  they 
'  came  before  them,  subject  to  appeals  to 
I  the  Superior  Courts.  Some  appeals  were 
at  present  before  the  Courts  and  were 
I  about  to  be  brought  to  a  conclusion. 
When  those  appecds  were  decided  he 
presumed  that  the  difficulty  whic^h  the 
Commissioners  at  present  laboured  under 
would  come  to  an  end.  Therefore  he 
did  not  think  it  necessary  to  give  any 
,  special  instructic|ns  to  the  Commissioners 
at  the  present  time. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— 

TEACIIINO  OF  COOKERY  IN  BOARD 

SCHOOLS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  LEVESON  GOWEB  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  Whether 
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lie  would  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  Memorials  that  have  been 
received  by  the  Education  Department 
from  the  School  Boards  of  large  towns 
on  the  subject  of  the  teaching  of  cookery  ? 
Viscount  SANDON,  in  reply,  said, 
he  should  have  no  objection  to  produce, 
if  they  were  moved  for,  the  Memorials 
referred  to  in  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

RUSSIA    AND    TURKEY— THE    WAR- 
BLOCKADE  IN  THE  BLACK  SEA. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  D.  JENKINS  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Ghovemment 
has  any  information  showing  that  the 
Russian  ports  in  the  Black  Sea  are  not 
effectively  blockaded ;  whether  it  is  true 
that  Bussian  vessels  are  proceeding 
without  hindrance  between  the  ports  of 
Odessa  and  Nicolaiefif;  whether,  in  the 
event  of  British  vessels  entering  and 
leaving  these  ports  without  hindrance 
from  Turkish  cruisers.  Her  Majesty's 
Gh)vemment  will  allow  such  vessels  to 
be  interfered  with  by  the  Ottoman  Porte 
on  their  return  through  the  Bosphorus ; 
and,  whether  the  Turkish  Gbvemment 
should  be  notified  that  Her  Majesty's 
Gh)vemment  will  not  recognise  any 
blockade  which  is  not  effective  as  pre- 
scribed by  the  Declaration  of  Paris  f 

Mr.  BOUEKE,  in  reply,  said,  no 
official  information  had  been  received  at 
the  Foreign  Office  as  to  whether  the 
blockade  of  certain  ports  in  the  Black 
Sea  was  inefficient.  They  had,  how- 
ever, received  information  from  private 
sources  that  certain  vessels  which  be- 
fore the  blockade  were  in  the  habit  of 
running  between  Nicolaieff  and  Odessa 
had  run  again  between  those  two  ports. 
That  was  all  the  information  he  could 
give  him  on  that  point.  With  regard  to 
the  third  part  of  the  Question,  he  had  to 
state  that  no  case  of  that  kind  had  oc- 
curred, where  there  had  been  any  inter- 
ference on  the  part  of  the  authorities  of 
the  Porte.  If  any  case  of  the  kind  did 
occur,  of  course,  it  would  depend  entirely 
on  the  facts  of  that  particumr  case  whe- 
ther it  was  illegal  or  not.  If  a  vessel 
were  captured,  the  case  would  be  taken 
before  a  Prize  Court  for  that  Oourt  to 
decide.  The  House  would,  therefore, 
see  it  would  be  inexpedient  for  him  to 
answer  a  question  of  a  hypothetical  oha. 
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racter,  or  to  ffive  an  opinion  on  the  mb« 
ject  before  Uie  facts  of  any  partionlAr 
case  were  known.  As  regarded  the  last 
part,  it  was  well  known  that  the  Tnrkiah 
Government  were  parties  to  the  Dec!** 
ration  of  Paris,  and  therefore  it  was  not 
necessary,  in  tiie  opinion  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  notify  that  fact  to 
them. 

NAVY— MARINE  OFFICERS-RKPOBT 
OP  COMMITTEB.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  OOEST  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  When  it  is  expected  that 
the  Joint  Oommittee  of  the  Treasury  and 
Admiralty,  appointed  in  February  Lut 
to  consider  the  scheme  for  the  ameliora- 
tion of  the  position  of  Marine  Officers, 
will  make  their  Report;  and  whether 
there  is  any  foundation  for  the  romoor 
that  the  scheme  has  been  shelved  ? 

Mb.  a.  F.  EOERTON,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Joint  Oommittee  referred  to  had  met 
several  times  and  were  proceeding  with 
their  investigation.  He  noped  the  Com- 
mittee would  make  their  Report  shortly. 
There  was  no  foundation  whatever  for 
the  rumour  referred  to. 


COAL  MINES— TYNEWYDD   COUJXBY 
EXPLOSION.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  HUSSET  VIVIAN  asked  the 
Secret^^of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, whether  any  decision  has  been 
come  to  repeoting  the  miners  who  took 
part  in  rescuing  the  men  from  the  in- 
undated colliery,  and  who  should  be 
recommended  to  Her  Majesty's  consi- 
deration as  proper  recipients  of  the 
Albert  Medal? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  0B0S8,  in  reply, 
said,  that  a  very  careM  inveetigatioa 
had  been  made,  and  that  certain  reoom- 
mendations  had  been  submitted  to  Her 
Majesty.  He  hoped  to  be  able  before 
long  to  state  them  to  the  House. 

PARLIAMENT— ORDER    OF    BUSINESS. 

QXTBSnON. 

Mb.  WHITBBEAD  asked,  Whether 
the  Valuation  of  Property  Bill  wu 
likely  to  oome  on  for  £aoaanon  on  an 
early  day?      

The  OmANOELLOB  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEB,  in  reply,  said,  he  oould  not  ^ts 
an  immediate  answer  to  the  Questioa. 
At  present  the  Qoremment  were  anxious 
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to  finish  the  Prisons  Bill  and  Universities 
BilL  Then  they  were  backward  in  8up- 
lij  and  most  get  some  Monev  Votes  be- 
Ibre  the  end  of  the  month,  m  order  to 
sTotd  the  necessity  of  taking  Votes  on 
AoDonnt.  Again,  it  was  important  to 
iatioduoe  the  Indian  Budget  as  speedily 
H  possible,  and  he  should  be  very  glad 
if  it  ooold  be  brought  forward  m  the 
ooorse  of  this  week.  These  measures 
mnst  neoessarily  take  precedence  of  the 
Vsloation  Bill. 

Ma.  FAWOETT  thought  it  desirable 
that  Notice  should  be  given  as  to  the 
day  on  which  the  Indian  Budget  would 
be  brought  forward,  and  said  he  would 
pot  a  Question  on  that  subject  to-mor- 


0RDER8    OF    THE    DAY. 

HUPPLY—COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
aair." 

ADUDflSTEATION  OP  IRISH  AFFAIB8. 

BSSOLUTIOX. 

Mm.  BUTT,  in  rising  to  move — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  IIouso,  it  would 
coDdnofttr^thebett^r  administration  of  Irish  affairs 
If  s  departmont,  such  as  the  Local  Oovommcnt 
fiotrd  and  thit  Commissionors  of  Public  Works, 
«««  pTMided  orer,  as  is  th«  case  of  oorres- 
yoadxttff  dopartmcnts  in  EngUnd,  by  a  respon* 
«blii  Minister  not  incapable  of  sitting  in  Parlia< 
meal,'' 


«t 


id,  that  a  great  deal  was  done  in  Pub- 
lic Business  by  Departments.  He  did 
not  wish  to  say  anything  about  Educa- 
tion as  a  change  was  to  oe  made ;  and 
it  would  be  well  to  wait  for  that.  But 
the  Local  Oovemment  Board  in  Ireland 
•xeroised  a  great  deal  of  control  over 
the  Poor  Law  and  municipal  govern- 
ment in  Ireland,  and  he  wished  to  show 
the  necessit^r  of  establishing  a  system 
■och  as  in  England  brought  the  control 
of  Parliament  directly  to  bear  on  the 
aanagement  of  the  Board.  The  right 
kon.  Baronet  the  Ohief  Secretarv  was 
only  nominally  a  Member  of  the  Board, 
tot  it  could  not  be  supposed  that  he 
oeold  take  an  active  part  in  their  work. 
He  (Mr.  Butt)  wished  for  a  responsible 
Miaister  who  might  have  a  seat  in  the 


House.  The  House  would  never  have 
an  efficient  control  over  Irish  affairs 
until  some  such  official  was  appointed. 
Again,  the  Board  of  Works  had  many 
very  important  functions,  and  had  the 
control  over  a  great  deal  of  money  and 
other  property.  One  of  its  duties  was 
the  regulation  of  the  Boyal  Parks.  As 
an  instance  of  the  want  of  proper  con- 
trolling power,  he  would  refer  to  the 
lamentable  conflict  which  took  place  in 
Phoenix  Park  some  seven  years  ago  be- 
tween the  police  and  the  people.  Ue 
would  not  go  into  the  affair,  except  bo 
far  as  to  show  how  divided  was  the  rule 
and  responsibility  of  such  affairs  in  Ire- 
land. Some  persons  determined  to  hold 
a  meeting  in  favour  of  obtaining  the 
release  ox  the  Fenian  prisoners,  some- 
what in  the  style  of  the  London  meetings 
in  Hyde  Park  in  favour  of  reforms  in 
England.  The  Law  Officers  decided 
that  if  the  people  got  into  the  Park,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  prevent  a  meet- 
ing being  held;  but  in  the  Phoonix  Park, 
the  people  were  allowed  to  assemble, 
and  then  they  were  violently  disturbed 
by  a  body  of  police.  The  property  was, 
no  doubt^  that  of  the  Sovereign,  but  the 
management  was  invested  in  the  Com- 
missioners of  Public  Works,  who  alone 
had  power  to  prohibit  the  meeting.  The 
Ohief  Secretary  admitted  no  responsi- 
bility for  the  affair  when  he  was  exa- 
mined at  the  trial,  and  had  not  thought 
it  his  duty  to  give  the  Under  Secretary 
the  necessary  instructions.  Here,  then, 
was  a  very  strong  illustration  of  the  want 
of  responsibility,  and  it  was  plain  that 
these  Boards  were  nothing  more  than 
shields  for  the  higher  officers  of  State, 
who  really  ought  to  be  responsible. 
Even  theOommissioners  could  do  nothing 
without  formal  instructions.  Their  Se- 
cretarv had  been  examined,  and  it  ap- 
peared that  there  were  three  Commis- 
sioners who  never  consulted  together  or 
any  of  recorded  their  proceedings.  No 
minutes  had  been  taken  for  two  or  three 
years  of  a  Board  supposed  to  administer 
the  whole  of  the  Irish  Land  Act.  Now,  in 
a  matter  such  as  an  illenl  meeting,  it 
could  not  be  right  that  both  the  Chief 
Secretary  and  the  Commissioners  should 
repudiate  all  responsibility.  A  Minister 
having  a  seat  in  Parliament,  as  he  had 
said,  uiould  be  at  the  head  of  the  De- 
partment of  Public  Works,  and  if  there 
were  such  an  official,  public  opinion 
would  be  brought  to  boar  upon  the  de- 
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tails  of  Irish  administratioii.  He  be- 
lieved the  worst  government  in  the 
world  was  government  bv  Boards,  and 
he  tmsted  that  the  authorities  would,  by 
the  change  he  advocated,  help  to  educate 
and  stimulate  public  opinion.  The  num- 
ber of  officials  in  the  House  of  Commons 
was  surprising.  There  were,  he  thought, 
87,  but  of  those  only  two  were  Irish 
officials.  There  would  be  no  difficulty 
in  finding  the  official  required.  He  eould 
himself  suggest  several  hon.  Oentlemen 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  who 
would  be  perfectly  qualified  for  the  posi- 
tion ;  and  it  was  his  opinion  that  if  they 
had  these  administrative  Departments 
to  which  he  had  alluded,  presided  over 
by  men  who  were  Irishmen  and  whom 
they  could  (question  in  the  House,  it 
would  materially  improve  the  t<me  of 
public  opinion  in  Ireland.  He  had  also 
to  complain  that  the  Government  did  not 
give  Irishmen  a  chance  of  being  trained 
in  subordinate  offices,  so  as  to  fit  them 
for  the  higher  offices  of  State.  They 
had  an  Englishman  at  the  head  of  the 
Local  Oovemment  Board,  a  Scotchman 
at  the  head  of  the  Board  of  Works,  an 
Englishman  at  the  head  of  tiie  Consta- 
bulary in  Ireland,  perhaps  the  most  im- 
portant office  unoier  existing  circum- 
stances in  the  Irish  Administration,  and 
an  English  Commissioner  of  Dublin 
police.  In  fact,  wherever  they  went, 
they  found  Irishmen  excluded  from 
sharing  in  the  administration  of  the 
affairs  of  their  own  country.  He 
thought  that  the  strongest  reaton  he 
could  adduce  in  favour  of  his  proposi- 
tion was  the  unhappy  afiBair  in  the 
Phoenix  Park.  He  begged  to  move 
the  Resolution  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Queition,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  would  condnce 
to  the  better  administration  of  Irish  affiurs  if  a 
department,  such  as  the  Local  Gk)vomment  Board 
and  the  Conmiisaionors  of  Public  Works,  were 

S resided  over,  as  is  the  case  of  corresponding 
epartments  in  England,  by  a  responsible  lljmi- 
f^ix  not  incapable  of  sitting  in  Parlianient,*' — 
\Ur,  Buit,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Sib  aEGRQE  CAMPBELL  wished  to 
express  his  svmpat^  with  the  hon.  and 
leaned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt), 
inasmuch  as  the  inconvenience  fek  in 

Mr.  Butt 


Ireland  was  also  felt  in  Sootlaad.  Their 
Boards  were  not  properly  represented  in 
that  House,  and  he  hopea  the  Hoom 
Secr^ary  might  be  able  to  dear  up  wnam 
doubt  which  still  existed  as  regarded  the 
responsibility  for  Scoteh  Business  in 
that  House.  In  former  times,  it  wms 
supposed  that  the  Lord  Advocate  was 
the  Minister  for  Scotland;  but  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Session  the  right  hon. 
G^tleman  the  Home  Seeretaiy  waa 
pressed  a  good  deal  about  the  re^Kmai- 
bility  for  what  was  done,  or  rather,  he 
thought  he  might  say  for  what  was  not 
done,  with  re^ml  to  Scotch  Buatneas, 
uid  then  the  n^ht  hon.  G^tleoian  dis- 
tinctly and  entirelv  took  the  responsi- 
bility upon  himself.  He  said  that  witii 
regfi^  to  Scotch  Business,  hon.  Members 
were  to  apply  to  him,  and  he  understood 
him  to  lead  them  to  suppose  that  the 
Lord  Advocate  was  in  reality  simply  in 
the  position  of  Attomev  (xeneral  for 
Scotland.    He  was  there&re  rather  sor- 

Srised  when  the  other  day  he  pot  a 
iuestion  to  the  right  hon.  Oentieman 
with  regard  to  Local  Taxation  Betums 
for  Scotland,  to  find  that  he  retered 
him  back  again  to  the  Lord  Advocate. 
Now,  although  he  was  not  himself  in 
favour  of  trusting  all  Scotch  Business  to 
a  lawyer  exclusivelv»  yet  if  it  were  the 
fact  that  the  Lord  Advocate  was  not  in 
reality  an  Attorney  General,  but  a  Mi- 
nister under  the  Secretary  of  State,  re- 
sponsible for  Scotch  Business,  they 
would  have  the  advantage  of  knowing 
where  they  were  and  to  whom  they  were 
to  look  in  regard  to  Sootoh  Bustness. 
If  the  Lord  Advocate  was  not  to  be 
something  more  tiian  an  Attorney  Oe- 
neral — if  he  was  not  in  reality  something 
of  the  nature  of  an  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Scotland,  then  he  would  wish 
to  sugsrest  that  at  Ihe  present  roooieBt 
Sootch  Members  were  somewhat  ill-used 
in  this  respect,  because  formerly  a  prae- 
tioe  existed  wherebv  a  Scotoh  Member 
of  the  Treasury  took  a  very  active  pari 
in  Sootch  Busmess,  and  did  this  worir 
as  a  Minister  responsible  for  Sooteh 
Boards  and  Sootoh  affura,  such  as  was 
now  demanded  for  Lrdand.  He  under- 
stood that  was  an  arrangement  which 
was  at  one  time  made,  but  whkh  had 
to  a  great  degree  cMued.  He  under* 
stood  that  the  office  of  Sootoh  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  was  now  held  by  an  hon. 
Member  whom  he  saw  opposite  (Sir 
James  Elphinstone),  but  his  ftmettMM 
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not  eeserallj  rerj  aoUye  in  that 
Ho«»e,  and  he  was  not  a  very  constant 


[Of«o/"0h,  oh!"]  If  he 
kad  done  an  injustioe  to  the  hon.  M em- 
ber, ke  readOj  apologized ;  but  he  nnder- 
rtood  that  the  hon.  Member  opposite  did 
•oC  make  himself  responsible  in  anj  do- 
me ior  the  active  conduct  of  Scotch 
ottsiiieee^  and  that  the  arrangement 
vbich  formeAj  subsisted,  by  which  the 
Souteh  Lord  of  the  Treasury  was  prao- 
tically  an  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Sootlaadt  had  ceased  to  be  the  practice 
St  the  present  time.  Therefore  he  did 
hope  that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  would  tell  them  whe- 
ther the  Lord  Advocate  was  really  a  re- 
sponsible Minister  for  Scotch  affairs  in 
sll  Departments,  as  well  as  in  his  own 
legal  Department ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
the  Ooremment  would  take  an  early 
opportunity  of  considering  the  question 
whether  the  conduct  of  Scotch  affairs 
might  not  again  be  conducted  through 
an  officer  who,  drawing  a  salary  as 
Sootdi  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  should  act 
in  the  capacity  of  a  quoii  -  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  ? 

Ma.  ASSHETON  GROSS  said,  he 
would  remind  hon.  Members  that  they 
were  talking  just  now  of  an  Lrish  sub- 
jaot,  and  not  of  Scotland,  and  thought 
It  would  be  well  that  they  should  confine 
their  attention  strictly  to  Lreland.  He 
would  only  observe  that  what  he  said 
the  other  aay  was  that,  as  Secretary  of 
Stste,  he  was  responsible  for  the  Scotch 
Business  in  that  House.  Any  Scotch 
Msmber  who  had  any  grievance  to  com- 
pUm  of  had  only  to  come  to  him,  and 
06  would  do  his  best  to  see  that  mea- 
sures were  taken  to  put  it  right.  That 
the  Lord  Advocate  gave  him  the  most 
material  assistance  was  quite  true.  The 
Lffd  Advocate  was  intimately  versed  in 
sll  the  details  of  administration,  and 
that  he  received  the  greatest  possible 
sasistance  from  him  he  most  readily 
sdcnowledgped,  but  he  (Mr.  Cross)  was 
Teeponsible  practically  for  the  conduct 
of  ficotoh  Buisinees  in  that  House.  With 
regard  to  the  particular  question  of 
iottl  taacation,  he  was  responsible  for 
•eeing  that  be  got  the  Betums.  All  he 
asid  upon  that  matter  was,  that  the 
Lord  Advocate  would  show  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  George  Oampbell)  at 
once  bow  easy  it  would  be  to  ootain  the 
inlbrmatiom,  and  not  put  him  to  any 
tnmbW.    Ho  (Mr.  Cross)  would  under- 


take that  the  hon.  (Gentleman  got  the  in- 
formation for  which  he  asked. 

Ma.  BI(}QAB  said,  he  did  not  con- 
sider that  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Limerick  reoommended  was 
the  best  course  to  adopt.  He  thought 
that  the  real  remedy  would  be  for  the 
Lish  Secretary  to  pay  more  deference 
to  the  opinion  of  Lnsh  Members. 

Mb.  C^BAY  observed  that  there  was 
no  real  responsibility  to  that  House. 
It  was  impossible  to  fix  responsibility 
upon  anyone.  The  right  non.  Ba- 
ronet the  Chief  Secretary  was  nominaUy 
the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board ;  but  he  took  no  personal 
part  in  its  deliberations^  and  tnerefore 
he  could  not  be  responsible  for  it.  The 
real  work  was  left  to  three  gentlemen, 
who  were  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  and 
who  were  now  by  virtue  of  an  Act  of 
Pariiament  members  of  the  Local  Oo- 
vemment  Board;  and,  without  saying 
anything  derogatory  to  their  personal 
qualifications,  no  could  not  admit  that 
tney  had  the  confidence  of  the  country. 
He  had  known  cases  in  which  the  Local 
Gbvemment  Board  had  acted  in  a  most 
arbitrary  and  unconstitutional  manner, 
but  there  were  no  means  of  getting  at 
them.  There  was  a  Bill  before  that 
House  for  the  consolidation  of  the 
sanitary  laws  of  Lreland,  in  which  the 
Chief  Secretary  took  a  great  interest, 
and  there  was  a  great  deal  of  com- 
plaint about  the  obstructive  policy  pur- 
sued with  regard  to  that  measure.  For 
himself,  he  cAOuld  hesitate  to  support  it, 
for  it  proposed  to  increase  the  power  of 
a  Bou^  in  which  the  country  had  no 
confidence  and  which  could  not  be 
made  reeponsible.  There  was  a  waste 
of  money  at  the  Board  of  Works,  and 
competent  authorities  declared  that  the 
work  oould  be  done  for  half  the  money. 
The  Board  did  things  which  they 
would  never  have  dreamt  of  doing  if 
they  had  a  responsible  Member  in  tho 
House.  Take  the  case  of  a  nice  slice  of 
the  (Queen's  Park  being  given  to  the 
nephew  of  a  learned  Judge.  ["No, 
no  I*']  Well,  he  apologized — it  was  the 
son-in-law  of  a  learned  Lish  Judge.  It 
was  a  pretty  bit  of  the  Park  given  to 
him  at  a  rental.  Would  any  Judge  dare 
to  ask  for  a  bit  of  a  London  Park  for  his 
son-in-law  ?  That  was  a  very  small 
case;  but  it  was  one  of  many  cases, 
and,  rightly  or  wrongly,  there  was  in 
the  puUio  mind  more  than  a  suspicion 
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that  the  afiBairs  of  these  Boards  were  not 
well  conducted,  and  it  was  a  serious 
grievance  in  Ireland  that  if  there  was  a 
complaint,  it  was  absolutely  impossible 
to  fix  the  responsibility.  It  was  useless 
to  have  a  nominal  representation  in  that 
House  who  had  more  important  duties 
to  perform,  and  whose  responsibility  to 
that  House  therefore  practically  ceased. 

Mr.  BRUEN  said,  he  felt  himself 
imable  to  join  in  anything  like  a  censure 
upon  the  present  mode  of  conducting 
Irish  Business.  Judging  from  some  of 
the  expressions  made  use  of,  it  might 
almost  seem  as  if  blame  was  to  be 
attached  to  the  Chief  Secretary.  [  *  *  No, 
no ! "]  He  was  glad  to  hear  the  dis- 
claimer, as  he  would  otherwise  hare 
been  compelled  to  demur  to  such  an 
assumption.  The  riffht  hon.  Qentle- 
man  had  never  shirked  his  responsi- 
bility; but  had  alwavs  been  ready  to 
answer  in  the  House  for  the  manner  in 
which  Irish  affairs  had  been  conducted. 
He  dissented  also  £rom  the  blame  cast 
upon  the  public  Boards  referred  to.  No 
doubt,  certain  acts  of  those  Departments 
might  be  found  fault  with  by  some  per- 
sons, but  the  same  thing  existed  in  Eng- 
land. If,  however,  the  Motion  was 
intended  to  imply  that  the  present  head 
of  the  Irish  Department  in  this  House 
was  a  very  hara-worked  Minister,  he 
entirely  concurred  in  it,  because  he 
believed  there  was  no  Member  of  the 
Government  who  had  more  arduous  and 
difficult  duties  to  perform. 

Mr.  butt  disclaimed  the  slightest  or 
any  intention  whatever,  in  bringing  for- 
W8^  this  Motion,  of  making  an  attack 
on  the  right  hon.  Oentleman.  It  was 
the  system  of  which  he  complained. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HIOK^  -  BEACH 
said,  that  he  understood  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  limerick  (Mr. 
Butt)  was  only  attacking  the  system; 
and,  certainly,  if  he  had  attacked  the  way 
in  which  his  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaoh's) 
own  duties  were  performed,  he  shoula 
not  have  felt  that  it  would  be  becoming 
for  him  to  attempt  any  reply.  However, 
he  desired  to  express  his  hearty  thanks 
to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Car- 
low  (Mr.  Bruen)  for  the  opinion  he  had 
expressed  on  that  subject.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  attacked  the  sys- 
tem  on  two  groundB-fir.t.  that  the^;. 
rious  Departments  of  the  Irish  (Govern- 
ment were  administered  rather  by  Boards 
than  by  Ministers  personally  responsible 

J/r.  Oray 


to  that  House ;  and,  secondly,  that  the«e 
Boards  were  not  composed  of  Irishmen* 
and  that  Irishmen  generally  had  not  a 
fair  share  in  the  Government  of   the 
United  Kingdom.    He  did  not  ag^ree 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  as  to 
the  second  objection.    The  present  Vice 
PresidentoftheLocalGovemmentBoard, 
and  the  present  heads  of  the  Irish  Con- 
stabulary and  the  Dublin  police  hmp- 
E3ned  to  be  Englishmen  or  Scotchmen, 
ut  if  hon.  Meim>er8  looked  to  the  other 
persons  who  controlled  those  Deparments, 
he  believed  they  would  find  that  the 
second  in  oonmiand  both  of  the  Dublin 
police  and  the  Irish  Oonstabulaiy  were 
Irishmen;    that  two    members  of  the 
Local  (Government  Board  were  Irishmen, 
and  that  Irish  blood  was  very  ftilly  repre- 
sented on  the  Board  of  Works.    He  did 
not  think  that  men  should  be  ohoeen  for 
such  appointments  on  the  ground  of  their 
nationaUty,  but  on  the  flround  of  their 
being  fit  for  the  place ;  but  it  had  hap- 
pened that  two  Irish  gentlemen  had  on 
his  recommendation  been  appointed,  one 
as  a  (Commissioner  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  and  another  as  the  seoond 
in  oonmiand  of  the  Irish  (Constabulary. 
But  as  regarded  the  composition  of  the 
Government,  when  it  was  remembered 
that  his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
Enniskillen    (Lord  Oichton)    and    his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
county  of  Dublin  ((Colonel  Taylor)  were 
respectively  a  Lord   of  the    Treasury 
and  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster, it  would  be  seen  that  Ireland 
had  as  great  a  share  in  the  compo- 
sition of  the  Government  as  Scotland. 
And  when  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Limerick  hoped  that  some  da^  an 
Irishman  miffht  rise  to  the  distinguished 
position  of  a  Member  of  the  (Cabmet,  he 
was  astounded  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  should  have  forgotten  that 
one  of  the  most  distinguished  Membra 
of  the  present  Cabinet  was  Lord  (Cairns, 
who  was  an  Irishman,  and  for  many 
years  had  been  Member  for  Belfkst   As 
to  the  objection  raised  that  the  (3oveni- 
ment  of  Ireland  was  too  much  in  the 
hands  of  Boards,  he  might  say,  in  the 
first    place,  that  that  objection   coold 
hardly  be  applied  to  the  Ix>cal  Cbvem- 
ment  Board,   as  was   pointed  ont  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperanr  (Mr. 
QnthjY    He  (Sir  Michael  Hickt-BMch) 
was  tne  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  and  he  was,  to  use  the 
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words  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's Motion,  a  "responsible  Minister 
not  inoapable  of  sitting  in  Parliament/' 
No  donbt  the  whole  of  the  ordinary  daily 
sdministration  of  the  Local  Qovemment 
Board  was  conducted,  and  most  ably  oon- 
dncted,  by  Sir  Alfred  Power.  But  why 
«ras  it  that  the  daily  administration  of 
the  ordinary  work  had  fallen  into  the 
hands  of  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board 
rsther  than  the  President  ?  Unquestion- 
ably, because  it  was  necessary  mat  mat- 
ters of  this  kind  should  be  decided  by  a 
person  actually  on  the  spot.  He  was  not 
speaking  of  important  matters  of  poli(r)r; 
he  was  speaking  of  the  ordinary  details 
of  administration,  and  he  thought  that 
it  would  be  impossible  for  him,  naying, 
as  he  had,  other  duties  to  perform  here, 
to  attend  to  such  details ;  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  it  would  be  an  unnecessary 
multiplication  of  offices  to  appoint  a 
responsible  Minister  capable  of  sitting 
in  Parliament,  only  for  the  purpose  of 
presiding  over  the  Local  Grovemment 
board.  The  work  of  the  Local  Qovem- 
ment  Board  was  performed  by  the  Vice 
President,  after  consultation  with  his 
Colleagues,  and  when  important  matters 
arose,  he  had  invariably  consulted  him 
(the  Chief  Secretary)  and  acquainted 
him  with  what  he  proposed  to  be  done ; 
and,  of  course,  in  all  matters  of  legis- 
lation, he  was  the  responsible  head 
of  the  Department,  and  he  was  pre- 
pared to  answer  anv  charges  that 
might  be  made.  It  had  been  stated 
that  these  Boards  were  not  responsible 
to  Parliament.  He  denied  that  state- 
ment altogether.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
if  anything  was  done  by  any  one  of 
thote  Boards  it  was  brought  before  the 
notice  of  the  House,  and  some  Minister 
Cft  other  was  bound,  as  the  responsible 
Kimster,  to  answer  for  that  act.  The 
htm.  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr.  (}ray) 
hsd  referred  to  Whitefield  Lodge.  He 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  m^  take 
exception  to  the  statement  that  the  Board 
of  Worics  had  given  a  residence  to  the 
son-in-law  of  a  Judge  as  a  matter  of 
fsTonr;  on  the  contour^,  the  place  was 
advertized  in  the  public  journals,  tenders 
were  asked  for,  and  the  gentleman  who 
offered  the  highest  tender  was,  subject  to 
confirmation  by  the  Oovemment,  ac- 
cepted by  the  Board  of  Works.  What 
happened  ?  The  matter  was  brought  by 
the  non.  and  learned  Member  for  Lime- 
rick (Mr.  Butt)  iinder  the  notice  of  that 


House.  He  moved  for  the  production 
of  Papers.  The  subject  was  re-consi- 
dered; and  in  the  end,  he  presumed, 
dealt  with  satisfactorily  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  opposite,  for  he  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  had  never  heard 
of  it  since.  He  could  not  imagine  a  more 
striking  instance  than  that  of  the  fact 
that,  if  necessary,  any  Department  of  the 
(Government  could  be  reacned  by  a  Motion 
made  in  Uiat  House,  to  which  some  re- 
sponsible Minister  was  bound  to  reply. 
Then,  with  reference  to  O'Byme  v.  Har- 
tington,  he  certainly  recollected  that  his 
Pr^ecessor  in  office  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  had  upon  more  than  one 
occasion  been  called  to  account  for  his 
share  in  the  action  taken  to  suppress  the 
meeting  in  the  Phoonix  Park ;  and  there- 
fore he  could  not  see  how  it  could  be  said 
with  justice  that  an  attempt  had  been 
made  to  push  off  responsibility  upon  the 
Board  of  Works.  The  fact  was,  that 
details  of  local  business  must  be  locally 
conducted ;  but  they  were  so  conducted 
iinderthe  supervision  and  under  the  direct 
responsibility  of  the  Oovemment.  If 
anything  was  done  to  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Lreland  could  take  objection, 
they  had  always  shown  themselves  ready 
to  bring  it  forward,  they  experienced  no 
difficulty  in  doing  so,  and  if  they  dis- 
agreed with  what  had  been  said  by  the 
lunister,  they  could  always  exercise 
their  privilege  of  dividing  the  House 
against  the  (Government  upon  the  ques- 
tion. He  did  not  see  any  obstacle  in 
the  way  of  obtaining  redress,  but  he 
did  say  that  if  each  and  every  one  of 
those  Departments  were  all,  as  he  thought 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would 
propose,  put  under  a  separate  Parlia- 
mentary official,  they  woiud  have  an  in- 
finite and  unnecessary  multiplication  of 
offices,  of  which  some  at  any  rate  would 
be  sinecures;  or  if  they  aid  not  have 
these,  they  would  be  all  absorbed  in 
English  Departments  of  the  correspond- 
ing kind.  lie  did  not  think  that  the 
adoption  of  the  second  alternative  would 
be  satisfactory  to  hon.  Members  repre- 
senting Irish  constituencies ;  and  he  felt 
equally  sure  that  the  first  would  not 
result  in  any  benefit  to  the  country. 

Mr  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
did  not  care  much  for  the  appointment 
of  more  Irish  supporters  of  the  Gbvem- 
ment  to  offices  either  in  that  House  or 
out  of  it.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
(Government  of  Ireland  was  so  abomi- 
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nablv  bad,  and  so  opposed  to  everjtiimg 
of  what  a  popular  constitution  sh(Mud  be, 
that  he  oould  have  veiy  little  sjmpal^j 
with  any  attempts  to  patch  it  up.  It  was 
based  on  two  principles — ^first,  to  reward 
the  most  unpatriotic  Irishmen  that  could 
be  found ;  and,  second,  to  find  a  shelter 
for  the  responsible  heads  of  the  Goyem- 
ment  from  everything  that  was  done. 
Nothing  oould  l>e  more  absurd  than  the 
constitution  of  the  Irish  Education 
Board.  It  was  composed  of  a  great 
number  of  Judges  and  other  persons 
selected  by  different  GK)vemments,  and 
many  of  these  never  attended,  except 
when  there  was  something  particular 
coming  on  in  which  they  happened  to 
feel  an  interest.  He  had  also  to  com- 
plain of  the  anomaly  of  allowing  Sir 
Kichard  Griffiths  to  continue  a  member 
of  the  Board  of  Works  when,  from  his 
great  aee  and  his  residence  in  England, 
he  could  not  attend  to  the  duties  of  the 
office.  He  objected  to  the  patching  up 
of  this  anomalous  and  objectionable 
rjrstem  of  g^ovemment  in  order  to  weaken 
tne  claim  of  the  Irish  people  to  manage 
their  own  affairs. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BIHEN  regretted 
that  the  rig^t  hon.  Baronet  the  Chief 
Secretary  histd  not  promised  that  Sir 
Bichard  Griffiths's  place  on  the  Board  of 
Works  should  be  nlled  up  by  someone 
competent  to  discharge  the  duties  of  the 
office,  seeing  that  that  gentleman  re- 
mained on  it  as  a  mere  puppet.  He 
dissented,  however,  from  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henr^)  as  to  unpatriotic 
Irish  Members  obtaming  appointments 
from  the  Government.  He  had  seen 
Irish  Members  on  both  sides  appointed 
by  different  Governments  who,  in  the 
conduct  of  Public  Business,  had  evinced 
an  intelligence  and  an  energy  that  con- 
ferred honour  on  their  coimtiy.  No 
doubt,  the  Irish  people  were  entitled  to 
administer  their  own  affairs ;  but,  in  the 
meantime,  he  certainly  advocated  Irish- 
men having  a  fair  share  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  affairs  of  the  country, 
and  thought  the  Irish  people  would  be 
very  dissatisfied  if  that  were  not  carried 
out.  

Mb.  PAENELL  thouffht  that  no  doubt 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  lime- 
rick (Mr.  Butt)  had  put  his  finger  on  a 
very  g^at  evil,  and  that  it  would  be 
very  difficult  in  the  present  state  of 
affairs  in  Ireland  to  adopt  an  adequate 

Mr.  mtchM  Eonry 


remedy.    There  was  no  oonntzy  in  the 
world  ao  mudli  governed  bv  Boards,  Mid 
everybody  who  had  lived  in   Irslaad 
must   have  seen  instances  where   the 
power  of  tiie  Local  Govemiuent  Boerd 
and   of  the  Commissioners  of  Pablio 
Works  had  been  exercised  adversely  to 
the  interests  of  the  country,  and  he  (Mr. 
Pamell)  had  no  doubt  that  it  was  eqn^ll  j 
patent  to  tiie  rig^t  hon.  Baronet  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.    The  qnee* 
tion  was,  how  were  thev  to  remedy  the 
present  state  of  affkirs  r    7%e  hoa.  mxA 
learned  Member  for  limerick  sog^^ested 
that  those  two  Boards  should  be  repre- 
sented by  a  responsible  Minister  in  that 
House.    At  first  sight,  it  might  appear 
as  if  sudi  a  step  as  that  might  increase 
the  patronage  and  power  of  the  Goveni- 
ment,  but  that  was  not  so.    It  would 
onlv  increase  Parliamentaxy  patronage, 
and  would  transfer  to  Members  of  Par- 
liament offices  now  held  by  those  who 
were  not  Members  of  Parliament.    He 
did  not  wish  to  draw  any  invidious  dis- 
tinctions with  reference  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen from  Ireland  who  sat  behind  the 
Treasury  bench,  and  he  would  not  ai^ 
that  they  did  not  represent  the  iat^h- 

fence  of  Ireland ;  but  it  must  be  remem- 
ered  that  by  the  past  administration  of 
Irish  affairs  the  Government  had  put  the 
people  of  Ireland  in  direct  antagonioa 
to  the  upper  classes  and  the  aristooraey 
of  Ireland.    There  could  be  no  qoestioa 
that  the  Irish  Conservatives  were  in  a 
position  of  veiy  great  difficulty  in  ob- 
taining Representatives  in  that  House, 
and  therefore  on  that  account  he  oould 
not  take  it  for  granted  that  Irish  Mem- 
bers on  the  opposite  side  did  thoroughly 
represent    the    ability,   education,   and 
aristocracy  of  Ireland.    From  the  veiy 
nature  of  the  case,  it  followed  that  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  been  elected  under 
exceptional  circumstances,  and    if  the 
Gbvemment  were  to  choose  from  that 
body  there  would    be    a  very  limited 
choice,  and  he  did  not  think  that  they 
could  select  from  among  them  satisfso- 
tory  occupiers  of  office.    As  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Kinff's  County  (Sir  Patridc  O'Brien), 
who  had  deprecated  any  attempt  to  alter 
the  present  system,  because  at  some  time 
or  other  th^  hoped   to    obtain   self- 
government  ioT  Inland,  he  (Mr.  Par- 
^  ""^  ~"  A  of  those  who  perhaps  held 
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•hoold  b«  bvonght  before  the  House, 
tad  if  th»  Home  Bole  Members  were 
osly  tnie  to  themselTes,  they  would  soon 
plsse  it  in  a  poeition  of  importanoe 
wkidi  it  had  not  acquired  up  to  the  pre- 
Not  time.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  told 
tkin  that  he,  for  one,  was  not  unirillinff 
to  make  changes  whioh  were  required 
torn,  but  which  would  not  be  required 
Bsdcr  a  system  of  self-ffovemment ;  there 
voold  be  no  doubt  uiat  iinder  such  a 
lyitcm  it  would  be  extended  to  local 
Mif-goT«mment  and  municipal  ffovem- 
MAt  The  hon.  Baronet  had  also  said 
Uiat  Members  from  Ireland  sitting  on 
$nj  side  of  the  House,  ought  not  to  be 
precluded  from  sharing  in  ^e  Oovem- 
meot  of  the  country,  or  from  sharing  in 
Um  places  at  the  duposal  of  the  Gk>yem- 
nsnt  But  the  position  of  hon.  Mem- 
bsfs  on  that  side  of  the  House  was  ex- 
espdonal,  and  this  had  been  prored  by 
toe  manner  in  which  offices  had  been 
bsstowed  by  the  present  and  past  Oo* 
▼munents.  Those  Gbvemments,  instead 
uf  assigning  the  offices  as  a  reward  of 
nerit  s[nd  ability,  had  deliberately  eiren 
tkem  to  men  who  had  prostituted  mem- 
tshres  to  the  ends  ana  aims  which  the 
Government  had  in  view.  He  did  not 
hsHere  it  was  possible  for  any  English 
Cabinet,  or  any  number  of  English 
Msmbers,  to  appreciate  and  understand 
ths  real  mistakes  they  made,  and  he  did 
not  believe  those  mistakes  would  be  cor- 
n«(ed  until  they  had  a  means  of  local 
•slf-goyemment  in  Ireland  which  would 
be  appreciated  by  the  Irish  peoi^e.  He 
farther  believed  it  was  impossible  for 
the  English  Government  to  govern  Ire* 
laiid  with  a  due  re|;ard  to  the  interests, 
w  in  conformity  with  the  feelings  of  the 
ooontiy,  so  long  as  they  adher^  to  the 
•yiUm,  which  was  that  of  ruling  the  coun- 
tiy  throuffhagarrisoD,  as  it  was  called. 

Ma.  butt  said,  that  as  he  had 
bioQ^t  forward  the  Motion  mainly  with 
the  new  of  raising  a  tentative  discussion 
upon  it,  he  would,  with  the  leave  of  the 
Uoose,  withdraw  it    ['<  No,  no  I "] 

Question,  ''That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tne  Ques- 
tkm,"  put,  and  sfr#tfi  U. 

ROYAL  IBWH  CONBTABULAEY. 

OBSXBVATIOKS. 

BmOOLMAN  (VLOOHLEN,  who  had 
gtven  Notioa  to  move  the  fbllowing  Be- 
snhtion :—  i 


"That,  in  the  (q^nion  of  thii  Home,  Cadet- 
shipf  in  the  Royal  IrUh  ConitabuUiy  ihould  be 
thrown  open  to  public  competition  limilar  to  that 
now  adopted  with  reipect  to  first  appointments 
in  the  Army," 

but  which  he  was  prevented  by  the 
Forms  of  the  House  m)m  moving,  said 
that  at  present,  as  far  as  he  under- 
stood, the  inrstem  was  this^ — a  young 
gentleman  who  sought  to  obtain  a  cadet- 
ship  in  the  Boyal  Irish  Oonstabulary 
must  get  a  nomination  from  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  from  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  or  from  the  Inspector  General 
of  the  Oonstabulary.  For  every  vacancy 
three  nominations  were  given  alternately 
by  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  by  the  Ohiof 
Secretary,  and  by  the  Inspector  General. 
He  considered  that  this  practice  ought 
to  be  abolished,  and  that  public  compe- 
titions should  take  place  for  the  vacan- 
cies just  as  commissions  in  the  Armv 
were  thrown  open.  The  Boyal  Irish 
Oonstabulary  Yoroe  now  consisted  of 
nearly  12,000  men,  officered  by  over  200 
officers,  and  he  believed  there  were  26 
county  inspectors  and  200  sub-inspectors. 
No  one  could  get  into  this  Force  as  an 
officer,  unless  he  could  get  a  Government 
nomination.  These  nominations  were 
generally  obtained  through  Members  of 
Parliament;  but,  of  course,  no  Homo 
Bule  Member  could  get  a  nomination, 
because  he  could  not  approach  the  Chief 
Secretary  with  whispered  breath  and 
bated  humbleness,  and  therefore  all  the 
nominations  went  to  the  small  body  of 
Members  behind  the  Treasury  Bench. 
That,  he  thought,  was  extremely  hard. 
He  was  desirous  of  having  this  question 
discussed  in  the  House,  after  wnioh  he 
thought  the  present  system  could  not 
stana.  He  did  not  believe  that  there 
would  be  any  danger  imported  into  the 
Force  by  throwing  open  the  cadotships 
to  public  competition.  Of  course  if  a  sys- 
tem of  open  competition  was  established 
— and  he  did  not  see  why  it  should  not  be 
as  good  for  the  Constabulary  as  for  the 
Army— proper  precautions  must  be  taken 
against  improper  persons  getting  into  the 
Iotco,  but  oe  believed  this  could  be  done, 
and  that  a  Force,  which  he,  unlike  some 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
looked  upon  with  approval,  could  be  pro- 
tected against  deterioration.  In  his  be- 
lief it  was  a  very  efficient  Force,  and  a 
great  credit  to  the  country. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
that  this  subject  had  only  very  recently 
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been  brought  iinder  his  notioe,  sinoe 
there  had  been  latterly  a  large  redaction 
in  the  number  of  officers ;  and  in  oonse- 
quence,  until  a  few  weeks  ago,  no  fresh 
appointments  had  been  made  for  some 
years  past.  But  the  competition  for 
three  appointments  that  haa  just  taken 
place  was  conducted  very  much  on  the 
principle  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Baronet  had  suggested  to  the 
House,  but  with  this  difference,  that  in- 
stead of  the  competition  being  an  open 
one  it  was  limited  to  five  can^dates  for 
each  vacancy.  And  if  the  nomination 
in  one  case  had  been  given  to  the  In- 
spector General  of  Constabulary,  it  had 
not  been  used  as  private  patronage,  but 
had  been  made  the  means  of  promoting 
a  deserving  head  constable.  The  question 
raised  by  the  Motion  was  really  one  be- 
tween limited  competition  and  open  com- 
petition, and  heconfessed  that  hepreferred 
the  former  to  the  latter  for  the  Force. 
The  areument  that  the  same  principle 
should  be  adopted  for  the  Oonstabulary 
as  for  the  Army  was  an  argument  that 
the  Constabulary  was  a  mihtary  Force ; 
but  he  denied  there  was  this  analogy 
between  the  two,  and  he  trusted  that  no 
one  who  ever  occupied  the  position  he 
hold  would  regard  the  Force  in  that 
light.  He  did  not  think  it  possible, 
under  the  system  of  public  competition, 
to  take  sufficient  security  for  the  fitness 
of  candidates  for  the  Irish  Constabulary ; 
and  he  thought  it  was  very  necessary  that 
there  should  be  sufficient  security  that 
no  one  should  be  permitted  to  enter  the 
Force  without  proper  qualifications.  At 
the  same  time,  it  was  possible  that  the  pre- 
sent system  of  limited  competition  might 
be  extended ;  in  fact,  he  had  already  ex- 
tended it  in  some  deg^e,  and  in  filling 
up  future  vacancies  he  should  be  pre- 
pared to  proceed  in  a  similar  direction. 
Hon.  Members  from  Ireland  should  re- 
member that  up  to  the  present  time  the 
Irish  Constabulary  had  been  officered 
almost  exclusively  by  Irishmen ;  but  if 
the  system  of  open  competition  was 
established  there  might  oe  a  large 
introduction  of  Englishmen  and  Scotch- 
men. He  did  not  say  that  this  would 
be  an  injury  to  the  Force;  but  it 
would  change  its  character  very  ma- 
terially. He  promised  that  the  ques- 
tion should  engage  his  attention,  and 
he  would  endeavour  to  deal  with  it 
on  the  lines  which  he  had  sketched 
out. 

Sir  IKcha$l  Hicki'BMch 


Captain  NOLAN  said,  he  had  no  ft 
of  the  open  competition  of  EngliahnMn 
and  Scotchmen,  for  Irishmen  had  hi- 
therto in  all  cases  held  their  own  Terf 
fairly   in    any  public   oompetiti<m    to 
whidi  they  had   been    admitted.      As 
Irishmen  were  admitted  to  competitions 
for  admission  to  many  branches  of  the 
Imperial  Service,  and  especially  to  the 
Inrnan  Junior  Civil  Services,  it  woold 
only  be   right   that   Englishmen    and 
Scotchmen  ^ould  be  admitted  to  com- 
pete for  office  in  Ireland.    He  believed, 
for  his  own  part,   that  Irishmen  hnd 
eveiything  to  gain  by  a  general  throw- 
ing open  of  the  appointments  to  open 
competition,  and  he  mought  that  throw- 
ing open  the  appointments  in  the  Irish 
Constabulary  to  such  oompetitaon  would 
tend  g^atlyin  that  direction.    He  did 
not  I^lieve  that  by  adopting  such    a 
finrstom  ihej  would  get  worse  officers 
than  at  present,  or  even  of  inferior  social 
position.    This  had  certainly  not  been 
the  case  in  the  Army,  but  the  contrary. 
The  practice  of  open  competition  had 
been  to  raise  the  standard  of  effioiencT, 
and  he  saw  no  reason  why  this  shoold 
not  be  the  case  as  regarded  the  Constabu- 
lary.   Open  competition  had  been  pro- 
ductive of  the  best  results  in  the  Ser- 
vices,  as  it  attracted   bettor   educated 
men.  There  was  no  doubt  that  the  Indian 
Civil  Service  had  been  greatly  improved 
by  the  introduction  of  open  competiticm, 
for  instead  of  studying  a  little  for  a 
mere   pass  examination,  they  had    to 
study  hard  to  beat  one  another.    On 
maHng  arrangements  at  the  Castle  in 
Dublin,  by  political  services,  or  by  cul- 
tivating social  acquaintance,  these  were 
the  means  by  which  nominations  were 
got.     It    was   very   unfair    that  sndi 
privileged  persons  should  have  the  ap- 
pointments, and  thus  keep  others  oat 
For  that  reason  he  thought  the  Irish 
Constabulary  ought  to  be  thrown  open 
to  public  competition,   and    the    same 
remark  applied  to  all  the  Services.    Let 
them  introduce  physical  examinations^ 
if  they  liked ;  but,  whether  at  cricket  or 
not,  let  the  best  men  win. 

Mr.  O'SHAUQHNESSY  admitted 
tiie  desirability  that  a  Force  like  the 
Irish  Constabulary,  which  had  to  ad- 
ministor  the  law,  and  had  besides  many 
official  duties,  should  be  drawn  from  the 
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witb  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Oentle- 
Bta  tlia  Membar  for  Glare  (Sir  Oolman 
OXo^ilen)  that  for  a  Force  of  that  kind 
th«  preeent  oompetitiye  examination  was 
ottiri J  inadequate  for  the  selection  of  the 
proper  men.  It  was  impossible  to  form 
uj  oninion  as  to  the  tact  of  a  young 
maa  br  oompetitiTe  examination,  nor 
coald  they  tell  how  he  would  conduct 
kifflMlf  in  difficult  circumstances.  In 
nine  Departments  of  the  Indian  Oiril 
Swrioe  open  competitions  had  been  at- 
tended with  success;  but  in  other  De- 
ptrtmenta  it  had  been  a  failure.  Oon- 
■idering  the  delicate  and  difficult  nature 
of  the  duties  which  the  Irish  Oonstabu- 
itiy  had  to  discharge,  they  should  hesi- 
tsto  before  they  adopted  open  oompeti- 
uoo.  With  refffurd  to  Englishmen  and 
tkotohmen  in  Ireland  he  confessed  he 
•hoold  not  be  sorry  to  see  a  few  in  the 
Irkh  Constabulary.  An  Englishman  and 
i  Scotchman  had  very  different  ideas  as 
10  the  administration  of  the  law,  and  as 
10  the  rights  of  those  oyer  whom  he  ex- 
msed  Uiat  administration,  from  those 
of  Irishmen.  They  had  been  accus- 
tomed to  deal  with  people  who  stood  on 
thsir  rights,  and  who  would  resist  any 
•ttsmpt  to  infringe  their  rights — who 
vcala  in  fact,  always  resist  authority 
vkea  they  thought  it  was  illegally  and 
diaooorteously  used.  Therefore,  an 
Rngiishmsn  or  a  Scotchman  misht  set 
so  example  to  many  Irish  officials,  who 
v«re  wanting  in  the  charities  of  official 
liitt  and  bring  other  ideas  of  adminis- 
tration not  onfy  into  the  Irish  Oonstabu- 
Itry,  but  into  other  Departments  of  the 
6t«te.  He  was  always  reluctant  to  say 
uijthinff  saTOurinK  of  sectarianism,  but 
VMo  they  considered  the  numbers  of 
Boman  Oatholics  and  Protestants  in  the 
Foics,  it  was  easy  to  say  that  the  pro- 

CA  of  the  latter  was  yery  great. 
to  say  the  least,  was  very  natural, 
••sing  that  the  upper  classes  were  to  a 
^f»  extent  Protestants.  These  who 
frmsoted  the  Oastle,  whose  parents 
od  rsUtives  had  held  office,  had  been 
to  a  large  extent  Protestant.  He  did 
<itd  not  wish  to  make  any  sugsrestion  to 
tbs  ri^ii  hon.  OenUeman  me  Ohief 
Bserstaiy,  as  he  was  quite  sure  that 
MBS  was  necessary ;  but  he  would  give 
a  Uni  as  to  the  undesirability  of  the 
igslsui  he  seemed  to  apDroye— selecting 
flsndidatee  flrom  those  whose  parents,  or 
BMoben  of  whose  fkmilies,  had  been 
flftiisis     He  was  very  much  tSttXA  that 
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this  was  calculated  to  create  in  Ireland 
an  official  caste  which  was  already  suffi- 
ciently strong,  and  it  was  unadvisable 
that  it  should  ^w  stronger,  especially 
in  the  Force  which  had  to  deal  with  the 
administration  of  law,  and  had  so  many 
social  duties  to  perform.  If  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  knew  as  much  as  he 
(Mr.  O'Shaughnessy)  did  of  the  spirit 
of  the  country,  and  saw  the  hostility 
and  the  chasm  which  existed  between 
the  official  classes  and  the  people,  and 
what  a  hobgoblin  the  official  was  to  the 
shopkeeper,  the  farmer,  or  the  labouring 
man,  he  would  see  how  undesirable  it 
was  to  perpetuate  that  official  caste. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  said,  that  no  doubt 
the  Force  in  Ireland  was  greatly  in- 
debted to  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Sir  Oolman  O'Loghlen)  for  bring- 
ing the  subject  before  the  House,  and 
especially  for  having  elicited  from  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chief  Secretaiy 
for  Ireland,  the  direction  in  which  his 
own  mind  tended  on  that  subieot.  He 
could  do  no  more  useful  work  during  his 
term  of  office  than  to  give  the  Irish  Con- 
stabulary that  non-Party  character  which 
was  so  desirable  in  a  peace  Force. 
There  might  be  difficulties  in  throwing 
open  the  appointments  to  public  com- 
petition ;  but  nothing  could  oe  more  de- 
sirable than  that  the  system  of  nomina- 
tions should  monopolize  the  whole  field 
of  Constabulary  appointments ;  and,  for 
his  own  part,  as  an  Irish  Member  of 
Parliament,  he  blessed  the  day  when 
patronage  had  been  taken  from  tiiem  to 
the  extent  to  which  it  had  been  taken. 
He  was  proud  to  say  of  his  own  consti- 
tuents that  from  the  day  he  was  elected 
four  years  ago  to  the  present  hour  he 
had  got  but  one  application  for  anything 
like  political  patronage,  and  that,  which 
happened  to  be  for  one  of  these  nomi- 
nations, he  was  obliged  to  refuse,  stating 
as  his  apology  that  while  the  courtesy  of 
the  Government  to  Irish  Members  was 
beyond  all  expectation,  he  could  not  go 
to  them,  and  ask  them  for  a  favour,  as 
they  invariablv  gave  nothing  for  nothing. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  OenUeman 
would  narrow  as  much  as  possible  the 
area  of  possible  Party  appointments,  and 
carrv  out  the  idea  of  opening  all  branches 
of  the  Public  Service. 

Main  Question,  *'  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agrnd  to. 
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SUPPLY— CrVTL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  II. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  smn,  not  exceeding  £20,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  pavment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  March  1878,  for  Her  Majesty^s 
Foreign  and  other  Secret  Services." 

Mr.  FAENELL  said,  he  had  asked 
the  Oovemment  to  postpone  this  Vote 
until  the  present  occasion.  He  now 
wished  to  get  at  the  precise  amount  of 
the  Secret  Service  money  that  was  spent 
in  England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland,  di- 
vided into  these  three  heads.  He  ob- 
served that  this  Secret  Service  Vote  came 
under  the  head  of  England,  and  there 
was  no  Vote  of  Secret  Service  for  Ire- 
land and  Scotland.  He  had  no  objection 
to  a  secret  service.  He  knew  it  was  one 
of  the  necessities  of  every  State  to  have 
herself  secretly  served  in  foreign  coun- 
tries ;  that  she  should  have  secret  emis- 
saries to  demoralize  the  servants  of  other 
Sovereigns,  such  as  the  Emperor  of 
Eussia,  for  the  sake  of  the  supposed 
interests  of  the  Empire.  Although  he 
might  have  no  objection  to  the  demoredi- 
zation  of  the  subjects  of  the  Czar  by  the 
application  of  Secret  Service  Money,  he 
had  a  great  objection  to  the  demoraliza- 
tion of  the  people  of  Ireland.  They  had 
always  had  a  g^eat  suspicion  that  a  consi- 
derable portion  of  this  sum  was  devoted 
to  payments  in  Ireland,  or  in  connection 
wim  supposed  services  to  the  Govern- 
ment in  regard  to  Irish  matters.  As  a 
proof  of  tins,  during  the  years  1865  and 
1868  the  sum  voted  annually  for  the* 
Secret  Service  was  £32,000,  and  this 
year  it  was  only  £24,000.  In  addition 
to  that  Vote  they  were  told  that  the  sum 
of  £10,000  was  charged  annually  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund  for  the  Secret  Service. 
In  the  years  he  had  named,  it  was  con- 
sidered necessary  by  the  English  Gk>- 
vemment,  for  her  own  purposes,  to  pay 
considerable  sums  of  money  not  entirely 
for  Secret  Service,  because  a  great  deal 
of  it  was  performed  in  open  Courts,  in 
giving  evidence  on  the  trials  of  political 
prisoners.  He  wished  to  say  that  if  any 
of  this  money  was  paid  to  persons  in  the 
United    Kingdom,  the  portion  of  the 


Vote  paid  to  such  persons  should  be  de- 
fined, and  it  should  be  told  how  much 
was  paid  with  reRard  to  Scotland^  Ire- 
land, and  England.  He  heard  an  lioiu 
Member  who  represented  an  important 
Scotch  constituency  say  that  no  Seorat 
Service  Money  was  paid  for  Sooiland, 
but  how  did  he  know  that  ?  They  had 
had  informers  in  Ireland,  such  as  Maaaey, 
Corrigan,  and  others,  who  were  doMribed 
by  Mr.  Justice  Eeogh  asdaagerons  cha- 
racters in  Booie^.  Possibly,  some  such 
men  might  still  be  living,  and  in  receipt 
of  money  from  the  Secret  Service  Yota. 
If  so,  how  much  had  been  naid  tham  ? 
To  give  the  Gbvemment  and  the  Oom* 
mittee  an  opportunity  of  stating  their 
opinions  on  tnis  question,  he  would  mora 
that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of 
£4,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**That  a  sum,  not  ezoeediiig  £16,000,  b* 
granted  to  Her  Majefty,to  complete  the  warn 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  oone 
in  course  of  pa^nnent  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1878,  for  Her  Majerty't 
Foreign  and  other  Secret  SerrioM.^  —  (Jfr. 
PameU,) 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  was  ex- 
ceedingly sorry  he  could  not  give  the 
hon.  Member  the  information  he  asked ; 
but  he  did  not  possess  it.  Indeed,  the 
Committee  must  see  the  sum  would  not 
be  Secret  Service  Money  at  all  if  he  was 
in  a  position  to  state  exactly  thepoipoaes 
to  which  it  was  devoted.  All  he  could 
say  was,  that  the  money  was  spent  with 
the  greatest  possible  care  bv  the  Mini- 
sters of  the  Crown,  and  as  long  as  the 
necessity  for  a  Secret  Service  onftirtn- 
nately  existed,  the  House  must  be  ocm- 
tent  to  leave  the  subject  in  the  handa  of 
responsible  Ministers. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  all  his  hoo. 
Friend  (Mr.  Famell)  asked  for,  and  aD 
the  Committee  asked  for,  and  which 
they  had  a  right  to  know,  was  an  aasn- 
ranoe  on  the  part  of  the  Oovemment 
that  the  expenditure  of  the  money  was 
one  that  ought  reallv  to  be  considerod  a 
secret,  and  not  for  the  puipoees  of  com- 
pensation allowances  and  inoreaae  of 
salaries. 

Mb.  CHABLEY  said,  he  must  oom- 

Elain  of  the  language  of  the  hon.  Mam- 
er  for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell)  in  s^yiag 
that  the  Oovemment  spent  Secret  Ser- 
vice money  in  demoralisng  the  salgaoCs 
of  the  Czar.    He  did  not  think  that  that 


1606 


S^tpply^-'Citil 


{ JuiTE  11,1 877  J         Service  Fsiimate». 


1606 


YM  haffuam  whidi  ought  to  be  used  in 
the  Bri«h  House  of  Obmmo&s. 

Me.  J.  CX)WEN  considered  the  hon. 
Msmber  fbr  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  a 
nfffat  to  know  how  the  Secret  Service 
mtmty  was  eocpended  in  Ireland.  In 
lus  (Mr.  0)wen  s)  opinion  it  was  paid  to 

r'  s  and  informers,  who  went  amonff 
people,  misled  the  innocent,  ezcitea 
t^«n  to  insurrection,  and  then  gare  eri- 
3«Boe  against  them.  For  his  part  he 
i^ottld  mpport  the  Motion  of  ms  hon. 
Friaad  for  a  reduction  of  the  Vote.  He 
eooadered  the  course  taken  by  the  hon. 
(katJrnnan  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
vroog  in  asking  the  Oommittee  to  give 
■■•at  to  the  Vote  without  giving  any 
rxptaaation  respecting  its  application. 
Hs  thought  the  demand  reasonable  that 
A  distinotion  should  be  drawn  between 
Ybat  was  ^nt  in  England,  Scotland, 
lod  Ireland. 

Ma.  RAMSAT  agreed  that  the  Secre- 
tuy  to  the  Treasury,  in  asking  a  Vote 
for  such  subjects  as  those  of  Secret  Ser- 
nes,  was  bound  to  give  some  erplana- 
tioa ;  and  with  regard  to  its  application 
tft  Eogland,  Ireland,  and  Scotland,  the 
qnsstion  ought,  in  his  opinion,  to  be 
uMTvered*  in  addition  to  this  Vote  for 
i<«otet  Service,  the  sum  of  £10,000  was 
dttrged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  for 
the  same  purpose.  It  therefore  seemed 
•ooething  like  a  mockerv  of  the  Forms 
of  the  House  to  place  this  sum  in  the 
Firimstes,  if  they  were  not  supposed  to 
dimiM  and  obtain  some  explanation  of 
it  The  Oommittee  might  be  told  where 
tbe  money  was  spent,  without  being  told 
bow. 

Mm.  MAODONALD  thought  the  hon. 
Msmber  for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell)  was 
pvfcotlv  right  in  drawing  attention  to 
tUs  subject,  because  the  House  ought 
to  know  how  the  monej  was  spent. 
Ths  boo.  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
M'Laren)  knew  that  Secret  Service 
Money  used  to  be  paid  in  Scotland  for 
tlie  promotion  of  revolt  and  rebellion. 
;  Mr.  M'liAasir :  Forty  years  ago.]  Al- 
tiMNigh  it  was  40  years  ago,  it  was  no 
1«M  true.  He  contended  that  there 
<m^  to  be  an  understanding  that  this 
Stmt  Service  Money  should  not  be  spent 
is  pnMnotiiig  rebellion.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tUiaan  the  eeoretary  to  the  Treasury  did 
not  know  how  the  money  was  spent,  then 
how  could  he  state  tfiat  it  was  well  spent? 
Tke  boo.  Member  for  Meath  was  en- 
titled to  demand  an  answer  as  to  how 


much  of  this  money  went  to  Ireland, 
and  they  ought  to  know  how  much  was 
expended  in  England  and  Scotland. 

Mb.  M*LABm  said,  it  would  be  a 
misnomer  to  call  the  Vote  one  for  Secret 
Service,  if  the  Gbvernment  had  to  give 
fdll  particulars  regarding  it.  But  he 
thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
(Mr.  Pamell)  had  a  perfect  right  to  ask 
whether  any  of  the  monev  was  employed 
in  Ireland,  especially  if  he  believed  it 
was  being  employed  for  other  than 
legal  purposes,  and  contended  that  this 
money  was  ffiven  as  a  bribe.  Ho  begged 
to  sav  that  he  had  taken  an  interest  in 
pubbc  matters  in  Scotland  for  40  years, 
and  he  did  not  believe  that  any  of  this 
money  went  to  that  country  now;  but 
there  was  a  time  when  it  did,  and  that 
was  when  the  Sidmouth  Government 
existed.  The  money  was  sent  to  Scot- 
land to  induce  the  people  to  become 
seditious ;  but  of  late  years  ho  had  not 
heard  a  whisper  in  Scotland  that  any 
of  this  money  was  expended  there. 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  the  nature  of  Secret  Ser- 
vice was  really  called  in  question  by  the 
discussion.  If  the  money  was  given,  it 
was  voted  in  confidence  that  the  Gx>vem- 
ment  would  apply  it  to  purposes  that 
were  proper  and  not  to  suon  as  were  im- 
proper, and  that  it  would  be  used  only 
for  purposes  which,  in  the  judgment  of 
the  Government,  it  would  be  inconve- 
nient to  make  matter  of  public  discus- 
sion. The  question  whetner  a  part  of 
the  money  was  applied  to  the  increase  of 
salaries  must  have  reference  to  a  dis- 
cussion that  occurred  a  few  years  ago  ; 
up  to  which  time  it  had  been  the  prac- 
tice to  make  additions  out  of  the  fund 
to  certain  Foreign  Office  salaries.  The 
result  of  the  (uscussion  was  that  that 
practice  was  discontinued,  and  the  money 
was  not  now  applied  in  that  way,  nor  in 
the  paymentof  compassionate  allowances. 
He  noped  that  much  would  be  satisfac- 
tory to  the  Oommittee.  The  Committee 
would  do  well  not  to  press  the  question 
now  put,  because  it  would  be  obvious 
that  if  the  information  were  given, 
either  it  would  be  misleading,  or  it  would 
be  followed  up  by  further  questions 
which  would  be  of  a  character  to  destroy 
all  secrecy  as  to  the  disposition  of  the 
i\inds.  Suppose  it  were  stated  how 
much  was  given  to  one  portion  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  questions  would  arise 
as  to  the  services    rendered,   whether 
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they  were  rendered  within  it,  or  whe- 
ther the  money  was  paid  to  persons  re- 
siding there  in  respect  of  services  ren- 
dered abroad,  and  the  result  would  be 
a  discussion,  which  it  was  the  very  ob- 
ject of  the  Vote  to  render  unnecessary. 
He  could  assure  the  Committee  that  so 
far  as  the  expenditure  of  the  money  had 
come  under  his  notice,  there  had  been 
nothing  improperly  done  with  it ;  at  the 
same  time,  he  felt  that,  though  it  had 
been  properly  applied,  it  would  be  very 
inconvenient  to  make  that  application 
public.  He  had  no  doubt  eaon  of  his 
Colleagues  would  say  the  same  for  the 
part  of  the  expenditure  for  which  he 
was  responsible.  He  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  not  press  for  further  infor- 
mation on  the  subject. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said, 
that  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  at  all  satisfactory. 
Was  any  Secret  Service  money  applied 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  or  was  it  all 
applied  to  purposes  in  foreign  countries  ? 
If  some  portion  was  not  applied  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  the  Committee  would 
not  press  for  further  information.  If 
his  memory  served  him,  it  was  stated  in 
a  former  debate  on  this  subject  that 
Secret  Service  Money  was  applied  en- 
tirely to  purposes  connected  with  Foreign 
Affairs.  If  that  were  so,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  surely  state  as  much 
now  without  any  breadi  of  due  official 
reserve. 

Mr.  a.  mills  could  not  see  how  the 
information  asked  for  would  at  all  assist 
hon.  Members  to  judge  whether  any 
part  of  the  money  was  corruptly  spent. 
What  would  be  the  use  of  it,  unless 
they  got  the  names  of  every  individual 
who  had  been  paid  some  of  this  money  ? 

Mr.  EYLANDS  :  I  took  a  leading 
part  in  the  discussion  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  referred,  and  I  moved  the 
Eesolution  by  which  the  House  declined 
to  allow  the  payment  out  of  the  Secret 
Service  Money  of  any  sum  for  salaries 
or  pensions.  But  the  origin  of  the  He- 
solution  which  was  carried  on  that  occa- 
sion was  a  little  remarkable.  I  had  on 
several  occasions  put  Questions  to  the 
Treasury  Bench  as  to  whether  it  was  not 
the  fact  that  certain  parties  were  re- 
ceiving salaries  and  pensions  out  of  this 
Secret  Service  Money,  and  it  was  posi- 
tively denied.  K  I  had  not  had  very 
good  authority  for  the  course  which  I 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


took,  and  if  I  had  not  resisted  the 
presentations  of  the  Goveinment,   the 
facts  of  the  case  would  never  have  oome 
out  at  all.    It  was  only  by  asking  Quee- 
tion    upon    Question,  and   persistently 
meeting  the  denials  given  to  me,  that  at 
last  I  forced  from  the  Government  the 
acknowledgment  that  a  veiy  oonsidermble 
amount  of  salary  was  paid  to  an  im- 
portant officer  of  the  Crown  as  an  addi- 
tion to  the  remimeration  which  he  de- 
rived from  his  Department.    And  who 
was  that  official  ?    It  was  the  very  offi- 
cial who  had  the  management  of  this 
Secret  Service.    My  complaint  was  that 
although  this  was  done,  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affaire  knew 
nothing  whatever  about  it.    In  fact,  my 
noble  jPriend  the  then  Under  Secretary 
of  State  (Viscount  Enfield)  was  put  op  to 
deny  that  there  was  any  truth  in  my  as- 
sertion.    Of  course,  it  was  not  categori- 
cally denied.     My  complaint  then  was« 
and  it  is  the  same  now,  that  the  poUtioa] 
Under  Secretary  of  State  is  kept  in  en- 
tire ignorance  of  the  expenditure  of  this 
money.    If  my  hon.  Fnend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affisirs 
will  get  up  in  this  House  and  say  he 
knows  how  this  money  is  expended,  and 
that  he  is  prepared  on  his  responsibility 
as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  to  say  thai 
it  is  properly  expended,  I  will  yield  to 
his  judgment.    But  he  cannot  say  eo. 
He  knows  nothing  more  about  it  than  I 
do.    I  know  quite  as  much  as  my  hon. 
Friend  in  reference  to  this  matter.   And 
let  me  tell  the  House  what  course  is 
taken  in  regard  to  this  Secret  SerriM 
Money.     A  large  portion  of  it  is  ex- 
pended abroad  in  connection  with  foreign 
affairs.    I  believe  it  will  be  found  tl^ 
the  sum  of  £10,000  oharg^  on  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  is  the  sum  chiefly  ^- 
pended  for  Home  purposes.     A  large 
portion  of  the  £24,000  which  we  are 
now  asked  to  vote  is  expended  through 
the  Foreign  Department,  and  let  me  tefl 
hon.  Members  now  it  is  managed.    A 
Minister  of  the  Crown  abroad  or  a  Con- 
sul in  some  Foreign  State  applies  from 
time  to  time  to  the  Foreign  Office  for  a 
certain  sum  of  money  for  uie  purposes  of 
Secret  Service ;  and  when  he  makes  that 
application,  if  he  takes  care  to  keen 
within  what  is  considered  a  frdr  ana 
legitimate    amount  for  the   pardenlar 
pfui  of  the  world  in  whidi  he  is  placed* 
and  the  position  he  occupies,  tnere  is 
no  inquiry  made.    But  if  the  Ambsasa- 
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dor  or  Consul  aaks  for  an  nnusual 
■fflonnt,  the  Foreign  Office  institutes  an 
iaqoirj  and  calls  the  attention  of  our 
fi«presentatiTe  at  the  Foreign  Court  to 
t^  fact  that  he  is  asking  for  an  unusual 
■un  of  money,  and  that  an  explanation 
vill  probahly  be  necessary.  But  so  long  as 
h«keep«  within  certain  limits,  no  explana- 
tion is  called  for,  and  there  is  nothing 
to  show  how  the  money  is  expended.  lyen- 
tare  to  chaUenge  my  hon.  Friend  the  Un- 
d«r  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
to  show  me  within  the  last  quarter  of  a 
Motury  in  all  the  diplomatic  transactions 
vhich  are  recorded  in  the  Blue  Books, 
tny  instance  in  which  the  employment 
of  Secret  Seryice  Money  has  been  of 
nine.  I  am  speaking  about  transactions 
eompleted  historically  and  diplomatically, 
ind  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
in  the  Blue  Books,  which  record  from 
time  to  time  the  yarying  action  of  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment,  and  the  yaried 
information  which  they  possess.  I  chal- 
Wop^e  him  to  show  in  any  of  these  trans- 
ieti<mB  daring  the  last  25  years  a  single 
cue  in  which  important  information 
was  obtained  by  Her  Majesty's  Goyern- 
ffl«Qt  in  advance  of  the  ordinary  chan- 
mIs  of  information  in  consequence  of 
the  expenditure  of  this  Secret  Seryice 
Money.  That  is  the  yery  challenge 
vhich  I  made  to  the  Predecessor  of  my 
bon.  Friend  in  the  office  which  he  now 
fills.  The  challenge  neyer  has  been 
oiel,  and  I  do  not  think  it  can  be  met. 
I  lay,  that  if  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment 
fst  priority  of  information,  it  ought  to 
oe  raown ;  for,  at  present,  there  is  no 
•Ttdence  of  the  fact.  The  Ministers  and 
Gofnsols  spend  the  money,  no  doubt ;  but 
y«m  do  not  require  them  to  giye  a  de- 
tailed account  of  the  way  in  which  it  is 
•pent.  They  simply  declare,  on  their 
booonr,  that  it  is  spent  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Grown.  It  is  passed  by  the  Foreign 
Office,  and  there  is  no  check.  The  Se- 
crstary  of  the  Treasury  cannot  check  it, 
and  it  is  admitted  that  the  check  is 
utterly  insufficient  to  secure  care  and 
aomraoy  in  the  expenditure  of  the 
money.  My  impression  is,  that  it  is  paid 
to  persons  who  do  not  do  the  slightest 
good  in  return  for  it,  and  if  a  noor  Con- 
sol's  widow  eoes  to  the  new  Consul  in 
distress,  I  Eaye  no  doubt  that  he 
would  nut  his  hand  into  this  fund,  and 
nuke  her  a  compassionate  allowance 
oot  of  it ;  because  he  would  naturally 
•ay—'*  It  is  a  hard  case,  and  the  money 


can  go  to  Secret  Seryice."  There  is  a 
strong  suspicion  that  a  portion  of  the 
money  is  expended  in  that  way.  My 
complaint  is,  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yemment spend  the  money  without 
getting  any  real  and  substantial  advan- 
tage in  return  for  it ;  that  the  mode  in 
which  it  is  spent  prevents  proper  control ; 
that  the  Bepresentatiye  of  the  Foreign 
Office  in  this  House  knows  nothing 
about  it,  and  has  no  control  over 
it,  but  that  it  is  left  in  the  hands  of 
the  permanent  Servants  of  the  Crown 
who,  as  far  as  I  know,  may  deal  with  the 
money  in  a  manner  that  is  not  in  accord- 
ance with  the  public  interests.  It  may 
be  that  some  of  tho  objects  for  which  it 
is  expended  are  good.  Perhaps  they 
are,  but  they  ought  to  be  statea  in  the 
Estimate.  The  system  is  one  which  is 
very  much  open  to  abuse.  If  tho  money  is 
employed  in  this  country,  it  is  used  for  the 
purposes  of  demoralization,  and  if  used 
abroad,  it  is  used  in  a  mean  and  con- 
temptible manner  in  bribing  someone 
on  the  side  of  your  enemy,  or  on  the 
side  of  some  State  from  which  you  have 
reason  to  expect  opposition,  lou  bribe 
him  to  give  you  private  information  that 
will  damage  the  interests  of  his  own 
country.  I  am  of  opinion  that  our  policy 
in  connection  with  this  country  should 
be  an  open  policy,  and  that  when  we 
talk  of  British  interests,  we  mean  those 
interests  which  we  can  proclaim  before 
the  whole  world.  I  shall  vote  for  the 
Motion  which  has  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Parnoll), 
and  I  shall  also  be  prepared  to  vote  for 
the  rejection  of  the  entire  sum  asked 
for. 

Me.  CHARLES  LEWIS  was  re- 
minded,  by  the  challenge  thrown  out 
by  the  last  speaker  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  of  the  proverb — 
''Surely  in  vain  the  net  is  spread 
in  the  sight  of  any  bird."  He  was 
sorry  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley, 
who  so  strongly  denounced  Secret 
Seryice  Money,  had  not  commenced 
his  opposition  to  it  when  his  own 
political  Friends  were  in  office.  He 
could  not  think  that  the  Committee 
would  refuse  to  confide  in  the  present 
Government  on  this  matter  as  previous 
Governments  had  been  confided  in. 
But  if  a  vote  wero  to  be  taken  on  the 
subject,  let  that  vote  be  not  upon  the 
question  as  to  how  much  Secret  Money 
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was  spent  in  different  parts  of  the  King- 
dom, but  upon  the  broad  question  as  to 
whether  sudi  money  should  continue  to 
be  voted  at  all. 

Mr.  EYLANDS  explained  that  he 
had  divided  the  House  against  that 
vote  when  the  late  Qovemment  were  in 
office. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESST  expressed 
a  hope  that  some  information  of  a 
general  character  as  to  the  proportions 
in  which  it  was  distributed,  would  be 
furnished  to  the  Committee.  The  Motion 
before  the  Committee  was  not  made  with 
the  object  of  abolishing  the  Secret 
Service  Grant ;  and  if  it  were  conceded, 
and  Parliament  were  informed  what 
sums  were  spent  in  England,  as  com- 
pared with  Ireland  and  Scotland,  and 
other  places,  its  object  would  be  served. 
With  regard  to  Ireland,  it  was  impos- 
sible, without  some  further  information, 
to  satisfy  the  minds  of  the  people  as  to 
how  the  Secret  Service  Money  was  ap- 
proximated. They  remembered  that 
there  had  been  men  like  Head  Con- 
stable Talbot,  who,  being  sworn  in  as 
officers  for  the  preservation  of  the  peace, 
had  gone  among  the  people,  and,  on 
pretence  of  taking  part  in  the  Fenian 
movement,  had  mingled  among  its  sup- 
porters and  obtained  information  against 
them.  So  far  was  this  carried  in  Tal- 
bot's case,  that,  although  a  Protestant, 
he  had  actually  disguised  his  real  cha- 
racter, so  as  to  perpetrate  the  sacrilege 
of  receiving  the  Sacrament  at  the  altar 
of  a  CathoHc  chapel.  It  was  true  that 
he  was  afterwards  shot  in  Dublin ;  but 
had  the  people  known  of  the  sacrilege 
he  had  perpetrated,  he  would  probably 
have  fared  much  worse,  by  being  burnt 
alive  by  the  infuriated  populace,  whose 
feelings  he  had  outraged.  What  was 
wanted,  however,  was  not  details  as  to 
particular  sums,  but  the  proportions  of 
the  total  money  expended  in  the  Three 
Kingdoms ;  and  then,  if  it  were  seen 
that  there  was  not  an  imdue  amount 
spent  in  Ireland  as  compared  with  Eng- 
land and  Scotland,  they  would  be  satis- 
fied. At  present  no  attempt  was  made 
by  the  Government  to  interfere  with  or 
put  down  any  form  of  popular  feeling ; 
but  the  people  were  apt  to  exclaim  that 
the  disturbing  element  was  prompted  by 
the  Gt)vemment,  who  provided  the 
means  from  the  Secret  Service  Fund. 
Of  course,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer or  the  Chief  Secretary  know  nothing 
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about  the  expenditure  of  the  money,  or 
had  oommunication  with  men  eu^  as 
Talbot.  No  secrecy  would  be  kwt  by 
consenting  to  the  lifotion  of  the  ban. 
Member  v>t  Mea^  (Mr.  Paxnell),  while 
it  would  create  greater  ocmfidence  en 
the  part  of  the  people  in  the  Govern- 
ment.   

Mr.  CCONNOE  POWER  hoped  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  not 
suppose  that  the  Motion  was  brong^t 
forward  in  a  spirit  of  obetruotion  to 
delay  the  Estimates,  and  contended  that 
no  more  fitting  opportunity  could  be 
foimd  to  discuss  the  Vote.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers had  spoken  of  the  spending  of  Se- 
cret Service  Money  in  Scotland  40  yean 
ago;  but  without  going  beyond  1848, 
the  history  of  the  Dublin  PoIko  Oourts— 
when  Lord  Clarendon,  then  Tioeroy  of 
Ireland,  was  dragged  into  Court  upon  a 
demand  by  one  Buroh,  the  editor  of 
The  World,  for  the  payment  of  the  sum 
of  £1,000,  which  he  alleged  was  due 
from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  for  thesnp- 
port  of  a  paper  which  vilified  the  lead- 
ing members  of  Hhe  patriotic  Party  as 
Ii]£dels,  Atheists,  Sodalists,  and  stig- 
matized them  by  the  vilest  eiAthets— 
would  show  how  Secret  Servioe  Money 
was  used  in  Ireland  to  bring  the  Young 
Ireland  Party  into  contempt  and  dis- 
credit. It  might  be  said  that  it  was 
useless  to  raise  the  question^  and  make 
accusations  against  men  no  longer  able 
to  defend  themselves ;  but  these  things 
were  never  known  until  they  became 
matter  of  history.  He  wished  to  p<not 
out  to  the  Committee  that  with  regard  to 
such  men  as  Talbot,  who  had  been 
alluded  to,  there  was  anoth^  way  ia 
which  they  were  rewarded.  Most  of 
those  employed  as  spies  and  infonnen 
were  also  inspectOTs  or  sub-inspedon, 
and  were  paid  in  another  form.  In  ad- 
dition to  the  £24,000  now  aaked  for,  it 
was  more  than  possible  that  the  House 
would  be  asked  to  vote  another  similar 
sum  in  the  form  of  salaries  to 


or  in  some  manner  impossible  to  daasify. 

Mb.  monk  regretted  that  the  whole 
Vote  was  not  to  be  opposed,  ma  he  had 
never  heard  any  argument  in  fiavour  of 
Secret  Service  Mon^.  It  was  b^ieath 
the  dignity  <^  this  country  that  it  should 
purchase  information  in  the  way  which 
it  had  been  shown  it  was  purcdiaaed. 

BiB.  J.  COWEN  supported  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Vote.  Earner  in  tha  eventag 
they  had  been  discussing  the  oaae  of  the 
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B  piuonen,  and  it  should  not  be 
tan  th&t  some  of  these  men  were 
placed  in  prison  on  information  obtained 
m  th«  manner  deBoribed,  and  that  it  had 
baen  paid  for  out  of  the  money  Toted  by 
Pariiament.  We  had  initanoes  also  of 
tiia  iraj  in  which  this  money  was  spent 
dnring  the  Chartist  movement,  and 
thai*  was  a  well-known  case  of  a  man 
^ho  had  incited  the  inBurreotion  which 
lad  to  Thiatlewood  being  hanged,  who 
bad  lived  for  39  years  on  a  pension 
Rsntad  to  him  by  QoTemment  out  of 
tha  Secret  Serrioe  Uoney. 

Ha.  OBAT  adrerted  to  the  manner 
in  which  th«  Vot«  was  brought  forward, 
as  being  likely  to  deceive  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  looked  at  the  Estimates  casually. 
Ua  Estimates  were  divided  under  the 
heads — England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland ; 
bat  in  this  item  of  Secret  Service  Honey 
the  whole  was  put  down  to  England. 
The  result  of  that — whether  intentional 
or  not—would  bo  that  it  would  not  pro- 
bably be  challenged  by  an  Irish  or  Scotch 
Member,  unless  the  Vote  were  carefully 
■xamined.  If  the  QoTemment  would 
give  no  information  whatever,  then  the 
whole  of  the  amount  should  be  charged 
npon  the  Goasolidated  Fund,  and  not 
mder  the  head  where  it  now  appeared. 
It^ipearedtohim  ajnstifiablQ  thing  to 
ilk  what  portions  of  the  sum  ware  spent 
in  eaeh  oountry,  though  he  thought  that 
if  that  information  were  given,  tlte  Vote 
would  not  be  tolerated  for  an  instant. 
Eto^isb  Hembere  would  resist  such  an 
openditore  in  their  country,  and  Scotch 
Msmbers  had  emphatically  erpreseed 
their  determination  not  to  tolerate  such 
a  Bsans  of  oorruption  in  their  oountry, 
and  if  they  resisted  the  Votes  for  Edk- 
land  and  Scotland,  they  oould  scaroely 
nrfnss  to  assist  Irish  Members  against 
eormption  in  the  same  form  in  Ireland. 
It  was  usually,  though  vaguely,  under- 
■toad  that  the  bulk  of  the  money  was 
"t  the  purpose  of  acquiring  foreign  in- 
Uion ;  but,  if  that  were  so,  why 
dnot  the  Oovemment  sav  as  much 
ion 
tfr. 


patriotio  feelings,  and  to  be  very  san- 
guine as  to  the  prospects  of  an  immediate 
rising  in  accordance  with  the  views  of 
the  '48  Party.  He  produced  plans,  and 
sought  to  induce  Sir  John  Gray,  and 
others,  to  adopt  his  views.  But  in  look- 
ing through  some  papers,  to  which  ho 
obtained  access  by  a  curious  accident, 
Sir  John  Qray  found  that  this  same 
Barney  Malone  had  been  in  receipt  of  a 
pension  since  '9B,  paid  out  of  the  Secret 
Service  Uoney  for  services  rendered  to 
Government.  In  1 848  he  was  doing  tho 
same  work,  and  but  for  the  accidental 
discovery  of  those  papers,  he  might  havo 
succeeded  in  entangling  Sir  Johu  Ch-ay, 
and  many  others,  in  a  way  that  might 
have  led  to  their  execution.  Govern- 
ment had  improved  on  their  agents  sinco 
1846,  for  Barney  never  went  the  len^h 
of  swearing-in  his  oounttymen  and  taking 
the  Sacrament  at  the  ^tar  in  order  to 

in  their  confidence. 

Mr.  BIOGAB  had  no  doubt  of  tho 

{moralizing  effect  upon  the  recipients 
of  Secret  Service  Money.  The  informa- 
tion elicited  was  generally  worthless,  for 
the  spy  must  be  aliar,  and,  in  most  cases, 
a  perjurer.  He  did  not  see  how  a  Mi- 
nister of  the  Crown  could  defend  such  a 
system  before  the  House  and  the  world, 
and  certainly  ought  to  be  discouraged. 

Ma.  WADDY  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  some  hon.  Members  desired  that 
Secret  Service  should  not  be  secret ;  but 
be  would  ask  how  could  a  great  deal  of 
the  necessary,  though  unpleasant,  work 
of  the  Government  be  conducted  without 
it  P  It  was,  no  doubt,  a  very  sad  thing ; 
but  so  long  as  there  were  traitors,  it 
would  be  one  of  the  unfortunate  necoa- 
sitios  of  the  Qovemment  to  tako  thoeo 
desperate  means  to  find  it  out  both  at 
home  and  abroad.  They  ought  to  con- 
fide in  this  Government  as  they  had 
confided  in  others  in  times  gone  by. 

Db.  lush  said,  he  could  not  agreo 
with  his  hon.  and  loamod  Friend  the 
Member  for  Barnstaple  (Mr.  Waddy), 
as  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  matter 
should  be  fully  investigated.  Ho  hated 
the  system  of  spyiog,  and  he  thought  it 
ought  to  be  discouraged  as  much  as  pos- 
sible. He  thought  it  strange  that  the 
sum  asked  for  should  be  the  same  this 
year  as  last— namely,  £24,000. 

Mr.  FAKNELL  disclaimed  any  in- 
tention of  asking  for  details  of  payments 
made  to  iudividuals.  Had  he  wished 
that  he  would  have  made  the  demand 
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openly.  He  was  willing  to  withdraw 
the  Amendment,  if  the  Gk>Yemment 
would  tell  him  that  no  money  was  spent 
in  Ireland  for  improper  purposes,  or  be- 
yond the  fair  proportion  of  the  expendi- 
ture in  England  and  Scotland.  Without 
such  information,  he  must  press  the 
Amendment  to  a  division. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  43  ; 
Noes  92 :  Majority  49.  —  (Diy.  list, 
No.  162.) 

Mb.  ANDERSON  moved  the  rejection 
of  the  entire  Vote.  He  denied  that  the 
opposition  to  Secret  Service  expenditure 
was  a  new  movement,  as  he  and  others 
had  been  opposing  it  for  years,  and  on 
a  former  occasion  he  and  those  who  con- 
curred with  him  succeeded  to  the  extent 
of  preventing  Foreign  Office  clerks  from 
receiving  part  of  the  money.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Famell)  did 
not  object  to  that  part  of  the  Vote  which 
was  used  in  the  prevention  of  crime, 
nor  did  he  himself;  but  there  was  reason 
to  suppose  that  no  part  of  it  was  spent 
in  that  direction,  and  he  believed  that 
Secret  Service  Money  was  employed  en- 
tirely in  political  purposes,  often  of  the 
meanest  and  most  degrading  order. 
Such  devices  ought  not  to  be  had  re- 
course to  in  a  great  country  like  this. 

Original  Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  96 ; 
Noes  40  :  Majority  66.  —  (Div.  list, 
No.  163.) 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

^'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £5,207,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  Slst  day  of  March  1878,  for  the  Salaries  and 
Expenses  of  the  Department  of  the  Queen's  and 
Lord  Treasurer's  Remembrancer  in  Exchequer, 
Scotland,  of  certain  Officers  in  Scotland,  and 
other  Charges  formerly  on  the  Here^tary  Ke- 


Tenue. 


Sir  ANDEEW  LUSK  observed  that 
in  this  Vote  was  included  the  sum  of 
£200  for  Queen's  Plates  in  Scotland. 
He  intended  to  take  a  division  against 
it ;  but  as  he  understood  that  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Handolph  Churchill)  was  going  to  move 
the  reduction  of  the  Ldsh  Vote  for  the 
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same  purpose,  he  should  be  content  to 
allow  the  Scotch  Vote  to  pass  for  the 
present.  

Mr.  DILLWYN  understood  that  a 
promise  had  been  given  that  Qaeea'a 
Plates  should  not  again  appear  in  the 
Estimates,  and  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
would  divide  against  the  Vote.  Some 
rather  curious  items  were  included  in 
this  Vote.  There  was  the  salary  to  the 
Secretary  and  to  the  Law  Agent  of  the 
Bible  Board;  also  the  salary  to  Her 
Majesty's  Historiographer  for  Scotland, 
who,  it  appeared,  was  also  Manager  and 
Secretary  to  the  Prisons  Board.  He 
should  be  glad  to  have  some  information 
as  to  these  items. 

The  lord   ADVOCATE   said,   he 
might  explain   that   the  learned  gen- 
tleman who  filled  the  o£Blce  of  Historio- 
grapher in  Scotland  to  Her  Majesty  at 
present  was  a  well-known  man,  Dr.  John 
Mill  Burton,  whose  works,  among  which 
was  comprised  a  history  of  Scotland, 
were  a  great  credit  to  the  age,  and  well 
known  in  the  literary  world.    The  office 
of  Historiographer  was  well-known.     It 
was  in  the  gift  of  Her  Majesty,  and  it 
was  one  of  those  old  offices  connected 
with  the  Boyal  Establishment  in  Soot- 
land    which    all  Scotchmen  would  be 
sorry  to  see  abolished;  and,  although 
dififerinfl^  in  politics  from  the  gentleman 
who  heM  the  office  at  present,  he  must 
say  it  could  not  be  better  filled.    The 
sum  of  £700  drawn  for  another  pnzpoee 
was  well  earned.    Dr.  Burton  was  Se- 
cretary  to    the    Prisons    Management 
Board,  and  the  efficiency  of  the  present 
arrangements  was  neatly  due  to  the 
management  of  Dr.  Burton.    The  other 
duty  for  which  payment  had  not  been 
fixed  was  not  one  that  fell  within  hit 
duties  as  Prison  Manager,  or  Becretair, 
or  Historiographer.    La  England  some 
£10,000  a-year  was  spent  in  making 
known  what  was  contained  in  the  re- 
positories of  the  Master  of  the  BoUa  and 
other  dignitaries.    A  much  smaller  sum 
was  sufficient  for    Scotland.      So   £tf, 
therefore,  as  Dr.  Burton  and  those  three 
items  were  concerned,  he  had  given  all 
the  information  which  the  questions  pat 
to  him  seemed  to  require.    He  was  also 
asked  the  meaning  of  Secretary  to  the 
Bible  Board,  an  office  held  by  tiie  Ber. 
Sir  Henry  Moncreiff,  brother  of  Loid 
Moncreiffi    The  people  of  Scotland  set 
very  neat  store  upon  that  office  and  tbe 
effective  performance  of  its  duties.  Ereiy 
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eopj  of  the  Bible  printed  in  Scotland 
na  pnbliabed  under  the  lioenoe  of  the 
(baei),  and  the  dnt;  of  the  seoretaiy,  with 
to  ftid  of  the  I'eadsr,  waa  to  BuperriM 
mry  editiou  of  the  Scriptures  before  it 
napabliahad.  Thatwork  had  been  most 
(fidently  performed,  and  Sootchmi 
loold  remrd  it  as  a  reiy  serious  oa- 
lunitjif  uie  ofiLce  were  done  avay  with. 
'Ur.  J.  W.  Ba&cut  asked  what  the  Lav 
uefit  had  to  do  f  1  He  was  not  pieoiselj 
ialonned  as  to  what  the  duties  of  the 
Iaw  Agent  were ;  but  no  doubt  the  re- 
■Limanttion  had  been  fixed,  having  due 
neard  to  the  duties  of  the  office. 

Db.  lush  thought  the  text  of  the 
Holj  Scriptures  in  Scotland  wae 
thoronghlj  understood,  that  it  was 
ucessaiy  to  oontinue  any  person  to  give 
his  iwifrimatur,  and  he  thought  that  it 
had  been  shown  that  it  was  worthy  of 
eouideration  whether  the  office  wae  more 
thanannecure,  and  ought  to  beabolt  shed. 
Tb»  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
bed  not  given  a  satisfactory  reply  as  to 
the  dntiee  connected  with  the  salary  of 
Her  kUeety'a  Hiatoriographer  in  Soot- 
land.  The  present  occnpant  held  the 
ofiee  at  £184  a-year,  ana  had  the  op- 
partonitj  of  earning  £700  a-year  in 
uottier  office,  and  an  unknown  sum  in 
aothar  office.  This  was  a  question 
which  must  be  oonsideted  by  the  House, 
■ad  he  oould  not  say  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  explana- 
tidn  waa  satiBfacton'. 

Ma.  SsKJUKT  SHERLOCK:  remarked 
that  there  was  the  greatest  unanimity 
•aoog  Irish  Hembers  as  to  the  retention 
oftbe  sum  fior  Queen's  Plates;  but  when 
ihs  Scotch  Queen's  Plates  were  omitted 
it  was  the  Scotch  Uembers  that  did  it. 
The  year  after  the  Vote  was  rs-instated, 
bscause  the  Soolob  people  wished  to 
hare  it. 

Ma.  H'LABEN  said,  as  to  the 
*Win'e  Plate  question,  the  House  dis- 
■lloved  the  Vote ;  but  an  opposite  feel- 
iig  wae  got  np,  not  by  the  people  of 
BmIImiI,  Dnt  by  some  busy  Hembers  of 
tlillaMi  ftttauied  to  horse-racing,  and 
ti  6onmment  not  only  re-instated 
%Tl*ltJilit  paid  the  Vote  which  the 
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duty.  On  the  other  hand,  £700  a-year 
for  practically  man^ng  the  prisons  in 
Scotland  was  very  small,  oonsiderina;  the 
salaries  that  were  paid  in  England. 
With  respect  to  the  other  duty,  the  salary 
was  no  salary  at  all.  Oertaia  State 
papers  had  to  be  calendered.  Very  few 
men  could  do  that,  and  Dr.  Burton  had 
to  be  paid  for  editing  a  particular  volume, 
but  the  amount  he  was  to  be  paid  wae  to 
depend  on  the  Treasury,  and  was  not  to 
be  a  salary  at  oil.  WiUi  the  explana- 
tions that  had  been  given,  and  the  little 
he  had  added,  he  thought  the  Vote 
might  be  passed. 

Ub.  BAUSAY  approved  of  the  Tote, 
and  held  that  in  no  part  of  the  Kins- 
dom  were  the  prisons  so  economically 
managed  as  in  Scotland. 

Ma.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  suggested 
that,  by  a  little  alteration,  the  office  of 
Historiographer  might  be  made  a  useful 
one  without  withdrawing  the  Ycte.  With 
regard  to  the  Bible  Board,  the  office  at 
present  was  scarcely  defensible.  So  far 
as  the  Law  Agent  went,  they  had  no  in- 
formatioD  whatever  with  respect  to  him. 
The  explanation  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  was,  financially  speaking, 
unsatisfactory,  and  he  (Mr.  O'Shaugh- 
nessy)  was  prepared  to  vote  with  the 
Scotch  Members  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  MABK  STEWABT  trusted  hon. 
Hembers  opposite  would  see  there  was 
good  reason  for  passing  the  Vote  in  its 
entire^. 

Kb.  M'LABEN  said,  the  difficulty 
was  how  could  you  preserve  the  purity 
of  thetextoftheBible?  If  you  allowed 
everybody  that  chose  to  print  it,  all  sorts 
of  errors  would  get  into  it.  This  plan 
waa  hit  upon — that  any  person  in  Soot- 
land  should  be  allowed  to  print  the 
Bible,  subject  to  this  condition — that 
they  should  first  of  all  get  permission  of 
the  Lord  Advocate,  and  engage  that  his 
permission  should  be  printed  ou  the  first 
page  of  the  Bible.  Another  condition 
was  that  there  should  be  a  secretary  ap- 
pointed, and  that  when  the  edition  was 
printed  a  perfect  copy  should  be  sent  to 
nim,  and  if  an  error  was  found  in  it  the 
whole  edition  should  be  cancelled — not 
'le  secretary  should  revise  it.  No- 
could  legally  print  the  Bible  in 
nd  except  the  Queen's  printers  or 
liversities,  and  this  office  was  fixed 
nurityfor  the  purity  of  the  text  in 
nd.  He  never  could  find  out  that 
iw  Agent  had  anything  to  do. 


1619 


Supply — CivH 


{ COMMONS  I  Servici  &ii»mU$.  1 690 


Sm  ANDREW  LU8K  was  eatisBed 
with  the  explanationB  given  on  the  other 
Votes,  but  not  with  that  for  the  Queen's 
Plates.  To  that  he  had  a  decided  objec- 
tion.   

Mb.  DILLWYN  was  also  opposed  to 
the  Vote  for  the  Queen's  Plates,  and 
should  move  that  the  amount  asked  for 
be  reduced  by  £218,  the  amount  pro- 
posed for  that  purpose.  The  House  in 
a  former  year  had  refused  to  ffrant 
money  for  this  purpose,  and  he  did  not 
know  why  the  item  had  been  re-intro- 
duced into  the  Estimates. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  the  Item  of  £218,  for  Queen's  Plates, 
be  omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote.** — [Mr, 
DiUwyn.) 

Mr.  J.  W.  B AEOLAY  hoped  the  Vote 
would  be  a^ed  to.  The  work  done 
either  direcUy  or  indirectly  by  the  His- 
toriographer in  return  for  the  small  sum 
of  money  paid  him  was  very  ample, 
and  he  thought  it  mere  cheese-paring 
economy  to  object  to  it.  He  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn) 
would  not  divide  the  House  on  theques- 
tion.  He  belieyed  that  when  the  House 
previously  withdrew  the  Vote  for  Queen's 
Plates,  the  feeling  in  Scotland  was  so 
strongly  expressed  against  that  course 
that  the  Gt)vemment  had  replaced  it. 

Mr.  MAEK  STEWART  said,  he  did 
not  support  races  generaUy,  nor  did  he 
in  the  least  care  for  races  carried  on  in 
Scotland.  But  he  found  that  the  Vote 
was  given  for  Ireland,  and  he  could  not 
see  why  it  should  not  be  given  to  Scot- 
land also. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  that  it  was 
because  they  intended  to  vote  against  the 
item  for  Ireland  which  would  come  on 
presently  that  they  would  now  vote 
against  it  for  Scotland,  and  he  did  not 
believe  that  any  feeling  existed  in  Scot- 
land in  favour  of  the  Vote. 

Mr.  YEAMAN  expressed  himself  in 
favour  of  the  Vote,  considering  that  the 
three  countries  should  be  treated  alike 
in  this  matter.  He  was  surprised  that 
the  Committee  should  waste  so  much 
time  upon  so  small  a  matter. 

Dr.  LUSH  said,  it  was  very  clear  that 
whatever  might  be  the  case  on  other  oc- 
casions, Scotch  Members  showed  that 
there  was  a  wonderful  unanimity  among 
them  when  there  was  any  advantage  to 
be  gained  for  Scotland.  He  should  vote 
against  the  item  for  the  Queen's  Plates. 


Sm  OltAHAM  MONTGOMERY  Mid, 
that  with  regard    to  the  Vote  which 


threw  out  the  item  for  the  Queen's 
some  few  years  ago,  'that  Vote  gmre 
ffreat  dissatisfaction  in  Scotland.  He 
had  a  strong  recollection  of  the  dieeatis- 
faction  that  was  created  .when  the  item 
was  not  allowed.  He  shotdd  vote  agaiaet 
the  reduction,  on  the  ground  that  eonal 
justice  should  be  done  to  Scotland,  Ire- 
land, and  England. 

Mr.  M'L/^EN  denied  that  Sooteh 
Members  combined  on  all  oocaaotts  to 
support  Votes  of  Money  for  Scotch  pur- 
poses. On  a  former  occasion  a  large 
number  of  Scotch  Members  voted  against 
these  Plates.  He  was  one  of  those  who 
so  voted,  and  he  intended  to  doao  again. 
Mr.  dillwyn  declined  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  that  he  intended 
to  vote  against  the  item,  not  beeaoae  he 
did  not  think  it  was  the  duty  of  the  State 
to  encourage  the  breeding  of  horses  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland,  but  because  the 
sum  of  £218  was  so  small  as  to  be  per- 
fectly useless  for  that  purpose.  He 
should,  however,  vote  in  favour  of  the 
Vote  for  Ireland. 

Ths  chancellor  of  thx  EXCHE- 
QUER wished  to  ask  the  Committee, 
whether  they  intended  to  do  anythingto 
make  progrees  with  the  Estimatee  ?  The 
Gbvemment  did  not  at  all  desire  to  cot 
short  discussions  upon  any  Vote ;  but  be 
thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath(Mr. 
Pamell^  was  ffoing  a  little  b^nd  the  ne- 
cessary line  of  argument  which  mi^t  be 
used  on  that  occasion.  He  thought  that 
the  subject  was  one  upon  which  a  great 
amount  of  discussion  was  hardly  needed, 
as  they  were  presently  coming  to  tht 
question  of  the  Votes  for  Irelukd,  and 
then  they  should  hear  what  the  Irish 
Members  had  to  say. 

Mr.  BIOGAR  was  of  opinion  that 
these  Queen's  Plates  did  nothing  to  im- 
prove the  breed  of  horses.  That  object 
would  be  much  better  effected  if  the  Go- 
vernment passed  a  law  not  to  aUow  two- 
year-olds  to  run  before  a  certain  Bg^ 
and  not  to  allow  liffht  wei^ts. 

Captain  NOLAS^,  who  spoke  amid 
continued  interruption^  said,  if  the  Com- 
mittee would  allow  him,  he  wished  to 
say  that  he  had  oome  to  the  ooodusioa 
that  what  the  Chancellor  of  the  Bxdu- 
<^uer  had  said  with  refSarenoe  to  ample 
tune  being  given  for  the  ditrusdia  of 
Votes  in  Supply  was  entirely  wraiig»  lor 
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Mt  oii«*tenth  saffioient  time  was  deroted 
to  the  disouaaon  of  these  Votes.  He 
akoold  vote  with  the  Scotch  Members, 
bseanse  he  was*  of  opinion  that  unless 
the  Iriah  Members  supported  the  Scotch 
Motiona  they  could  not  expect  to  obtain 
the  support  of  Scotch  Members  when 
Irish  aubjeots  were  discussed. 

Queation  put. 

The  Oommittee  dmM:  —  Ayes  63; 
Noes  141:  Majority  88.  — (Div.  List, 
No.  164.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  io. 


(3.^  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 


**Th*t  a  nun,  not  exoetding  £10,513,  be 
fiuited  to  Her  Majefty,  to  complete  the  lum 
mommry  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  eofone  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
tW  lift  day  of  March  1878,  for  the  Salaries  and 
ExpanaM  of  the  Fishery  Board  in  Sootland." 

Visoouirr  MACDUFF,  in  moving  the 
rsdnotion  of  the  Vote  bv  the  sum  of 
£3,000,  said  he  did  not  do  so  from  any 
liMling  of  parsimony,  but  simply  to 
raise  that  part  of  the  question  which 
referred  to  the  mtem  of  Government 
biands,  and  which  had  been  the  subject 
of  a  great  deal  of  discussion  in  the  North 
of  Scotland  both  among  fishourers  and 
others.  The  feeling  there  was  opposed 
to  the  continuance  of  the  branding 
mtem,  which  had  already  been  con- 
oinmed,  both  bpr  Boyal  Oommission  and 
by  Treasury  Mmute.  It  had  been  con- 
demned by  those  interested  in  the  her- 
ring trade,  both  in  Germany  and  in 
Soc^laad,  as  being  practically  of  no  use 
whatever,  while  the  trade  itself  was 
iojuriously  affected  by  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"Thai  a  ram,  not  exceeding  £7,613,  be 
gnaled  to  Her  Bfajeety,  to  complete  the  ram 
Maommrj  to  defray  the  Charge  wnioh  will  come 
in  oixtfM  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
Um  31it  day  of  March  1878,  for  the  Sahuriee  and 
BxpeBM  of  the  Fishery  Board  in  Scotland."— 
{rtmmi  Mmed^f.) 


M&.  J.  W.  BABOLAT  also  thought 
that  in  the  interest  of  the  large  ourers, 
ss  well  as  of  the  small«  and  like- 
wise in  that  of  the  general  fishing 
of  Sootland,  it  was  now  time  that  the 
bnadiag  of  herrings  by  the  Goyem- 
mmX  was  abolished.  He  hoped,  there* 
larsw  H«r  Mdestr^s  Government  would, 
if  the  noUe  Lord  withdrew  his  Motion, 


giye  the  Oommittee  assurance  that  tho 
Vote  would  not  be  brought  forward  in 
future  years. 

Mb.  LYON  PLAYFAIB  thought  that 
the  Oommittee  should  clearly  understand 
that  if  the  Estimate  was  reduced  by 
£3,000,  with  an  understanding  that  in 
consequence  the  brand  was  to  cease,  tho 
efifect  would  be  not  a  reduction,  but  a 
considerable  augmentation  of  the  ex- 
penditure— because  its  effect  would  be 
that  the  £6,000  or  £8,000  which  the 
brand  now  produced  would  come  off 
the  receipts,  and  the  Vote  would  re- 
main the  same.  He  trusted  that  the 
Treasury  would  not  consent  to  the  re- 
duction of  this  Vote.  The  subject  of 
the  brand  had  been  investigated  by 
three  Oommissions  in  1848,  1857,  and 
1870.  All  of  these  recommended  its 
continuance.  It  was  true  that  the 
Oommission  of  1866  reported  against 
it.  While  it  was  a  tax  upon  the  pro- 
ducers of  salt  herrings,  it  was  a  tax 
which  they  desired  to  pay,  and  for  which 
there  were  no  Petitions  for  removal. 
And  the  reason  of  this  was  that  the 
brand  enabled  small  producers  to  sell  as 
readily  as  large  producers.  It  did  not 
act  like  a  protective  tax,  for  it  was  only 
used  for  the  export  trade. 

8iA  ALEXANDER  GOBDON  com- 

Elained,  with  reference  to  the  Vote 
efore  the  Oommittee,  that  the  sum  put 
down  for  the  express  pun>ose  of  rej>air- 
ing  and  building  piers  and  quays  injured 
bv  storms  was  applied  to  the  building 
of  new  piers.  For  three  years  the  sum 
granted  had  been  applied  to  one  port. 
Further  than  that,  he  did  not  find  that 
those  in  whose  fiEtvour  that  expendi- 
ture was  made  hadf,  as  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment required  they  shotdd  do,  expended 
for  the  same  objects  one-fourth  of  that 
amount.  They  evaded  the  Act  by  bor- 
rowing the  required  portion  from  the 
Public  Works  Loan  Oommissioners, 
instead  of  drawing  on  their  own  private 
resources  for  it.  The  Act  of  Parliament 
also  required  that  the  accounts  should 
annually  be  laid  on  the  Table  14  days 
after  the  meeting  of  Parliament,  and 
that  had  not  been  complied  with.  With 
regard  to  the  noble  Lord's  Amendment, 
the  estimate  of  the  brand  fees  was 
£2,800  less  than  last  year,  whilst  her- 
ring fishing  was  increasing  oonsidor- 
ably.  This  required  explanation.  While 
admitting  that  there  was  a  great  deal 
of  truth  in  the  remarks  of  the  noble 
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Lord  as  to  the  present  system  of  brand- 
ing, he  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  front  Opposition 
bench  (Mr.  Lyon  Playfair)  that  it  was 
not  desirable  that  the  Vote  should  be 
reduced  as  proposed. 

Mh.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  asked  whe- 
ther it  was  for  the  interest  of  the  herring 
trade  on  the  Coast  of  Scotland  that  the 
brand  should  be  continued  ?  The  Com- 
missioners of  1 867  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  brand  was  objectionable,  as  it 
prevented  improvements  being  made  in 
the  trade.  The  curers,  too,  who  were 
formerly  very  much  in  favour  of  the 
system,  now  began  to  see  that  it  was 
injurious  to  their  trade.  There  was  a 
large  herring  trade  on  the  West  Coast 
of  Scotland,  and  in  England,'  and  he 
had  never  heard  that  the  curers  had 
found  any  difficulty  in  disposing  of  their 
herrings  which  were  not  subject  to  the 
brand.  He  thought  that  the  brand 
should  be  abolished. 

Sib  graham  MONTGOMERY 
knew  that  three  or  four  years  aeo  the 

great  foreign  merchants  of  Russia  and 
ermany  were  favourable  to  the  con- 
tinuance of  this  brand.  It  would  be 
most  unwise  upon  a  mere  assumption 
without  proof  that  these  merchants  had 
chang^  their  opinions  to  disturb  a  trade 
of  so  much  importance  to  the  North  of 
Scotland.  He  therefore  hoped  that  until 
further  information  was  obtained  on  the 
subject  the  Committee  would  maintain 
the  branding. 

Mr.  MCLAREN  said,  that  since  the 
Reports  made  to  that  House  on  the  sub- 
ject, additional  facts  had  come  to  light, 
and  a  great  changpe  Imd  taken  place  in 
Scotland  upon  the  question  of  branding. 
He  believed  that  it  was  expedient  that 
the  brand  should  be  abolished,  and  as 
the  Dutch  had  agreed  to  its  abolition, 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  con- 
sider it  expedient  to  put  an  end  to  the 
^stem.  As  to  the  Board  of  Fishery  at 
Edinburgh,  it  was  no  Board  at  all ;  it 
had  been  severely  censured  by  the  Trea- 
sury, in  connection  with  harbour  works, 
and  the  time  had  come  when  it  ought 
to  be  abolished.  In  fact,  the  sooner  the 
better. 

Mb.  teaman  also  supported  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Yisoount  (Yisoount 
Macduff),  and  contended  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Committee  to  abolish  the 
^tem  of  branding  and  the  Board  of 
Fishery. 

Sir  AUxander  Gordon 


The  lord  ADYOCATE  said,  that 
neither  the  present  nor  any  other  Go- 
vernment would!  wish  to  maintain  the 
system  of  branding,  if  all  those  who 
were  concerned  in  the  trade  desired  to 
have  it  abolished.  But  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  published  Reports  of  the 
Commissioners  were  in  favour  of  the 
system,  and  it  was  still  believed  bj 
many  that  if  it  were  abolished  there 
would  be  a  gpreat  disturbance  to  the 
trade.  Acting  upon  the  advice  which 
they  had  received,  the  Gbvemment  did 
not  venture  to  propose  the  aboliti<m  of 
the  brand.  With  regard  to  the  repair 
of  the  piers  or  quavs,  it  was  his  opinion 
that  the  Act  of  Parliament  was  complied 
with  if  the  parties  borrowed  the  por* 
tion  of  the  expenditure,  seeing  that  they 
would  have  to  repay  the  loan  oat  oi 
their  private  purse. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEYRB  wished  to 
explain  that  his  father,  who  was  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Commission  of  1848,  con- 
demned the  brand  in  principle,  though 
he  did  not  see  his  way  clear  to  abolish  it. 

The  lord  ADYOCATE  read  ftom 
the  Report  presented  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  which  showed  that  the  abo- 
lition of  the  brand  would  cause  a  great 
disturbance  to  the  trade,  and  reoom- 
mended  that  it  should  be  retained. 

Yiscouirr  MACDUFF  said,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  drew  attention 
to  an  item  of  £350  paid  in  respect  of 
certain  Government  cruisers  employed 
to  protect  the  fisheries.  There  was 
a  general  complaint  against  these  vee- 
sels  that  they  did  not  sufficiently  aid 
the  fishermen  in  case  of  storms,  nor 
effectually  protect  the  Scotch  fishermen 
from  the  Dutch  and  French  fisher- 
men, and  that  the  nets  of  the  former 
were  frequently  stolen  without  proper 
action  being  taken  by  the  gunboats. 
He  could  not  see  why  £350  would  be 
given  to  the  gunboats  for  acting  as  police, 
and  unless  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
gave  some  explanation,  he  would  move 
the  reduction  of  the  Yote  by  that  sum. 

Mb.  a.  F.  EOERTON  was  not  pre- 
pared with  any  very  minute  informa- 
tion. He  believed  that  the  whole  charge 
the  hon.  Member  referred  to  was  not 
£350  but  £150,  the  sum  which  was 
paid  to  the  Vigilant,     He  could  assure 
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the  hon.  Member  tbat  the  Gtoyemment 
▼«re  only  aiudoas  that  everything  should 
b«doiie  to  assist  the  fishermen  on  the 
ooast. 

!£»,  J.  W.  BAEOLAT  expressed 
Iwnaelf  dissatisfied  with  the  answer, 
tnd  intimated  that  unless  some  more 
ntiafactory  statement  was  made,  he 
ihould  be  oompelled  to  divide  the  Oom- 
nittee  against  the  Vote. 

Mb.  a.  F.  EOERTON  said,  he  had 
treiy  reason  to  believe  that  the  instruc- 
tions ffiven  to  the  cruisers  were  fully 
carried  out.  

Km.  SHAW  LEFEYBE  said,  the 
Government  had  intimated  the  other 
day  that  they  intended  to  appoint  a 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  condition 
of  the  fisheries ;  and  he  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Oommission  should  be  a 
ii«w  one,  with  large  powers,  or  simply  a 
local  one ;  and  whether,  if  it  was  to  be 
a  local  inquiry,  it  ought  not  to  be  con- 
dtioted  through  the  Fishery  Board,  in- 
stead of  bv  an  independent  Oommission  ? 
TheBoyal  Commission  of  1865  had  dis- 
pelled the  idea  that  there  had  been  a 
great  falling  off  in  the  Scotch  fisheries, 
and  since  then  there  had  been  a  steady 
iiu^ease  of  the  "  take"  on  the  coast  of 
Scotland. 

Snt  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
laid,  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Oovem- 
mentto  appoint  a  Departmental  Oom- 
nuMion  to  inquire  into  various  com- 
pUints  which  had  arisen,  not  only  in 
oootland,  but  in  certain  other  parts  of 
the  ooast  of  the  United  Kingdom.  The 
mqoiry  would  be  conducted,  as  the  in- 
qniiy  was  conducted  during  the  last 
Tstr,  by  the  Fishery  Inspectors  for  Enff- 
und  united  with  the  Inspectors  of  Fish- 
eries in  Scotland.  The  inquiry  was  made 
Isst  year  with  satisfactory  results  at  no 
great  amount  of  cost,  and  he  believed  it 
voold  be  the  same  in  the  present  case. 

Me.  LYON  PLAYFAJR  observed 
tlut  there  had  been  three  separate  in- 
Quines  instituted  of  late  years  into  the 
Hootoh  fisheries,  and  there  was  no  good 
reason  why  the  question  should  so  soon 
be  re-opened  by  a  speculative  investiga- 
tion, unsettling  the  minds  of  the  fisher- 
men. It  was  not  a  justification  of  legis- 
liiion  that  there  had  been  a  bad  season 
Isft  year.  When  the  temperature  of  the 
water  was  high  in  summer  herrings  mi- 
grated to  colder  waters ;  and  when  it 
sunk  too  low  in  winter  they  sought 
wsnner  places.  These  climatic  changes 
prodocea  constant  fluctuations  in  tne 


fisheries;  but  legislation  could  not  de- 
termine the  migration  of  herrings. 

Db.  WAED  asked  whether  the  con- 
templated inquiry  would  extend  to  the 
Irish  fisheries  ? 

Mb.  BRITEN  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  Irish  fisheries  would  be  included  in 
the  proposed  inquiry  and  that  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  ''branding"  system, 
which  had  been  so  beneficial  to  the 
Scotch  fishermen,  should  not  be  intro- 
duced into  Ireland  would  also  be  fairly 
considered. 

Oaftain  NOLAN  hoped  that  the  in- 
quiries would  be  extended  to  Ireland. 
When  last  Session  he  introduced  a  Bill 
on  the  lines  of  the  Scotch  system,  it  was 
attacked  piecemeal  by  the  Government, 
but  now  mey  expressed  approval  of  the 
very  same  principles. 

Mb.  butt  urged  that  greater  en- 
couragement should  be  given  by  the 
Gk>vemment  to  the  promotion  of  Irish 
fisheries. 

Sib  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  when  the  inquiry  was  resolved 
upon,  it  was  not  contemplated  that  it 
should  be  extended  to  Ireland,  inasmuch 
as  no  complaints  had  been  made  to  the 
Home  Office  with  regard  to  the  fisheries 
of  that  country.  He  would  consult  the 
Home  Secretary  as  to  the  advisability  of 
including  Ireland  in  the  inquiry. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(4.)  £4,625,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Lunacy  Commission,  Scotland. 

(5.)  £5,401,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Register  Office,  General,  Scot- 
land. 

(6.)  £63,828,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Board  of  Supervision  for  Relief 
of  the  Poor  and  Public  Health,  Scotland. 

(7.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £5,708,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necesaary  to  defray  the  (Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  pavment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31tt  day  of  March  1878,  for  the  Salariec  of 
the  Offioert  and  Attendants  of  the  Honaehold 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  and  other 
ExpenBes.'* 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
objected  to  the  item  of  £1,662  for 
Queen's  Plates.  He  supposed  he  might 
infer  without  fear  of  contradiction  that 
in  theory  at  least  Queen's  Plates  were 
P^yen  as  prijEOS  fW>m  the  State  for  the 
improTement  in  the  breeding  of  horsos 
through  the   mediiun  of  races.    They 
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were  not  giyen  by  tbe  State  as  a  sabridj  , 
to  the  tm  as  an  institution,  excellent  | 
though  it  might  be.    How  far  had  the 
Queen's  Plates  in  Ireland  fulfilled  those 
conditions  ?    So  far  as  he  was  able  to 

father  they  had  not  attained  their  object, 
ear  after  year  money  was  poured  into 
a  perfect  morass  of  inutility.  For  many 
years  prior  to  i860  Queen's  Plates  in 
Ireland  were  won  by  English  horses. 
Since  that  time  a  condition  had  been 
imposed  that  the  money  should  only  be 
given  to  horses  which  had  been  tramed 
six  months  in  Ireland;  but  that  pro- 
vision had  not  altogether  stopped  the 
Sractice,  and  still  year  after  year  the 
tueen's  Plates  were  won  by  Enelish 
horses.  One  gentleman  in  England — a 
Mr.  Ooppin — in  five  years  carried  off 
from  Ireland  Queen's  prizes  amounting 
to  no  less  than  £3,400.  In  1876  there 
were  17  Plates,  with  50  runners,  and 
only  19  horses.  Queen's  Plates  were 
not* valued,  and  had  never  attracted 
much  attention.  From  the  smallnees  of 
the  amount  and  the  length  of  the  course, 
*  they  were  not  competed  for  by  the  owners 
of  good  horses ;  in  fact,  they  were,  when 
not  the  subject  of  arrangement  between 
the  various  stables,  run  for  by  most 
wretched  ''platers."  In  1874,  a  most 
wretched  animal  of  that  description 
called  Hookey  was  successful.  Only 
three  sires  had  been  winners  of  Queen's 
Plates  in  the  course  of  many  years,  and 
this  was  a  proof  that  these  races  did  not 
develop  the  qualities  which  they  were 
intended  to  produce  in  horses.  In  reply 
to  the  assertion  that  the  Turf  in  Ireland 
would  suffer  if  these  Plates  were  no 
longer  ffiven,  he  contended  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  too  much  attached 
to  norse-radng  to  let  it  drop  because 
these  paltry  sums  were  withdrawn.  At 
only  5  out  of  the  90  different  race  meet- 
ings held  annually  in  Ireland  were  these 
Plates  run  for,  while  the  **  added  money" 
subscribed  at  those  meetings  amounted 
to  upwards  of  £7,000.  As  to  the  effect 
that  these  Plates  had  in  improving  the 
breed  of  horses  in  Ireland,  it  was  the 
unanimous  opinion  of  those  best  compe- 
tent to  judge  that  the  breed  of  horses 
in  that  country  had  very  seriously  de- 
teriorated durinff  the  last  few  years  and 
that  it  was  •still  rapidly  detc^orating. 
This  was  a  matter  that  should  command 
the  attention  of  Parliament  and  of  the 
country,  inasmuch  as  it  most  vitally  con- 
cerned our  Cavalry,  which,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  one  regiment,  was  mounted 

Lord  BandoJph  Chm^hitt 


on  Irish  horses  exdnsively.  Oood  troop 
horses  which  could  Ibrmerly  be  obtamed 
in  ample  numbers  at  £35  each  ooold 
now  scarcely  be  purchased  for  £40. 
The  Iridb  export  horse  trade,  whioh  at 
one  time  brought  into  the  oomitrj 
£700,000  annuafiy,  and  which  in  1873 
amounted  to  82,000  horses,  had  largelr 
fallen  off,  until  last  year  it  only  aoKmntM 
to  18,000,  and  thus  a  most  important 
source  of  national  wealth  was  being  de- 
stroyed. The  cause  of  this  deteriorataoo 
in  the  horses  was  undoubtedly  due  to 
want  of  blood — he  did  not  believe  that 
there  was  a  single  good  stallion  in  Ire- 
land. Those  st^ons  which  went  about 
Ireland  were  notorious  for  hereditary 
unsoundness,  and  such  wretched  aniiBals 
ought,  he  maintained,  to  be  prevented 
bv  law  from  perpetuating  their  miaer- 
able  species.  He  might  a  note  page^of 
evidence  all  pointing  to  tne  same  oon- 
dusion.  Now,  the  remedy  which  Ike 
would  propose  for  that  state  of  things 
was,  that  the  money  whioh  was  voted 
every  year  for  Queen's  Plates  and  abso< 
lutely  wasted  should  be  capitaliaedt  and 
that  alump  sum  of,  say,  £25,000 should  be 
ffiven  to  the  Irish  Qovemment  with  whidi 
tney  mieht  purchase  one  or  two  fit«t- 
dass  stmions  and  half-a-dozen  or  arare 
good  ones,  to  be  sent  to  various  parts  of 
Uie  countiy.  The  hon.  and  g^allant  Oen* 
tleman  the  Member  for  Oalway  (Oapiain 
Nolan)  would,  he  was  sure,  wekome  one 
of  them  in  his  localitjr.  If  some  soch 
plan  were  adopted,  there  miriit  be  a 
Koyal  Irish  stud  which  would  be  ex- 
tremely popular  in  Ireland,  as  indicat- 
ing that  that  House  was  interes;ted  in 
maintaining  the  prestige  of  their  andent 
breed  of  horses,  and  which  woold  be 
productive  of  great  practical  advantage. 
He  begged,  for  these  reasons,  to  move 
the  reduction  of  the  Tote  by  the  earn  of 
£1,562,  the  item  for  Queen's  Plates. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*<Tbat  the  Item  of  £1,662,  for  Qiic<a*i 
Platee,  be  omitted  from  the  proposed  VoU.** — 
{Lord  JUtndolph  ChurehiU.) 

Mr.  GREENE,  in  supporting  the 
reduction,  said,  he  f^v  ooaoornd  in 
eveiything  that  had  nllen  &om  the 
noble  Loid,  for  the  deterioration  in  the 
breed  of  horses  was  beginning  to  aasnme 
a  very  aerions  aspect,  and  as  matter*  at 
present  stood  there  were  stalHona  going 
about  Ireland  whidi  propagated  a  race 
of  animals  hardly  fit  for  a  cab.  That 
was  the  more  to  be  regretted,  as  he  knew 
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from  his  hnntiag  ezperienoe  that  there 
«••  •omething  in  the  toil  and  dimate  of 
Imlaad  IkTOurable  to  the  breeding  of 
bufioa,  for  he  had  found  them  sounder 
lad  capable  of  more  work  than  those 
brad  in  £ngland.  He  was  all  the  more 
riftd  to  support  the  noble  Lord,  because 
M  was  alwajs  anxious  to  yote  in  favour 
of  aaTthinjr  which  he  thought  would 
reallj  benent  Ireland,  although  he  often 
fdt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  resist  legislation 
vhich  he  belieyed  would  be  prejudicial 
to  that  country.  If  they  meant  to  do 
anything  to  improye  the  breed  of  horses 
they  must  do  so  otherwise  than  by 
Onsen's  Plates.  With  the  same  money 
they  could  introduce  stallions  into  Ire- 
land that  would  breed  a  race  of  really 
itiong  and  useftil  horses. 

Captadt  NOLAN  thought  that  the 

srgnments  which  had  been  urged  both 

bj  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Ban- 

dolph  Ohurohill)  and  the  hon.  (Gentleman 

the  Member  for  Burr  St.  Edmund's  (Mr. 

Greene^  were  somewhat  inconsistent  with 

thsmsetyes,  for  he  spoke  of  the   Irish 

hones  as  better  than  those  bred  in  Eng- 

laadf  while  they  condenmed  the  present 

mtsm  of  breeding  in  Ireland  as  bad. 

Dojond  that,  the  scheme  propounded  by 

the  noble  Lord  was  a  chimerical  one.    If 

rtallions  were  distributed  over  the  coun- 

trj  it  would  require  a  Vote  of  £2,000  or 

£S,000  a-year  for  men  to  look   after 

thoL     It  was  riffht  to  continue  the 

Yote  in  the  first  mstance  for  military 

porposes ;  and,  in  the  next  place,  because 

thsee  Hates  were  giyen  to  amuse  the 

public,  and  he  thou^t  the  money  ought 

not  to  be  diyerted  from  that  purpose. 

The  present  system  of  running  all  the 

Queen's  Plates  at  the  Ourragh  was  not 

Mtis&etory.      The    natiye    population 

there  was    yery  thin.      If   they  gaye 

Pistes  to  one  or  two  of  the  larger  towns, 

it  would  go  much  more  towar&  improy* 

isff  the  breed  of  horses  than  any  fanoi- 

foT  scheme  of  distributing  stallions. 

Stm  MICHAEL  mO^-BEAOH  had 
so  doubt  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill)  was  animated  by  a 
■inoere  desire  to  improye  the  breed  of 
horses,  and  had  done  food  serrice  by 
hrtngingr  the  matter  before  the  House, 
hot  he  lioped  he  would  not  press  his 
Motion.  Whateyer  might  be  said  from 
the  noble  Lord's  point  of  yiew,  the  Com- 
nittse  should  remember  that  Queen's 
Pistes  were  giyen  for  two  reasons — to 
Wttmrage  the  breed  of  horses,  and  to 
promote  a  sport  that  was  yeiy  popular 


in  Ireland.  He  was  satisfied  that  the 
gift  did  efifectually  accomplish  the  latter 
object,  and  although  he  would  not  go  to 
the  extent  of  saying  that  it  had  yery 
much  influence  upon  the  breed  of  horses 
in  Ireland  he  was  satisfied  that  the 
loss  of  this  £1,500  giyen  in  Queen's 
Plates  in  Ireland  would  be  much  more 
keenly  felt  in  that  country  than  the  loss 
of  the  same  sum  in  England.  Some 
fairer  distribution  than  that  which  now 
preyailed  was,  howeyer,  possible,  and 
the  Committee  would  find  attached  to 
the  Vote  a  note  to  the  effect  that  the 
subject  of  the  Queen's  Plates  ^as  imder 
reyision.  The  distribution  of  Queen's 
Plates  in  England  had  recently  been 
reyised  by  the  Master  of  the  Horse,  and 
he  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  had  had  an 
interyiew  with  the  Earl  of  Bradford  on 
the  subject  of  the  altering  the  distribu- 
tion of  the  Irish  Plates.  He  (the  Earl  of 
Bradford^  advised  the  Irish  Goyemment 
to  wait  a  little  before  they  took  any  action 
in  the  matter;  but  he  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  hoped  that  in  the  ensuing  year 
they  would  be  able  to  propose  some 
alteration  in  the  existing  systom.  Per- 
haps by  giying  fewer  Plates  of  larger 
yalue  and  chang^o^  the  locality  they 
might  be  able  to  do  more  to  promote 
the  sport  of  racing.  The  suggestion  of 
proyiding  staUions  for  improying  the 
breed  of  horses  in  Ireland  was  recently 
fuUy  discussed  in  that  House,  and  the 
whole  subject  was  thoroughly  considered 
by  a  Select  Committee  in  ''another 
place;"  but  that  Committee  did  not 
recommend  that  the  Goyemment  should 
interfere  in  any  such  way,  nor  had  the 
proposal  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid-Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  met 
with  a  yery  fayourable  reception.  The 
breeding  of  horses  for  the  Army  was,  of 
course,  yery  important;  but  there  was 
no  difiELculty  in  getting  a  sufficient  supply, 
and  he  could  not  think  that  under  these 
circumstances  sufficient  grounds  had 
been  shown  for  calling  on  Gt)yomment 
to  undertake  what  was  probably  much 
better  done  by  priyate  indiyiduals.  He 
admitted,  however,  that  the  dear  and 
able  statement  of  the  noble  Lord  showed 
that  much  might  be  said  on  the  other 
side,  and  if  the  Amendment  were  with- 
drawn, it  would  give  time  for  considering 
the  whole  question. 

Mr.  ANDEBSON  did  not  object  to 
the  Yote  on  account  of  its  amount,  but 
solely  as  to  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
to  be  applied.    The  eyidence  before  the 
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House  of  Lords  Oommittee  proved  that 
the  money  was  thrown  away  both  as 
regarded  improving  the  breed  of  horses 
and  amusing  the  people.  So  far  from 
assisting  the  amusement]  of  the  people, 
it  was  well  known  that  in  Ireland  many 
of  these  Plates  were  run  for  at  races 
where  there  were  no  people  to  amuse. 

Mb.  BEUEN  preferred  prizes  for  the 
produce  of  good  animals  rather  than  for 
animals  which  were  merely  bred  to  be 
exhibited.  He  would  not  sanction  the 
reduction  or  abolition  of  this  Boyal 
grant,  but  must  admit  that  the  condi- 
fions  under  which  it  was  run  for  miffht 
be  varied  with  advantage.  The  question 
had  been  mooted  over  and  over  again  at 
most  of  the  agricultural  societies  in 
Ireland,  and  it  had  been  generally 
agreed  that  it  was  better  to  give  these 
moneys  in  prizes  for  the  produce  than 
to  the  animals  from  which  that  produce 
was  reared. 

Mr.  a.    H.   brown   thought  the 

Proposal  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Ean- 
olph  Churchill)  was  a  better  one  than 
giving  these  prizes  as  Queen's  Plates. 
He  objected  to  the  doctrine  that  this 
was  money  spent  on  popular  sports,  and 
it  would  be  mr  better  to  withdraw  these 
Plates  and  lay  the  money  out  at  agri- 
cultural  shows,  which  would  really  re- 
sult in  improvements  in  the  breeds  of 
animals. 

Mb.  MORRIS  thought  that  for  the 
last  70  years  this  had  been  a  perfectly 
useless  Vote,  and  suggested  that  the 
same  sum  should  be  applied  in  import- 
ing into  Ireland  g^ood  English  race- 
horses. 

Major  O'GORMAN  said,  he  was 
much  obliged  to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  for  the  admirable 
manner  in  which  he  had  brought  the 
subject  forward,  but  he  was  quite  mis- 
taken. Ireland  had  1,500  guineas  to 
run  for.  Let  them  keep  it.  If  Irish 
Members  once  parted  with  this  money, 
they  would  never  see  it  again.  The 
noble  Lord  was  mistaken  in  saying  that 
there  were  no  good  stallions  in  Ireland, 
which  possessed  better  stallions  than 
were  to  be  found  in  England.  The 
Committee  might  depend  upon  it  that 
if  they  left  the  people  of  Ireland  to  look 
after  the  breed  of  norses  for  themselves 
they  would  attend  to  it.  In  Ireland 
they  had  Tom  King,  the  sire  of  Umpire, 
one  of  the  best  horses  in  England  at 
the  present  time.  [Lord  Randolph 
Chxtrgbill:    Tom    Kmg    was  sent  to 

Mr.  Anthrion 


Australia  10  yean  ago.1  He  knew 
what  he  was  taDdnp;  about,  he  was 
talking  about  Tom  King,  and  not  about 
King  Tom.  Then  Siey  had  Jack 
O'Luitem,  and  Fenian,  and  he  was 
splendidly  bred.  His  sire  was  High 
Ireason,  and  they  could  not  beat  thA 
breed  of  that  horse.  They  had  also 
Ivanhoe  and  Lothario,  such  horses  as 
Englishmen  would  give  all  the  worid 
for,  but  Ireland  would  not  part  with 
them.  If  the  Committee  said  to  the 
Irish  Members  that  they  did  not  im- 
prove the  breed  of  their  norses  because 
there  were  not  many  horses  which  ran 
for  the  Plates,  and  the  time  taken  wai 
very  long,  he  would  say  that  was  the 
fault  of  the  stewards  and  of  the  Eari 
of  Bradford.  Let  them  start  the  hones, 
and  if  they  did  not  get  over  the  course 
in  a  certain  time  let  them  disqualify  the 
lot,  and  let  another  lot  ran.  At  Man- 
chester he  had  seen  jockeys  smoking 
while  they  were  taking  part  in  a  race, 
and  the  horses  had  been  walking  in 
some  part  of  the  race.  He  would  come 
back  to  his  old  argument.  Let  the 
Committee  leave  them  alone,  for  ther  in 
Ireland  knew  more  about  the  breeding 
of  horses  than  did  the  Englishmen. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  admitted 
that  under  the  present  system  a  veiy 
limited  number  of  horses  competed  for 
the  Plates  at  the  Curragh,  and  sug^;ested 
that  the  money  should  be  so  divided 
that  there  would  be  a  prize  of  £700  to 
be  run  for  in  two  of  the  four  Irish  Pro- 
vinces alternately  each  year.  By  that 
means  a  better  class  of  horses  would  be 
brought  to  the  post.  

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
having  expressed  his  regret  for  having 
used  on  a  former  occasion  an  expresskm 
with  respect  to  Dublin  being  a  seditions 
capital,  and  having  stated  that  he  had 
since  learned  to  know  Ireland  better, 
offered  to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  as 
his  purpose  had  been  served  by  the  dis- 
cussion which  had  been  raised.  r**Vot 
no!"] 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  dividsd:  —  Ayes  45; 
Noes  163:  Majority  108.--(Div.  list, 
No.  166.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Fko- 
gross,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."—* 
{Mr.  Biggar.) 
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QUEB  Mid,  he  had  no  objection  to 
the  Motion  for  reporting  Progreee  when 
tUe  Yote  was  agi^ded  to. 

Motion,  bj  leaTe,  wtthdraum. 

Original  Qaeetion  put,  and  ogrMd  to. 

IUm»e  r0$wit0d. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow , 
St  Two  of  the  dock ; 

CoDunittee  to  sit  again  upon  Widnn- 

PUBLIC  REOOBD  OFFICE  BILL.    (Lords.) 

{Mr.  WiUimm  Simry  Smith,) 

[bill  182.]      SBOOKD  BBADIKG. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time."— <  JTr.  WiUum  Einry  Smith.) 


Ma.  AS8HET0N  objected  to  the  Bill, 
wbieh  required  re-oonsideration,  especi- 
ally in  regard  to  the  nrovisions  for 
veeding  out  useless  recoros.  It  neither 
proridcNi  against  the  destruction  of  valu- 
tble  documents  in  the  weeding  of  the 
pneent  accumulation  of  tiie  public 
noords ;  nor,  on  the  other  hand,  did  it 
proride  aninst  future  accumulations 
oj  the  ezdusion  of  such  documents  as 
w«Te  useless.  For  instance,  the  captain 
of  ertiy  ship  had  to  send  in  five  copies 
of  the  log*DOok  of  every  voyage  he 
made,  whereas  one  ought  to  be  sufficient. 
Hs  had  a  fhrther  objection  to  the  mea- 
mre  on  the  ground  that  documents  would 
be  destroy^  under  its  provisions  with- 
out any  veto  of  Parliament.  It  was 
true  that  certain  rules  were  to  be  laid 
oa  the  Table,  and  if  not  objected  to 
vithin  40  days  they  were  to  have  the 
force  of  law,  but  gw^ty  hon.  Member 
knew  that  in  balloting  it  was  very  diffi- 
cult to  obtain  a  day  for  taking  an  objec- 
tiou  before  that  time  passed. 

Ma.  W.  n.  SMITH  said,  that  the 
Bin  had  been  carefUUy  considered  by  a 
Sdact  Oommittee  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
It  had  two  objects — the  preservation  of 
iU  ustful  reoordi,  and  the  best  means  of 
nskisg  the  enormous  mass  of  public 
noords  available  for  public  purposes. 
It  was,  of  course,  unnecessary  that  five 
wpiss  of  every  log-book  should  be  de- 
pMited  at  the  Beoord  Office,  and  he 

TOL.  COXXXIV.     [thirb  stoibs.] 


would  take  care  that  before  Oommittee 
the  suggestions  which  his  hon.  Friend 
had  made  should  be  careftdly  considered 
by  the  Government  and  the  Master  of 
the  Bolls. 

Question  put,  and  agrsed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 


COSTS    IK    ACmOKS    FOB    LIBEL  (iRELAKD) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Colmak  O'Looblbn,  Bill  to 
amend  the  L*w  in  Ireland  at  to  Cottain  Actiona 
for  libel,  ortUr$d  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
CoLMAN  O'LooHLXx,  Mr.  Mitchell  IIenby, 
and  Mr.  Gray. 

WlprssmUd^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  194.] 


FTTBLIO    HBALTH    ACT  (1875)  AHSm>HSNT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Alixandbr  Browk,  Bill  to 
amend  **  The  Pnblio  Health  Act,  1876/'  ordirsd 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Albxakdir  Brown, 
Mr.  Lyon  Playfair,  Mr.  Hydir,  and  Mr. 
Cowsif. 

Bill prM#f(/Mf,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  193.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  One  o  dock. 


^^      '-,*-i  >"V^   i^   •*  *    J   •^   ^  ^N 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Tusiday,  \2th  June,  1877. 

MINUTES.!— Public  BxhLB^Siecnd  Rtading-^ 
Crown  Office  (84);  Quarter  Sessions  (Bo- 
roughs) (99) ;  Local  Ooyemment  Provisional 
Orders  (Altrincham,  Ac)*  ^89);  Local  Gh>- 
▼emment  (Oas)  Proriaional  Orders  (Penrith, 
kc)  •  (90). 

CBOWN  OFFICE  BILL— (No.  S4.) 

(74*  Lwrd  Chmnetllor.) 

SECOND   READmO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR,  in 
moTing  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
second  time,  said,  that  at  present  a  great 
many  documents  issued  m>m  the  C^wn 
Office  were  drawn  up  in  a  particular 
form  of  words,  and  were  published  with 
certain  known  formalities,  which  had 
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been  adopted  and  followed  for  a  great 
length  of  time.  It  was  quite  possible 
that  many  of  these  antiquated  forms  and 
usages  might  be  altered  with  advantage; 
but,  perhaps,  it  would  not  be  altogether 
advisable  to  do  so  without  the  sanction 
of  Parliament.  The  Bill,  therefore,  pro- 
posed to  give  to  Her  Majesty  in  Council 
power  to  firame  rules  prescribing  the 
form  in  which  the  documents  intended 
by  this  Bill  should  in  future  be  worded, 
and  to  issue  rules  regulating  the  publi- 
cation of  Boyal  Proclamations,  .^jnong 
other  improvements  contemplated,  he 
might  mention  that  all  statutes  would 
be  cited  by  their  "short  titles;"  and 
statutes,  Bills,  persons,  and  other  mat- 
ters required  to  be  enumerated  might  be 
given  in  a  Schedule,  instead  of  being 
included  in  the  body  of  the  document. 
A  great  change  proposed  was  this — At 
present  the  Great  Seal  and  Privy  Seal 
were  affixed  to  documents  by  the  some- 
what clumsy  and  rude  arrangement  of 
an  impression  made  on  a  great  lump  of 
Letters  Patent  more  especially, 


wax. 


of  which  somewhere  about  100  were 
issued  every  yeair,  were  subjected  to  this 
very  cumbersome  and  inconvenient 
method  of  affixing  the  Oreat  Seal.  It 
made  the  document  clumsy  and  un- 
handy, and  the  Seal  was  especially  liable 
to  be  defaced  or  broken ;  and  their  bulk 
made  their  custody  a  serious  question. 
The  Bill  proposed  to  give  to  a  (Committee 
composed  of  three  great  Officers  of  State 
to  direct  impressions  bearing  the  same 
decrees  as  the  Oreat  Seal  and  the  Privy 
Seal,  and  either  of  the  same  size,  or  smal- 
ler, to  be  taken  on  embossed  paper,  wax, 
wafer,  or  any  other  material :  these  im- 
pressions were  to  be  kept  in  the  same 
custody  as  the  Seals  themselves,  and  when 
attached  to  or  embossed  on  any  document, 
would  confer  on  that  document  the  same 
validity  as  if  it  were  authenticated  by 
the  Seal  itself.  The  Committee  were  to 
provide  for  a  reoord,  to  be  kept  at  the 
Crown  Office,  of  all  Justices  of  the  Peace 
appointed  in  pursuance  of  any  Commis- 
sion of  the  Peace  issued  by  Her  Majesty 
— for,  at  present,  although  the  names  of 
the  Justices  were  given  m  the  Commis- 
sion, no  Schedule  was  kept  at  the  Crown 
Office;  and  it  was  also  intended  that 
space  should  be  left  in  which  might  be 
inserted  the  names  of  such  magistrates 
as  might  be  appointed  after  the  Com- 
mission had  been  issued.  The  Commit- 
tee were  to  prescribe  the  doonments  to 

The  Lord  Chancellor 


which  the  Wafer  Oreat  Seal  and  the 
Wafer  Privy  Seal  were  hereafter  to  be 
attached.  They  were  to  pretoribd  the 
mode  in  which  these  documents  were  in 
future  to  be  prepared — whether  to  be 
written  or  printed,  or  partly  written  and 
partly  printed,  and  whether  on  paper, 
parcnment,  or  other  fitting  materud ; 
and  it  was  provided  that  in  all  o«><m 
enffrossinff  skould  be  dispensed  with, 
and  printing  as  £ar  as  poamble  adopted 
in  place  of  writing. 


Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2* 
cordin^y,  and  eommitUd  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Thwreday  next. 


QUABTEB  SESSIONS  (BOBOUOHB)  BILL. 
{The  Lord  WmmsrUifk,) 

[no.   99.]      SSCOND  BSADDTO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Beading,  read. 

Lord  WINMABLEIOn,  in  morinff 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  said  that,  under  two  existing  Acts 
of  Parliament  the  Town  Council  of  a 
corporate  city  or  town  could  by  resolu- 
tion appoint  an  Assistant  Barrister  to  ait 
in  one  division  of  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions;  but  a  resolution  of  the  Coandl 
was  required  on  each  occasion  when 
such  a  power  was  proposed  to  be  exer- 
cised,  and  the  Assistant  Barrister  was 
not  entitled  to  claim  remuneration  for 
more  than  two  days  in  a  session.  The 
object  of  this  Bill  was  to  enable  Town 
Councils  to  pass  such  a  resolution  lor 
a  whole  year  instead  of  for  a  eeesaon» 
and  to  extend  to  four  days  in  a  seesion 
as  the  time  for  which  the  Assistant  Bar- 
rister might  claim  remuneration.  In 
Liverpool  and  other  large  towns  it  waa 
found  that  two  days'  assistance  frova  a 
Barrister  appointed  tmder  the  existing 
law  was  not  sufficient. 

Motion  agreed  to:  Bill  read  2*  ac* 
cordinfl4y,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Tueedag  next. 

House  a^joomed  at  half-past  FIt« 

o  dock,  to  TharMsy  BAl» 

luU-pait  TflD  o*«leafc. 
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HOUSE    OP    00MM0N8, 
J\t$iday,  \2thJk$n0f  1877. 


lOKUTES.]— Niw  Weit  louiD-Jbr  Hwt- 

iafdoQ  Couaiy,  v.  Sir  Henry  Carftoin  Felly, 

Wooift,  deoeMed. 
ffttMT  CaiaiiTTBB— Fariiamentary  and  Mimi- 

eipal  Bl^otJOM  (Hoan  of  PolHng),  Mr.  Hunt 

AmA.  ;  Sir  Oharlea  Adderley  adM. 
SirrrtT  —  $ontUUr0d  in  Oommiti0^^OiyiL  Sik* 

rum    SvnitATM  —  Olam    II.  —  ReiohUiont 

[Jvne  11]  rtporUi, 
Poauo  Btvuk-^Fir9i  JtMuMM— South  Afrioa* 

{\H\. 
Cmtmifin  diM$hsrf0d '^  Mfftrr$d  to  Sttsct  Com* 

mittso-^^knal  BoaU  •  [1621. 
,%lmt  OmmittM—Stdjit  Stephen's  Chreen  (Dub. 

Ub)  *  [1*7],  mmimt0d, 
B$ktt    09wmiH4^-^M$pori-^Vin  and   Harbour 

(Men  Confixmation  (No.  2)  •  [164-1961. 
f^mmitt4$ — JStfjM^r/— Local  QoTenunent  rrori- 

riooal  OnUrs  (Bridlinrton,  kc)  •  [1701. 
f^imdfrtd  mi  mm0mU4—hi9on$  [121L  d^Ai^#  <uf. 

>iinMtf;  BeinoiralolWi«cka«[lSl]. 
Tkird  Umdin$    Metropolitan  Cooiinoina  Provi- 
Order*  [180],  andjMMfitf. 


QUESTIONS. 


nOh 


The  Bouse  met  at  Two  of  the  olook. 

NAVY— TRAININO  SHIPS  FOR  BOYS. 

QUSSnOK. 

OAFTAiir  PDi  asked  the  Secretary  of 
Mate  for  the  Home  Department,  If  the 
Beeolations  of  the  Miodlesez  Court  of 
Unavter  Sessions,  adopted  on  Thursday 
the  36th  of  April  last,— 

**  That  the  eetabliihment  of  ihipe  at  Tariona 
yaita  ol  the  eonntry  for  the  training  of  boya  for 
the  tea  eenrice,  eepecially  for  the  manning  of 
the  Mercantile  Marine,  harinf  proved  highly 
htefldal  for  thia  porpoee,  and  alao  by  proyiaing 
•■ployment  for  a  number  of  boya  wno  would 
etbvwiae  beoome  doetitute  or  criminal,  it  is  do* 
iinhle  that  these  training  ahipe,  now  numeri- 
cally inaofflcient,  ahould  be  largely  increased  in 
aanber,  or  institutions  somewhat  similar  to 
that  M  Feltham,  in  Middlesex,  be  established  in 
tffwir  county  in  the  kingdom ; 

*' That  a  representation  bo  made  to  the  Go- 
vstnoMOt  to  the  above  effect,  and,  especially, 
t^  it  is  desirable  for  training  purposes  to  sta- 
taoo  a  ship  in  the  Thames*  opposite  the  Temple, 
she  would  be  likolv  to  attract  public  at- 
•ad  relieve  the  Metropolis  of  a  large 
of  boys,  a  cUss  which  will  annually  bo- 
QOOM  more  numerous  from  increase  of  popula- 
tioa  akoe,  and  for  which  there  exists  at  present 
ae  siUgoite  employment : 

**Tait  the  expense  of  such  training  ships 
ihsald  be  maintained  br  payment  from  parents 
m  frkarts,  or  from  parishes,  or  others  plaeing 


boys  on  board  the  training  ships,  and  by  aOo« 
vemment  grant  similar  to  that  now  ^ven  for 
boys  on  board  reformatory  or  industrial  train- 
ing ships ; " 

have  yet  reoeived  his  personal  conside* 
ration,  and,  if  so,  with  what  result? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  OEOSB,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  received  a  memorial  on  the 
subject,  and  thought  the  boat  course  in 
the  first  instance  was  to  consult  the  Ad- 
miralty in  the  matter.  The  Admiralty 
had  sent  him  a  reply  to  the  effect  that 
they  had  already  nve  of  those  ships,  and 
that  the  whole  matter  was  under  their 
consideration,  and  that  they  would  com- 
municate with  him  further  in  regard 
to  it. 

POOR  LAW— PROSECUTIONS— 
PARRINGDON  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  it  be  the  fact  that  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Farringdon  Board  of  GKiar- 
dians  acts  as  justice  in  deciding  charges 
ordered  by  himself,  present  as  one  of 
the  guardians,  to  be  prosecuted ;  whe- 
ther such  a  proceeding  can  be  justified 
by  the  Act  6  and  6  Vic.  c.  57,  s.  15 ; 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the  clerk  to 
the  ffuardians  in  some  such  prosecutions, 
as  £r  instance  for  non-vaccination,  is 
allowed  by  the  Bench  a  fee  for  attend- 
ance as  attorney  to  prosecute;  and, 
whether  such  allowance  is  proper  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  true  that  in  that  particular 
case  the  justices  of  the  peace,  who  were, 
of  course,  all  at  officio  Guardians,  took 
considerable  interest,  happily,  in  their 
duties  as  Guardians.  It  must  not  be 
supposed  that  any  particular  justice 
took  any  part  in  any  particular  prose- 
cution. If,  however,  any  justice  had 
taken  a  prominent  part  in  any  case  that 
came  before  the  Guardians,  he  would 
exercise  a  wise  discretion  not  to  sit  on 
the  Bench  when  that  case  had  to  be  de- 
cided. But  in  this  instance  he  under- 
stood that  the  justice  in  question  had 
taken  no  part  in  the  matter  when  it  was 
before  the  Board  of  Ghiardians.  As  to 
the  latter  part  of  the  Question,  he  had 
consulted  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  and  was  informed 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  derk  to  the 
Guardians  to  conduct  aU  prosecutions  on 
behalf  of  the  Board  at  petty  sessions 

3  G  2 


1639 


PruoM  BiU. 


(00MM0N8) 


Cofmi$r9H9n. 


1640 


without  payment ;  that  the  Board  held 
that  that  did  not  extend  to  prosecutions 
under  the  Vaccination  Act,  which  were 
instituted  by  and  in  the  name  of  the 
vaccination  officer;  that  the  justices 
had  power  to  order  the  payment  of  such 
costs  as  they  might  deem  reasonable, 
and  that,  so  far  as  the  law  was  con- 
cerned, there  was  no  reason  why  that 
should  not  extend  to  the  fee  of  the  clerk 
of  the  Guardians.  But  he  was  boimd 
to  say  he  thought  the  clerk  might  per- 
form the  duty  without  fee. 

IRISH  CONSTABULARY  ACT,  1874— 
CONTINUANCE.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  FEENOH  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether,  in 
Tiew  of  the  fact  that  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  Act  1874  expires  in  July 
next,  it  is  his  intention  to  introduce  a 
Bill  this  Session  to  further  continue  that 
Act ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  can  inform 
the  House  when  it  is  likely  to  be  intro- 
duced? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HTCKS-BEACH:  I 
have  already  given  a  Notice  of  Motion 
upon  the  subject  of  the  salaries  of  the 
Eoyal  Irish  Constabulary  for  this  day. 
The  part  of  the  law  relating  to  the  Con- 
stabulary which  expires  next  month  is 
the  authority  given  by  the  Act  of  1874 
to  pay  the  salaries  of  the  officers  and 
men  of  the  Force.  In  renewing  that 
authority  I  had  hoped  to  propose  other 
changes  in  the  law  which  appeared  de- 
sirable. But  the  state  of  Public  Busi- 
ness has  certainly  prevented  the  intro- 
duction of  a  Bill  dealing  generally  with 
the  subject ;  and  it  is  therefore  now  my 
intention  practically  to  confine  the  BiU 
to  that  pomt. 

EGYPT— FINANCIAL  POSITION  OF 
EGYPT.- QUESTIONS. 

Lord  EOBEET  MONTAGU  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  information  from  the 
Consul  General  at  Cairo  has  reached 
the  Foreign  Office  to  the  effect  that  the 
total  which  will  be  required  on  July  1 5th 
to  pay  the  coupons  and  drawings  of  the 
Egyptian  Unified  Debt  (viz.  £1,800,000 
for  coupons  and  £300,000  for  drawings) 
will  not  be  forthcoming ;  whether  it  is 
true  that  the  amount  now  ready  is  only 
£600,000,  with  an  expectation  of  obtain- 
ing about  half  a  million  more  by  the 
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sale  of  cereals  (if  this  oan  be  effected) ; 
and,  if  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  any 
information  which  has  been  reeeiTed 
from  the  Consul  G^eralrelatiTe  to  these 
payments  ? 

Mr.  BOUHKE:  I  most  remind  my 
noble  Friend  that  the  British  Ck>Tem- 
ment  are  not  responsible  for  Egyptian 
finance.  If  I  were  to  make  anj  state- 
ment in  answer  to  the  Question  of  my 
noble  Friend  it  might,  on  the  one  band, 
have  the  effect  of  tmduly  benefiting 
Egyptian  finance;  while,  on  the  other 
hand,  it  might  have  the  effect  of  unduly 
damaging  that  finance.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  think  my  noble  Friend 
will  see  that  the  course  which  ie  most 
consistent  with  the  relations  which  exist 
between  Her  Majesty's  Gbyemment  and 
Egyptian  finance  is  for  me,  upon  tliii 
occasion,  to  refrain  from  answering  the 
Question  put  by  my  noble  Friend  ;  nor 
is  it  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, as  at  present  advised,  to  lay 
any  Papers  upon  the  Table  of  the  Hoast 
with  reference  to  this  subject. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU:  Vet- 
haps  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  will  tell  me  whether 
it  is  one  of  the  duties  of  the  Consul 
General  to  keep  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment informed  upon  this  point  ? 

Mb.  BOUREE:  It  is  one  of  the 
duties  of  all  Consuls  and  Consuls  Gene- 
ral to  keep  Her  Majesty's  Government 
informed  upon  all  subjects  relating  to 
the  finance,  politics,  and  oommerdal 
affairs  of  the  countries  in  which  they 
reside. 

ORDERS    OF  TEE  LAY. 


PRISONS  BILL— [Bnx  121.] 
(Jfr.  Aithiton  CrosSf  Sir  Henry  Mmnn'MtUm,) 

OONSmSRATION. 

Further  proceeding  on  Conaideratian, 
as  amended,  r$ium0d, 

Mb.  BIGGAR  moved  the  following 
Clause: — 

(Return  to  be  laid  before  Fftrliament  of 

punishmenU.) 
*'  That  a  Return  be  laid  before 
early  m  Februanr  of  each  vear 
the  special  puniehmenta  infllcftsd  ffti 
during  preceding  year,  with  Qmi 
by  the  prison  authorities  foir 

He  believed  such  a 
as  a  osefiil  oheok  on 
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CisiiM  hnufht  up,  uid  read  the  fint 


Uodon  made,  and  Question  propoaed, 
"That  the  said  Oause  be  dow  read  a 


Hr.  ASaHETON  OE088  pointed 
rat  that  the  hon.  Hember'a  object  was 
pncticaUjF  met  bjr  the  Bill  in  its  present 
ibape.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  there 
was  to  be  a  detailed  return  of  each  pri- 
■mar'a  case,  but  there  was  to  be  an 
taoaal  Report  as  to  the  special  punish- 
Bsnts  inflicted  in  each  gaol,  vhich  would 
nabla  them  to  compare  the  discipline  of 
oo«  gaol  with  that  of  another. 

IfotioQ  and  Olanse,  b;  leave,   witA- 


(CoapUint  book  to  b«  kept  is  Moh  gaol.) 
"  TbU  a  eompUiat  book  be  kopt  in  rach  gaoli 
a  wUch  avsry  pruonsr  ihall  bo  at  libcrtjr 
mUf  to  tnlaT  nuy  complaint  he  chooioi  to 
oak*:  Mid  book  to  be  apoD  to  inapoction  by 
Iba  pablic  on  payniont  of  a  toe  uf  one  ■bUling 
tor  <acb  penon  vho  applies  to  tee  it." 

Thg  object  of  this  clause  was  that  con- 
*irt«d  prisoners  should  be  able  to  make 
thsir  complaints  heard  by  their  friends, 
or  by  means  of  societies,  acting  upon 
hnmanitarian  principles,  so  that  if  there 
wu  anytbing  wrong  ia  their  treatment 
it  might  be  put  nght,  either  by  the 
erdinuy  legal  means  or  by  force  of 
pablic  opinion  brought  to  bear  on  the 
matter  complained  of  It  was  known  as 
a  fact  that  O'Donoran  Itossa,  Chambers, 
and  other  persons  had  been  badly 
tnat«d ;  ana  he  urged  that  bad  there 
baen  proper  means  of  bringine  the 
eomplsiDts  in  these  cases  before  Parlia- 
ment a  remedy  would  speedily  have 
bssn  applied. 
ClaoM  iretighl  up,  and  read  Uie  first 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  he  now  read  a 
sseend  time." 

Mb.  p.  a.  TATLOB  said,  he  was 
■M  wm  whether  the  olause  before  the 
Bbws  waa  thebest_tbatoould  be  passed; 


undergo  the  fiUl  punishment  the  law 
allotted  him,  but  not  that  he  should  be 
subject  to  the  irresponsible  tyranny  of 
prison  officials.  3)he  power  exercised  by 
warders  in  gaols  and  keepers  in  lunatic 
asylums  waa  so  terrible  that  every  pre- 
caution ought  to  be  taken  that  no  abuse 
should  be  perpetrated,  and  there  should 
be  an  absolute  power  of  appeal.  He 
had  received  a  letter  from  a  person  who 
had  just  undergone  12  months'  impri- 
sonment with  hard  labour  in  Holloway 
Prison.  He  was  a  person  of  some  edu- 
cation, and  had  for  20  years  had  an  un- 
blemished character,  having  during  that 
time  held  the  position  of  manager  of  a 
considerable  mercantile  establishment  in 
the  City.  He  yielded  to  temptation,  not, 
he  declared,  with  any  intention  to  de- 
fraud his  employers,  and  was  convicted 
of  embedding  a  email  sum.  He  made 
no  complaint  of  the  auperior  authoritiea 
of  the  priaon,  of  whom  he  apoke  in 
terms  of  high  praise,  but  be  said  great 
cruelties  were  practised  by  the  warders 
and  other  subordinate  offlciala,  many  of 
whom,  by  their  ignorance,  violence  of 
temper,  and  natural  malevolence  of  dis- 
position, were  totally  unfit  to  be  en- 
trusted with  powers  which  thoy  sys- 
tematically abused.  Complaint  to  the 
Qovemor  was  useless,  as  these  men 
made  common  cause,  and  the  last  state 
of  a  prisoner  who  comj>lained  waa 
worse  tnan  the  first.  Again  and  again 
the  writer  of  this  letter  had  seen  them 
goad  a  man  into  saying  something  for 
which  they  could  report  him.  One  pri- 
soner sentenced  to  14  days  was  mado  to 
carry  loads  for  which  be  was  manifestly 
unfit,  and  when  ho  broke  down,  he  was 
placed  on  the  treadmill,  from  which  he 
fell  down  dead,  having  been  in  prison 
only  nine  days.  There  was  the  solemn 
farce  of  an  inquest ;  but  the  fellow-pri- 
soners of  the  dead  man  dared  not  tell 
what  they  had  seen.  One  prisoner  stated 
that  he  had  been  confined  in  a  dark  coll 
for  three  days  for  'atriking  a  fellow-pri- 
soner who  used  insulting  language,  and 
there  chained  to  tbo  vail  by  thumb- 
screws. After  a  time  ho  could  do 
nothing  but  moan,  and  ultimately  he 
went  out  of  bis  mind  and  had  to  be  re- 
moved to  the  infirmary,      The  marks 

1  instruments  were  visible  on 
for  weeks  after.       Another 

ardship  waa  the  impossible 
irisoners  were  set  to  fulfil, 
oakum  were  given  to  them 
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which  only  habitual  oriminalB  who  had 
had  expenenoe  at  the  work  could  pick 
in  the  allotted  time,  and  failure  in  tneir 
task  subjected  them  to  what  was  really 
a  terrible  deprivation — the  stoppage  of 
their  supper  bread.  The  writer  of  this 
letter  further  stated  that  his  weight, 
which  was  over  13  stone,  was  reduced  to 
less  than  1 1  stone  owing  to  the  insuffi- 
cient quantity  of  food  he  received,  and 
he  gladly  devoured  scraps  of  dirty  bread 
intended  for  the  pigs,  raw  potatoes, 
mangel  wurzels,  and  anything  eatable 
that  he  could  find.  One  prisoner,  who 
was  not  in  his  right  mind  and  could  not 
do  his  quanti^  of  work,  was  declared  to 
be  lazy,  his  food  was  stopped  until  he 
was  too  weak  to  do  it ;  and  if  ever  any- 
one died  from  starvation  that  man  did. 
The  severity  of  the  punishments  for 
slight  offences  was  another  grievance, 
three  days*  confinement  in  a  dark  cell 
being  inflicted  for  giving  a  little  bread 
to  a  fellow  prisoner  who  was  almost 
starving.  The  name  of  the  writer  of 
this  letter  was  at  the  service  of  the 
Home  Secretary.  He  appealed  to  the 
Home  Secretary,  either  to  accept  that 
clause  or  to  bring  forward  any  other 
which  would  give  every  prisoner  who 
was  wronged  some  appeal. 

Me.  OrSULUVAN  supported  the 
clause  as  calculated  to  put  some  check 
on  the  tyranny  and  the  petty  persecu- 
tions inflicted  by  warders  and  Governors 
of  prisons  on  prisoners.  One  boy  had 
been  illegally  punished  with  72  hours' 
bread  and  water,  48  hours  only  being 
legal.  Again,  a  prisoner  was  entitled 
by  law  to  see  his  friends  six  months 
after  he  had  been  sentenced  to  trans- 
portation; but  in  the  case  of  his  own 
son  he  was  not  allowed  to  see  him  for 
20  months,  and  his  letter  applying  to 
the  Governor  of  Portland  Prison  for  that 
privilege  was  returned  to  him.  Such 
Governors  of  prisons  required  looking 
after,  and  he  therefore  hoped  that  clause 
would  bepressed  to  a  division. 

Mr.  GHILDERS  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  very  desirable  if  between  the 
present  time  and  the  date  when  those 
gaols  were  taken  over  bv  the  Gbvem- 
ment  a  Hoyal  Oommission  were  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  discipline 
and  internal  administration  of  our  public 
prisons.  He  did  not  make  that  sug- 
gestion in  consequence  of  any  want  of 
confidence  in  the  Home  Secretary,  or 
in  Colonel  Du  Cane  (Surveyor  (General 

Mr.  P.  A.  Tayhr 


ot  Convict  Prisons^ ;  but  ha  thougkt  it 
was  evident,  from  the  debates  of  the  Immt 
three  months,  that  neither  that  Himse 
nor  the  ooontry  would  be  aatiBfiad  nnlfwi 
such  a  thorough  and  impartial  iBQoirjr 
as  he  had  indicated  were  institated  b^ 
fore  the  Bill  came  into  operation.  The 
inquiiy  need  not  take  long,  and,  what- 
ever its  result,  it  was  sure  to  be  of  yr—t 
Eractioal  value.  He  believed  that  there 
ad  been  no  Commission  of  that  kiiMl 
since  the  year  1863  or  1864,  when  he 
had  the  nonour  of  being  one  of  its 
Members.  ^^ 

Ma.  E.  JENKINS  thought  that  if  it 
were  true  there  were  cruel  and  malirioua 
persons  capable  of  doing  what  had  been 
alleged  employed  as  warders  in  onr 
gaols  no  more  direct  means  of  JTieoring 
tiiat  they  would  take  vengeance  on  the 
prisoners  under  them  oomd  be  devised 
than  a  system  of  complaint  bookB«  in 
which  prisoners  woula  be  allowed  to 
enter  complaints  against  those  oJBcials. 
In  most  cases  the  complaints  woold,  on 
investigation,  be  found  to  be  friTcdons* 
and  it  was  only  to  take  a  correct  esti- 
mate of  human  nature  to  soppoee  that 
the  prison  officials  would,  in  some  way 
or  other,  endeavour  to  pay  ont  thoee 
prisoners  who  had  drawn  attention  to 
particular  cases.  Moreover,  there  ap- 
peared to  him  at  the  present  time  a  Teij 
strong  tendency  to  push  humanitarian 
sentiment  to  the  very  farthest  extreme,  no 
that  it  almost  became  a  sort  of  disease ; 
and  the  result  would  be  that  unless  some 
check  were  adopted  everyone  would  be- 
come suspicious  whenever  punishment 
was  inflicted  on  persons  who  had 
offended.  We  had  anti-vaooinationt 
anti-vivisection,  and  soon  we  should  be 
caUed  upon  to  provide  first-claas  hotels 
for  our  prisoners.  He  would  ask  the 
House  whether  it  was  right  that  it 
should  be  led  away  by  the  stories  told 
by  prisoners.  The  only  praotieal  way 
was  to  place  the  matter  under  the  super- 
vision of  the  Home  Secretary,  and  tiiey 
might  depend  upon  it  that  oaeee  of  an 
extreme  character  would,  in  some  way. 
reach  the  ears  of  some  hon.  Members  of 
that  House.  Supposing  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell),  or  eome 
other  hon.  Member  sitting  near  him^ 
had  been  in  gaol  and  had  the  fqppor^ 
tunity  of  writmff  in  a  book  of  this  eort, 
they  could  easi^  imagine  the  state  of 
things  which  would  have  been  cireatod. 
The  reporters  would  have  gone  and  paid 
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tfam  shillings  and  the  complaints  would 
hkrm  baen  reprodooed  in  all  the  news- 
pspars,  and  public  sentiment  would  hare 
rme  to  the  prisoners.  He  had  ererj 
Mire  that  practical  measures  should  be 
tikan  to  provide  that  no  cruelties  should 
tike  place  in  prisons ;  but  with  regard 
to  the  proposal  before  the  House,  he 
^aastioned  whether  it  was  a  practical 
ooa.  It  was  his  opinion  that  the  super- 
naion  should  be  left  entirely  in  the  hands 
ii  the  authorities. 

Ma.  M'LAREN  said,  a  fallacy,  under- 
Irxng  all  the  statements  of  the  hon.  Oen- 
tlanmn,  was  that  the  prisoner  was  the 
only  person  to  be  considered  if  the  book 
ware  established.  He  thought  the  book 
would  be  an  admirable  institution.  It 
would,  at  least,  warn  Gbyemors  and  the 
petty  officers  of  prisons  that  there  was  a 
mode  of  reaching  the  public  from  which 
they  had  no  escape.  Such  a  warning 
would,  in  his  opinion,  have  a  materiiQ 
afiwt  in  suppressing  the  pettr  tyranny 
which  characterixed  the  internal  arrange- 
nients  of  some  prisons. 

Ma.  HIBBEkT  said,  he  thought  that 
some  additional  provision  ought  to  be 
utroduoed  for  the  protection  of  prisoners 
BOW  that  the  prisoners  were  to  be  handed 
over  to  the  control  of  the  State;  and 
^ough  he  did  not  approve  of  the  pro- 
potafto  allow  the  public  to  inspect  the 
complaint  book,  he  considered  it  would 
be  a  wise  thing  to  give  jnrisoners  the 
power  to  enter  complaints  into  the  book, 
oa  the  understandiuff  that  it  should  be 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  visiting 
judoea  from  time  to  time,  and  also  open 
to  the  inspection  of  any  magistrate  of 
the  county. 

Ma.  ASSECETON  0H08S  was  ez- 
tmnely  surorised  to  hear  what  had 
fbUsn  from  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
lor  Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert),  especially  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  a  visitor 
to  a  gaol  for  many  years.  The  respon- 
nbility  of  receiving  and  hearing  com- 
plaints  rested  on  uie  visiting  justices, 
sod  it  was  properly  appreciated.  It  was 
thsir  special  dutv  by  the  Act  of  ParHa- 
meat  The  result  of  the  establishment 
of  iodi  a  book  as  that  proposed  by  the 
sUase  would  be  to  multiply  complaints 
for  the  express  purpose  of  getting  them 
sotersd  into  the  book.  He  must  object 
to  the  manner  in  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leioester  (Mr.  P.  A.  Tavlor)  had 
nad  the  details  of  an  alleged  case  of 
bsrdship  without  any  Notice  of  his  in- 


tention to  do  so.  It  would  have  been 
but  fair  that  the  official  implicated  by 
that  statement  should  have  had  an  op- 
portunity of  answering  it.  [Mr.  P.  A. 
Taylob  :  I  onlv  received  the  letter  jres- 
terday.]  But  if  Notice  had  been  given 
yesterday,  and  the  official  had  been  com- 
municated with,  an  answer  of  some  sort 
might  have  been  received  that  morning. 
It  was  certainly  hard  for  those  officios 
to  have  such  very  firave  oharffes  brought 
against  them  behind  their  backs.  In- 
deed, allegations  of  that  kind  ought  not 
to  have  been  made  in  that  House  at  all 
imtil  they  had  been  substantiated.  He 
could  only  say  at  present  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  would  furnish  him  with  the  neces- 
sary particulars,  he  would  cause  the  case 
to  be  strictly  inquired  into.  To  return 
to  the  subject  before  the  House,  he  had 
to  remind  hon.  Members  that  prisoners 
venr  often  made  unfounded  complaints, 
and  that  it  would  not  be  wise  to  allow 
these  to  come  before  the  public.  He 
believed  the  visiting  justices  might  very 
properly  be  left  to  deal  with  all  cases  of 
hardship,  or  alleged  hardship,  which  oc- 
curred m  prisons.  His  own  invariable 
practice  wnen  a  visitinff  justice  was  to 
insist  upon  seeing  all  tne  prisoners  in 
private,  quite  apart  from  both  the  Go- 
vernor and  the  warders,  and  he  believed 
other  visiting  justices  did  the  same  thing. 
On  the  whole,  therefore,  he  did  not  feci 
that  there  could  be  a  better  safeguard 
for  the  proper  treatment  of  prisoners 
than  was  already  provided  in  the  Bill. 
With  regard  to  the  suggestion  of  a  Hoyal 
Commission,  he  had  to  state  that  it  had 
always  boon  his  intention,  after  the 
passing  of  the  Bill,  to  appoint  a  certain 
number  of  independent  gentlemen  to  in- 
quire into  the  state  of  the  gaols  through- 
out the  country.  Thoir  inquiry  would 
be  prosecuted  during  the  Heoess,  and  he 
hoped  to  be  prepared  with  a  sot  of  rules 
drawn  up  from  their  Report  at  the  open- 
ing of  the  next  Session  of  Parliament. 
He  trusted  the  House  would  be  satisfied 
with  the  explanation  ho  had  given. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  considered  that 
a  Royal  Commission  was  necessary,  and 
believed  that  it  would  have  more  weight 
than  the  method  of  inc^uiry  which  the 
Home  Secretary  had  indicated.  Of  the 
necessity  of  an  inquiry  there  could  be 
no  doubt.  There  could  be  no  question 
that  all    the    authorities  in  a  prison, 

Xially  the  subordinate  authorities, 
(7ere  in  contact  with  the  prisoners. 


1647 


PrisoM  BiU, 


(COMMONS  I 


Connd0ratian, 


164S 


must  be  under  very  great  temptations. 
He  oould  imagine  nothing  more  pro- 
yoking  than  hayins^  to  deal  with  the 
general  run  of  pnsoners.  Therefore, 
&ere  was  an  absolute  necessity  for  the 
strictest  supervision,  and  from  time  to 
time  an  inspection  by  the  public, 
through  Parliament,  with  the  view  of 
seeing  how  far  that  supervision  was 
carried  out.  It  was  to  be  remem- 
bered, however,  that  all  the  visiting 
justices  were  not  likely  to  exercise 
the  discretion  shown  by  the  Home 
Secretary.  As  regarded  the  clause  be- 
fore the  Committee  it  was  hardly  pos- 
sible to  vote  for  it,  for  it  was  open  to 
the  objection  that  prisoners  would  not 
make  use  of  it,  and  if  they  did  it  would 
be  open  to  abuse.  He  trusted  that, 
considering  how  public  attention  had 
been  directed  to  the  matter,  and  the 
statements  that  had  been  made,  the 
Government  would  not  overlook  the 
suggestion  as  to  a  Koyal  Commission. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Dundee 
(Mr.  E.  Jenkins)  had  been  forgetful  of 
the  maxim  that  humanity,  like  charity, 
begun  at  home.  He  had  frequently  and 
very  properly  intervened  to  secure  the 
humane  treatment  of  the  subjects  of  a 
foreign  Power,  and  yet  he  decried  the 
exertions  which  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  and 
some  others  had  endeavoured  to  make 
in  the  course  of  the  discussion  on  this 
Bill  to  obtain  an  amelioration  of  the 
treatment  of  our  prisoners,  which  was 
not  a  consequence  of  their  sentence, 
but  merely  the  result  of  the  whims 
of  subordinate  officials  of  the  pri- 
son. A  ^at  deal  of  the  delay  at- 
tending the  passage  of  the  measure 
might  have  been  avoided  if  the  Home 
Secretary  had  shown  a  proper. apprecia- 
tion of  the  task  before  him.  The  rules 
regulating  the  discipline  of  the  prison 
and  the  treatment  of  prisoners  should 
have  been  embodied  in  the  Bill,  and  not 
left  to  the  discretion  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary. The  power  at  present  invested  in 
the  gaoler  by  the  Act  of  1865  to  inflict 
punishments  was  a  very  arbitrary  one 
and  ought  to  be  restricted.  Under  that 
Act  the  gaoler  had  the  power  to  inquire 
into  an  offence  and  to  sentence  the  pri- 
soner to  three  days'  dose  confinement 
and  bread  and  water.  That  system  of 
starving  prisoners  was  a  most  inhuman 
one,  and  ought  to  be  at  once  remedied 
and  swept  out  of  the  statute. 

Mr.  jr.  E.  FortUr 


Mb.  SHERIDAN  thought  the  book 
would  enable  the  visiting  justice  to  so 
at  onoe  to  the  prisoner  who  was  ill- 
treated.  

Mb.  BOWLEY  hill  opposed  the 
clause.  As  a  visiting  justice  he  oould 
say  he  had  never  experienoed  any  want 
of  readiness  on  the  part  of  prisossn  to 
make  complaints,  and  he  thought  the 
institution  of  a  oomplaint  bow  quits 
unnecessary. 

Db.  KENEALT  hoped  that  a  Boysl 
Commission  would  be  appointed.  If 
anything  had  been  clearly  demonstntsd 
it  was  that  cruelties  of  the  worst  descrip- 
tion habitually  prevailed  in  the  prisons. 
As  to  the  prisoners  having  redreai  by 
action  at  law,  there  was  no  case,  he  be- 
lieved, extant  in  which  an  action  had 
been  brought  by  a  prisoner  against  the 
Gbvemor  of  a  prison.  That  did  not 
prove  that  cruelties  did  not  prevail,  bat 
that  there  was  an  absolute  impossibiHty 
of  getting  justice  for  cruelties  oommittsd 
in  these  prisons.  They  had  it  on  record 
that  O'Donovan  Bossa  was  tortured  by 
his  gaolers,  and  that  the  faots  were 
entirely  misrepresented  to  the  Horns 
Secretary.  They  had  vet  to  learn  that 
any  punishment  had  been  inflicted  on 
that  gaoler  for  the  infliction  of  the  tor- 
ture and  for  the  misrepresentation,  and, 
for  aught  thev  knew  to  the  contrary,  be 
might  be  still  employed  in  a  similsr 
capacity.  How  oomd  the  Home  Secre- 
tary exercise  supervision  when  the  £uts 
were  misrepresented  to  him  ?  He  hoped 
that  a  Boyal  Commission  would  be  ap- 
pointed to  inouire  into  the  matter,  and 
that  it  would  consist  of  independent 
Members  of  that  House.  That  Uommii- 
sion  would  be  the  very  best  safeguard 
the  Home  Secretary  oould  hare  with 
regard  to  the  rules  he  was  about  to 
frame. 

Mb.  a.  peel  said,  the  statemsot 
was  erroneous  that  cruelties  of  the  wont 
description  were  perpetrated  in  our 
gaols.  There  was  some  ground  for  in- 
sisting that  complaints  by  prisonen 
should  be  entered  into  a  book,  which 
should  be  open  to  the  inspection  of 
visiting  justices.  Such  a  book  did  nd 
exist  in  all  gaols.  He  suggested  that 
the  proposed  clause  should  provide  tfist 
the  book  should  be  open  to  the  iaqise- 
tion  of  any  visiting  justice  or  magistnls. 
If  it  were  so  altered,  he  would  rote  fixrtt 

Mb.  MAODONALD  objected  to  the 
charge  of  It.,  but  thought  that  a  oom* 
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pfauBt  book  would  aenre  as  a  guide  to 
tiia  Tisitmg  juetioefl. 

M*.  O* CONNOB  POWEB  denied  the 
fteooracy  of  the  etatoment  made  by  the 
Home  Seoretary  that  the  complaints 
made  of  ill-treatment  referred  to  convict 
Mtabliahmenta.  The  complaints  which 
•BAnated  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
limeriok  (Mr.  O'Sullivan),  a  recital  of 
priaon  experience,  referred  to  a  county 
wiaon  in  Ireland.  Those  he  (Mr. 
rower)  referred  to  on  a  previous  occa- 
aon  also  related  to  county  prisons.  It 
would  be  fairer  to  the  visiting  justices 
in  the  case  of  a  large  prison  to  give 
them  an  opportunity  of  examining  the 
sUt«  of  tne  prisoners  through  the 
medium  of  the  complaint  book  than 
through  that  of  a  visit  to  the  cells. 
Their  contention  was  that  under  the 
administration  of  these  visiting  justices 
these  cruelties  had  been  perpetrated; 
and  when  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
argued  that  they  were  bringing  forward 
chargee  entirely  unfounded  he  could 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
oonld  not  convince  him,  after  having 
psssed  nearly  four  months  in  solitary 
confinement ;  and  if  they  could  do  things 
lo  a  man  for  uttering  words  on  an  Irish 
platform  not  nearly  so  strong  as  he  had 
spoken  in  that  House,  what  would  th^ 
00  to  a  man  who  had  committed  an  ordi- 
nary breach  of  the  law  ?  What  would 
the  man  that  was  capable  of  punishing 
him  because  he  was  suspected  of  a  poli- 
tioal  offence  have  done  if  he  was  an 
ordinary  offender  ?  He  hoped  that  the 
House  would  not  be  put  on  a  wrong 
soent  by  speeches  of  that  kind. 

Mm.  EVANS  did  not  approve  of  the 
elaose  as  it  stood.  He  thought  the 
Home  Secretary  could  not  reasonably 
object  to  complaints  being  entered  in  a 
book ;  but  the  most  complete  way  of 
getting  at  the  grievances  of  prisoners 
was  to  see  them  separately  in  their  cells, 
ia  the  absence  of  warders  and  Governors, 
and  to  insist  upon  inquiry  where  neces- 
sanr. 

Ma.  KTLANDS  said,  the  clause 
would,  at  anv  rate,  serve  to  check  the 
dispontion  of  some  Oovemors  to  carry 
oat  their  duties  in  a  harsh  manner. 

Ma.  OLIVE  did  not  believe  there  was 
any  foundation  for  the  allegations  made 
agaiast  the  visiting  justices.  On  the 
eoatrary,  he  thougnt  these  ffentlemen 
carried  out  their  duties  with  tiie  utmost 
forbearance  and  discretion. 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  94 ;  Noes 
227 :  Majority  183.— (Div.  List,  No.  166.) 

Mb.  BIGOAB  moved  to  insert  the 
following  clause : — 

(Before  ipecial  puniBhment  ^risonor  shall  be 
heard  at  petty  aeBsions.) 

**  That,  before  any  special  punishment  is  in- 
flicted on  a  prisoner,  the  said  prisoner  shall 
have  an  oppcortunity  of  having  his  case  heard 
before  the  juttioee  of  petty  sessions  in  open 
oourt,  who  may  either  oon&m  or  disallow  the 
said  proposed  punishment.*' 

The  hon.  Member  said,  this  clause  was 
in  some  respects  dififerent  from  that 
which  had  just  been  thrown  out,  but,  at 
the  same  Ume,  the  object  was,  in  some 
respects,  the  same — that  was,  to  take 
care  that  the  prisoner  should  not  have 
more  pimishment  than  the  rules  at  pre- 
sent  allowed,  or  more  punishment  tnan 
could  be  supported  by  public  opinion. 
It  was  said  wnen  this  Bui  was  in  Oom- 
mittee  that  it  did  not  matter  much  about 
what  rules  were  passed  by  this  House, 
for  they  had  to  look  to  those  who  ad- 
ministered the  law.  It  was  very  desirable 
that  the  public  should  have  all  com- 
plaints heard  in  order  that  the  influence 
of  public  opinion  should  be  brought 
more  or  less  upon  the  sessions  in  different 
cases.  They  knew  that  it  was  very  diffi- 
cult even  to  get  at  a  satisfactory  decision 
in  open  Oourt.  For  instance,  in  the 
Tichbome  Oase,  he  would  say  that  the 
sentiment  of  the  British  public  was  very 
nearly  right,  and  a  very  large  proportion 
of  the  English  people  believed  that  that 
ffentleman  was  thoroughly  innocent  of 
me  charge  brought  against  him.  Tich- 
bome was  tried  before  an  able  Judge ; 
and  the  best  case  which  could  be  made 
out  by  able  counsel  and  by  witnesses — 
some  of  them  of  the  most  disreputable 
kind — was  brought  against  him,  and  he 
was  defended  by  an  able  and  experienced 
advocate,  and  at  the  same  time  he  was 
found  guilty.  In  the  case  of  a  prisoner 
brought  before  visiting  justices  and 
making  charges  against  warders,  it  was 
an  absurdity  to  suppose  that  he  would 
receive  bond  Jids  justice.  All  that  he 
asked  was  that  these  charges  should  be 
heard  in  open  Court.  If  iustices  gave  a 
proper  decision  so  much  tne  better ;  but 
if  they  gave  a  decision  which  was  unfair, 
there  would  be  at  least  some  chance  that 
the  public  would  hear  of  the  misconduct 
of  these  justices  —  he  did  not  think  it 
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was  intentional  misconduct,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  they  were  sometimes  preju- 
diced— and  the  public  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  forming  an  opinion  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  judgment  of  these 
justices  was  sound  or  not.  They  had 
neard  that  day  of  a  prisoner  having 
been  kept  long  behind  the  time  allowed 
by  the  prison  rules,  and  also  of  a  thumb- 
screw haying  been  used  to  a  political 
ofifender,  and  neither  of  these  things 
would  have  occurred  had  there  been  an 
appeal  to  an  open  Court.  The  warders 
at  present  were  beyond  the  reach  of 
public  opinion,  which  ought  to  be  brought 
to  bear  upon  all  subjects,  and  certainly 
in  connection  with  the  visiting  justices. 
It  was  generally  held  that  the  leading 
principle  of  British  law  was  that  the 
subject  should  be  tried  in  open  Court,  so 
that  in  this  case  the  British  pubHc  should 
know  what  was  done  by  the  visiting 
justices. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  Home  Secretary  would  take  the  ar- 
bitrary power  of  gaolers  into  considera- 
tion. The  present  state  of  the  law  was 
certainly  not  in  accordance  with  the 
Common  Law  of  the  land.  A  gaoler 
was  a  very  unlikely  person  to  come  to  a 
competent  decision,  and  he  should  not 
have  the  power  of  inflicting  solitary 
confinement  for  72  hours  on  a  prisoner, 
as  he  could  do  imder  the  Act  of  1865  ; 
and  he  certainly  should  not  have  the 

Eower  of  confining  men  24  hours  simply 
y  informing  the  visiting  justices  that 
he  had  done  so.  If  the  Home  Secretary 
did  not  see  his  way  to  accept  the  clause 
as  it  stood,  he  trusted  that  he  would 
meet  it  with  some  concession  in  the 
same  direction  in  which  the  clause 
pointed. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  resisted  the 
Amendment,  as  being  unnecessary,  inas- 
much as  ample  safeguards  were  already 
provided  against  the  abuse  of  the  power 
of  inflicting  punishment.  As  to  the 
inquiry  whicn  would  take  place  upon 
the  framing  of  the  rules  for  the  regula- 
tion of  prison  discipline,  he  would 
take  care  that  it  was  as  thorough  as 
possible. 

Question  put,  and  n$ga(%v0d, 

Mr,  Biggar 


Mb.  BIOOAB  then  mov«d  ihm  &1* 
lowing  Clause : — 

(CknpoTml  puniflhrnent  to  be  awarded  by  open 

court.) 

*'  That  corporal  pnniahment  ahall  in  bo  ca«p 
be  ezeroiied  on  any  priaoner  vnleaa  by  owJir  o# 
a  competent  tribunal  sitting  in  opeo  ooat.** 

The  hon.  Member  said,  his  own  opuiioB 
was,  that  flogmng  should  not  be  inmct«d 
in  any  base ;  but,  as  by  a  decision  the 
House  had  allowed  the  infliction  nnder 
certain  conditions,  it  was  only  right  and 
just  that  all  precautions  shomd  be  taken. 
to  make  the  use  of  the  power  to  inflict  it 
as  difficult  to  exerdse  as  poaaible,  and 
that  prisoners  should  have  the  right  to 
make  their  defence  heard  after  a  proper 
examination  of  witnesses.  This  olaaiM, 
thouffh  in  some  respects  reeemblinff  that 
which  the  House  had  just  rejected,  dif- 
fered in  so  far  as  it  ooold  not  be  main* 
tained  that  flogging  was  a  punishment 
that  had  to  be  administered  immediately 
after  the  oflence.  The  tribnnal  for  i^ 
peal  need  not  be  the  quarter  searicwig. 
That  was  open  to  objection,  became  the 
quarter  sessions  might  not  meet  UQtii 
after  the  term  of  the  prisoner's  oonfine- 
ment  had  expired.  An  appeal  to  petty 
sessions  would  insure  the  security  he 
wished  to  obtain. 

Clause  braughi  up,  and  read  the  fiivl 

time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed. 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time.'' 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CE08S  said,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  excuse  his  not 
going  at  length  into  the  question,  be- 
cause the  principle  had  been  discoesed 
fully  in  the  consideration  of  former 
clauses.  He  felt  bound  to  say  hia  opinion 
had  not  been  changed  by  any  argummiti 
he  had  heard.  To  adopt  such  a  olaiiae 
would  be  most  prejudicial  to  prvMXi 
discipline,  and  all  those  oases  of  punish- 
ment must  be  dealt  with  by  the  viaitiBg 
justices. 

Mr.  a.  MOOKB  regarded  it  as  ^w* 
fecUy  monstrous  that  such  a  temble 
power  should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of 
one  visiting  justice,  as  praotioally  it 
would  be  left.  He,  therefore,  supported 
the  clause. 

Mr.  O'SULLIYAN  said,  although  he 
could  not  agree  with  the  hist  daiue  pro> 
posed,  yet  he  did  quite  agree  with  the 
present  one.    Flog^ng  was  a  terrible 
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pgniriiTnent,  and  should  in  no  oate  be 
inflicted  in  a  hurry  and  without  sufficient 
inqutrj.  That  was  all  the  clause  sought 
to  proride.  He  hoped  the  Home  Secre- 
tmary  would  be  induced  to  re-oonsider  his 
daesiion ;  and  if  he  did  not  do  so,  he 

hoped  the  Motion  would  be  pressed  to  a 

••   •  • 

ICm.  PABNELL  said,  he  hoped  they 
would  have  some  assurance  that  a  re- 
sponsible tribunal  should  regulate  the 
RMoial  punishments  mentioned  in  the 
Act  of  1865.  These  punishments  were 
—Hxmfinement  for  a  month  in  a  cell, 
potting  in  irons  for  a  time  not  stated  in 
the  Act,  and  also  flogging.  He  would 
■ttg|^  that  the  number  of  visiting 
JQSlioea  to  decide  upon  the  punishment 
should  be  increased  to  three.  Even  if 
the  number  were  made  two  instead  of 
one,  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Biggar)  mi^ht 
be  induced  to  accept  such  a  ooncession 
and  withdraw  his  Amendment.  He  re- 
gretted that,  though  toiling  in  the  dis- 
oueion  of  this  Prisons  BiU  night  after 
night,  they  had  not  met  with  a  single 
oo&oeeeion,  but  were  always  met  by  me 
mlee— the  splendid  rules! — the  Home 
Secretary  would  have  framed.  But  he 
did  not  see  how  any  of  these  rules  could 
gorem  or  repeal  the  Act  of  1866,  and  it 
wee  certain  portions  of  that  Act  it  was 
deeired  by  the  clause  to  limit. 

Mm.  A8SHET0N  GROSS  said,  it 
was  his  desire  that  the  punishment  of 
flogging  should  be  resorted  to  as  seldom 
as  possible,  and  under  the  strictest  pos- 
sible rules,  and  if  anyone  would  exa- 
mine the  statistics,  they  would  see  that 
the  number  of  cases  in  which  it  was 
resorted  to  was  extremely  small.  It 
had  practically  ceased  in  some  prisons, 
but  the  retention  of  the  power  was  a 
good  thing.  Although  he  thought  in- 
quiry by  one  justice  would  be  sufficient 
as  to  tne  expediency  of  inflicting  cor- 
poral punishment  in  a  particular  case, 
Le  was  willing  so  far  to  accede  to  the 
wishes  of  hon.  Oentlemen  opposite  as 
to  consider  whether  the  inquiry  should 
not  be  made  by  two  justices,  and  the 
matter,  he  could  assure  the  House, 
would  reoeiTe  the  best  attention  of  the 
Home  Office  in  framing  the  necessary 

Ma.  DILLWYN  thought  the  pubUo 
would  always  look  upon  the  visitinp^ 
justices  as  fiHMt-prison  officials,  and  it 
would  be  desirabfe  to  hare  some  other 
authority. 


Mb.  MITOHELL  HENRY  said,  the 
Home  Secretary  must  admit  that  punish- 
ment by  flogging  varied  in  mfiferent 
prisons.  In  some  it  had  become  a  habit, 
while  in  others  it  was  banished.  The 
reason  why  flogging  was  infrequent  in 
conrict  prisons  was  because  it  was  not 
inflicted  except  b^  order  of  one  of  the 
visiting  Commissioners.  ["  Divide !  "1 
If  it  were  considered  that  flogging  should 
not  be  inflicted  except  after  due  inquiry, 
such  as  governed  convict  prisons,  then 
it  would  accomplish  what  was  deeired ; 
but  if  it  were  to  be  left  in  the  hands  of 
a  couple  of  magistrates  without  respon- 
sibility, he  sho^d  feel  bound  to  support 
the  Amendment.  ["  Divide ! "]  There 
should  be  no  such  distinction  between 
county  and  convict  prisons,  and  he  hoped 
his  hon.  Friend  would  divide  the  House, 
and  that  somebody  else  would  raise  the 
question  again.  ["Oh,  oh!"]  He 
knew  quite  well  that  hon.  Members  who 
interrupted  him  did  not  core  twopence 
about  prisoners  being  flogged,  but  he 
did  care. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  rose  to  Order.  Was  the 
hon.  Gentleman  in  Order  in  addressing 
remarks  to  hon.  Members  on  that  side  ? 

Mb.  speaker  said,  the  rules  of 
debate  required  hon.  Members  to  ad- 
dress their  observations  to  the  Chair. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  denied 
the  right  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Ritchie)  to  lecture  him,  and  as  his  re- 
mark was  made  with  the  object  of  in- 
terrupting his  speech,  he  felt  bound  to 
notice  it.  For  his  own  part,  he  would 
not  consent  to  have  the  matter  lightly 
passed  over.  Flogging  was  got  nd  of 
m  the  Army,  and  he  hoped  would  be 
abolished  in  the  Navy,  flogging  was 
nearly  got  rid  of  in  convict  prisons, 
and  should  not  be  retained  in  other 
prisons. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  hoped  that  after  the 
alteration  proposed  by  the  Home  Soore- 
taiy,  re^uirinff  the  consent  of  two  visit- 
ing justices,  me  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
would  wiUidraw  his  clause. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  all  the  observa- 
tion he  had  made  was  to  cry  **  Divide/' 
when  he  thought  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway  had  flnished  his  speech.  The  hon. 
Member  was  not  justined  in  making 
use  of  the  language  he  had  employed 
towards  himself  and  other  Gentlemen 
who  sat  on  that  side  of  the  House. 

Sib  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  that  the  discipline  of  the  prison 
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would  be  destroyed  by  a  trial  of  this 
kind  in  open  Oourt.  The  provision  of 
two  justices  would  afford  ample  seou- 
rity,  and  flogging  would  be  inflicted 
as  seldom  as  possible,  and  under  the 
strictest  surveillance. 

Mr.  BIGK^AB  said,  his  main  point 
was  not  so  much  the  number  of  the 
visiting  justices,  but  to  secure  the  pub- 
licity of  sentences  for  flogging.  On  that 
point  he  should  divide  the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  49;  Noes 
289:  Majority  240.— (Div.  List,  No.  167.) 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  moved  the  follow- 
ing  clause: — 

(When)  site  of  prison  is  of  ^n^-eater  value  than 
the  cell  accommodation  prison  authority  not 
to  make  payment  into  Exchequer.) 

"  Where  in  any  case  the  site  of  any  prison  or 
prisons  vested  in  any  prison  authority,  including 
the  ground  within  the  boundary  of  the  walls 
thereof  shall,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  be  of  greater  value  than  the  value  of  the 
cell  accommodation  necessary  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  Act  for  the  district  under  the  con- 
trol of  such  prison  authority,  such  value  being 
ascertained  by  the  number  of  cells  required  at 
the  rate  of  one  hundred  and  twentv  pounds  for 
each  cell,  the  prison  authority  sniQl  not  be 
bound  to  make  anv  payment  under  this  Act, 
into  the  receiot  of  the  Exchequer,  in  respect  of 
inadequate  coll  accommodation.*' 

The  hon.  Member  said,  if  the  Bill  were 
to  pass  in  its  present  shape,  a  serious 
injustice  would  be  done  to  the  county  of 
Forfar.  Under  the  5th  section  the  pri- 
son, which  was  situated  in  Dundee,  upon 
land  of  very  great  value,  would  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  Imperial  authorities,  and 
although  the  cell  accommodation  in  that 
prison  was  really  ample  for  the  purpose 
for  which  it  was  required,  yet  the  effect 
of  the  17th  section  would  be  that 
whereas  the  Government  would  take 
over  a  site  which,  in  round  numbers, 
would  be  worth  £10,000,  he  was  in- 
formed that  owing  to  the  incomplete 
accommodation  in  the  existing  cells  in 
Dundee  prison,  another  £10,000  would 
be  payable  to  the  Government  in  respect 
of  that  matter,  so  that  practically  it 
would  be  a  fine  of  £20,000,  in  round 
numbers,  upon  the  county. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  ihe  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-lbbetum 


Mb.  ASSHETON  GB0S8  aaid,  he 
should  be  glad  to  meet  the  hon«  Mem- 
ber for  Dundee  as  fairly  as  poasible. 
But  first  of  all  he  would  say  that  the 
value  of  the  site  would  be  to  him  no 
good  in  the  world.  What  he  wanted 
was  a  certain  number,  say  100,  good 
cells,  and  his  complaint  against  the 
Dundee  prison  was  tnat  it  would  not  do 
for  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  wanted, 
and,  so  far  as  the  Exchequer  went,  it 
woiild  be  quite  impossible  to  take  the 
value  of  the  site  as  a  set  off.  Dundee 
was  bound  to  have  provided  certain  oell 
accommodation,  and  that  she  had  nerer 
done.  The  fact  was  that  the  Inspectors 
had  not  put  the  Acts  of  Parliament 
in  force  strongly  enough  against  Don- 
dee,  and  -the  money  whicm  ought  to 
have  been  expended  some  years  ago  on 
prison  accommodation  had  been  fraeti- 
fyinff  in  the  pockets  of  the  inhabitants 
and  bearing  mterest.  He  believed  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  deny  that 
the  prison  of  Dundee  was  a  very  bad 
one;  indeed,  it  had  been  deecribed  as 
**  abominable."  If  any  hardship  had 
been  inflicted  upon  anybody,  it  was 
upon  the  prisoners,  who  for  the  last 
seven  or  eight  years  had  been  confined 
in  cells  in  which  they  ought  not  to  have 
been  confined,  and  that  was  the  fault  of 
the  inhabitants  of  Dundee.  Now,  he 
would  make  a  fair  proposition  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  believed  that  the 
prison  of  Dundee  happened  to  be  si- 
tuated in  a  part  of  the  town  which  made 
it  extremely  valuable,  and  the  price  of 
land  would,  he  was  told,  bring  in  a 
considerable  amount  of  mon^.  He 
also  heard  that  it  would  be  dimcolt  to 
make  this  prison  into  a  very  good  one. 
Under  these  circumstances,  and  without 
talking  more  about  the  hardship  one 
way  or  the  other,  he  thought  the  best 
arrangement  in  this  case,  when  the  Go- 
vernment came  to  settle  with  the  inha- 
bitants of  Dundee,  would  be  that  the 
^ison  should  be  sold  altogether  by  the 
Government,  and  that  they  should  build 
a  new  one,  any  deficiency  which  there 
might  be  being  made  up  by  the  inhabi- 
tants. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  reoommendfid 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee  to  aooept 
the  proposal  of  the  Home  Secretary,  but 
thought  it  was  hardly  fair  on  the  part  of 
the  latter  to  speak  in  such  strong  lan- 
guage reepeotmg  the  Dundee  Prison. 
That  building  was  of  a  most  subatantial 
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dumustor,  ottnttng  it  to  last  muoh  longer 
tliAa  buildings  that  bad  been  erected  in 
other  quarters,  but  when  first  erected  it 
was  considered  capable  of  meeting  the 
fMuirements  of  the  district. 

Mb.  yea  man  was  not  quite  sure 
that  the  proposal  of  the  Home  Secretary 
would  be  considered  satisfactory  by  the 
people  of  Dundee.  The  present  prison 
was  remarkably  well  situated  for  the 
purposes  for  which  it  was  built.  He 
thought  it  unfair  that  they  should  be 
•addM  with  £15,000  or  £16,000  for 
additional  cell  accommodation,  when 
there  was  plenty  of  ground  in  the  imme- 
diate  Tidmty  for  the  purpose  of  enlarg- 
mg  the  present  prison  building. 

Mb.  KINNAIHD,  as  connected  with 
the  district,  Tentured  to  recommend  his 
hon.  Friend  to  accept  the  offer  made  by 
the  Home  Secretary. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  could  only  say 
that  the  offer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  quite  open  to  be  considered 
hereafter.  The  Scotch  BUI  had  yet  to 
oome  on,  and  it  was  unnecessaiy,  &iere- 
fore,  for  him  to  accept  it.  He  only 
wanted  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  it  was  to  be  understood  that  the 
rale  of  the  1 7th  section  would  be  adhered 
to,  and  that  he  would  be  willing  to  ac- 
cept £130  a  cell  from  the  prison  autho- 
rities? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  OBOSS  :  No. 

Motion  and  Olause,  by  leaye,  mth* 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAEOOURT  mored 
the  following  clause : — 

(Coatribation  by  Univenity  of  Oxford.) 

*'  Th«  Ghsnoellor,  msfters,  and  lohoUn  of  the 
rniTOTiity  of  Oxford  ihall,  in  consideration  of 
thor  being  relieved  from  their  obligation  under 
tii«  Oxford  Police  Act  of  1868  to  contribute  to 
saol  expensee,  pay  to  the  mayor,  aldermen,  and 
dtistqiA  of  the  city  of  Oxford,  on  or  before  the 
fall  day  of  April,  one  thoumnd  eight  hundred 
and  ■erentjoeight,  the  turn  of  four  hundred 
poonda ;  and  the  said  chancellor,  maaters,  and 
wholan  ihall,  from  that  date,  be  diichargod 
from  aU  liability  under  the  said  Act  in  reipeot  of 
ga^  expeoMS." 

Clause  addsd. 

Mm.  BIGGAR  mored  the  following 
daose: — 

(Oflcen  of  prison  to  be  liable  for  damages  for 
excess  of  punishment) 

**That  wbeoerer  the  goyemor  or  other  officer 
«f  a  gaol,  or  the  yisiUng  justice  or  justices, 
poaish  a  piisoD«r  contrary  to  the  prison  rules  or 


in  excess  of  the  prison  rules,  said  goyemor.  offi- 
cer, or  yisiting  justice  or  justices  shall  be  liable 
to  an  action  for  damages  at  the  suit  of  the  pri- 
soner or  of  his  executors,  administrators,  or  as- 
signs." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  there  had 
been  a  case  in  which  a  prisoner  was 
confined  for  72  hours  in  solitary  con- 
finement instead  of  48  hours.  This  was 
clearly  illegal,  and  it  was  only  right 
that  the  prisoner  should  have  taken 
proceedings  against  the  parties  who  in« 
flioted  such  punishment.  If  the  man 
had  died,  it  would  have  been  right  that 
his  representatives  should  haye  been 
able  to  recover  the  amount  which  would 
have  been  recoverable  for  culpable 
negligence  in  a  case  of  accident. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time.'' 

The  80IJ0IT0R  GENERAL  pointed 
out  that  all  that  was  important  in  the 
clause  was  already  provided  for  in  the 
law,  and  that  the  only  mode  in  which  the 
clause  might  operate  would  be  that  of 
an  action  for  some  trumpery  assault 
brought  by  an  attorney  who  wanted 
costs. 

Mr.  Serjeant  SIMON  observed  that 
the  clause  would  give  to  convicts  a  right 
which  it  did  not  give  to  persons  who 
had  not  been  convicted  of  crime. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

Mr.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  moved  the 
following  clause : — 

(No  person  to  be  detained  more   than  three 
months  without  trial.) 

*'  No  person  shall  be  detained  in  custody  after 
being  committed  for  trial  for  a  longer  period 
than  three  months  without  being  brought  to 
trial :  Provided  always,  That  if  it  shall  be  made 
to  appear  to  a  judge  of  the  High  Court  of  Jus- 
tice tnat  the  further  detention  of  such  person  is 
necossary  in  order  that  his  trial  may  bo  duly 
and  justly  had,  the  said  judge  may  from  time  to 
time  make  such  order  as  to  the  postponement  of 
the  trial  and  the  detention  of  such  person  as  to 
the  said  judge  may  appear  right :  Provided 
also.  That  nothing  heroin  contained  shall  alTect 
the  provisions  of  the  statute  passed  in  the  thirty- 
first  year  of  the  reign  of  Charles  the  Second,  in- 
tituled, '  An  Act  for  the  better  securing  the 
liberty  of  the  subject,  and  for  Prevention  of  Im- 
prisonment beyond  the 


At  present,  the  hon.  Member  remarked, 
prisoners  awaiting  trial  worn  kopt  in 


1659 


Pn'tont  Bill. 


(CfOMHONS) 


1660 


gaol  eight  and  ten  months ;  and  this  de- 
tention amounted  in  itself  to  a  very  oon- 
siderable  pxmishment.  The  excuses  for 
this  system  were  purely  financial,  it 
being  more  economical  to  keep  the  per- 
sons in  ffaol  than  to  send  them  to  be 
tried.  Nearly  all  the  lawyers  he  had 
spoken  to  were  in  favour  of  an  altera- 
tion of  the  law. 

Clause  brought  ttp,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mb.  A88HETON  CROSS  said,  that 
even  if  the  clause  were  passed  the  object 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  in  view 
could  not  by  anv  possibility  be  secured 
without  frc^  legislation.  He  quite 
agreed  that  it  was  desirable,  if  possible, 
to  give  further  relief  to  prisoners  await- 
ing trial,  and  he  had  given  an  earnest 
of  his  desire  by  introducing  the  Winter 
Assizes  Act,  which  he  had  the  honour 
of  passing  last  Session,  under  which, 
generally  speaking,  the  period  of  im- 
prisonment oefore  trial  could  not  exceed 
four  months.  He  did  not  say  there  were 
not  exceptions;  but  a  great  deal  had 
been  done  by  that  Act  to  remove  the 
grievance.  He  wished  to  be  able  to  do 
something  more,  but  there  were  diffi- 
culties in  the  way.  It  was  not  practi- 
cable to  order  that  there  should  be 
another  Assize,  because  there  were  not 
enough  Judges  for  the  purpose.  It 
would  inflict,  moreover,  a  very  gpreat 
hardship  on  the  sheriffs  and  jurors  of 
the  counties.  The  end  in  view  must  be 
attained  by  some  alteration  of  the  exist- 
ing machinery,  either  by  extending  the 
principle  of  the  Winter  Assizes  Act,  or 
some  other  means.  He  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  press  this  clause  to  a 
division.  The  object  he  had  in  view 
had  been  gained  by  enterinc^  his  protest 
ag^ainst   the    unnecessary  detention  of 

Srisoners.  If  the  hon.  Member  would 
uring  the  present  or  next  Session  turn 
his  attention  to  the  matter,  and  show 
how  it  could  be  dealt  with  practically, 
he  should  be  glad  to  give  the  subject  fair 
consideration  to  see  whether  it  could  be 
treated  effectually. 

Sm  HENBT  JAMES  said,  that  in  the 
18  months  ending  the  Ist  of  July,  1876, 
no  fewer  than  876  persons  were  kept  in 
prison  for  a  period  longer  than  three 

Mr.  Zr.  B.  Sheridan 


months,  and  the  right  hon.  Oanilacnaii 
himself  admitted  tlmt  peraoaa  might  be 
kept  in  prison  now  without  trial  iar  five 
montha.  There  were  three  nlawea  of 
persons  affected  by  the  preeent  ■jraftom — 
the  guilty,  the  innocent,  and  the  pabUo. 
With  respect  to  the  guilty,  ereryono 
would  admit  that  speedy  justice  waa  de- 
sirable, and  at  present,  on  aoooont  of 
long  detention  before  trial,  the  Judge 
often  inflicted  a  less  punishment  than 
they  deserved.  As  for  the  innoeent, 
what  torture  oould  be  ^^reater  than  that 
they  should  be  kept  m  prison  without 
being  allowed  to  prove  their  innooeDoe  f 
And  then  with  regard  to  the  public,  the 
relief  to  the  ratepayer  would  be  Dnr 
greater  by  bringing  prisoners  to  speedy 
trial,  than  by  treating  unoonviotea  pri- 
soners, as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pie- 
posed  to  do  for  the  future,  as  if  tney 
were  innocent.  He  trusted  the  bon. 
Member  for  Dudley  would  go  to  a  divi- 
sion, and  if  the  House  affirmed  the 
principle  that  no  person  ought  to  be  in 
prison  longer  than  three  months  without 
trial,  the  Government  could  th«i  eeailj 
come  to  the  House  and  ask  for  a  lar^p^ 
staff  of  Judges  to  carry  out  that  prin- 
ciple. 

Mb.  FOBSYTH  announced  his  inten- 
tion to  support  the  clause,  beoaoae  he 
thought  there  should  be  an  addition  to 
the  judicial  staff.  Although  they  had 
increisised  the  number  of  Winter  Asaiiea 
in  the  country,  yet  there  were  places 
whore  a  man  might  still  be  detained 
awaiting  his  trial  from  September  to 
March. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS  stated  that 
was  not  so,  for  Winter  Assixes  were  now 
held  in  every  county  in  England. 

Mr.  FORSTTH  was  not  aware  that 
there  was  a  rule  so  extensive  as  that ; 
but  the  fact  still  remained  that  they 
mifi^ht  have  a  man  committed  for  trial 
waiting  in  prison  four  or  five  montha, 
and  it  was  because  he  considered  that 
an  injustice  that  he  should  vote  for  the 
clause. 

Mb.  Sebjbant  SIMON  also  aapported 
the  clause,  not  because  of  any  want  of 
faith  in  the  promises  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, but  owing  to  the  deplorable  state  of 
things  which,  according  to  the  admiaiiian 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  existed. 
A  large  deputation  of  commercial  men 
from  xorksnire  had  lately  waited  upon 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  aaked  for 
three  or  more  Courts  for  civil  trials  to 
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b«  hddtn  in  the  year  in  that  ooonty ; 
if  ih»t  reqneet  wm  to  be  granted,  as  it 
osgfai  to  be,  the  oaae  was  much  stronger 
where  personal  liberty  was  conoemed, 
and  where  innocent  persons  were  kept 
in  prison  for  a  long  period  without  being 
brought  to  trial. 

Mm.  GOBST  was  in  fkyour  of  the 
etanse,  beoanse  he  thought  that  by 
pMting  it  they  would  strengthen  the 
hands  of  the  Home  Secretary. 

Mn.  BTLANDB  said,  he  was  one  of 
those  who  opposed  unnecessary  expendi- 
tore;  bat  to  talk  about  the  saving  of 
exMnditnre  in  the  face  of  a  great  public 
9fu  like  this  was  a  thing  whicn  that 
Honae  would  never  entertain.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Oentlexnan  would  not 
iwfdae  this  clause ;  and,  if  he  would  ao- 
oeptit,  he  would  find  no  difficulty  in  givinflr 
it  affsot  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
entail  the  cost  of  an  additional  Judge. 

M&.  MTTJiB  said,  the  question  was 
whether,  if  they  passed  the  clause,  ther 
had  the  machinery  reouisite  to  carry  it 
oat.  It  appeared  to  him  that  to  pass 
thia  clause  without  first  introducing  a 
Bill  to  enable  them  to  obtain  increased 
facilities  in  their  lenl  machinery  was 
~  '(•  pattingthe  cart  before  the  horse. 

MM.  OHILDEBS  said,  that  this  was 
of  the  questions  which  was  most  fully 
diacusaed  by  the  Judicature  Oommission, 
of  which  he  believed  he  was  the  only 
Member  now  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
What  was  wanted  was  to  have  certain 
wtres  out  of  London  at  which  criminal 
sittings  should  be  nearlv  as  frequent  as 
at  the  Central  Criminal  Court ;  and  to 
which  pisoners  committed  in  counties 
where  Assixes  could  only  be  held  twice 
or  three  times  a-year  mi^ht  be  sent.  It 
was  an  absurd  superstition  which  re- 
qoired  prisoners  to  oe  tried  in  their  own 
ooonty,  while  within  a  reasonable  dis- 
tance Criminal  Courts  might  be  sitting. 
Without  interfering  with  the  regular 
ooone  of  Assices,  a  Criminal  Court  sit- 
ting at  intervals  of  not  more  than  two 
sumths  in  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire, 
and  beinff  in  the  Birmingham  district ; 
aad  anotner  in  London  for  the  Home 
and  Norfolk  Circuits  would  clear  all  the 
gaols  of  the  Kingdom,  so  that  no  one 
need  be  there  untried  for  more  than  two 
ntomths.        

Ma.  FBASEB-MACEINTOSH  said, 
that  before  the  House  came  to  a  divi- 
akm,  he  was  anxious  it  should  know 
what  the  law  of  Scotland  was  on  ttie 


point,  and  if  he  did  not  feel  strongly  he 
should  not  intervene  at  this  late  hour. 
So  far  back  as  1701  the  Scottish  Parlia- 
ment passed  a  law  enacting  that  any 
Erisoner,  for  any  crime,  and  whether 
ailable  or  not,  so  soon  as  he  was  com- 
mitted for  trial,  could  apply  on  24  hours' 
notice  by  what  was  professionally  s^led 
''running  his  letters,^'  and  demand  n*om 
the  public  prosecutor  that  within  60  days 
a  diet  for  trial  be  fixed.  If  the  prose- 
cutor failed  within  60  days  to  intimate  a 
diet,  the  prisoner  was  entitled  to  instant 
liberation,  under  penalties.  If  a  diet 
for  trial  were  fixed,  such  date  must  be 
made  within  40  days  of  making  the  in- 
timation to  the  prisoner,  and  the  trial 
must  be  actually  completed,  not  merely 
begun  within  these  40  days.  Thus  in 
Scotland,  although  the  public  prosecutor 
took  his  utmost  latitude  in  regard  to 
time,  no  prisoner  could  have  his  trial 
putofP  for  a  longer  period  than  100  days 
from  the  date  of  his  commitment.  He 
was  quite  surprised  lately  to  see  from 
the  £etums  laid  on  the  Table,  on  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Haroourt),  that 
the  law  in  England  was  so  different,  and 
that  some  prisoners  had  within  the  last 
year  or  two  been  detained  in  prison 
waiting  trial  for  periods  extending  as 
far  as  eight  months.  He  could  not  con- 
ceive, now  that  the  matter  had  come  up 
so  prominently,  that  Englishmen  would 
any  longer  permit  themselves  to  be  200 
^ears  behind  their  brethren  in  Scotland 
m  so  important  a  point  as  that  embodied 
in  this  clause. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENBY  said,  it 
was  a  remarkable  fact  that  the  principle 
of  the  clause  had  been  approved  of  oy 
nearly  all  the  lawyers  in  the  House,  be- 
cause they  had  practical  experience  of 
its  necessity.  He  would  suggest  that  if 
it  were  passed  it  should  not  come  into 
operation  until  the  1st  of  October,  1878, 
so  that  during  the  next  Session  of  Par- 
liament time  should  be  given  for  such 
changes  in  the  law  as  were  necessary 
for  the  working  of  the  clause. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  185;  Noes 
165  :  Majority  30.— (Div.  List,  No.  168.) 

Further  Consideration  deferred  till 
Thmr%day, 

Mm.  FAWCETT:  Will  it  be  the  First 
Order? 
Mr.  ASSHETON  CBOSfl  :   Yen, 
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CANAL  BOATS  BILL-[Bill  162.] 
(JTr.  SelateT'Booth,  Mr.  Secr$tary  Cro$s, 
Mr.  Sait.) 

OOMMnTBB. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

Mr.  EYLANDS  moved  that  the  Bill 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Cmmittee. 

Mr.  PARNELL  asked  if  the  Bill 
extended  to  all  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom? 

Mb.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  said,  that  at 
present  the  Bill  did  not  extend  to  Soot- 
land  and  Ireland,  where  he  had  been 
informed  there  was  no  oocasion  for  legis- 
lation on  the  subject.  For  himself,  he 
should  have  no  objection  to  its  being 
extended. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
Order  dueharged. 
Bill  commuted  to  a  Select  Oommittee. 

And,  on  June  25,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows : — Mr.  Salt,  Mr.  Corbbtt,  Mr.  Spbwokr 
Stanhopb,  Mr.  Rylanbs,  Sir  John  Hay,  Mr. 
PaiCB,  Mr.  Talbot,  Lord  Frbdbrick  Caven- 
dish, Mr.  Onslow,  Sir  UoHTiup  Kay-Shuttlb- 
woBTH,  Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd,  Mr.  Monk,  Mr. 
Ashbury,  Mr.  Shbil,  and  Mr.  Campbbll; 
Five  to  be  the  qnorum. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
Seren  of  the  dock. 


The  House  resumed   its  Sitting  at 
Nine  of  the  dock. 


PENALTY  OF  DEATH.— RESOLUTION. 

Sm  EAEDLET  WILMOT,  in  rising 
to  move 

"  That,  while  it  is  not  possible  at  the  present 
time  to  remove  the  penalty  of  death  altogether 
from  the  Statute  Book,  it  is  desirable  to  consider 
whether  the  Laws  under  which  offenders  are 
liable  to  capital  punishment  should  not  undergo 
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said,  he  felt  a  great  responsibility  in 
having  undertaken  to  bring  before  the 
House  and  the  coimtry  a  subject  of  so 
much  gravity  and  importance,  and  the 
only  apology  he  could  offer  was  the 
long  period  of  time  durine  which,  pro- 
fessionally and  otherwise,  he  had  been 
deeply  interested  in  the  question.  The 
time  had  come  when,  if  it  were  not  pos- 
sible to  remove  altogether  the  punish- 
ment of  death  from  the  Statute  Book,  it 
was  necessary  at  least  to  re-oonsider  the 
subject,  inasmuch  as  it  was  universally 


allowed  that  the  laws  prescribing  and 
regulating  that  severest  of  all  penaltiea, 
were  by  no  means  a  credit  to  our  systaca 
of  criminal  jurisprudence.  It  had  been 
inve8ti|;ated  at  various  timet  by  a  Bojal 
Oommission  and  Sdeot  Oonunitteos.  x  ei 
Session  after  Session  had  passed  awmj 
and  nothing  had  been  done.  He  wiahed 
it  was  possible  to  do  without  oapital 
punishment  altogether,  and  he  for  oom 
should  hail  with  very  great  satifllaotioii 
the  day  when  it  would  be  found  poanbla 
to  abolish  it.  When  that  day  arrived,  we 
should  have  advanced  a  fi^^At  st^  in 
the  path  of  Christian  dvuication ;  but 
assuming  that  this  was  not  pooible  at 
die  present  time,  he  proposed  to  oonoidar 
the  subject  under  three  heads.  H« 
would  first  show  that  the  law  of  homi* 
dde  was  anomalous  and  unsatisfactonr ; 
he  would  then  give  a  few  details  on  th« 
efforts  made  nom  time  to  time  to 
reduce  and  restrict  capital  punishments ; 
and,  lastly,  he  would  make  one  or  two 
suggestions  of  his  own  as  to  what  <yaght 
to  be  done  at  the  present  time.  Th% 
law  of  murder  rmtea  upon  no  statute  to 
be  found  in  our  Statute  Book.  The 
definition  of  murder  was  to  be  found  in 
oases  which  had  come  before  Lord  Ooke, 
Sir  Matthew  Hale,  and  Justice  Foster. 
It  was  part  of  the  unwritten  law  thai 
had  come  down  from  ancient  times,  and 
which  was  to  be  found  in  our  law-books 
and  the  decision  of  the  Judges.  It  was 
generally  supposed,  that  old  statutes 
existed  on  tne  law  of  homicide  long 
previously  to  Magna  Oharta,  but  that 
they  had  been  lost  in  changes  of  dynas- 
ties, or  in  the  remote  darkness  of 
antiquity.  The  record,  meanwhile,  of 
them  had  been  handed  down  in  the  dicta 
and  decisions  of  our  Judges.  Murder,  in 
the^first  degree,  was  the  unlawful  IdlUng 
of  a  human  being  with  malice  afore- 
thought, either  express  or  implied.  In 
cases  of  express  malice  there  was  no 
difficulty ;  out  the  law  had  been 
carried  a  ^^reat  deal  f^irther  than 
express  mahce,  and  extended  to  many 
ofi&nces  which  there  was  no  reason 
for  calling  murder.  The  cases  before 
Lord  Coke,  Sir  Matthew  Hale,  and 
Mr.  Justice  Foster  went  the  length 
of  saying  that  when  parties  were  oom- 
mittinff  a  felony,  if  they  did  an  unlawful 
act  which  caused  the  death  of  a  person, 
even  by  sheer  accident,  it  was  maidsr, 
and  not  misadventure.  He  was  sur- 
prised that  nothing  had  been  done  to 
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dMT  op  the  law  in  such  a  matter.  Lord 
¥aoaniay,  in  his  admirable  notes  on  the 
Indian Oode,  said,  in  eloouent  and  forcible 
kagaaffe,  which  he  (Sir  rSardley  Wilmot) 
poeeeMd  to  read,  that  the  capital  pun- 
nhmant  added  nothing  to  the  security 
of  httman  life,  and  that,  as  fkr  as  that 
eoondaration  was  concerned,  culprits 
far  execution  might  as  well  be  selected 
by  lot.  Acoordmffly,  the  Indian  Code 
embodied  the  conclusion  he  had  arrived 
st — ^that  if  a  man  in  the  commission  of 
sa  tmlawftil  act  accidentally  caused  the 
death  of  another,  he  was  to  receiTc  no 
other  punishment  than  that  he  would 
hare  received  if  death  had  not  ensued. 
And  this  brought  him  to  the  class  of 
pesos  in  which  were  was  no  intention  of 
flsiuing  death,  but  in  which  death  un- 
Ibrtanately  resulted  from  unforeseen  cir- 
wrmotonoes;  where  the  injury  did  not 
oootamplate,  nor  was  likely,  in  any 
probability,  to  occasion  the  death  of  the 
party  injured.  In  most  of  them  there 
was  DO  intention  to  occasion  more  than 
a  slight  injury.  There  were  the  cases 
of  a  man  who  caused  death  by  throwing 
a  stone,  and  that  of  a  man  who  caused 
the  death  of  a  woman  by  throwing  a 
broomstick  at  her,  she  having  enraged 
him  by  calling  him  the  son  of  a  whore. 
There  was  the  well-known  case  of  a 
man  who,  having  received  an  injury  to 
Us  finger,  refused  to  have  it  amputated, 
ssd  died  in  consequence ;  and  the  man 
who  caused  the  injury  was  found  guilty 
of  murder.  There  was  the  case  of  the 
poet*boy  who,  after  being  robbed,  was 
left  on  the  heath  exposed  to  the  cold, 
end  died,  and  the  robber  was  found 
guilty  of  his  death.  In  these  cases 
osath  was  not  contemplated,  and  it  did 
sot  appear  probable  that  it  would  ensue. 
In  a  case  ci  robbery  from  the  person  by 
two  boys,  one  took  a  watch,  while  the 
other  struck  the  victim  in  the  ribs  to 
make  him  bend  forward  and  loosen  the 
duin  of  his  watch ;  he  died  from  the 
dboto  of  the  blow,  and  the  boys  were 
tried  for  murder  at  Warwick.  A  burglar 
was  tried  for  murder  for  throwing  a 
pQh>w  at  a  woman  who  was  in  such  a 
itate  of  health  that  she  died  from  the 
•hook.  These  cases  were  cited  by  Mr. 
Rtqames  Stephen  in  his  admirable  evi- 
doooe  bef<n>e  the  Select  Committee  of 
1S74.  A  third  class  of  cases  included 
those  in  which  death  resulted  from  wiHUl 
omission  or  neglect  of  du^.  Under  this 
head  oame  the  case  of  mx.  Blundell,  of 
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Ince..  a  Lancashire  magistrate,  who  was 
put  on  his  trial  for  murder,  because  a 
road  in  repair  had  been  left  without 
protection  and  with  a  rope  across  it, 
and  a  woman  had  fallen  and  broken  her 
neck.  This  case  had  been  strongly 
commented  upon  by  Lord  Brougham 
in  his  speech  on  Law  Reform,  delivered 
in  the  Mouse  of  Lords  in  1848.  [The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  here  read 
the  passage  from  the  speech.]  A  si- 
milar case  was  that  of  the  miner  who 
left  an  incompetent  youth  in  charge  of 
the  engine  at  the  pit-head,  with  the 
result  of  oausinff  the  death  of  a  collier 
who  was  being  cbrawn  up.  Lord  Camp- 
bell in  that  case  said  that  wilful  omission 
or  neglect  of  duty  would  make  a  man 
liable  to  be  tried  for  manslaughter  or 
even  murder ;  and  Lord  Denman,  in  the 
case  of  Begina  t^.  Green,  quoted  the 
dictum  with  approval,  but  said  it  was 
exceedingly  difficult  to  draw  the  line 
between  the  major  and  the  minor 
offence,  and  that  the  boundary  limit 
was  scarcely  perceptible.  He  should 
now  give  some  accoimt  of  the  attempts 
which  had  been  made  to  deal  with  the 
subject  of  capital  punishments  generally. 
In  1808  Sir  Samuel  Bomilly — a  name 
never  to  be  mentioned  without  respect 
and  admiration — got  the  law  abolished 
which  made  shoplifting  a  capital  offence. 
Even  Bomillv's  efforts  at  that  time 
would  have  been  unsuccessful  against 
the  united  opposition  of  Lord  Eldon  and 
Lord  EUenborough,  had  not  the  public 
indignation  in  Mary  Jones's  case,  who 
was  hung  for  taking  a  loaf  off  a  counter 
in  a  baker's  shop,  while  she  and  her 
babe  were  starvins:,  swept  the  penalty 
of  death  for  shoplifting  for  ever  from 
the  bloody  pages  of  the  Statute  Book. 
In  that  case  ner  husband  had  been 
dragged  to  sea  under  a  press  warrant, 
and  on  the  day  of  her  execution,  she 
went  to  Tyburn  with  her  baby  at  her 
breast,  amid  the  sympathy  of  assembled 
thousands,  the  journey  being  a  triumphal 
procession  to  the  gallows  tree  rather  than 
the  solemn  expiation  of  a  crime.  Bo- 
milly also  made  several  attempts  to 
procure  the  abolition  of  capital  punish- 
ment  for  the  crime  of  stealing  to  the 
amount  of  6«.  in  a  dwelling-house ;  but 
from  1812  to  1818,  in  which  latter  vear 
the  melancholy  and  lamented  death  of 
Bomilly  occurred,  Oovemment  after 
Oovemment,  and  Bishop  after  Bishop 
in  the  House  of  Lords  were  found  in 
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the  majority  bj  which  those  efforts  were 
defeated.  Sir  James  Mackintosh  then 
took  up  the  questioD,  and  by  his  great 
exertions,  assisted  by  Wilberforce,  Can- 
ning, and  Whitbread,  succeeeded  in  pro- 
curing the  abolition  of  capital  punish- 
ment for  that  crime.  Even  m  1819,  how- 
ever, Sir  James  Mackintosh  expressly 
guarded  himself  against  being  supposed 
to  aim  at  the  entire  abolition  of  death 
punishment — he  justified  its  retention 
m  heavy  and  grave  cases.  In  1824  the 
power  of  recording  sentences  of  death 
was  given  to  the  Judges,  which  con- 
tinued till  1861,  when  the  law  thus  em- 
powering them  was,  he  (Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot)  thought,  unwisely  repealed. 
The  sentence  of  death  was  not  passed,  but 
recorded  in  a  separate  book  £rom  that  in 
which  the  sentence  of  death  was  enrolled 
when  there  was  an  intention  to  carry  it 
out.  Now,  by  a  late  statute,  the  Judge 
was  obliged  in  all  cases  to  pass  sen- 
tence of  death  upon  the  convict,  even 
where  it  was  quite  certain  execution 
would  not  follow;  and  in  those  cases, 
the  Judge,  after  the  solemn  mockery 
of  a  sentence  in  Court,  wrote  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  by  the  next  post, 
to  inform  him  that  it  was  not  a  case 
where  the  extreme  sentence  of  the  law 
could  be  carried  out.  In  1832  a  most 
important  step  was  taken  by  the  aboli- 
tion of  capital  punishment  for  forgery. 
The  case  of  Fauntleroy  excited  great 
sympathy,  and  in  Smith's  case,  where, 
on  the  promise  held  out  to  him  be- 
fore trial,  that  the  punishment  of  death 
should  not  be  innicted,  the  prisoner 
pleaded  guilty,  the  bankers  almost  to 
a  man  petitioned  in  his  favour,  saying 
that  the  death  sentence  lessened  the 
security  of  property,  and  very  much 
through  the  efforts  of  Mr.  Brougham  he 
was  reprieved.  The  result  was  that  the 
punishment  of  death  was  no  longer 
attached  to  forgery.  Before  the  acces- 
sion of  Her  Oracious  Majesty  the  im- 
provements which  had  been  effected  in 
our  penal  code  were  mainly  carried  out 
by  the  energy  and  ability  of  the  late 
Sir  Bobert  Feel,  who  of  all  that  ever 
presided  over  the  Home  Office  had  been 
most  distinguished  by  his  successftd 
efforts  to  improve  our  criminal  jurispru- 
dence. The  commencement  of  Uer  Ma- 
jesty's reign  was  signalized  by  an  act  of 
grace  which  swept  away  capital  punish- 
ment from  the  Statute  Book  exoept  in 
the  oases  of  murder  and  treason.    But 
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firom  that  time  to  the  protont  there  had 
been  veir  little  improvement  in  our 
criminal  law.  In  1847,  a  Gommittae  of 
the  Lords  sat,  presided  over  by  Ltnd 
Brougham,  when  all  the  Judges  and  aU 
the  governors  of  prisons  were  firaminsd. 
The  Keport  was  a  very  valuable  one,  and 
the  opinion  of  those  who  gave  evideooe 
was  tnat  capital  punishment  oould  not 
safely  be  done  away  with.  In  the  mean- 
time a  great  many  effiirts  had  been 
made,  chiefly  by  a  very  active  and  r#- 
spected  Member  of  the  House,  the  late 
Mr.  Ewart,  who,  as  early  as  1840,  had 
brought  in  a  Bill  for  the  aboUtion  of 
capital  punishment.  In  1862  pnblio 
attention  was  very  much  directed  to  tfaa 
scandal  arising  m>m  executions  baixig 
carried  out  in  public,  and  in  thai  yaar 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr. 
Hibbert),  to  whom  he  desired  to  pay  a 
tribute  of  respect  for  his  exertioaSi 
brought  in  a  Bill  authorizing  axeoii- 
tions  to  be  private.  In  1864  the  Capital 
Punishment  Committee  made  a  moat 
valuable  Beport.  Having  had  eridfliioa 
from  America  and  various  foraign  ooos- 
tries,  they  reported  that  they  oonsidsved 
the  law  of  homicide  very  unsatiafiMtoty, 
and  they  recommended  that  mntdar 
should  be  divided  into  murder  of  the 
first  and  second  degree,  the  first  only 
being  liable  to  capital  puniahment.  In 
1866  a  Bill,  introduced  by  Lord  Gran- 
worth,  passed  the  House  of  Lords,  oany- 
ing  out  to  a  great  extent  the  reoom* 
mendations  of  the  Capital  Pumabment 
Commission,  and  substituting  privale 
for  public  executions,  which  had  also 
been  a  strong  recommendation  of  the 
Commission.  The  Oovemment  wentovt 
of  office  before  the  Bill  became  lav; 
but  in  1867  a  measure  was  intro- 
duced by  his  ri^t  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  university  of  Oxford, 
now  the  Secretary  for  War,  who  was 
then  Home  Secretary.  That  Bill  did 
not  deal  with  the  recommend  atiooa 
of  the  Capital  Punishment  Committee 
as  Lord  Cranworth's  Bill  had  done, 
but  confined  itself  to  the  qaeatioa 
of  public  executionB,  which  ainoe 
then  nad  been  abolished.  In  1871  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Nortli 
Wiltdiu^  (Sir  G^rge  JenkinaonX  who 
he  was  sorry  was  prevented  by  imdi«K 
sition  from  being  present  at  the  oe> 
bate,  brought  in  a  BiU,  in  eo^jaaelieB 
with  the  late  Mr.  Oilpin,  to  divUs  ^ 
law  of  murder  into  two 
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inl  of  which  should  only  be  oapHal; 
Bttd  ho  rKr  Eardley  Wilmot)  was  glad 
to  record  tiie  rerj  able  and  yalaable 
«Airto  of  lb.  Gilpm.  whose  efforts,  how- 
ffsr,  were  mainly  aireoted  to  the  total 
ibolition  of  the  death  i>enalty.  He  had 
loastantly  raised  the  question  while  in 
Putimment  up  to  tiie  time  of  his  death, 
la  1878  Lora  Aberdare  introduced  a 
Kn  similar  in  character  to  the  one 
brou^t  in  by  Lord  Oran worth;  but, 
ss  before,  the  Ooremment  went  out 
of  ofBoe  before  the  measure  receired 
the  sanction  of  Parliament.  In  1874 
the  Recorder  ot  the  Oity  of  London 
Hi.  Buflsell  Oumey^  introduced  a  mea- 
ma%  for  the  sim^lincation  of  the  law 
of  murder,  and  it  was  referred  to  a 
Ssleet  Oommittee  on  which  sat  able 
kwyers — the  President  bein^  the  right 
bon.  Member  for  the  UniTersilr  of 
LoodoB  (Mr.  Lowe),  who  had  been  him- 
•slf  Home  Secretary.  After  considerable 
mqairr  and  discussion,  and  after  exami- 
ning Lord  Blackburn  and  Lord  Justice 
BnmweU,  and  receiving  the  very 
fahiaUe  opinion  of  Lord  Ohief  Justice 
OoAbun,  the  Oommittee  reported 
that  they  did  not  see  their  way  to 
sdopi  the  Bill,  which  the^  found  to 
be  too  cumbrous  in  its  machmery.  The 
Bin  introduced  by  the  right  hon.  and 
Uaraed  Recorder  had  been  framed  by 
Mr.  Fitzjames  Stephen,  who  was  exa- 
miaed  at  considerable  length  before  the 
Committee.  In  1 876  and  1876  there  had 
been  Bills  on  the  same  subject,  and  the 
ben.  and  learned  Member  for  Salford 
(Mr.  (%ariey}  in  the  case  of  infanticide 
piupused  to  restrict  capital  punish- 
ment to  eases  where  the  mother  un- 
lawfltHy  caused  the  death  of  her  new- 
bom  child  within  a  certain  period 
titer  its  birth.  The  recommendations 
of  the  Commissions  which  had  been 
appointed  to  consider  this  subject  were 
ia  tsTOfir  of  the  view  adopted  in  the 
French  law,  that  the  punishment  of 
dsath  should  only  be  inflicted  in  cases 
of  premeditated  murder.  He  (Sir 
Esrdley  Wilmot)  had  so  long  trespassed 
on  the  patience  and  kindness  of  the 
House,  that  he  had  no  time  left  for 
goinff  at  any  length  into  his  third  pro« 
raimn — namelv,  as  to  what  ought  to  be 
me.  He  had  nimself  on  two  occasions 
ifldrodneed  Bills  to  restrict  the  death 
pukhmeot  in  eases  of  murder  to  where 
As  death  of  the  penon  murdered  had 
bssn  designed,   or  where  the  party 


offending  must  have  known  that  death 
would  probably  ensue,  or  where  death 
must  follow  as  the  probable  consequence 
of  the  act.  He  thought  that  the  law 
miffht  safely  be  altered  in  this  direction, 
and  the  intent,  as  prored  by  evidence, 
might  guide  the  jury  in  deliyerin^  their 
yeraict.  But  in  oases  of  infanticide,  he 
would  strain  a  point,  contrary  to  the 
principle  he  had  laid  down,  and  make 
infanticide  no  longer  capital  in  the  case 
of  the  mother,  and  the  mother  only ; 
where,  within  a  certain  period  after  her 
delirery,  she,  either  alone  or  in  concert 
with  others,  had  eyen  wilfully  caused 
the  death  of  her  infant.  At  the  present 
time,  juries  could  not  be  got  to  oonyict 
women  of  child  murder,  and  extricated 
themselyes  from  the  diffioullr  by  the 
present  absurd  law,  which  enabled  them 
to  find  concealment  of  birth  in  trials  for 
infanticide.  He  could  not,  howeyer, 
pursue  this  branch  of  the  subject — a 
yery  wide  and  comprehensiye  one — as 
he  found  he  had  been  obliged  to  speak 
longer  than  he  had  wished  or  intended. 
He  was  fully  sensible  that  he  had  not 
done  justice  in  any  way  to  this  great 
and  important  subject,  and  he  had,  as  a 
priyate  Member,  to  apologize  for  haying 
brought  the  matter  before  the  House. 
He  had,  howeyer,  some  justification  for 
the  course  he  had  adopted  in  the  fact 
that  almost  all  the  improyements  in  our 
criminal  law  had  resulted  from  the 
efforts  of  priyate  Members ;  while  Go- 
yemments  rarely  yentured  to  originate  or 
to  carry  through  measures  for  remoying 
the  eyils  that  existed  in  that  branch  of 
the  law.  In  his  opinion  questions  of 
this  sort  ouffht  not  to  be  left  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Home  Office,  but 
should  be  handed  oyer  to  a  Minister  of 
Justice,  to  whom  should  be  entrusted 
the  reform  and  the  improyement  of  our 
criminal  as  well  as  ciyil  jurisdiction. 
The  hon.  Oentleman  concluded  by  moy* 
ing  his  Resolution. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  Thst  while  it  if  not  poMible  at  the  precwmt 
time  to  ronore  the  penalty  of  death  altogether 
from  the  Statute  ik)ok,  it  ia  desirable  to  oonaider 
whether  the  Lawa  under  which  offenden  are 
liable  to  capital  puniihmont  ahould  not  undergo 
reriiion."— (iSir  EmrdUy  Wilmot.) 

Mb.  pease  :  The  House  will  agree 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Sir 
Eardley  Wilmot),  who  has  just  sat  down, 
that  the  law  on  the  punishment  of  death 

3  H  i 


1671 


Pdnalif/  of  Death.         { COMMONS } 


BeioMicn, 


1679 


is  a  disgraoe  to  this  countiy.  Bathe 
and  I  take  a  yery  different  mode  of  deal- 
ing with  the  law  of  murder.  He  pro- 
poses to  divide  wilful  murder  into  two 
classes,  and  to  those  two  classes  he  would 
award  a  different  punishment — to  one 
the  punishment  of  the  gallows,  and  to 
the  other  imprisonment.  I  think  that 
we  *  shall  not  solve  the  question  of  the 
law  of  murder  until  we  abolish  the  use 
of  the  gallows.  I  brought  in  a  Bill 
with  the  view  of  ascertaining  whether 
the  House  or  the  country  was  prepared 
for  this  change.  The  crowded  state  of 
the  Order  Book  has  forced  me  to  with- 
draw it.  The  question  has  frequently 
been  before  Parliament.  But  this  Par- 
liament has  not  had  its  attention  called 
to  the  position  of  the  law,  or  to  the 
many  altered  circumstances  which  time 
reveals,  and  which  point  to  the  desira- 
bility of  an  alteration  in  the  law.  But 
I  think  that  the  country  and  the  House 
are  more  than  ever  sensible  of  the  diffi- 
culty which  arises  in  carrying  out  the 
law,  so  far  as  it  relates  to  executions 
and  the  punishment  of  death.  I  am  not 
here  as  the  spokesman  for  any  society, 
but  I  have  to  acknowledge  the  great 
assistance  I  have  received  from  Mr. 
Tallack,  the  Secretary  of  the  Howard 
Association,  who  has  collected  statistics 
from  the  Continent  of  Europe  and  from 
America;  and  who,  having  visited  the 
principed  prisons  on  the  Continent  and 
in  America,  has  amassed  a  large  amount 
of  information  on  this  subject.  Local 
cases  occurred  which  brought  my  own 
attention  more  particularly  to  this  sub- 
ject, and  I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  I 
should  be  only  discharging  a  public 
duty  if  I  again  called  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  capital  punishment.  In 
the  county  of  Durham  we  had,  a  little 
time  agOf  a  large  tide  of  mercantile  pros- 
perity, which  increased  the  numbers  of 
the  population.  This  rose  in  the  course 
of  10  years,  from  1861  to  1871,  at  the 
rate  of  40  per  cent;  and,  whilst  that 
prosperity  brought  into  the  country 
many  of  the  industrious  classes  and  the 
hardworkers,  there  were  many  of  the 
residuum,  whom  we  found  great  diffi- 
culty in  keeping  in  order  and  who 
created  a  great  deal  of  disorder.  They 
embraced  wanderers  from  other  com- 
munities, and  they  had  their  influence 
in  poisoning  those  who  were  already 
there.  The  high  wages  which  to  many 
were  a  great  boon  in  adding  very  mucn 
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to  the   comforts  of  their  houses,  and 

fiving  them  better  clothing,  and  a  r*- 
uction  in  the  hours  of  labour,  were  to 
these  men  nothing  but  a  curse.  The 
use  of  intoxicating  liquor  led  to  crimes 
of  a  most  violent  character,  and  partj 
passions  were  set  astir,  and  we  had  a 
series  of  outrages  and  murders  which 
were  followed  by  executions,  which  made 
every  thoughtful  man  consider  the  work* 
ing  of  the  present  law.  Though  the 
strong  arm  of  the  law  came  down  with 
its  iron  hand  upon  those  men,  it  was 
impossible  to  aver  that  the  constant 
executions  that  we  had  in  the  county 
had  the  slightest  effect  whatever  in 
putting  a  stop  to  the  crime  and  out- 
rages which  were  committed.  In  the 
three  years  and  a-half,  from  Janoaiy, 
1873,  to  July,  1876,  in  this  one  countj, 
no  less  than  15  persons  were  condemned 
to  die ;  of  these  3  were  respited,  1  was 
sent  to  Broadmoor,  and  11  were  hunf 
within  the  precincts  of  Durham  GaoC 
With  this  before  me  I  began  to  look 
into  the  question  of  murder,  and  of  the 
punishment  inflicted  for  it.  I  examined 
the  various  records  on  this  questioii,  I 
looked  through  the  general  statistics 
furnished  by  the  labours  of  this  House, 
and  I  got  before  me  the  statistics  of 
other  countries  on  this  subject,  and  I 
beg  to  lay  the  result  of  my  investigations 
berore  the  House ;  and  I  think  that  I 
shall  have  some  reason  for  asking  ths 
House  to  prefer  my  Amendment  to  the 
Eesolution  so  ably  moved.  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  reason  out,  so  far  as  I  was 
able,  the  whole  of  this  subject,  and« 
whilst  it  is  a  subject  in  which  a  great 
deal  of  sentiment  may  exist,  I  shafi  not 
try  the  sentimental  argument.  I  shall 
endeavour  to  lay  all  that  to  one  side, 
and  if  I  fail  to-night  in  convincing  the 
House  it  will  be  because  I  fail  in  reach* 
ing  the  reason  of  the  House.  I  will 
adopt  the  language  of  Earl  Russell,  who, 
in  a  speech  on  this  subject,  said — *'  I 
am  not  prepared  to  dispute  the  right  of 
the  community  to  inflict  the  punishment 
of  death  imder  certain  circumstances  of 
society ; ''  but  I  hope  that  I  shall  more 
that  our  community  will  do  well  no 
longer  to  exercise  that  right ;  that 
capital  punishment  is  no  deterrent  to 
murder,  and  that  it  does  not  add  to 
the  safely  of  life;  and,  Sir,  the  £sots 
seem  to  point  that  it  absolntelj  adds  to 
the  danger  of  human  life,  as  shown  by 
experience  where   capital  punishments 
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I  are  abolifllied  in  oivilized  States.  We 
•hall  admit  that  publio  executions  were 
dooe  awaj  with,  because  thej  were  re- 
garded with  most  just  and  righteous 
borror ;  and  I  belieye  that  we  shall  be 
agreed  that  we  only  keep  up  private 
txecations,  under  the  behef  tnat  they 
idd  to  the  public  safety.  I  believe  also 
^t  we  shall  all  agree  that  the  present 
administration  of  the  law  is  attended 
with  many  and  constantly  recurring 
difficulties.  With  regard  to  the  criminiu 
himself,  it  will  be  admitted  that  it  will 
be  a  gain  in  many  ways  if  society  was 
as  saSe  if  he  remained  unhung.  We 
would  aToid  the  risk  that  we  continually 
do  incur  of  executiue  the  innocent ;  and 
there  is  another  thmg  that  we  do — we 
are  oonstantlv  burying  good  evidence  in 
Us  grave;  for  in  many  cases  it  has 
turned  out  that  the  criminal  that  is 
buried  has  carried  with  him  to  the 
pare  evidence  that  might  be  essential 
m  proeecuting  and  putting  down  the 
dasa  of  crime  for  whicn  he  had  suffered. 
We  doom  to  death  those  people  who  are 
totallv  unfit  to  die,  and  if  we  relieve 
fdlible  man  from  passing  a  sentence 
which  cannot  be  recalled ,  we  shall  have 
done  something.  I  shall  argue  this 
question  as  one  of  expediency  and  of 
piogreas,  and  not  as  one  of  fixed  prin- 
ciple applicable  in  all  times  and  to  all 
eircumstances.  To  beg^n  with,  the  his- 
tonr  of  capital  punishment  in  this  country 
is  in  itself  a  strong  argument  in  favour 
of  its  abolition.  ' *  The  right  of  the  com- 
munity/' as  Lord  Hussell  terms  it,  has 
been  fees  and  less  exercised,  because  the 
eommunity  has  been  as  safe,  or  even 
safer  in  consequence.  Whatever  may 
be  the  conclusion  this  night  of  this 
House,  no  doubt  arises  that  the  punish- 
ment must  pass  away  from  our  land, 
and  that  at  no  distant  date  capital 
punishment  will  no  longer  exist.  It 
Delongs  to  a  much  earlier  day  than  ours, 
and  it  is  no  longer  needed  for  the  civili- 
sation of  the  age  in  which  we  live.  In 
the  reign  of  Henry  YIII.  we  are  told 
that  no  less  than  72,000  robbers  were 
hung.  Sir  Matthew  Hale  sa^s  that  13 
men  were  hung  at  one  Assize  for  as- 
•odating  with  gipsies.  Between  1749 
and  1771,  109  persons  were  hung  for 
shoplifting  alone,  and  during  this  cen- 
tury we  hung  people  for  stealing  sums 
of  It.,  St.,  40«.,  ana  £5,  and  for  cutting 
down  a  sapling;  the  late  Sir  Thomas 
Fowell  Buxton  stated  in  the  House  that 
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the  Plantagenets  had  made  the  punish- 
ment of  death  applicable  to  four  offences, 
the  Tudors  to  27,  the  Stuarts  to  36,  and 
the  House  of  Brunswick  to  166.  In  1 832 
the  death  penalty  was  no  longer  the 
penalty  for  stealing  horses  or  sheep,  or 
for  petty  larceny  under  £6,  or  for  coin- 
ing and  forgery.  The  executions  in 
1832  were  1,449,  and  in  the  following 
year  were  931.  A  still  further  reduc- 
tion was  made  in  1837,  and  it  got  down 
to  116  in  1838,  and  in  1839  it  was  re- 
duced to  59 ;  and  from  1862  to  the  pre- 
sent time  the  average  of  the  16  years  is 
not  quite  24.  In  1841,  a  still  further 
reduction  was  made;  and  again  in  1861 
a  consolidation  law  produced  still  fur- 
ther modifications.  Would  anyone  go 
back  to  the  old  state  of  things  when, 
with  fewer  executions,  society  was  much 
safer  than  it  was  with  many  ?  It  is  but 
60  years  ago  since  we  hung  2,000  people 
per  annum.  Those  crimes  for  which 
capital  punishment  was  once  the  penalty 
have  not  in  the  main  materially  increased 
since  that  punishment  was  relaxed,  and 
it  is  curious  to  see  how  many  classes  of 
crime  went  down  as  soon  as  capital 
punishment  was  abolished.  Take,  for 
instance,  cattle  stealing.  For  this  crime, 
during  the  last  three  years  that  the 
gallows  was  the  penalty,  there  were  1 1 3 
convictions;  while  in  the  three  years 
after  the  abolition  of  the  capital  sen- 
tence there  were  67 ;  and  for  the  last 
three  vears,  with  double  the  population, 
there  have  been  but  65.  Of  norse-steal- 
ing  there  were  590  cases  during  the  laF»t 
three  years  of  the  capital  sentence,  and 
during  the  three  years  following  the 
abolition  of  hanging  for  the  offence  there 
were  566,  and  for  the  last  three  years 
376 ;  and  so  I  might  go  through  a  long 
list  of  crimes.  In  some  cases  the  Bo- 
tums  may  show  an  increase  in  proportion 
to  the  population ;  but  that  may  be  ac- 
counted for  by  the  loss  barbarous  punish- 
ment securing  a  larger  number  of  con- 
victions. Although  the  Act  of  1 861  con- 
solidated the  statute,  and  brought  down 
the  law  to  its  present  state,  the  com- 
munity was  not  at  all  satisfied,  and  the 
horrors  of  public  executions  and  the 
scenes  at  the  gallows,  around  which 
gathered  the  most  depraved  among 
mankind  and  the  most  unwomanly  in 
woman  created  a  f\irther  revulsion  of 
public  feeling.  There  were  men,  how- 
ever, then — as  there  are  men  I  dare  say 
now^who,  like  the  late  Baron  Martin, 
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say — **  But  still  I  am  for  public  execu- 
tions.'' In  1864y  a  Eojai  Oommisaion 
•at  to  inquire  into  the 

"  proyisioDB  and  operation  of  the  lows  now  in 
force  in  the  United  Kingdom  under  and  by 
virtue  of  which  the  puniahment  of  death  may 
be  inflicted  upon  persons  convicted  of  certain 
crimes,  and  also  into  the  manner  in  which 
capital  sentences  are  carried  into  execution ; 
and  to  report  whether  any,  and,  if  any,  what 
alteration  is  desirable  in  such  laws  or  any  of 
them  or  in  the  manner  in  which  such  sentences 
are  carried  into  execution.** 

That  Oommisaion  forebore  to  enter  into 
the  question  of  the  expediency  of  abo- 
lishing capital  punishment  for  the  crime 
of  miuder.  AlthouKh  they  did  not  all 
sig^  their  names  to  the  Eeport  in  favour 
of  the  abolition  of  capital  punishment, 
five  did  so,  and  one-half  were  practically 
in  favour  of  such  a  change.  In  some 
things  they  were  agreed.  It  was  pro- 
posed to  divide  the  crime  of  murder  into 
two  degrees,  and  they  also  recommended 
that  executions  should  take  place  inside 
the  gaol,  and  that  is  the  only  suggestion 
which  has  been  carried  out.  They  so- 
licited Her  Majesty's  attention  to  Uiree 
other  most  importimt  points  as  requiring 
farther  attention — namely,  the  propriety 
of  appeal  in  criminal  cases ;  the  mode  in 
which  the  Orown  is  advised  to  exercise 
the  prerogative  of  mercy;  the  present 
law  as  to  the  nature  ana  degree  of  in- 
sanity, which  is  held  to  relieve  the  ac- 
cused from  penal  responsibility  in  crimi- 
nal cases.  It  is  11  years  since  the 
Eeport  of  that  Commission  was  issued. 
Administration  has  followed  Adminis- 
tration, and  Home  Secretary  has  suc- 
ceeded Home  Secretary,  and  yet  there  is 
no  change  whatever  except  in  that  par- 
ticular of  private  executions.  The  Home 
Secretary  exercises  his  functionB  still 
with  a  power  greater  than  the  centurion 
of  old ;  for  he  says  to  one  man  you  shall 
be  hanged,  to  another  you  shall  go  to 
Broadmoor,  and  to  a  ^^ird  he  awards 
penal  servitude  for  life.  Those  fimc- 
tions  remain  still  unaltered,  the  law  of 
insanity  is  still  in  an  uncertain  state, 
and  Bills  have  been  brought  in  to  divide 
the  crime  of  murder  into  two  classes, 
without  success.  The  power  of  the 
Home  Secretary  is  more  frequently  ex- 
ercised than  ever  it  was,  and  the  plea  of 
insanibr  is  the  resource  of  every  advo- 
cate. Judge,  and  jury,  who  dislike  a 
sang^nary  law.  let  this  is  not  satis- 
factory to  the  community,  nor  can  there 
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be  a  settlement  except  by  doing  awaj 
withtheuseofthegauowB.  ThaOordiaB 
knot  can  only  be  severed  by  adoptiBg 
the  Beport  of  the  minority  aod  eattuig 
the  hangman's  rope.  But  doziiig  theoe 
11  vears,  while  we  have  been  standing 
still,  other  countries  have  been  going 
steadily  forward,  and  our  criminaf  oode 
is  now  the  most  sanguinaiy  amoBg 
Christian  nations  in  Europe,  or  oa  the 
other  side  of  the  Atlantio.  The  giaat 
object  of  punishment,  as  I  understaad 
it,  is  not  the  revenge  of  society  on  the 
criminal;  but  that  the  criminaUy-di*- 
posed  may  be  deterred  by  the  fear  of 
consequences.  It  then  remains  to  see  if 
capital  punishment  does  check  the  crime 
for  which  it  is  a  punishment?  Sevecml 
Judges,  I  admit,  are  against  my  Tiew, 
but  1  do  not  believe  that  the  best  Jodgee 
are  ffood  judges  in  this.  Their  educa- 
tion nas  been  in  the  law,  and  is  founded 
on  precedent,,  and  they  are  o|qpoeed  to 
chanffes  which  would  unsettle  all  the 
knowledge  of  precedent  I  know  that 
Lord  Elcton  voted  in  favoor  of  hanging 
a  man  for  stealing  5«. ;  but  among  the 
voluminous  evidence  given  before  the 
Commission  I  have  referred  to  there  is 
that  of  Mr.  Sherriff  Nissen  and  Seneant 
Parry,  and  Captain  Cartwiiffht,  of  Ulou- 
cest€Kr,  and  others,  who  declare  their 
opinion  that  capital  punishment  doce 
not  act  as  a  detenrent  among  the  criminal 
classes ;  but  above  this  I  i^oe  the  eri- 
dence  of  Mr.  Frederick  Hill,  a  convict 

S risen  Inspector,  who  said  that  ao  much 
0  criminals  believe  in  the  chanoes  of 
escape,  from  the  unwiUinffneas  of  wit- 
nesses to  give  evidence  and  of  juries  to 
convict,  as  well  as  in  their  luck,  that  he 
believed  they  would  rather  the  law  was 
kept  in  its  present  state.  Again,  the 
Bev.  J.  Jessop,  chaplain  of  Horeemon* 
ger  Lane  Gkol  for  10  years,  said  that 
criminals  did  not  take  the  element  of 
detection  into  account ;  and  so  this  wiU 
appear  if  we  go  through  the  aooonnU 
of  murders  in  recent  times.  Did  the 
fear  of  the  gallows  deter  Thuztell,  or 
Bush,  or  Ghreenaore,  or  Wainwright»  or 
Treadaway?  During  the  last  16  yeais 
we  have  sentenced  in  England  and  Wales 
388  criminals.  Of  these,  210  were  hung 
and  178  reprieved,  showing  an  average 
of  24*25  murders  per  year  on  the 
average  of  these  16  years.  During  the 
first  13  years  of  that  time  there  were 
22  murders  per  annum ;  but  during  the 
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lact  three  yean  we  hare  had  an  ayerage 
of  30  per  annum.  During  the  32  mur- 
ders per  year  period,  we  only  hung  49 
per  e«it  of  the  convicted  murderers! 
Daring  the  80  murders  per  annum 
period  we  hare  been  hanging  62  per 
cent  of  the  convicted  murderers.  I  call 
my  right  hon.  Friend's  (the  Home  Secre- 
taty's;  attention  to  these  figures.  He 
may  say  they  are  taken  over  too  short  a 
penod  to  be  of  much  value ;  but  they 
■re  there,  take  them  for  what  they  are 
worth.  Now,  let  us  look  at  our  own 
ezparienoe  and  see  whether  the  e£Peot  of 
executions  is  to  deter  men  from  the  com- 
mission of  homicidal  crimes.  In  Jan- 
nary,  1875,  three  men  were  hanged  at 
Liverpool  for  crimes  of  violence.  At 
the  Joly  Assiieee  of  that  year  there  were 
ux  cases  of  murder  from  Liverpool  and 
30  local  committals  for  manslaughter. 
Wainwriffht's  murder  was  immediately 
followed  by  the  Blackburn  one,  of  the 
nme  type.  Li  1876,  the  executions 
of  the  four  pirates  at  Newgate  were 
followed  by  a  series  of  attacks  on 
captains.  Li  1867,  the  hanging  of 
the  three  Fenians  at  Manchester  was 
IbUowed  by  the  Olerkenwell  ezplo- 
nons ;  and  so  I  miffht  go  forward  with 
numberless  examplcB ;  but  let  us  take 
those  in  my  own  counfy,  to  which  I  have 
ftbeady  alluded.  On  Idth  January,  1873, 
Slane  and  Haves  were  hung  at  Durham ; 
on  24th  March,  1873,  M.  A.  Ootton  was 
hong  at  the  same  place ;  on  21st  April, 
1678,  one  month  after,  Hagan  was 
murdered,  it  was  said,  bv  Tumbull; 
7th  July,  Oough  murdered  Partridge; 
13th  September,  Dawson  murdered  his 
paramour;  4th  October,  Thompson mur- 
oered  his  wife — 6th  January,  1874,  these 
three  were  hung ;  7th  November,  1874, 
Daly  murdered  Burdey — 28th  Decem- 
ber, 1874,  Daly  was  hung.  Then  what 
CoUowed?  16th  March,  1875,  Pearson 
murdered  Watson;  28th  March,  1875, 
Oilligan  murdered  Kilcran  ;  1 1th  April, 
1875,  Machugh  murdered  Money ;  26th 
April,  1875,  Plummer  murdered  his 
sweetheart.  And  now  let  us  look  at 
the  experience  of  other  countries,  and 
to  this  I  would  specially  call  the  atten- 
tion of  this  House.  In  France  capital 
punishment  is  almost  abolished.  In  the 
iOyea»fW>m  1866  to  1875  there  were 
1,064  convictions  —  of  these  121  were 
exeonted,  or  only  1 1  per  cent.  It  is  to 
be  aoiioed  that  the  year  in  which  there 


were  most  executions  was  followed  by 
the  year  1873,  in  which  the  largest 
number  of  murders  occurred.  Homicidal 
crime  is  on  the  decrease.  In  Italy  there 
have  been  no  executions  in  Tuscany  for 
50  years.  From  the  Inspector  General 
of  Italian  Prisons  I  have  the  foUowing 
information  for  the  vears  1873-4: — 
Naples  had  21  homicides  per  100,000 
population ;  Sicily  had  31 ;  Sardinia  had 
18 ;  Bome  and  Umbria  had  9 ;  Tuscany 
had  6.  Tuscanv  with  1-1 2th  of  popu- 
lation has  l-20tn  of  crime.  In  Holland 
capital  punishment  was  abolished  17th 
September,  1870.  Since  1860  no  person 
has  been  executed.  In  1871  there  were 
5  murders;  in  1872  there  were  5;  in 
1873  there  was  1;  in  1874  there  were 
2 ;  1875  and  1876  are  not  yet  published. 
In  Belgium,  the  10  years  beiore  1863, 
921  murders,  or  92  per  year ;  in  the  10 
years  to  1873,  703  murders,  or  70  per 
year.  In  the  last  decade  there  was  no 
capital  punishment.  Hussia  has  had  no 
capital  punishment,  except  for  high  trea- 
son and  military  insubordination,  for 
100  years.  Germany  :  By  the  new  penal 
code — capital  punishment  exists  only  for 
high  treason  and  murder  of  the  first  de- 
gree. Saxony  abolished  capital  punish- 
ment in  1868.  It  was  re-enacted  under 
the  Gorman  new  code  in  1871 ;  but  the 
Saxon  law  has  been  carried  out.  No 
executions  have  taken  place.  There 
were  29  convictions  for  murder  in  the 
three  years  before  the  abolition  of  capital 
punishment,  and  only  19  in  the  three 
years  after.  In  Wurtemburg  there  have 
been  no  executions  since  1870.  In  1870, 
1871,  and  1872  there  wore  seven  con- 
victions for  murder.  In  1873,  1874, 
and  1875  only  six  convictions.  In  Portu- 
gal there  has  been  no  execution  since 
1 846,  and  no  increase  in  homicidal  crime. 
In  Austria,  in  1876,  there  were  124 
sentences  of  death,  only  three  carried 
out.  M.  Wahlberg  (Imperial  Councillor) 
adds — 

**T)m  spolioation  of  OApiUl  pnniAhment  in 
Amtria,  And  «vmi  tho  very  trado  of  tho  ezeca- 
tioner,  are  in  ihoir  expiring  throoi.** 

In  America  the  following  States  have 
abolinhod  capital  punishment: — Michi- 
gan, Wisconsin,  Ilhode  Island,  Illinois, 
Maine,  Iowa.  Hhode  Island  abolished 
capital  punishment  in  1852.  The  War- 
den of  the  Hhode  Island  State  prison 
states  the  committals — 
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Rhode  Island. 
No  hanging. 
1866 0  

1867  ....  0  

1868  ....  3  .... 

1869  ....  0  

1870  ....  0  

1871  ....  0  

1872  ....  1  .... 

1873  ....  2  

1874  ....  0  

1875  ....  1  


Connecticut. 
Hanging. 
....  1 
....  1 
....  1 
....  9 
....  2 
....  2 
....  2 
....  3 
....  4 
....  3 
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62  per  cent  (in  proportion  to  population)  leaa 
murder  than  in  the  hanging  State. 

In  Ehode  Island  capital  punishment 
only  exists  for  the  murder  of  a  warder. 
In  Ehode  Island  there  were  23  murders 
from  1852  to  1876.  I.  M.  Alderson, 
Secretary  of  State  for  Ehode  Island, 
states  two  brothers  planned  a  murder, 
and  waited  till  their  victim  got  into 
Massachusetts  (where  capital  punish- 
ment exists),  murdered  him  in  Worces- 
ter, as  they  thought  conviction  would 
be  less  certain.  In  Illinois,  capital 
punishment  has  only  been  abolished  two 
years.  An  attempt  was  made  to  restore 
the  gallows,  but  the  Legislature  refused. 
In  1876,  Senator  Jessup,  of  Iowa,  in  a 
speech  to  the  State  Legislature,  states — 

"  Murder  in  the  first  degree  haa  not  increased 
since  capital  punishment  was  abolished,  but  it 
has  decreased  for  four  yean.  Previous  to  the 
repeal  of  the  old  law  there  was  one  murder  for 
every  800,000  people.  For  the  four  yean  since 
capital  punishment  was  abolished  there  has  been 
one  murder  in  every  1,200,000.  As  to  lynch 
law,  that  is  more  often  exhibited  in  States  which 
retain  the  gallows  than  in  those  where  capital 
punishment  is  abolished.** 

In  1873  Governor  Washbume,  Wiscon- 
sin, in  his  Message  said — 

"Twenty  yean  have  elapsed  since  death 
penalty  was  abolished.  No  State  can  now  show 
greater  freedom  from  homicidal  crime.  With  a 
population  representing^  almost  every  nationality, 
statistics  show  that  crime,  instead  of  increasing 
with  the  growth  of  the  State,  has  actually 
diminished.  Since  1853,  when  capital  punish- 
ment was  abolished,  71  persons  have  gone 
to  penitentiary  for  life.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
that  the  change  in  the  law  has  made  punish- 
ment more  certain,  and  I  but  express  tne  opi- 
nion of  those  who  have  most  carefully  con- 
sidered the  (question  when  I  state,  that  but  for 
that  change  in  the  law,  at  least  one-half  of  those 
convicted  would  have  escaped  all  punishment 
— BO  difficult  is  conviction  wnen  the  punishment 
is  death.  The  law  was  changed  in  1859.  The 
convictions  for  murder  are  as  foUows : — 

1864—3  ..   1859—0  ..   1864—0  ..  1869—2 

1855—3  ..   1860—2  ..   1865-6  ..  1870—4 

1866—8  ..   1861—0  ..   1866—1   ..  1871—8 

1867—3  ..  1862—0  ..   1867—4   ..  1872—1 
1868—6  ..   1863-8  ..   1868—6*' 

J/r.  Pease 


The  ex-Gh>vemor  of  Detioit  Priaon* 
Michigan  (Mr.  L.  B.  Brookwaj%  the 
newly-appointed  Gh)Temor  of  th«  large 
State  Beiormatory  of  New  Yo^  at 
Elmira,  N.Y.,  writes  to  Mr.  TaUaok. 
under  date  Maroh  6tk,  1877,  as  £al* 
lows : — 

**  During  my  late  rendence  in  the  Stata  of 
Michigan,  whore  the  death  penalty  has  not  bean 
inflicted  for  more  than  a  quarter  of  a 
I  had  occasion  to  look  up  the  matter  to  the  f< 
lowing  extent : — The  numher  of  oommittala  to 
the  Stote  Prison  annually,  for  Crimea  involving 
killing,  is  no  more  now  and  has  not  been  more 
in  an^  year  since  the  death  penalty  was  abotiahed 
than  it  was  at  the  beginning,  and  the  popolft- 
tion  has  increased  fourfold.  I  consider  this  m 
very  strong  fact,  especially  when  taken  in  con- 
nection with  the  oircumstanoee  that  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  death  penalty  oonvictiana  and  oon- 
mittals  to  prison  for  kdling  are  mnch  more 
easily  obtained.'* 

Gbvemor  Oonnor,  in  an  address  to  the 
Maine  Legislature,  January  4,    1877^ 
speaking    of  the  abolition    of 
punishment  in  that  State, 


"  I  am  glad  to  remark  the  evident  fact  that 
the  substitution  of  imprisonment  for  life  for  th# 
death  penalty  has  not  been  followed  by  aor  in- 
crease of  the  crime  which  it  is  the  oliJMt  of  the 
law  under  conaideFation  to  punish,  or  any  in- 
stance of  crime  encouraged  bv  the  mitigatimi  ol 
the  penalty.  I  am  persuaded  that  the  DrevmU- 
ing  sentiment  amonff  the  friends  of  tne  new 
law  is  not  one  of  tenderness  towards  the  aimi- 
nal,  but  of  regard  for  the  safety  of  socicCy.  It 
is  certainly  not  demonstrable  that  the  penalty  of 
death  exercises  a  more  deterring  influence  npua 
those  disposed  to  crime  than  the  penalty  of  un> 
prisonment  for  life.  The  advocates  of  the  1atti*r 
form  of  punishment  do  not  claim  that  its  adop- 
tion will  cause  murder  to  cease  or  even  to  d* 
appreciably  checked  at  once,  or  within  a  abort 
period  of  time.  It  is  their  belief  that  mnnlrr 
will  not  at  least  be  emboldened  by  it,  and  that 
the  authoritative  recognition  by  society  of  tho 
invidabilitv  of  human  life,  m  forbearing  to 
take  that  of  even  the  man  who  has  diaregardMl 
its  sanctity,  will  tend  to  magnify  the  offexHr, 
increase  the  detestation  of  it,  and  exert  an  edu- 
cational and  humanizing  influence,  which,  aided 
by  the  many  influences  at  work  for  the  tmpvorr- 
ment  of  tiie  condition  of  society,  will,  in  pro- 
cess of  time,  cause  a  sensible  reduction  of  cnmo 
of  every  sort.** 

I  think,  Sir,  I  have  jproved  from  this 
abundant  testimony  that  human  life  is 
as  secure,  and  eren  still  more  seoora,  in 
civilized  States  where  capital  punish- 
ment is  not  in  use.  And  now,  Sir,  I 
must  draw  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  actual  position  of  our  present 
system.  It  is  obvious  that  o^[iital 
punishment  fails  to  bo  a  deterr«iit»  as 
the  chances  of  escape  from  its  £aagm, 
arising  out  of  its  very  nature,  are  so 
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munaroos.  I  admit  that  few  criminals 
flrqlate  their  ohanoea ;  bat  let  us  look 
ai  what  these  chanoes  are  that  the 
criminal  has  in  his  favour.  The  general 
rhanoea  of  escape,  the  feelings  of  the 
Judge  and  jury  and  counsel,  the  plea  of 
iaaanitj;  and  last,  but  not  least,  the 
Home  Secretary.  In  vain  we  look 
around  fpr  any  other  crime  that  has  the 
same  chances  of  escaping  the  punish- 
aaent  awarded  to  it.  Wnat  are  the  facts  ? 
From  1861  to  1872,  281  convicts  were 
sa&tenoed  to  death.  Of  these,  142,  or 
juat  one-half,  were  hung;  136  were  re- 
prieved ;  3  committed  suicide.  In  1875, 
oat  of  84  persons  committed  for  murder, 
only  15  were  hung ;  34  were  acquitted ; 
33  aentenced ;  17  were  found  to  be  in- 
sane. Out  of  the  33  sentenced,  18  were 
hnnff,  16  were  reprieved.  No  inference 
can  oe  more  plain  or  more  just  than  that 
the  gallows  is  no  deterrent;  but  it  is 
obvious,  that  if  under  such  a  mtem 
murder  does  not  increase,  with  such  vast 
ohAnoes  of  escaping  the  hangman,  it  fol- 
lofrs  that  a  more  certain  form  of  punish- 
ment would  be  much  more  deterrent. 
Abolish  the  gallows,  and  we  should  shut 
many  doors  for  escaping;  abolish  the 
gallows,  and  vou  abohsh  the  reluctance 
of  Judge  and  jury;  you  place  the  plea 
of  insanity  on  a  proper  footing ;  ana  the 
meiroy  of  the  Grown  would  be  used  as 
■aoh  a  prerogative  ought  to  be  used. 
It  cannot  be  denied  that  juries  often 
hesitate  to  convict  in  cases  where  death 
would  be  the  result  of  their  verdict.  Let 
urn  look  at  the  authorities  on  this  subject. 
Lord  Cranworth — 

**  23. — I  think  Uut  juriea  often  wiah  to 
o«t  of  the  rMponmbiUty  of  finding  a  man 
when  ht  is  to  sofler  death  as  the  result  of  thi 
vwdirt. 

*'  9S. — I  hare  known  one  or  two  inftancee  in 
which  the  priaoner  was  tried  for  murder — 
wtbrh,  to  mj  mind,  was  clearly  made  out — ^but 
D*T«rihaleM  he  waa  acquitted,  and  I  believe  the 
•eqaiUal  was  because  the  jury  did  not  like  to 
roarict  in  a  oaae  where  capital  punishment  waa 
to  follow. 

**  NamM  a  oaae  at  Lincoln  of  a  woman  indicted 
lor  poieoning.    Acquitted  on  flrtt ;  found  guilty 


**  101. — Beoolleota  case  of  a  man  being  tried 
for  murdear  and  acquitted.  On  the  Mune  eridence 
eaQTicted  of  highway  robbery." 

Baitm  Martin  says  juries  will  alwavs  do 
their  daty.  Mr.  Beggs  says  that  flaron 
Martin,  at  Leeds,  addressed  a  jury  as 
CeJIows: — 

**  I  remt  extremely  to  hear  that  youharaonly 
dmcn  to  a  ooofcientious  vonUct  of  guiUy 


of  murder  by  the  belief  that  the  sentence  would 
not  be  carried  into  execution.  I  am  bound  to 
■ay  that  that  is  a  view  not  proper  for  a  jury  to 
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Serjeant  Parry — 

*'  It  if  a  conmion  observation  in  our  prof eadon 
that  there  is  nothing  more  difficult  than  to  ob- 
tain a  verdict  of  gmlty  from  a  jury  where  the 
charge  is  murder.  It  has  frequently  occurred 
that  the  jury  have  asked — Can  we  find  a  verdict 
of  manBlaughter  f  iVb,  you  cannot.  And  the 
prisoner  is  allowed  to  go  free. 

"Says  he  knows  several  cases;  declines  to 
give  names." 

The  plea  of  insanity,  as  now  used,  is  a 
perfect  disgrace  in  a  system  of  pxmish- 
ment  where  death  is  held  to  be  the  de- 
terrent for  the  crime  of  murder.  The 
question  of  who  is  sane  and  who  is  insane 
appears  to  be  decided  without  the  faintest 
resemblance  to  a  rule.  Professor  Bene- 
dict, of  Vienna,  has  told  us  that  he  dis- 
sected the  brains  of  16  criminals,  and 
that  these  were  of  a  type  distinctly  lower 
than  the  brains  of  ordmary  men.  Look 
at  the  cases  that  have  recently  occurred, 
and  let  us  see  if  we  can  trace  the  sem- 
blance to  a  uniform  law.  Take  the  case 
of  Charles  O'Donnell,  from  The  Daily 
Telegraph,  24th  November.  1876  — 
Served  full  time  in  Army.  Discharged 
in  1872.  Married  in  1874.  After  mar- 
riage in  an  asylum.  There  was  insanity 
in  his  family.  Conduct  not  generally 
sane.  He  was  hung.  Then  take  the 
case  of  Marks,  from  The  Daily  Telegraph, 
14th  December,  1876 — His  father  was 
peculiar  in  his  wa^s.  His  brother  of 
unsound  mind.  His  schoolmaster  said 
he  was  peculiar  as  a  boy.  His  neigh- 
bour thought  him  mad.  He  read  the 
paper  upside  down.  His  employer 
thought  him  mad.  He  had  threatened 
to  stab  another  man.  He  was  known  as 
'<Mad  Marks."  He  was  hung.  Then 
follows  the  case  of  F.  Treadaway,  who, 
I  find  from  The  Daily  Telegraph,  9th 
February,  1 877,  was  found  guilty,  though 
the  Judge  (Lush)  called  particular  at- 
tention to  his  state  of  mind.  The  Judge 
told  him  that  it  was  impossible,  on  the 
eridence  brought  forward,  to  believe 
him  to  be  of  unsound  mind — the  Judge 
endinff  by  saying — ''In  that  verdict  I 
entirely  concur.'"  But  what  did  the 
Home  Secretarv  say  when  interrogated 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Lambeth  (Sir  James  Lawrence)  ? — 

'*  Bat  I  have  no  objection  to  state  in  the  pre- 
sent case  that  the  prboner  was  tried  before  one 
of  the  most  exporiuncod  and  eminent  Judges 
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upon  the  Bench.  He  had  a  fit  in  the  course  of 
the  trial,  and  evidence  was  given  as  to  epilepey 
in  hiB  family  and  in  his  own  caae.  Douots 
occurred  to  Uie  learned  Judge  as  to  the  effect 
this  had  had  in  weakening  tne  priaoner'B  mind, 
and  he  recommended  the  inquiry  which  was 
made  for  his  own  satisfaction  by  two  eminent 
medical  gentlemen.  He  afterwards  advised  the 
commutation  of  the  sentence,  on  the  groimd  that 
the  convict  was  an  epileptic,  and  might  be 
treated  as  a  person  who  had  been  deprived  by 
disease  of  the  capacity  he  would  otherwise  have 
had  to  resist  the  cnminal  impulse.  I  do  not 
think  that  any  Secretary  of  State  would  have 
been  justified  m  departing  from  the  usual  rule 
by  refusing  to  advise  Her  Majesty  to  act  in  ac- 
cordanoe  with  the  recomnien<ution  of  so  ezpe- 
rienoed  and  able  a  Judge." — [3  KtMMrd^  ccxxxii. 
1361.2.] 

Then  comes  the  case  of  Daniel  East,  of 
whom  one  medical  witness,  when  asked 
the  test  question  whether  the  prisoner 
was  in  a  state  of  mind  "  in  wnioh  he 
might  do  what  was  wrong  without  know- 
ing that  it  was  wrong,"  replied  that  he 
''  thought  so,  but  could  not  ffive  a  de- 
cisive answer."  Another  said  that  he 
believed  the  prisoner  to  be  of  ''  unsound 
mind;"  but,  on  being  asked  the  same 
question  as  the  previous  witness,  replied 
that  "  he  could  not  say."  Further,  as  to 
what  he  meant,  then,  by  the  phrase 
<<  being  of  unsound  mind,"  he  discreetly 
answered  that  "  it  was  a  difi&cult  ques- 
tion;" and  upon  the  Judge  inquiring 
whether,  in  his  opinion,  the  prisoner 
'*  now  knew  that  it  was  wrong  to  kill 
anvbody,"  he  said  that  ''  he  beueved  he 
dia  " — an  answer  which  amounts  to  an 
admission  that  at  the  present  moment, 
at  any  rate,  the  prisoner  is  legally  re- 
sponsible for  his  acts.  But  what  do  our 
own  medical  men  say  on  this  doctrine 
of  insanity? — 

"  At  the  annual  meeting  of  Medical  Officers 
of  Asylimis,  held  at  the  Koyal  College  ci  Phy- 
sicians, London,  on  July  14,  18^,  it  was 
unanimously  reeolved  by  those  present  (upwards 
of  50  experienced  doctors] — *  That  so  much  of  the 
le^  test  of  the  mental  condition  of  an  alleged 
cnminal  lunatic  as  renders  him  a  responsn>le 
aj^nt,  because  he  knows  the  difiierence  between 
right  and  wrong,  is  inconsistent  with  the  fact, 
well-known  to  every  member  of  this  meeting, 
that  the  power  of  distinguishing  between  right 
and  wrong  exists  frequently  among  tiioee  who 
are  undoubtedly  insane,  and  is  often  associated 
with  dangerous  and  uncontrollable  delusions.*  '* 

Dr.  William  Ouy,  of  London  (for  man^ 
years  medical  officer  of  convict  pri- 
sons), recorded  in  Ths  StatUtieal  Society*  $ 
Journal,  in  June,  1869,  his  analysis  of 
the  Judicial  Statistics  (official)  for  30 
years  (1836  to  1865).    In  that  period, 

Mr.  Peaee 


out  of  1,811  perBons  tried  for  mnider  in 
England  and  Wales,  263,  or  14^  pair 
cent,  were  found  insane.  But  in  the 
same  30  years,  out  of  637,301  pemos 
tried  for  all  kinds  of  Crimea,  omy  S64, 
or  about  1  per  1,000,  were  found  iaaane. 
I  think.  Sir,  we  must  aU  oondude  th«t 
insanity  is  a  plea  to  mitimte  a  perndtr 
from  which  juries  shrinjc,  from  whion 
Judges  recoil,  and  which  Home  Secret*- 
riea  try  to  mitigate-and  which  nnderi 
the  legal  penalty  uncertain  againsi  the 
murderer.  And  now  I  oome  to  the  third 
door  of  escape  —  the  Home  Secretaiy. 
In  my  BescMution  I  do  not  toodi  the 
prerogative  of  the  Grown,  and  by  this 
he  ac&,  and  he  acts  as  he  does  beeenae 
the  penalty  ia  admitted  to  be  one  thai  is 
no  longer  required,  at  anyrate  in  a  Test 
number  of  oases.  In  this  conntrj  we 
have  had  Home  Secretaries  in  whoai  we 
have  placed  great  confidence,  statesmen 
of  whom  any  oountnr  could  be  nroiid — 

,  the  right 


my  Mend,  Sir  George  Orey, 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge University  (Mr.  Walpole),  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Secretaiy  of 
State  for  War  rMr.  G.  Haidy),  Lord 
Aberdare,  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  who 
now  fills  that  position  (Mr.  Cross),  are 
all  men  who  have  discharged  this  duty 
with  conscientious  care ;  but  this  fiat  ^ 
life  and  death  in  a  firee  oonntiy  akoold 
be  in  no  one  man's  hands.  In  no  other 
country  but  our  own  would  such  e  state 
of  things  be  permitted.  We  have  lo 
consider  the  burdens — and  thc^miist  be 
considered  burdens  by  every  Home  Se- 
cretary— which  we  throw  upon  the  Mi- 
nister who  has  always  endeavoured  oon- 
Bcientioiisly  to  discharge  thia  painfkl 
duty,  and  we  treat  them  unfurly  whoi 
we  leave  them  to  decide  whether  a  man 
shall  be  hanged  or  imprisoned  for  life. 
The  prerogative  of  the  Crown,  as  I  un- 
derstand it,  is  a  power  wisely  left  ia  the 
hands  of  tiie  Sovereign,  in  order  tiiai 
exceptional  cases  of  hardship  may  be 
dealt  with,  and  not  for  the  purpose  of 
mitigating  a  penalty  from  one-half  of 
the  criminals  who  come  under  its  opera- 
tion. I  think.  Sir,  I  have  proved  that 
in  all  countries  where  the  death  penalty 
is  abolished,  human  life  is  as  secure^  or 
more  secure,  than  it  was  before,  and  that 
in  our  country  capital  punishment  is  so 
uncertain  in  its  application  that  it  neces- 
sarily fails  as  a  deterrent.  I  now  oome 
to  another  line  of  argument.  It  ought 
to  be  abandoned  beoauaei  in  case  of 
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taka,  it  is  aa  inrerooable  Bentenoe.  I  grant 
thmi  miatakea  but  leldoin  ocour,  but  that 
titer  have  occurred  there  is  abundant 
•▼idanca.  I  grant,  too,  that  the  exten- 
aion  of  time  of  late  years  allowed  be- 
tween the  sentence  and  execution  has 
tntrodnoed  a  great  element  of  safisty ; 
bot  that  which  is  human,  and  therefore 
liable  to  error,  ought  not  to  do  that 
which  in  case  of  error  it  cannot  recall 
Sir  FitsBoy  Kelly  stated  to  the  OiHpital 
Punishment  Oommission  that  between 
1802  and  1840, 22  persons  had  been  sen- 
tenced to  death  who  were  innocent; 
■ereii  of  these  executed.  In  1854 
Charies  Natters  was  sentenced  to  death, 
end  was  afterwards  prored  innocent. 
la  1850  Boss  was  executed  at  Y(»rk, 
protesting  his  innocence ;  the  Gknremor 
end  Chaplain  both  belieyed  him.  In 
1 8M  Poluodoni  was  sentenced  to  death 
for  the  Safibon  Hill  murder,  and  only 
saved  by  the  great  exertion  of  Mr. 
Necretti,  Morgani  haying  appeared ;  the 
Judge  most  emphatically  declaring  his 
bdief  in  the  yerdict.  In  1865  Giardi- 
nieri  was  just  sayed  at  Swansea  by 
sixnilar  efforts.  In  1867  Wiggins  was 
hanged  in  London,  protesting  ms  inno- 
cence. The  coroner's  luxr,  after  exa- 
mining 26  witnesses,  had  declined  to 
inculpate  him.  In  1866  Smith  narrowly 
eecaMd  hanging  for  the  Gannon  Street 
mnrder.  He  was  seen  coming  out  of  the 
house  where  the  murder  was  committed 
with  blood  upon  his  clothes.  In  1873 
Hayes  and  Slane  were  hanged  at  Dur- 
ham,  many  P<M>ple  belieying  in  Hayes' 
innooenoe.  The  solicitor  who  defended 
them,  a  man  of  established  reputation, 
belieyed  in  his  innocence.  In  1873  Tum- 
buU  was  sentenced  to  death  at  Durhfua. 
His  innocence  is  belieyed  in  by  many. 
I  haye  seen  all  the  eyidenoe  that  has 
been  taken  since  his  trial.  It  is  ex- 
oeedingly  strong.  There  has  been  a 
warrant  out  for  the  apprehension  of  the 
princi^  witness  against  him  on  a  charge 
of  perjury,  as  it  is  plain  she  was  not 
near  the  spot  where  the  murder  was 
oommitted  at  the  time,  but  she  cannot 
be  found.  In  1874  a  man  d3ring  in 
Fennsjlyania  confessed  himself  the  per- 
petrator of  a  murder  at  Merthyr  Tyayil, 
sbr  which  John  Lewis  was  hanged  some 
yean  ago.  Barber  was  found  g^ty  of 
forgery,  and  would  under  the  old  law 
have  been  hanged ;  but,  after  labouring 
for  years  as  a  conyict,  his  innocence  was 
proyed.    In  1869  lir.  Bruce,  speaking 


of  11  cases  of  sentence  of  death,  fiye  of 
which  were  set  aside  by  him,  said — "  It 
is  beyond  all  question  that  (Jrant  was 
an  innocent  man."  It  is  equally  certain 
that  Bisgroye  was  insane.  In  1876 
Merrittwas  sentenced  at  Gloucester  to 
seyen  years'  penal  seryitude  for  a  crime 
he  did  not  commit.  These  cases  speak 
for  themselyes.  But  I  fear  there  is  a 
long  list  of  those  who  perished  because 
they  were  poor  and  ignorant,  to  whose 
aid  no  Mr.  Negretti  came;  and  those 
who  did  escape,  let  us  remember,  did  so 
in  spite  of  your  law,  and  through  pri- 
yate  exertions.  I  care  not  whether  you 
say  that  the  sentence  I  would  substitute 
is  more  seyere  or  less  seyere  than  that 
of  death.  If  it  is  more  seyere,  I  say  it 
is  not  too  seyere  for  such  a  crime.  Our 
object  is  to  deter.  If  it  is  less  seyere 
than  that  of  death,  I  say,  without  fear 
of  contradiction,  that  it  would  be  much 
more  deterrent,  because  much  more  cer- 
tain. Do  away  with  the  death  penalty, 
you  would  haye  juries  more  ready  to 
conyict.  The  insanity  law  would  be  re- 
duced to  some  rule  by  which  the  insane 
went  to  the  asylum  and  the  criminal  to 
the  prison,  and  the  Home  Secretary  of 
State  would  not  haye  to  contriye  how  a 
sanguinanr  law  could  be  eyaded.  Now, 
we  are  told  that  there  would  be  great 
difficulties  with  these  life  conyicts.  I  do 
not  admit  this.  I  grant  that  special 
prisons  would  haye  to  be  proyided  for 
them,  but  their  numbers  are  small — 24 
a-year.  Our  conyict  prisons,  we  are  all 
thankful  to  say,  are  oy  no  means  fiiU. 
We  are  told  they  would  assault  their 
warders,  and  endanger  their  liyes,  but 
let  us  see  what  other  countries  say.  In 
Holland,  we  are  told  by  M.  Ploos  yan 
Amstel,  that — 

**By  ths  law  of  17th  September,  1870,  im- 

Sriaozunant  for  Hfe  wm  •ubftitutod  in  the  Na« 
iiorlandB  for  capital  pimi«hment  The  Secro- 
tary  of  the  ComxniMion  for  the  Prison  at  Leou* 
warden,  where  thoeo  convicted  of  murder  are 
rttaineo,  informs  me  that  thev  are  in  good 
health  oif  body  and  mind,  and  he  haa  not  ob- 
■enred  that  there  ia  on  their  part  any  tendency 
to  aaaault  the  offioera  of  tho  prison. 

'*  In  Belgium  in  partiouUr  tho  aubatitution  of 
life-impriaonment  for  capital  puniahment  ia  rffi- 
oiantly  in  operation;  and  at  the  preaent  time 
there  are  in  Ohent  Priaon  men  who  hare  been 
confined  withput  intenniaaion  for  upwarda  of 
twentr-flre,  and  even  moro  than  thirty  years, 
in  foU  poeaeaaion  of  their  bodily  and  mental 
faouHiaa,  and  rendered  naef ul  by  their  industnr 
and  aarvioaa.  iwstaad  of  having  bean  honied  into 
•tanity  witn  their  Crimea  freah  upon  tham." 

M.  Berden,  Belgian  Minister  of  Prisons 
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and  of  Public  Security,  writes  to  Mr. 
Tallaoky  March,  1877,  that  there  are 
now  in  Belgian  prisons  124  men  and 
9  women  undergoing  life-sentences.  Of 
these — 

1  prisoner  haa  been  in  prison  33  years 
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Of  these,  about  105  are  reported  as  in 
good  health,  15  infirm,  and  20  tolerable. 
The    Ex-Gk)vemor    of   Detroit    Prison 

writes — 

*'  As  to  the  other  point  of  your  inquiry,  I  do 
not  belieye  there  is  a  greater  liability  to  assaults 
upon  keepers  from  life  conyicts  than  from  others. 
That  is  to  say,  the  conyict  who  has  a  predispo- 
sition to  assaults  would  indulge  his  penchant  as 
readily  when  serying  a  time  sentence  as  when 
sentenced  for  life.  There  is,  of  course,  a  ten- 
dency to  melancholia  among  prisoners  sentenced 
for  long  terms,  and  one  of  the  manifestations  of 
conyict  melandiolia  is  irritability.  But  1  doubt 
if  there  is  any  practical  difference  in  the  effect 
of  a  ten  or  twenty  years*  sentence,  or  a  sentence 
for  life,  upon  the  same  p^*son  in  producing  the 
unfayourable  frame  of  mind.  As  to  the  ques- 
tion of  safety  of  officers  from  assaults,  I  should 
S'ye  the  preference  to  a  congregate  workshop  of 
:e  conyicts  oyer  one  of  sneak-thieyes  and 
loafers  from  the  great  cities.*' 

In  Rhode  Island  the  law  gives  power  to 
execute  for  a  second  muraer  (of  a  war- 
den) ;  23  years  have  passed,  and  no  case 
has  occurred.  But  we  have  ample  eri- 
dence  in  our  own  gaols  that  the  long- 
sentenced  men  are  not  the  worst  be- 
haved. The  murderer,  as  a  rule,  hardly 
belongs  to  what  is  termed  the  criminal 
dass.  Some  of  those  who  were  hung  at 
Durham  were  but  19  to  24  years  of  age. 
Cavoissier  was  a  valet;  Palmer,  a  doctor; 
Eush,  a  farmer ;  Wainwright,  a  trades- 
man. Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  propose  to  fl;o 
at  much  length  into  what  is  called  me 
Bible  argniment.  I  am  one  of  those  who 
believe  that  the  Mosaic  law  of  an  eye 
for  an  eye  and  a  tooth  for  a  tooth  has 
been  fumlled  by  the  bringing  in  of  a 
better  hope — a  Gbspel  of  glad  tidines, 
which  lays  not  down  its  precepts  in  de- 
tail, but  hands  us  most  broad  and  benign 
commands  for  the  treatment  of  man  by 
his  fellow-man.  I  believe  we  do  well  to 
take  Scripture  as  our  guide  in  the  broad- 
ness of  its  spirit  rather  than  in  any  man's 
narrow  interpretation  of  the  letter.    It 

Mr.  Pm9$ 


is  enough  for  me  that  the  whole  tenoiir 
of  the  doctrine  taught  by  Him  who  oame 
on  earth  from  Heaven  is  inimical  to  the 
spirit  in  which  man  can  be  killed  by  his 
fellow-man  under  any  oiroomstaaoea. 
Sir,  the  great  majority  of  those  here  are 
believers  in  the  doctrine  of  a  state  of 
future  rewards  and  punishments.  Bj 
this  law  the  murderer  is  often  launched 
unprepared  to  meet  a  just  Ood.  He 
goes  almost  with  the  blood  of  his  viotiin 
red  on  his  hand,  and  the  spirit  in  which 
that  blood  was  shed  in  his  heart.  Let 
us  not  judge  the  Infinite,  nor  count  His 
mercy  short  on  which  we  shall  all  one 
day  have  to  rely.  I  believe  that  mercy 
is  ofttimes  extended  to  the  hastily  re- 
pentant sinner ; ,  but  is  it  not  almost  a 
mockery  to  say,  as  Mr.  Jostioe  Lush  did 
the  other  day — 

"You  will  have  the  assistance  of  a  jwaVwii 
and  land  relinous  minister  during  the  short 
period  you  will  remain  in  this  world.  I  oalrcai 
you  to  listen  to  his  exhortations,  and  endaaTovr 
to  prepare  for  the  fate  that  awaits  you  F  ** 

And  then  finite,  fallible  man,  himself  a 
sinner,  sentences  his  fellow-maii — a 
greater  sinner  it  may  be— into  eternity : 
telling  him,  in  fact,  that  he  is  no  longer 
fit  to  dwell  with  his  fellow-man  on  earth, 
but  through  a  mercy  above  all  earthly 
mercy,  in  three  weeks  he  may  be  fitted 
to  dwell  with  a  just  and  righteoue  Ood 
for  ever.  Before  I  sit  down  I  have  only 
one  duty  more  to  perform.  I  must  call 
the  attention  of  the  Mouse  to  those  horrid 
scenes  which  were  enated  at  Durham  in 
1865,  and  again  recently  at  Leeds,  in  the 
case  of  the  rope  brealunff;  and  to  the 
horrors  of  the  late  execution  at  Chester. 
These  may  be  casualties,  but  a  punish- 
ment that  involves  such  horrid  risxs  can- 
not surely  be  one  long  retained  by  one 
of  the  most  civilized  countries  in  the 
world.  I  thank  the  House,  Sir,  for 
havine  listened  to  me  for  a  much  longer 
period  than  I  generally  trespass  upon  it« 
attention.  If  I  have  failea  to-night  in 
inducing  it  to  vote  that  capital  punish- 
ments ought  no  longer  to  exist  in  the 
England  of  the  nineteenth  century,  I  am 

r^rsuaded  still  that  the  arguments  which 
have  used  will  be  taken  into  oonsiderm- 
tion,  and,  feeble  as  my  attempt  has 
been,  I  shall  rest  satisfied  for  the  present 
in  having  added  another  to  the  efforts 
that  have  already  been  made  to  purge 
laws  from  our  Statute  Book  whicn  are 
doomed  at  no  distant  day  to  perish  before 
the  tide  of  an  ever-advancing  cir~ 
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•sd  beeanie  fhcrf  are  at  varianoe  wifh 
the  foblime  spint  of  Ohristianify. 

8nt  HENBT  JACKSON,  in  seoondioff 
the  Amendment,  said,  he  was  justified 
vith  assuming  from  the  remarks  of  the 
h<m.  Baronet  the  Member  for  South 
Wanriokshire  that  he  was  well  content 
to  have  the  whole  question  considered, 
and  desired  the  law  to  be  put  into  such 
a  shape  as  would  relieve  it  from  the 
cntieism  to  which  it  was  at  present  ex- 
posed. He  should  shrink  from  putting 
on  the  Statute  Book  anything  like  a  de- 
finition of  murder.  He  understood  what 
murder  meant,  and  what  manslaughter 
meant ;  but  he  did  not  understand  what 
murder  in  the  first  degree  or  in  the 
second  degree  could  mean.  Neither  did 
he  understand  why  a  difference  should 
be  made  between  the  murder  of  an  adult 
and  that  of  an  infant.  Whatever  punish- 
ment the  law  awarded  for  this  awftU 
crime,  they  should  not  shrink  from  meet- 
ing the  question  on  its  merits.  That 
there  should  be  some  proper  statutory 
dealing  with  the  question  of  implied 
malioe  was  a  different  matter;  and  he 
hnped  some  Government  would  brins  in 
a  measure  of  that  kind  which  would  re- 
ceive the  sanction  of  Parliament.  But, 
after  all,  the  most  important  question 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House  was 
whether  capital  punishment  could  be 
•afelv  abolished  in  this  country.  Viewed 
as  a  Kind  or  dass  of  punishment,  it  was 
io  terrible  and  dangerous  that  nothing 
but  an  absolute  necessity  for  maintaining 
h  could  justfy  its  retention  for  a  day. 
Did  that  necessity  really  exist,  and  what 
would  be  the  effect  on  society  of  the 
abolition  of  this  punishment?  He 
thought  this  subject  might  now  be  de- 
bated in  a  very  different  spirit  to  that 
which  prevailed  some  years  ago,  and  that 
many  men  who  then  advocated  the 
punishment  being  retained  would  now 
shrink  from  taking  that  step.  The  mat- 
t«r  had  passed  from  the  domain  of  sen- 
timent into  that  of  simple  reason ;  and 
this  was  matter  for  congratulation.  Al- 
most all  men  were  now  agreed  that,  as 
an  abstract  question,  soci^  had  a  right 
to  protect  itself  even  by  the  extreme 
penaltv  if  the  necessity  existed.  What 
was  the  supposed  effect  of  the  death 
penalty?  How  did  it  operate?  It 
operated  by  its  terror,  it  was  said.  How 
far  was  this  sufficient  ?  Obvioualy  not 
to  prevent  murder,  for  the  catalogues 
showed  that  too  many  murders  were  per- 


petrated. But  was  there  a  class  of  per- 
sons who  would  commit  murder  if  this 
penalty  was  removed  ?  That  murders 
were  committed  notwithstanding  the 
death  penalty  was  admitted ;  but  was  it 
established  that  if  that  penalty  were  re- 
moved more  murders  would  be  com- 
mitted ?  Much  as  he  shrunk  from  this 
death  penalty,  if  it  were  satisfactorily 
shown  that  this  dass  of  criminals  would 
be  decreased  by  it  he  should  vote  dif- 
ferentiy  to  the  way  which  he  intended 
that  night.  By  whom  were  murders 
committed  ?  By  persons  who  had  a  pur- 
pose of  putting  aside  some  other  crime, 
or  hiding  the  unfortimate  position  in 
which  they  were  placed .  The  governing 
idea  in  the  mind  of  every  murderer  was 
dearly  this — not  the  Quantum  of  punish- 
ment, but  whether  he  should  be  de- 
tected. He  did  not  think  about  being 
discovered,  but,  if  discovered,  whether 
he  would  be  hanged.  Before  the  punish- 
ment of  death  was  practically  confined  to 
the  crime  of  murder,  it  was  allotted  to 
an  innumerable  number  of  crimes,  but 
still  those  crimes  were  committed,  and 
the  Legidature  and  the  Judges  were 
then  convinced  that  society  would  break 
up  unless  the  punishment  were  inflicted. 
Until  it  was  impressed  upon  our  minds 
that  punishment  ought  to  aim  not  at 
severity,  but  certainty,  we  should  be 
legislating  in  a  wrong  direction.  There 
was  a  class  of  persons  who  committed 
murder  out  of  spite  or  revenge;  but, 
notwithstanding  the  existence  of  such  a 
dass,  he  was  prepared  to  vote  for  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend.  The 
longer  one  reflected  on  the  irrevocability 
of  the  punishment  of  death,  the  more 
pressing  did  it  become  that  such  a  ter- 
rible risk  of  making  a  mistake  should,  if 
possible,  be  avoided.  That  mistakes  had 
oeen  made,  even  in  our  own  generation, 
was,  he  was  afraid,  only  too  true ;  and  if 
we  could  safely  avoid  such  a  risk  as  that 
we  ought  to  do  so  as  soon  as  possible.  To 
his  mind  we  did  not  sufficiently  appre- 
date  the  intense  sanctity  of  human  life, 
nor  did  we  sufficiently  value  that  lesson 
of  mercy  and  humanity  which  would  be 
conveyed  to  the  miserable  beings  who 
committed  these  crimes,  if  the  Legisla- 
ture were  to  lay  down  as  a  fundamental 
prindple  that  the  life  of  man  was  so  holy 
and  solemn  a  thing  that  not  even  the 
majesty  of  the  law,  vindicating  its  power 
and  the  power  of  sodety,  dared  to  take 
it  away.    There  was  something  incon- 
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oeivably  great  in  the  idea  intended  to 
be  oonye^dd  to  the  public  inbd  bj  a 
publio  exeoution,  and  the  solemn  expia- 
tion in  the  face  of  the  world  fbr  an  awftil 
crime.  Bnt  public  executions,  instead 
of  haying  a  good  effect,  became  an  addi- 
tional e^  attendant  on  the  punidiment 
of  death.  In  place  of  them  we  had  now 
substituted  priyate  executions,  which 
caused  him  a  thrill  of  horror  that  he 
could  hardlj  express.  If  thej  were 
carried  out  in  the  stillness  of  the  prisons 
not  so  much  harm  would  be  done ;  but 
the  public  conscience  was  shocked  by  the 
reports  in  the  newspapers  of  what  took 
place,  more  than  it  was  by  the  accounts 
of  the  executions  at  Tyburn  and  the  Old 
Bailey.  If  capital  punishment  was  good 
at  all,  it  must  be  good  that  all  men 
should  see  that  fearfdl  punishment  as  a 
solemn  public  act,  rather  than  read  about 
it  in  the  harrowing  reports  dressed  up  in 
the  newspapers  for  the  public.  He  con- 
scientiously belieyed  that  the  recognition 
of  human  life  as  a  thinff  too  sa^ed  to 
be  sacrificed  eyen  by  we  law,  would 
effect  a  gradual  diminution  in  the  num- 
ber of  murders  committed,  and  a  mudi 
healthier  tone  of  public  feeling. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *<That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Queition,  in  order  to  add  the  worda 
**  it  is  expedient  to  aboliah  the  penalty  cd  death 
and  to  substitute  for  that  nenalbr,  in  the  case 
of  murder,  penal  servitude  for  life ;  in  the  case 
of  high  treason,  at  the  discretion  of  the  court, 
penal  servitude  for  life,  or  for  any  term  not  less 
than  seven  years,'* — {Mr,  I'lHue,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'' 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  did  not  rise  thus  early  with  the 
slightest  intention  of  putting  an  end  to 
that  interesting  discussion,  but  because 
he  wished  to  submit  his  own  yiews  to  the 
consideration  and  criticism  of  the  House. 
After  waiting  many  a  weary  day  he  had 
at  length  a  Colleague  in  the  House.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  proposed  also 
to  say  something  upon  the  question,  as 
also  did  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department.  They  had 
trayelled  into  a  wide  and  extensiye  dis- 
cussion; he  thought  they  were  met  to 
consider  whether  capital  punishment 
should  be  abolished  to  some  extent  or 
abolished  altogether.    They  had,  how- 
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eyer,  become  inyolyed  in  a  disoufluon  of 
murder  generally,  insanity,  and  the  ex- 
ercise of  the  prorogatiye  of  mwcr,  to 
^souss  all  of  which  fuXLy  would  take  a 
yery  considerable  time.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  who  had  introduced  the 
question  in  a  yery  able  speech,  dealt  par- 
ticularly with  the  question  of  muirler, 
and  whether  our  law  of  murder,  as  at 
present  laid  down,  was  a  good  and 
wholesome  law  or  not.  He  went  with 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  in  much 
that  he  had  said;  but  he^oould  not 
acquiesce  in  his  statement  as  to  what 
was  the  existing  law  of  murder.  If 
there  was  no  intention  on  the  part  of 
the  ofiPender  to  do  injury  it  would  not  be 
murder,  unless  the  person  committing 
the  ofiPence  were  engaged  in  a  fSslonioiis 
act.  He  was  not  nrepared  to  say  that 
our  present  law  or  murder  was  alto- 
getiier  on  a  satisfisotory  footing.  He 
considered  the  defect  which  had  been 
pointed  out  by  his  hon.  and  leaned 
Friend  a  yery  serious  one— namely,  tiuU 
if  a  man  engaged  in  the  oommisnon  of 
a  fdony  took  away  life  without  intend- 
ing to  do  so  he  was  guilty  of  murder. 
"VSniateyer  opinion  others  might  enter- 
tain on  that  Question  his  (^nnion  wae 
that  tiiat  shoula  not  be  murder.  A  man 
should  be  tried  only  for  the  offence  be 
intended  to  commit.  His  yiew  was  that 
nothing  should  be  considered  as  murder 
unless  a  man  took  away  life,  intending 
to  do  so,  or  unless  he  committed  acts 
utterly  regardless  of  whether  he  took 
away  life  or  not.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  referred  to  the  subject  of 
wilful  neglect.  He  supposed  no  one 
would  say  that  the  case  of  a  person  who 
wilf^Uy  kept  away  nourishment  tram 
another  wim  the  intention  of  causing 
death  should  not  be  considered  murder. 
Take,  again,  the  case  of  the  ClerkenweH 
outrage.  He  supposed  no  one  would 
contend  that  the  man  who  placed  a 
barrel  of  gunpowder  against  a  prison 
wall,  and  who  fired  it  off,  not  caring 
whether  he  took  away  life  or  not,  should 
not  be  guilty  of  murder.  He  thought 
it  would  be  better  that  (he  ofi^snee  of 
murder  should  be  more  strictly  defined, 
and  also  that  it  should  be  confined  to 
the  cases  he  had  mentioned.  "Die  sub- 
ject had  been  brought  under  the  atten* 
tion  of  the  House  time  after  thne  by 
yarious  Bills,  which  he  did  not  Axnk  any- 
one would  &id  fkult  with  the  Goyem- 
ment  for  opposing,  or  with  the  House 
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§n  Dot  Aooepting.  The  falrjeot  was  a 
sMMt  di£Soalt  one  to  deal  withi  and  it 
would  be  beat  dealt  with  by  a  code  of 
CBiminal  law  and  criminal  procedure, 
wliioh  he  hoped  would  toon  be  intro- 
doeed  into  the  House.  He  oonfeeeed  it 
would  be  a  great  boon  if  they  could  in- 
trodooe  a  code  of  the  whole  law ;  but  it 
would  be  weU  to  commence  with  the 
criminal  law,  as  it  was  most  needed.  In 
mdi  a  code  they  would  deal  with  murder, 
and  he  hoped  upon  a  satisfactory  foot- 
ing, and  they  would  deal  with  the  quee- 
tioQ  which  had  been  referred  to  by  the 
lum.  Member  for  South  Durham  (Mr. 
Peaae) — insanity.  That  hon.  (Gentleman 
had  dealt  with  die  state  of  the  law  upon 
the  subject  with  great  sereril^ ;  but  he 
did  not  think  the  law  was  under  any  of 
th#  imputations  which  he  had  oast 
npoQ  it.  The  law  upon  that  subject 
■eenaed  to  him  to  be  perfectly  reason- 
able. The  question  which  juries  were 
dxrocted  to  decide  was  whether,  at  the 
time  the  person  committed  the  offence 
with  which  he  was  charged,  he  was 
aware  of  the  nature  of  that  offence — that 
it  was  a  crime  against  the  laws  of  his 
eountry.  He  would  now  come  to  the 
main  question — namely,  the  desirability 
of  reaioTinff  capital  punishment  to  some 
extent,  or  abolishing  it  altogether.  This, 
he  admitted,  was  a  Tory  important  and 
diAeult  question ;  and  though,  perhaps, 
the  preralence  of  opinion  on  the  benches 
behmd  him  might  be  in  favour  of  the 
retention  of  the  punishment,  some  hon. 
Members  opposite  also  took  a  yenr  dif- 
Ivrent  riew  from  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Durham.  The^  were  all 
aware,  however,  that  the  nffht  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  had  frequently  expressed,  in  the 
most  elo<iuent  terms,  a  very  strong 
opinion  m  favour  of  the  abolition  of 
capital  punishment,  and  no  doubt  would 
do  so  again.  But  he  could  not  but  re- 
collect that  a  man  who  was  as  advanced 
a  liberal  as  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
himself— he  meant  the  late  Mr.  Mill — 
had  expressed  a  contrary  opinion,  and 
advocated  it  in  one  of  his  most  effective 
works.^  The  fact  was  it  was  a  subject 
on  which  arguments  more  or  less  inge- 
msous  oould  be  adduced  on  one  side  and 
the  other ;  but  there  were,  to  his  mind, 
two  arguments  which  stood  prominently 
out  from  among  all  the  rest,  and  which 
ought  to  deei<fo  the  matter  in  favour  of 
the  retontion   of  capital   punishment. 


He  would  endeavour  shortly  to  lay  those 
arguments  before  the  House;  but  he 
wished  first  to  direct  attention  to  some 
of  the  arguments  which  had  been  used 
in  favour  of  the  abolition  of  capital 
punishment  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Durham.  His  hon.  Friend  relied 
mainly  on  two  arguments.  He  said,  in 
the  first  place—''  Tou  must  look  at  this 
matter  mmi  a  religious  and  Scriptural 
point  of  view." 

Mb.  pease  said,  he  laid  very  little 
weight  on  the  Scriptural  point  of  view. 

Thb  ATTQBNEY  general  under- 
stood  his  hon.  Friend  to  say  that  society 
had  no  right  to  take  away  the  life  it 
could  not  bestow. 

Mb.  pease  saidy  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  quite  misunderstood  him. 
He  quoted  Lord  Bussell  to  the  effect 
that  society  had  a  right,  under  certain 
circumstances,  to  take  away  life. 

Thx  attorney  general  said, 
he  had  endeavoured  to  follow  his  hon. 
Friend,  but  it  appeared  had  not  <]^uite 
understood  him.  His  hon.  Fnend 
seemed  to  say  that  it  was  very  wrong  to 
hurry  a  crimmal  with  all  his  sins  upon 
his  head,  unprepared,  into  a  future  state. 
It  was,  no  doubt,  an  appalling  thing  to 
hurry  a  man  into  a  future  state  without 
adequate  opoortunity  of  repentance. 
But  it  must  be  remembered  that  the 
murderer  had,  at  least,  some  time  for 
repentance,  while  he  had  given  none  to 
his  victim.  Was  the  effect  of  the  death 
punishment  deterrent?  Because  the 
whole  question  turned  upon  that.  We 
were,  unfortunately,  obliged  to  hurry 
some  into  a  future  state  with  little  pre- 
paration ;  but  we  thereby  prevented  in- 
nocent men  being  sent  into  that  future 
state  with  less  preparation.  But  it  had 
been  ur^ed  that  some  time  back  almost 
every  crime  was  punished  with  death, 
and  that  now  the  only  crimes  so  pun* 
ished  were  those  of  treason  and  murder. 
It  was  also  said  that  now,  although 
minor  crimes  were  not  punished  with 
death,  thev  were  not  on  the  increase ; 
and  therefore  it  was  argued  that  if  the 
punishment  of  death  for  treason  and 
murder  were  taken  away,  treason  and 
murder  would  not  increase.  He  ad- 
mitted the  plausibility  of  that  argument. 
But  it  was  neoessary  to  consider  why,  in 
former  days,  when  minor  crimes  were 
punished  with  death,  the  punishment 
was  not  effectual.  The  reason  why  that 
punishment  was  not  sufficient  to  deter 
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from  crime  was  that  the  punishment  was 
out  of  proportion  to  the  magnitude  of 
the  crime,  and  the  punishment  was  so 
monstrous  that  it  ahnost  led  to  the  cer- 
tainty of  escape.  When  shop-lifting 
and  sheep-stealing  were  punished  with 
death,  there  was  a  sort  of  conspiracy 
between  Judg^  and  juries  not  to  con- 
vict but  to  evade  the  law.  And  more 
than  this — persons  who  had  suffered 
great  pecumary  loss  would  not  be- 
come prosecutors,  consenting  rather  to 
suffer  the  pecuniary  loss  tl^  send  to 
the  gallows  a  man  who  was  a  mere  thief. 
What  was  the  result  ?  It  was  that  the 
reluctance  on  the  part  of  juries  to  con- 
vict a  criminal  lea  to  his  escape  from 
punishment.  It  was  most  uncertain 
whether  there  would  be  a  prosecutor, 
and  if  there  was  one  whether  there 
would  be  a  conviction,  and  that  robbed 
the  punishment  of  death  of  a  great 
portion  of  its  terrors.  If  it  could  be 
argued  that  the  authorities  would  not 
prosecute  a  murderer  because  they  were 
anxious  that  he  should  escape,  and  that 
the  Judges  and  juries  were  rductant  to 
inflict  the  punishment  of  death,  the  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  (Gentleman  opposite 
would  be  cogent.  But  that  was  not  so. 
When  Judges  and  juries  embarked  in 
trials  for  murder  they  conducted  the 
case  with  the  greatest  deliberation,  and 
under  an  adequate  sense  of  responsi- 
bility, but  that  they  refused  to  discnarge 
their  duties  he  utterly  denied,  and  any- 
one who  affirmed  that  proposition  i^- 
firmed  a  proposition  which  was  perfectly 
untenable.  It  had  been  said  that  murders 
were  generally  the  result  of  an  outcome 
of  passion  which  animated  human  na- 
ture. To  a  certain  extent  that  was  true 
— such  as  murders  arising  from  the 
passions  of  jealousy,  love,  revenge,  and 
ambition,  and  these  passions  were  so 
violent  and  overpowering  that  the  pun- 
ishment could  not  deter  from  the  com- 
mission of  crime.  But  that  argument 
must  not  be  applied  universally,  for 
many  persons  committed  murder  from 
venial  motives  and  from  motives  of 
gain ;  and  the  question  we  had  to  deal 
with  was,  not  wno  committed  murders, 
or  what  murders  were  committed, 
which  had  little  to  do  with  the  argu- 
ment, but  what  murders  would  be  com- 
mitted supposing  capital  punishment 
were  abohsned.  The  question  was — 
how  many  murders  would  be  committed 
if  capital  punishment  were  abolished? 

The  Attorney  General 


It  ameared  to  him  to  be  importaiit  to 
consider  what  were  the  acts  of  the  par- 
sons he  would  call  the  criminal  oomma- 
nity?  There  were  a  number  of  man 
who  committed  crimes  of  the  most  seriooa 
description — were  they  deterred  by  some 
fear,  or  feeling,  or  instinct  from  adding 
murder  to  their  misdeeds?  Take  tiie 
case  of  a  garotter,  a  burglar,  or  a  man 
who  committed  rape,  who  were  punished 
by  the  most  severe  punishments  known 
to  our  law  short  of  the  penalty  of  death. 
The  garotter  seized  his  victim  by  the 
neck ;  but,  in  doing  so,  he  saw  that  the 
latter  sot  a  sufficient  sight  of  his  face 
to  enaole  him  to  identify  him.  Had 
not  that  man  a  strong  temptation  to  dis- 
pose of  the  evidence  of  his  victim  by 
putting  him  to  death?  In  the  same 
way,  heA  not  the  burglar,  or  the  perpe- 
trator of  a  rape,  a  strong  temptation  to 
get  rid  of  the  evidence  trtiioh  would 
bad  to  a  conviction?  As  a  rule,  this 
extreme  criminal  class  did  not  oommit 
murder.  And  whv?  Was  it  because 
they  were  inspired  by  a  sense  of  huma- 
nity, or  justice,  or  oompassion  ?  Did 
the  House  believe  anything  of  that  sort  ? 
Were  the^  deterred  by  the  dread  of 
penal  servitude  ?  That  was  the  punish- 
ment inflicted  on  the  crimes  they  now 
committed,  and  they  were  only  deterred 
fit>m  addinjff  murder  to  their  misdeeds 
by  a  fear  ofthe  punishment  of  the  death. 
These  classes  aid  not  commit  crimes 
because  they  were  over-mastered  by 
their  passions.  They  went  into  them  in 
a  cool,  business-like  way — crime  was  the 
business  of  their  lives — and  they  simply 
stopped  short  of  murder  because  there 
was  the  gallows  staring  them  in  the 
face.  He  advocated  the  retention  of 
the  death  punishment,  because  he 
thought  it  the  most  deterrent  punish- 
ment of  crime  that  could  be  devised 
short  of  inflicting  deliberate  torture  and 
cruelty,  which  no  society  was  justified 
in  doing.  The  law  applied  that  punish- 
ment o^y  to  two  crimes — namely,  mnr- 
der  and  treason;  both  of  which,  espe- 
cially when  treason  involved  mordar, 
were  of  such  heinousness  that  society 
could  not  tolerate  their  commission. 
Therefore  he  contended  it  was  abeo- 
lutely  essential  that,  in  some  way  or 
other,  an  effectual  effort  should  be  made 
to  check  those  crimes ;  and,  for  thai 
purpose,  society  had  a  right  to  employ 
the  most  severe  punishment.  Then  the 
question  was,  whether  the  punishment 
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ftf  death  was  the  most  deterrent.  That 
vae  a  matter  of  opinion.  One  man 
might  think  it  was,  and  another  might 
contend  for  the  reverse ;  but  arg'uments 
of  that  kind  were  of  no  praotic^  value, 
beoanae  how  was  it  possible  to  know  how 
nanj  murders  were  prevented  -by  the 
fear  of  that  punishment  ?  He  haa  en- 
deaTonred  to  show  that  the  criminal 
flaesea  were  deterred  from  murder  by 
the  fear  of  death,  because  there  was 
nothing  else  to  deter  them.  Besides, 
did  we  not  all  feel  that  the  punishment 
of  death  was  the  most  dreadful  that 
ooold  be  conceived  ?  It  might  be  said 
that  that  punishment  was  not  the  most 
•evere— that  the  sufferings  of  criminals 
were  not  the  greatest.  Well,  that  might 
be  so ;  but  the  important  consideration 
waa,  not  what  the  criminal  suffered 
realljand  truly,  but  what  people  who 
were  made  acquainted  with  hie  doom 
thooffht  he  suffered.  And  when  people 
heard  that  a  man  was  condemned  to 
death,  they  thought  he  suffered  a  good 
deal.  Many  people,  no  doubt,  would 
Hke  to  sink  at  once  into  oblivion ;  but 
vniSortunately — he  did  not  mean  unfor- 
tanately,  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact — death 
to  them  did  not  mean  oblivion.  There 
was  something  uncertain  and  incompre- 
hensible beyond,  which  rose  before  their 
minds  when  they  heard  of  a  man  stand- 
ing upon  the  drop.  Surely,  as  Shake- 
speare said — 

**  Th*  wenriMt  and  moflt  loathed  worldly  life 
That  age,  ache,  penury,  and  impriBonment 
Clan  lay  on  nature,  is  a  Paradise 
To  what  we  fear  oif  death." 

That  death  was  the  most  deterrent 
punishment  that  could  be  conceived  he 
had  made  out  with  a  good  deal  of  cer- 
tainty; but  there  was  another  gtound 
on  which  he  opposed  the  abolition  of 
capital  punishment — namely,  that  it 
would  involve  a  change  in  the  whole 
scale  of  criminal  punishments  which 
would  be  most  undesirable.  Everyone 
would  admit  that  the  punishment  for 
murder  ought  to  be  severer  than  those 
imposed  fbr  other  crimes.  Now,  if  the 
punishment  of  death  was  abolished,  they 
must  either  retain  the  existing  scale,  or 
modify  it.  If  it  were  retamed,  and 
there  were  no  severer  punishment  for 
murder  than  for  robbery  with  violence, 
what  inducement  was  held  out  to  the 
criminal  not  to  add  murder  to  robbery  ? 
If  penal  servitude  for  life  were  to  be 
the  highest  penalty  for  murder,  it  could 
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not  be  retained  for  offences  which,  how- 
ever serious,  were  of  a  lessor  character. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  whole  scale  of 
punishment  was  to  be  altered  from  end 
to  end,  they  would  be  asked  to  embark 
on  a  policy  of  universal  mitigation  of 
punishment  for  which  no  ground  what- 
ever had  been  shown,  and  for  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  not  pre- 
pared, and  which  the  country  would 
never  sanction. 

Mr.  JOHN  BRIGHT :  Sir,  it  is  some 
years  since  this  question  was  discussed 
m  this  House.  I  am  very  glad  to  find 
it  true  what  I  hoped  to  be  true — 
that,  notwithstanding  that  the  House 
has  not  discussed  it  for  some  years,  it 
has  not  lost  its  interest  hero,  as  I  believe 
it  has  by  no  m'eans  lost  its  interest  in 
the  oountiT.  Every  speaker  to-night 
has  treated  the  question  as  one  of  great 
importance  and  solemnity.  I  feel  myself 
indebted  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  South  Warwickshire  (Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot)  for  the  share  of  the  discussion 
which  has  fallen  to  his  lot ;  and  I  think 
that  if  the  House  were  to  decide  now, 
or  the  country  were  to  decide,  that  capi- 
tal punishment  should  still  be  retained, 
the  House  might  and  ought  and  would, 
unanimously  agree  with  the  Besolution 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member;  for 
scarcely  anything  can  be  more  disgrace- 
fid,  and  there  is  nothing  in  the  whole  of 
our  law  more  discreditable  to  us,  than 
the  state  of  the  law  with  regard  to  the 
crime  of  murder.  That  was  the  unani- 
mous judgpnent  of  the  1 2  Members  of  the 
Commission  that  sat  11  years  ago,  and 
that  must  have  been  the  judgment  since 
of  every  Member  of  this  House  who  has 
held  the  office  of  Home  Secretary,  and 
I  fhould  be  speaking  contemptuously  of 
any  Home  Secretary  if  I  attributed  any 
other  opinion  to  him.  But  to-night  the 
question  before  us  is  rather  that  which 
has  been  suggested  to  us  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Houth  Durham  (Mr.  Poaso), 
because  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  the 
more  we  see  the  difficulty  of  dealing 
with  the  crime  of  murder  so  long  as  it  is 
a  capital  offence,  the  more  we  shall  be 
driven  seriously  to  consider  the  Motion 
he  has  submitted.  I  am  very  glad  that 
the  matter  has  come  before  us  in  a  man- 
ner very  different  from  that  of  past 
years.  The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  spoke  of  the  Scriptural  argu- 
ment We  have  heard  that  argument 
used  in  this  House  in  past  years  as 
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though  it  were  conclusive  of  the  ques- 
tion ;  but  now  it  may  be  said  to  have 
gone  altogether ;  and  I  believe  most  of 
those  who  support  capital  punishment 
would  not  attempt  to  support  it  on  that 
ground ;  as  I  think  that  many  or  most 
of  those  who  think  capital  punishment 
might  be  abolished,  would  not  probably 
assert  that  under  no  possible  circum- 
stances can  the  country  be  justified  in 
taking  the  life  of  any  one  of  its  citizens. 
But  there  are  other  arguments  which 
have  also  fallen  out  of  use.  The  argu- 
ment of  vengeance  has  to  a  very  g^at 
extent,  although  I  think  it  was  not 
entirely  abandoned  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House ;  but  it  is  time  for  us  to 
abandon  it,  and  to  discuss  this  question 
on  the  multitude  of  facts  offered  to  us, 
not  only  in  this  country,  but  in  every 
civilized  country  in  the  world.  There  is 
another  argument  which  has  been 
touched  upon  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Coventry  (Sir  Henry  Jack- 
son), and  that  is  the  difference  between 
public  and  private  executions.  It  is 
obvious  that  one  strong  argument  in 
favour  of  capital  punishment  is  removed 
by  that  change ;  because  it  was  always 
held  that  the  object  of  these  executions 
was  to  strike  terror  into  the  multitude, 
amongst  whom  were  no  doubt  a  large 
number  of  the  class  of  those  from  whom 
our  criminals  come.  But  Parliament 
had  thought  right,  and  the  public  had 
decided  before  Parliament  had  decided, 
that  public  executions  were  an  enormous 
evil — that  they  tended,  by  the  ferocious 
disposition  which  they  generated  among 
the  people,  rather  to  increase  the  num- 
ber than  to  diminish  the  frequency  of 
murders.  But  if  we  have  got  rid  of  the 
Bible  argument  and  of  the  terror  argu- 
ment, what  then  are  we  driven  to  ?  We 
are  driven  to  a  careful  consideration  of 
the  facts  and  figures  offered  to  us  in  this 
country  and  in  the  experience  of  other 
countries.  I  met,  only  a  fortnight  ago, 
a  friend  of  mine,  not  so  old  as  I  am, 
who  told  me  that  he  was  at  school  in  a 
county  town  40  or  50  miles  from  Lon- 
don, and  that  while  at  school  he  was 
taken  along  with  the  other  boys  on  every 
occasion  to  witness  the  executions  at  the 
county  gaol.  The  boys  saw  this  terrible 
scene  enacted,  and  they  went  home,  as 
he  said  he  went  home,  in  a  state  of 
terror  and  anxiety,  which  entirely  for 
that  day  destroyed  his  health  and  his 
appetite.    And  the  master  of  the  school 
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then  assembled  the  boys  and  told  th«in 
that  that  dreadful  thing  they  had  %%ma 
was  what  boys  came  to  who  were  eircr 
guilty  of  pilfering  and  telling  lieo,  nuA 
he  left  them  with  the  impression,  that  if 
they  werevery  careful  they  might  poeesbl  J 
escape  the  gallows,  but  that  the  nUows 
was  not  an  unlikely  conclusion  »>r  an  j 
of  them  to  come  to.  In  our  own  timtt 
such  things  have  happened,  and  we  now 
wonder  at  it,  and  I  think  we  ahoold  b« 
unanimously  disposed  to  condemn  it.  I 
am  afraid  to  ask  the  Attorney  (General* 
because  he  might  give  me  an  answer 
that  I  should  regret;  but  I  wonld  aak 
hon.  Gentlemen  whether,  if  it  ooold  be 
shown  that  there  would  be  no  increeee 
whatsoever  in  the  number  of  murders  in 
this  country  if  capital  punishment  were 
abolished,  that  life  ana  property  wonld 
be  iust  as  safe  as  they  are  now»  is  it  poe- 
sible  any  Member  of  the  House  wonld 
object  to  the  abolition  of  that  pnnish* 
ment  ?  I  am  afraid  the  Attomer  Ge* 
neral  would,  because  he  has  said  that  if 
ever  it  came  to  a  state  of  things  when 
juries  did  not  like  to  convict,  and  Judges 
did  not  like  to  sentence,  and  to  forth, 
it  might  be  a  reasonable  thing  to  get 
rid  of  capital  punishment ;  but  even  then, 
it  would  be  a  matter  which  he  would 
apparently  deeply  regret,  and  if  heoonld 
keep  public  opinion  up  to  that  condition 
of  severity — I  would  almost  say  of  bru- 
tality— which  he  defended,  he  would 
keep  capital  punishment  as  long  aa  poe- 
sible.  We  have  heard  what  was  done  in 
past  years.  A  hundred  years  ago  nearly 
200  offences  are  said  to  have  been  punish- 
able with  death.  I  recollect  reaiding  a 
letter  written  in  the  year  1776  by  ChaHee 
Wesley  to  Mr.  Fletcher,  of  Madeley,  in 
which  he  says — 

"  A  fortniffkt  ago  I  preached  the  oondemoad 
sermon  to  aoore  20  critninali.  Eveij  on*  of 
them,  I  have  good  gronnda  to  beliere,  died  pani* 
tent.    Twenty  more  must  suffer  next  w««k.*' 

Now,  that  is  a  picture  of  100  yeart  ago. 
At  a  latter  period  than  that,  in  the  year 
1785,  not  less  than  97  persona  were 
hanged  in  London  in  one  year,  although 
the  population  of  London  at  that  time 
was  scarely  more  than  one-fourth  of 
the  population  now.  And  I  reooUeot 
also  reading  in  the  life  of  John  Howard, 
the  prison  philanthropist,  a  statement 
in  wnich  he  showed  that  the  hangings 
in  London,  in  proportion  to  the  popnla* 
tion,  were  10  times  as  great  as  the  hang- 
ings in  Amsterdam,  and  yet  that  me 
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sad  property  tt  that  time  were  as  safe 
ia  IM  eity  of  Amsterdam  as  tke^ 
w«re  is  the  Oitv  of  London.  Well, 
tfasso  are  isots  whiofa  show  what  a  state 
of  things  existed  only  just  before  our 
own  time.  We  have  heard  to-night 
abovi  the  shoplifting,  and  the  Attorney 
Gettcral  aaid  public  opinion  was  against 
tke  punishment  of  death  for  that  offence, 
and  therefbre  the  law  was  altered ;  but 
even  at  that  time  to  which  he  re- 
ftrred,  he  would  find  his  own  Profes- 
sion  were  all  in  farour  of  the  law.  Lord 
EUeaborough,  speakins  in  the  House  of 
Lords  on  behalf  of  the  Judges,  said  they 
were  unanimously  ag^reed  that  the  ex- 
pedicnoT  of  justice  and  public  security 
reqaired  that  there  should  not  be  a 
tsmiasion  of  capital  punishment  in  this 
pavt  of  the  criminal  law,  and  he  added — 

"  My  Lofdi,  if  we  nffBr  thif  Bill  to  mm,  we 
fhaU  ao4  knew  wh««  we  ftsnd ;  we  snail  not 
whether  we  are  upon  our  heads,  or  our 


That  was  the  opinion  of  one  of  the  great 
Jisdgee  of  the  land  at  that  time,  and  he 
saja  it  was  the  unanimous  opinion  of  all 
thie  Judffes.  When  that  question  was 
brought  i>efore  the  House  of  Lords,  the 
Bill  was  rejected  by  a  majority  of  31  to 
11»  and  strange  to  say  that  seven  Bi- 
shops and  Arohbishops  voted  against 
th«  Bill  I  think  after  these  facts,  one 
may  say  that  Voltaire  was  not  very 
wrong  when  he  uttered  that  cutting 
Bsressm,  and  declared  that  the  Eng- 
lish were  the  only  people  that  murdered 
by  law.  Now,  what  nas  been  the  re- 
•oh  of  the  changes  made  since  then  ? 
I  will  not  ^  over  the  details  that  have 
been  submitted  to  the  House  by  my  hon. 
FViend  the  Member  for  South  Durham, 
but  they  have  been  of  the  most  satisfac- 
tory character.  There  is  no  man  now 
who  can  plead  for  a  moment  that  pro- 
perty ana  life  have  been  rendered  less 
sseore  by  any  changes  that  have  taken 
plaee.  And  bear  in  mind,  those  changes 
were  not  made  because  you  had  stamped 
out  the  crimes.  The  crimes  went  on. 
Tks  public  revolted  at  the  barbaritv  of 
the  law,  and  finally  you  were  obligea  by 
feroe  of  public  opinion,  which  would  no 
loBMr  lead  itself  to  the  horrible  policy 
of  Parliament,  to  mitigate  the  law,  and 
to  akoUsh  capitalpumahment  for  nearly 
200  offsnoes.  Morse  stealing,  sheep 
staalingt  fergery — ^none  of  these  crimes, 
which  formerly  brought  scores  of  men 
to  ths  gallows  every  year,  were  dimi- 


nished by  these  punishments,  and  only 
since— I  do  not  say  because  of— but  only 
since  the  abolition  of  some  portion  of 
the  iMq^barity  of  our  law  have  we  found 
a  general  diminution  of  nearly  all  those 
crimes  to  which  the  punishment  of  death 
formerly  applied.    It  is  a  great  mistake 
to  suppose  mat  the  greater  crime  will  be 
deterred  by  a  punishment  which  was 
found  to  be  wholly  ineffectual  for  de- 
terring from  the  smaller  crime.      The 
Attorney  General  has  given  us  what  he 
thought  a  very  strong  argument.     For 
instaace,  he  says,  what  murders  would 
be  committed  if  hanging  were  abolished  ? 
The  burglar  or  the  garotter  would  be 
tempted    to    kill  his  victim;    but  the 
answer  to  that  is,  that  in  all  countries 
where  capital  punishment  has  been  abo- 
lished, there  is  not  one  atom  of  proof 
that  any  such  thing  has  occurred.    That 
will  be  found  to  be  true  of  Belgium, 
of  Portugal,  of  Tuscany,  of  Eussia,  and 
of  half-a-dozen  or  more  of  the  States  of 
the  United  States.    If  you  ask  all  those 
most  conversant  with  the  criminal  law 
of  these  countries  and  its  administra- 
tion,  they  will  tell  you  that  not  one 
single  case  is  borne  upon  their  books,  or 
their  records,  to  show  that  there  is  any 
danger  of  that  upon  which  the  Attorney 
Oeneral  founds  the  main  portion  of  the 
argument    he   has    submitted    to    the 
House.    Then,  he  says,  we  do  not  know 
how  terrible  is  the  punishment  of  death  ; 
but  we  have  an  idea  what  the  person 
about  to  be  subjected  to  it  feels  when  he 
goes  to  the  drop.    When  passing  those 
dread  hours  between  his  conviction  and 
punishment,  he  may  feel  a  great  deal, 
and  if  then  he  were  asked  whether  he 
would  commit  that  crime,  certainly  he 
would  not  do  it.     But  the  crime  was 
committed  six  months  before,  when  he 
had  not  the  drop  before  him  and  all 
the  ceremonies  of  his  trial.    The  punisV 
ment  was  so  far  off  that  he  could  not 
see  it,  and  he  had,  as  he  thought,  a 
score  of  means  to  escape.    The  fact  is, 
I  believe,  we  greatly  over-measure  the 
deterrent  influence  of  all  punishment 
and  not  less  of  capital  punishment.     I 
have  not  the  smallest  doubt  mvself — 
I  Uunk  it  is  proved  beyond  all  kind  of 
contest  from    the    statistical    accounts 
we  have  from  various  countries — that 
there   is   no    increase    whatsoever    of 
murder  or  of  any  crime  for  which  the 
punishment  of  death  has  been  inflicted 
when  that  punishment  has  been  entirely 
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abandoned.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Durham  has  mentioned 
Bome  of  those  countries;  it  is  too  late 
now  to  go  into  details,  but  I  have  before 
mo  a  great  many  instances — I  suppose 
altogether  there  must  be  frotii  a  dozen  to 
20  countries  and  States  in  which  capital 
punishment  has  been  abolished — and  the 
evidence  from  these  countries,  with 
scarcely  any  exception,  is  concurrent 
and  conclusive  upon  this — that  life  and 
property  are  as  secure  after  the  aboli- 
tion of  that  punishment  as  they  were  at 
any  time  when  the  punishment  was  most 
seveijely  inflicted.  We  think  we  are 
before  some  countries  in  many  things. 
I  have  heard  men  saying  even  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House — *'  Why  don*t 
foreigners,  seeing  how  wise  we  have 
been  on  the  question  of  Free  Trade,  find 
free  trade  as  ffood  for  them  as  we  find 
it  to  be  for  us  r ''  Let  us  ask  the  ques- 
tion now  on  another  subject.  If  we  find 
a  dozen  respectable  States  in  the  Chris- 
tian world  have  abolished  capital  punish- 
ment, not  only  without  disadvantage, 
but  with  absolute  advantage  in  the  di- 
minution of  crime,  why  should  not  we 
loam  from  them?  If  you  can  insure 
the  security  of  life  equally  well,  surely 
it  is  some  advantage  that  the  State 
should  ofler  an  example  to  the  people 
of  its  strong  feeling  that  human  life  is 
sacred,  and  that  under  almost  no  con- 
ceivable condition  can  it  be  lawfully  or 
innocently  taken  away  by  force.  There- 
fore, if  we  find  this  concurrent  opinion 
amongst  various  Christian  nations  of  the 
world,  we  might  take  a  lesson  from  them, 
and  see  if  it  would  not  be  practicable  in 
this  country.  I  do  not  know  that  we 
are  more  savage  or  more  barbarous  than 
any  other  country;  but  our  law  in  this 
respect  has  always  been  more  barbarous 
and  more  cruel  than  that  of  any  other 
Cliristian  State  of  which  I  have  been 
able  to  inform  myself.  [**  No,  no  !  "1. 
I  know  that  when  William  renn  founded 
the  Colony  of  Pennsylvania,  he  struck  off* 
almost  every  crime  of  the  many  scores 
that  the  English  law  punished  with  death, 
and  left — and  this  only  from  the  force  of 
opinion,  rather  than  fi*om  his  own  con- 
viction— the  punishment  of  death  only 
for  the  crime  of  deliberate  murder.  I 
mention  this  to  show  how  ferocious  our 
punishments  were  at  that  day.  William 
Fenn  abolished  those  punishments  in 
his  new  Colony,  but  the  English  people 
have  kept  them  on  the  Statute  Book 
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almost  until  our  own  time.  I  am  not 
discussing  the  right  or  the  wrong  of 
the  matter,  but  only  pointing  out  now 
savage  and  cruel  has  been  our  law.  No 
one  can  doubt  that  for  a  moment.  If 
hon.  Members  doubt  what  I  state,  I 
shall  be  glad  to  hand  them  the  papers 
in  my  hand  and  the  statistics  from  other 
countries,  which  are  to  be  jnst  as  mo^ 
relied  upon  as  the  Returns  published  by 
our  own  Home  Secretaries.  It  is  settled 
beyond  contest  that  human  life  is  aa 
safe  in  countries  where  the  punishment 
of  death  has  been  abolished  as  in  others 
where  it  is  inflicted,  and  sometimes  safer 
than  it  has  been  in  countries  when  capi* 
tal  punishment  has  been  inflicted.  There 
is  one  point  I  should  have  been  anxious 
to  have  dwelt  upon  if  the  Home  Secre- 
tary were  present,  and  that  is  the  ex- 
treme  irre^arity,  and  I  wiU  say  ii^n-- 
tice — not  intended,  but  real  injiistice— 
with  which  this  punishment  is  mflicted. 
The  injustice  and  cruelty  of  the  law 
must  be  manifest  to  all  who  follow  the 
cases  as  they  occur  in  the  newspapers. 
The  crime  which  we  call  murder  is  a 
crime  as  different  in  itself  as  the  worst 
manslaughter  from  petty  larceny.  The 
juries  differ  very  much  in  the  oonrse 
they  take.  Judges  are  very  different. 
Some  have  been  called  "  hanging 
Judges,''  and  some  have  not  had  that 
unenviable  distinction.  I  am  not  speak* 
ing  of  any  Judge  now  on  the  Bench; 
but  that  is  a  phrase  which  has  been 
used  ever  since  most  of  us  can  recollect 
We  know  also  that  Home  Secretaries 
change  every  three  or  four  years,  and 
that  they  are  men  of  very  different  tem- 
pers and  qualities,  and  that  some  of 
them  are  much  more  accessible  to  con- 
siderations of  mercy  than  others.  A 
year  ago,  or  a  little  more,  I  heard  of  a 
case  in  Glasgow  which  astonished  and 
shocked.  The  case  was  that  of  a  yonng 
man  named  Doherty,  who  was  hang 
at  Glasgow  on  the  5th  of  October,  1876. 
He  was,  up  to  the  time  of  his  offence,  a 
young  man  of  an  excellent  and  iirs- 
proachable  character,  for  which  fact 
there  was  the  authority  of  a  large  nnm* 
ber  of  persons — such  as  ministers  of  re- 
ligion, employers  of  labour,  and  others 
whose  testimony  would  be  reoeived  with- 
out doubt.  A  memorial  on  his  behalf, 
signed  by  many  thousand  persons,  was 
sent  to  the  Home  Office  in  Tain.  He 
had  been  out  of  the  town  at  Bather* 
glen  Bridge  on  May  Day  with  a  nam* 


1706 


Penalty  of  Death.  |  June  12, 1877} 


Iteaolution. 


1706 


ber  of  young  friends.    They  had  been 
•pending  a  meny  day,  and,  unhappily, 
iome  of  them  had  been  taking  rather 
more  drink  than  was  judicious.     These 
persons  shouted  and  sang  and  amused 
themselves  in  the  road,  when  two  voung 
men  came  out  and  chaffed  and  rebuked 
them,  and  said  things  that  were  unplea- 
sant. Doherty,  made  angry  by  this,  pur- 
raed  one  of  the  young  men,  whose  name 
was  Miller,  and  on  his  way,  it  seems  by 
one  account,  that  he  mot  a  woman  with 
a  hoe  in  her  hand.     In  another  account, 
it  was  stated  that  the  hoe  was  leaning 
against  a  door.    As  he  passed  he  seized 
the  hoe,  swung  it  round  his  head,  and 
inflicted  a  serious  wound  upon  Miller, 
froni  which  he  died.    Now,  that  was  a 
ease  where  the  parties  did  not  know 
each  other ;  and  the  moment  before  it 
happened  it  had  not  entered  into  Do- 
herty's  head,  so  that  it,  in  one  sense, 
was  purely  accidental.      Doherty  was 
tried   before   Lord    Neaves,   conyicted, 
and  sentenced  to  death.     Now  at  the 
tame  Assizes  another  man  was  tried, 
a  man  of  the  name  of  Tiemey,  and  I 
■hoold  like  to  read  a  few  facts  from  a 
newspaper    regarding    his    case.      It 
states  tnere  that  Tiemey  was  a  minor, 
and  the  evidence  shows  that  not  only 
was  the  most  earful  premeditation  used, 
bnt  that  the  deed  was  one  of  unusual 
atrocity.     He  had  killed  his  victim  with 
his  pick    while    working    in    the    pit, 
and  had  then  covered  his  body  with 
stones,  in  order  to  make  it  appear  that 
be  had  been  killed  by  a  fall  of  stones 
from  the  roof.    The  jury  found  Tierney 
guilty  of  murder,  but  recommended  him 
to  mercy  on  the  ground  of  excitement. 
His  counsel  had  pleaded  insanity  in  his 
behalf.    The  jury  nad  also  recommended 
to  mercy  the  young  man  Doherty,  whom 
I  have  mentioned ;  but  it  was  a  fact  that 
nobody  had  made   any  effort  to  save 
Tiemey,  whose  case  seemed  to  the  public 
to  be  beyond  the  ordinary  cases  of  re- 
commenaation  to  merc^^    But  what  hap- 
pened?    Why,  the  Home  Office  sent 
down  a  respite  for  Tiemey ;  they  then 
appointed  two  doctors  to  see  if  he  was 
insane,   and  finally    his    sentence  was 
oommuted.     The  answer  to  the  appli- 
cation on  behalf  of  Doherty  did  not 
come  at  the    time   of   the    respite  of 
Tiemey ;  and  as  it  did  not  come  from 
day  to  day,   the  authorities  began  to 
thmk  there  was  a  mistake  at  the  Homo 
Office,  and  that  the  wrong  man  was  re- 


spited, and  there  was  great  feeling  in 
Glasgow.  Not  long  after  a  minister  of 
the  Free  Church  told  me  that  the  popu- 
lation of  Glasgow  was  absolutely  aghast 
at  the  thought  that  this  man  should 
be  hanged.  He  was  only  19  years  of 
age ;  he  did  not  know  the  person  who 
through  him  came  to  his  death,  and  a 
moment  before  he  had  no  notion  of  in- 
juring anybody ;  there  was  testimony 
of  his  irreproachable  character  till  that 
event  took  place ;  and  yet  one  man  was 
hanged  in  tne  face  of  the  public  opinion 
of  Glasgow,  and  the  other  man,  for 
whom  no  other  man  in  Glasgow  had 
interceded,  was  respited,  and  his  sen- 
tence was  afterwards  commuted,  and 
commuted,  not  by  the  determination  of 
the  jury,  but  by  the  determination  of 
two  persons  sent  down  by  the  Homo 
Secretary,  who  were  no  doubt  anxious 
that  the  man  should  be  saved  from  the 
gallows,  if  he  could  be  saved  without 
•absolute  falsehood,  and  ho  was  so  saved. 
I  declare,  without  reservation,  that  in 
tho  sight  of  Heaven,  and  of  every 
thoughtful  man,  the  punishment  in- 
flicted on  Doherty  was  a  greater  crimo 
than  the  crime  for  which  he  was 
hanged.  The  Attorney  General  said 
this  was  a  great  question.  I  feel  it 
is  a  great  question.  That  such  a 
thing  as  this  should  happen  in  any 
Christian  country,  in  a  free  coun- 
try, with  a  free  Parliament,  with  a 
law  which  we  are  all  free  to  dis- 
cuss, and  a  free  Press,  should  be  a 
matter  of  shame  and  boitow  to  every 
man  who  hears  of  it.  I  soy  this  is  a 
very  g^eat  question,  and  it  is  one  that 
cannot  be  dealt  with  at  all  comprehen- 
sively in  a  speech,  especially  a  speech 
made  after  midnight  in  this  House. 
But  I  am  of  opinion  there  never  was  a 
case  submitted  to  this  House  for  a 
change  of  the  law  that  could  be  more 
cl(»arly  and  completely  demonstrated 
than  the  case  whieli  my  hon.  Friend  tho 
Member  for  South  Durham  has  sub- 
mitted to  the  House.  I  say  it  has  been 
proved  by  what  has  been  done  in 
this  country,  that  wherever  you  havo 
abolished  capital  punishment  tliere  has 
been  groat  advantage.  It  has  been 
proved  in  every  other  Christian  country 
m  the  world,  and  where  they  have  gone 
further  than  we  have,  and  have  abolished 
capital  punishment  for  tho  highest  of 
crimes,  a  rosult  quite  satisfactory  has 
followed.     And  I  suyyou  commit  a  mib- 
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tako  whicli  100  years  to  come  men  will 
point  to  as  one  of  the  most  extra- 
ordinary mistakes  a  Legislature  could 
commit,  when  you  endeavour  to  pro- 
mote the  sacredness  of  human  life 
and  the  reverence  for  human  life  by 
destroying  it  in  cold  blood,  and  by  one 
of  the  most  barbarous  methods  which 
the  most  barbarous  nations  ever  em- 
ployed. I  read  some  time  ago  an 
account  of  an  execution — I  do  some- 
times inflict  on  myself  the  penalty  of 
reading  such  a  thing — and  I  ag^ree  that 
at  present  we  have,  in  some  cases, 
more  details  than  we  had  when  exe- 
cutions were  public.  [**  Oh  !  "]  I  think 
BO,  because  the  reporters  are  so  near. 
They  are  as  near  to  the  convict  as  I 
am  to  my  hon.  Friend.  In  former 
times  they  told  you  all  about  the  crowd, 
and  how  the  street  was  filled  with  spec- 
tators; but  now,  in  a  space  perhaps 
not  half  the  size  of  this  room,  they  see 
every  line  of  the  convict's  counte- 
nance, they  see  his  troubled  eyes,  the 
pallor  on  his  cheek,  the  terror  in  every 
limb,  and  all  that  is  given,  with  all  the 
embellishments  which  newspaper  writers 
are  so  able  to  add,  and  these  details  are 
carried  into  every  house ;  and  I  believe, 
at  this  moment,  your  executions  are 
exerting  an  influence  as  evil,  and  I  be- 
lieve, sometimes,  even  more  evil,  upon 
the  public  mind  than  they  did  in  times 
when  they  were  enacted  under  the 
canopy  of  heaven  and  before  the  faces 
of  thousands  of  the  people.  What 
force  there  is  in  the  law  and  what 
superstition  in  man  that  he  should 
come  out  early  in  the  morning  and  wit- 
ness the  committal  of  an  atrocity  in- 
separable from  an  execution?  The 
Attorney  General  referred  to  the  opi- 
nion of  Mr.  Stuart  Mill  in  a  speech 
which  he  made  in  this  House.  I  am  not 
going  to  answer  Mr.  Mill ;  but  I  will 
quote  what  a  lady  of  great  intelligence 
wrote  to  me  soon  after  that  speech.  She 
said  that  she  had  read  his  speech,  and 
that  it  was  a  very  good  and  powerful 
speech ;  but  that  he  had  left  out  of  view 
entirely  that  any  such  thing  as  Chris- 
tianity had  ever  existed  in  the  world. 
Well,  but  the  hangman  is  one  of  your 
officers,  and  what  does  he  say  to  your 
convict?  He  says — I  will  quote  the 
language  of  John  Stuart  Mill — 

'*  Ton  are  not  worthy  to  live  among  mankind ; 
I  blot  you  out  from  the  fellowahip  of  man,  and 
from  the  catalogue  of  the  living. 

J/r.  John  Bright 


That  is  what  John  StoArt  Mall  said  ia 
this  House.  But  what  says  the  chap- 
lain? The  diaplain  aaya — ''Ipaaajou 
on,  penitent,  into  the  preaeoce  of  Ood« 
and  to  take  voor  place  amongst  ibm 
fellowship  of  the  just."  These  are  joor 
two  officers  who  take  this  oourae  in  the 
silence  and  almost  the  solitude  of  tke 
interior  of  your  ^^Is.    And  then  in  th# 

fey  of  the  mormng — and  it  is  geneimlljr* 
notice,  on  a  Monday  morning,  after 
the  pious  and  Christian  services  of  tlie 
Christian  Sabbath — these  terrible  soeaee 
are  enacted,  and  you  have  the  Sherifl^ 
and  you  have  the  (Governor,  and  yon 
have  the  policeman,  and  you  have  the 
priest,  and  von  have  the  hangman,  and 
they  strangle  in  private  a  human  beini^ 
in  order  tnat  human  life  may  have  a 
p;reater  reverence  among  men.  Why, 
IS  there  any  savage  nation ;  is  there  any 
superstitious  A&oan  tribe  who  were 
ever  so  mistaken  as  to  oommit  anything 
so  outrageous  as  to  dream  that  yom 
could  spread  amongst  voor  pe^de  * 
reverence  for  human  life  by  oringin^ 
out  your  Sheri£P,  your  Qovemor,  your 
parson,  and  your  policeman,  and  hanf^- 
man,  and  then,  with  a  dosen  newspaper 
reporters  looking  on,  strangle  a  man« 
or  even  a  woman,  and  say,  by  that» 
you  are  anxious  to  spread  a  revcreaoe 
for  human  life?  No;  it  is  time  this 
thing  should  come  to  an  end,  and  it  will 
come  to  an  end.  Your  children  will  aU 
of  them  regret,  if  they  should  ever  see 
that  your  names  have  been  written  in 
the  list  of  Members  of  this  House  who 
have  for  one  single  day  oountenaneed 
the  committal  of  such  horrors  in  this 
professing  Christian  oonntnr.  It  is 
surely  time  that  we  should  have  a 
Home  Secretary  who  shonld  revoh 
against  the  tremendons  and  terrible 
duty  which  the  law  imposes  upon  him. 
I  have  spoken  to  a  Home  Secmtaxy  on 
questions  of  this  nature,  and  I  hare 
told  him,  in  req^eot  of  a  particular  case, 
— "You  know  if  you  hang  this  man 
there  is  no  other  Christian  country  in  the 
world  in  which  he  would  be  hung."  He 
did  not  deny  it.  It  was  a  matter  noto- 
rious, and  I  have  seen  him  burst  into 
tears;  I  have  seen  the  tears  rolling  down 
his  cheeks  and  himself  greatly  agitated 
with  the  burden  upon  his  oonsdenoe 
which  he  knew  not  how  to  shift  from  It, 
the  law  having  compelled  him  to  decide 
this  case,  his  sympathv  oanying  him 
one  way  and  his  fear  ox  not  doing  what 
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ihm  law  required  compelling  him  the 
other.  The  time,  I  eaj,  is  surely  coming 
when  we  shall  have  a  Home  secretary 
who  shall  revolt  against  the  terrible 
duty  thus  imposed  upon  him,  and  when 
we  shall  have  a  Parliament,  too,  which 
•ball  raise  itself  to  the  height  of  this 
ffreat  argument,  and  will  believe  that 
Christian  law  is  of  more  worth  than 
the  barbarism  that  comes  only  heathen 
timee.  And  I  hope  the  time  will  come 
when  we  shall  show  to  all  other  nations, 
ihmX  whatever  England  has  been  hereto- 
fore in  the  barbarous  nature  of  her 
punishments,  now  at  last  she  takes  an- 
other course,  and  instead  of  being  the 
laat,  she  will  he  foremost  in  that  path 
which  leads  from  the  blind  cruelties  of 
the  past  to  the  wise  and  just  mercies  of 
the  tuture.  With  all  my  heart  and  soul 
I  shall  give  my  vote  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Durham. 

Tkb  80UC1T0B  GENEEAL  said, 
that  he  could  not  but  dissent  from  every 
proposition  enunciated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  he  was  not  ashamed  to 
ATOw  that  difference  of  opinion,  though 
almost  every  person  who  had  thus  dis* 
■ented  had  been  denounced  in  passionate 
invective,  as  if  no  one  had  a  nght  to  his 
own  views.  He  thought  that  the  matter 
might  be  debated  without  any  such 
warmth.  This  was  a  question  that  could 
not  be  adequately  discussed  at  that  hour 
of  the  night,  and  it  must  be  discussed 
in  a  manner  different  to  that  in  which 
it  had  been  treated  that  night.  The 
question  to  be  discussed  simplv  was 
whether  life  and  property  would  bo  safe 
if  capital  punishment  were  abolished ; 
and  the  House  could  not  assume  that 
the  position  had  been  proved  without 
eabstituting  dogma  for  argument.  The 
question  resolved  itself  into  this — What 
was  to  be  the  result  of  such  a  change  in 
the  pohcy  of  the  law  of  England  ?  That 
oould  not  be  positively  ascertained,  and 
they  oould  arrive  at  a  conclusion  only 
by  looking  at  the  experience  of  other 
nations,  without,  however,  repudiating 
the  evidence  of  men's  own  hearts.  He 
had  followed  with  ^at  difficulty  a  flrreat 
many  of  the  assertions  which  had  been 
made  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  and 
he  would  mention  at  once  that  he  did 
not  propose  to  discuss  individual  cases 
of  individual  murder,  such  as  those 
which  had  been  brought  forward  by  the 
hon.  Member  fur  South  Durham  (Mr. 


Pease)  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  for  this  reason — that  discussion  of 
any  one  of  those  cases  might  occupy  a 
whole  evening ;  they  had  been  discussed 
in  Courts  of  Law,   evidence  had  been 
offered  on  both  sides,  and  hon.  Oontle- 
men  now  got  up  and,  no  doubt,  without 
intending  it,  put  their  own  gloss  upon 
the  cases.     The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Durham  gave  one  or  two  eases  in  which 
he  (the  Solicitor  Oeneral)  had  been  en- 
gaged as  counsel,  and  that  circumstance 
would  prevent  him  from  giving  his  view 
of  the  matter.     But  this  ho  would  say — 
that  he  did  not  concur  in  the  view  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  put  before  the 
House.    Then  he  came  back  to  the  sub- 
stantial question  whether  capital  punish- 
ment could  be  abolished.     He  hoped 
that  before  sitting  down  he  would  jus- 
tify himself  in  voting  both  against  the 
Amendment  and  against    the  original 
Motion.     The  original  question  was  as 
to  the  alteration  of  the  law  of  murder. 
And  here  he  would  ssy  in  one  word  that 
although  the  law  of  murder  might  be 
susceptible  of  amendment  in  one  or  two 
particulars,    yet    this  was    a    question 
which  could  not  be  decided  in  a  mo- 
ment.    Hon.  Members,  while  complain- 
ing of  the  existing  state  of  things,  did 
not  put  before  the  House,  or  before  their 
own  minds,  the  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
amendment.     The  principle  of  the  law 
of  murder  was  singularly  clear ;  it  was 
the  application  of  that  principle  to  the 
infinite  variety  of  human  circumstances 
that  was  difficult.     The  difficulty  of  a 
code  was  this — that  you  strove  to  fasten 
into  an  iron  framework  an  elastic  prin- 
ciple which  the  law  of  England  had  es- 
tablished with  singular  clearness.     It 
was  said  that  the  abolition  would  be  not 
to  increase  the  crime,  but  that  it  would 
actually  diminish  it ;  and  that  that  had 
been  found  to  be  the  case  where  the  ex- 
periment had  been  tried.     The  fact  was 
that  the  result  had  been  the  reverse. 
The  number  of  offences  had   in  some 
countries  been  increased.     Ho  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
speak  of  the  universality  of  the  result 
of  the  abolition  of  the  punishment — 
that  there  had  been  no  increase  of  the 
crime  of  murder,  because  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mission before  which  the  evidence  of  the 
Minister  of  Grace  and  Justice  of  Tus- 
cany stated  that  the  crime  had  nearly 
doubled  during  the  period  when    the 
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capital  punisliment  of  death  waa  abolished. 
The  difficulty  which  he  felt  was  in  dis- 
cussing the  question  at  that  late  hour ; 
but  he  would  state  from  the  evidence 
produced  that  the  abolition  of  the  punish- 
ment occurred  tliree  times  in  Tuscany 
and  had  to  be  re-imposed.     He  believea 
he  liad  given  the  substance  of  that  evi- 
deuce  when  he  pointed  out  that  homi- 
cides in  that  country  had  nearly  doubled 
since  the  abolition.      That  was  shown 
to  the  Commission ;  but  he  (the  Solicitor 
General)  had  no  faith  in  statistics.  They 
were  utterly  worthless  in  this  case,  as  it 
was  quite  impossible  to  say  how  many 
cases  of  homicide  took  place  which  were 
not  discovered.  He  found  that  a  Minister 
in  the  Italian  Chamber,  speaking  on  this 
subject  in  1872,  described  the  state  of 
Italy  to  be  such  that  the  punishment  of 
death    could  not  be   inflicted  with  so 
much  parsimony  in  future  as  it  had  been 
theretofore ;    and  he  added  that  Italy 
was  the  country  in  which  they  killed 
most  and  hanged  least,  while  England 
was  the  country  in  which  they  killed 
least  and  hanged  most.     The  whole  ar- 
gument turned    upon  the    assumption, 
that  if  capital  punishment  were  abolished, 
the  fact  would  cause  no  grater  inter- 
ference than    at   present  with  life    or 
property.     Well,  he  found  in  the  corre- 
spondence set  forth  by  the  Koyal  Com- 
mission,  to  which  reference  had  been 
made,    that    the  highest  authority  ad- 
mitted, in  reference  to  the  Swiss  Canton 
of  Freburg,  that  after  the  punishment 
of  death  had  been  abolished,  the  crime 
of  infanticide  increased  from  8  to  15, 
of  manslaughter  from  5  to  15,   and  of 
assassination  from  1  to  5 ;  but  he  sought 
to  explain  the  fact  away  by  the  state- 
ment that  one-third  of  the  criminals  were 
foreigners.     What  was  the  value  of  sta- 
tistics framed  in  that  way;  and  how  could 
any  reliance  be  placed  upon  them,  unless 
they  were  derived  from  a  country  which 
kept  proper  record  ?    Portugal  had  been 
cited  as  an  argument  in  favour  of  the 
abolition  of  the  death  punishment ;  but 
the  number  of  murders  in  Portugal  was 
very  much  greater  in  proportion  to  the 
population  than  in  England ;  and,  in 
point  of  fact,  the  argument  told  in  fa- 
vour of  England  than  otherwise.    The 
question  was,  whether  dealing  with  the 
whole  population,   the  punishment   of 
death  could  be  safely  remitted  ?    In  his 
opinion,  no  man  ooidd  face  the  unknown 
without  being  moved.      Dealing  with 
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the  Bible  argument  as  it  wa«  termed — 
and,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  no  worse  be- 
cause it  was  a  Bible  argument — ^it  most 
undoubtedly  had  a  great  effect  upon 
many  minds ;  and  a  man  who  miffht  oot 
fear  the  temporal  punishment  had  *  ter* 
rible  dread  of  bemp;  sent  into  another 
world  ''  unanointed  and  unnannealed* 
with  all  his  imperfections  on  his  head.*' 
This  fear  of  death  aooompanied  most 
men  all  through  their  lives ;  and  if  a 
criminal  thought  that  a  murder  would 
be  followed  by  the  chance  of  his  sadden 
death,  without  that  hope  of  reconciling 
himself  to  Heaven,  the  desire  of  which 
haunted  all  men,  the  House  had  to  con- 
sider whether  the  intending  orinunnl 
would  not  be  more  likely  to  pause,  if  the 
State  had  a  right  to  put  him  to  death, 
and  if  the  State,  in  his  case,  were  armed 
with  the  terrors  of  a  future  life. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUBT  aaid* 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  (the  Solicitor  General)  re- 
minded him  of  the  days  of  Lord  Eldon. 
The  arguments  which  he  had  need 
were  arguments  which  had  been  ad- 
vanced by  Attorneys  General  and  Soli- 
citors General,  generation  after  gene- 
ration, against  all  attempts  to  mitigate 
the  severity  of  the  criminal  law.  The 
Solicitor  General  had,  however,  exceeded 
his  Predecessors,  because  he  had  invoked 
not  only  temporal  punishment,  but  had 
endeavoured  to  sanctify  this  punishment 
by  the  terrors  of  a  future  life.  No  such 
argument  had  ever  before  been  heard 
in  favour  of  capital  punishment  as  that 
the  object  of  that  punishment  was  to 
send  a  man  into  the  presence  of  hia  God 
*  *  unhouselled,  unanointed,  unMinealed." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  was 
sure  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
did  not  mean  to  misrepresent  him,  bat 
he  had  said  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  certainly  understood  the  Solicitor 
General  not  merely  to  refer  to  the  cain- 
tal  punishment,  but  to  its  effect  in  eeiul- 
ine  a  criminal  suddenly  into  the  preeence 
of  nis  Maker.  He  was  happy  to  find  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did  not  in- 
tend to  use  such  an  argument.  The  real 
question  was  whether  the  punishment 
was  deterrent?  If  it  were,  he  would 
vote  for  it  and  support  it  to  ^e  last ;  for 
the  life  of  the  man  murdered  was  better 
worth  defending  than  that  of  the  man 
who  murdered.  The  deterrent  argu- 
ment had  supported  capital  punishment 
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for  stealing  to  the  value  of  5«.  from  a 
dwelUng-houae.  The  Solicitor  Oeneral 
waa  BO  perfectly  in  tune  with  the  old 
•rguments  that  he  talked  of  security  for 
Hfe  and  property ;  but  we  had  abandoned 
capital  punishment  for  the  defence  of 
property.  If  it  did  not  deter  men  from 
•te^inff  horses  and  sheep,  why  would  it 
deter  Uiem  from* committing  murder? 
[*•  Oh,  oh  !  "1  But  let  hon.  Members 
who  said  "  On,  oh !  "  answer  that  argu- 
ment. The  punishment  did  not  put  an 
end  to  horse  stealing  and  sheep  steal- 
ing, and  at  last  people  came  to  consider 
that  perhaps  the  punishment  had  not 
the  deterrent  effect  it  was  supposed  to 
hare.  What  was  at  the  bottom  of  the 
hearts  of  the  people  was  not  a  deterrent 
effect,  but  an  unconscious  sense  of  ven- 
geance and  of  retribution  for  the  crime. 
And  this  was  why  the  punishment  was 
justified  in  the  case  of  murder,  and 
not  in  the  case  of  horse  stealing. 
Lawyers  were  as  much  shocked  when  it 
was  proposed  to  abolish  the  punishment 
for  horse  stealing  as  they  were  now  at 
the  proposal  to  abolish  it  for  murder, 
but  uie  people  were  wiser  than  the  law- 
yers. Tne  M$moir$  of  Sir  Samttel  RomilUf 
showed  that  such  speeches  as  the  Attor- 
ney G^eral  and  the  Solicitor  Oeneral 
hid  made  to-night  were  made  time  after 
time.  It  was  asked,  How  can  we  tell 
what  may  be  the  consequences  ?  There 
was  force  in  the  question  then,  because 
the  experiment  had  not  been  tried  then ; 
bat  it  nas  been  now,  and  we  were  in  a 
different  position.  We  had  remitted  the 
ponishmentyor  many  offences,  and  we 
were  not  in  a  worse  position  than  before ; 
and  it  was  therefore  fair  to  ask— If  the 
punishment  did  not  prevent  men  fW>m 
stealing  horses,  why  was  it  more  likely 
to  prevent  them  committing  murder? 
Harder  was  generally  committed  under 
the  influence  of  violent  passioi^;  and  if 
It  was  found  that  the  punishment  of 
death  did  not  deter  in  the  case  of  crimes 
which  were  committed  in  cold  blood, 
was  it  possible,  was  it  reasonable,  to 
•appose  that  it  would  act  as  a  greater 
deterrent  in  the  case  of  murder  ?  As  he 
believed,  they  might  dispense  with  the 
penalty  of  death,  even  m  the  highest 
of  all  crimes,  without  any  injury  to  the 
•afety  of  society,  he  should  vote  for  its 
abolition. 

Sia  EAEDLEY  WILMOT,  in  reply, 
said,  he  would  not  at  that  late  hour 
trespass  on  the  indulgence  of  the  House 


but  for  a  few  moments.  He  was  quite 
satisfied  with  the  result  of  the  debate, 
proving,  as  it  had  done  in  the  clearest 
and  most  convincing  manner,  that  the 

Erinciple  and  truth  of  his  Resolution 
ad  been  universally  conceded — namely, 
that  the  law  of  homicide  was  discredit- 
able in  its  present  state,  and  ought  to 
be  amended.     In  fact,  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  had  both  of  them  acknow- 
ledged this  to  be  the  case,  though  he 
must  confess  he  could  not  gather  from 
the  enunciations  of  the  Treasury  Bench 
whether  the    Gk)vemment  intended  to 
support  his  Resolution.     It  was  too  late 
then  for  him  to  reply  to  the  arguments 
in  favour  of  total  abolition  of  the  death 
penalty,  so  ably  adduced  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Durham  (Mr.  Pease), 
which  he  much   regretted,  as  he  had 
purposely    deferred    making    reference 
to  the  Amendment  till  he  should  have 
an  opportunity  of  replying  on  the  whole 
question   before    the  House.      It  was 
the  first  time,  perhaps,  in  the  annals 
of  Parliament  that  an  Attorney  Oeneral 
had,  in  a  capital  punishment  debate, 
himself  committed  suicide.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  had  thrown 
discredit  on  the  bundle  of  Bills  brought 
in  froxn.  time  to  time  in  both  Houses  of 
Parliament,   from^that  introduced   by 
Lord  Oran  worth  when  Lord  Chancellor  in 
1867,  to  that  of  the  Recorder  of  London 
in  1874,  and  said,  in  a  tone  of  exultation, 
that  his  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot's)  bundle 
was  good  for  nothing,   and    that    the 
authors  or  promoters  of  these  Bills  could 
not  possibly  anticipate  success  for  them ; 
but  what  would  the  House  think  when 
he  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  held  out  one 
of  these  Bills  to  the  view  of  the  House — 
namely,  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Salford  (Mr.  Charley),  which  was 
the  Infanticide  Bill  of  1874,  and  on  the 
back  of  this  Bill,  endorsing  it  with  his 
authority,  Vas  the  name  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  Oeneral  himself?   The 
Attorney  Oeneral  questioned    his  fSir 
Eardley  Wilmot's)  definition  of  murder, 
but  he  spoke  fW>m  the  pages  of  Hale, 
Foster,    and    Hawkins;  and   he  must 
attach    greater   weight   to    these   law 
sages,  and  gpreat  authorities,  than  anv 
dicta  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
had  held  out  some  crumbs  of  consolation 
by  a  vague  promise  of  criminal  law  codi- 
fication; but  he  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot) 
feared  that  those  promises  had  very  little 
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substantial  nourishment  in  them.  In 
oonolueion,  he  thanked  the  House,  and 
especially  those  speakers  who  had  so 
ably  and  eloquently  contributed  to  the 
success  of  the  debate— the  interest  of 
which  had  been  well  maintained  after  a 
long  Morning  and  Evening  Sitting. 

Mr.  HIBBEET  protested  against  the 
statements  which  had  been  made  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  with  reference  to 
private  executions,  which  he  considered 
to  be  a  g^eat  improvement  on  the  system 
that  previously  existed.  He  believed 
that  99  persons  out  of  100  would  endorse 
that  opinion. 

Mb.  KINO-HAEMAN  said,  that  in 
the  county  with  which  he  was  connected 
(Eoscommon),  a  base  and  barbarous 
murder  had  been  committed  within  the 
last  few  days.  It  was  his  firm  belief 
that  if  the  man  who  committed  that 
murder  were  arrested  and  hanged,  there 
would  be  no  repetition  of  the  crime.  If, 
on  the  other  hand,  he  were  sentenced 
to  a  lighter  punishment  than  death,  life 
would  not  be  safe  in  that  county. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  155  ;  Noes 
60  :  Majority  105.— (Div.  List,  No.  169.) 

Main  Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  61 ;  Noes 
130 :  Majority  69.— (Div.  List,  No.  170.) 

Home  a4i<>^^'^^  '^t  a  quarter 
after  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

W$dn$$dtiy,  XZth  Jvm,  1877. 

MINUTES.]— Nbw  Writ  Issubd— iV  Don- 
ffarran  borough,  v.  John  O'Keeffe,  esquire, 
deceased. 

PuBUC  Bills  —  Betolutiim  in  Committet  —  Or- 
d^red— First  Reading — Money  Laws  (Ireland) 
Amendment*  [19S]. 

Rstoluiion  [June  12]  reported — Ordered — Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  [^Salaries]  *. 

First  Beading — Marriages  Lc^;alisation,  Saint 
Peter's,  Almondsburv  •  [1 97 J. 

Second   Beading  —  Parliamentaiy    Eegistration 
reland)  [16]  ;  Crossed  Cheques  on  Bankers 
put   of;    Legal    Practitioners*  [43] 
mtary    Education    Provisional    Order 
Confirmation    (London)*    [179];    Gas   and 
Water  Orders  Confirmation  (Brotton,  &c.)  * 
~191];    Elementary    Education    Prorisional 
^   lers  Confirmation  (Cardiff.  &c.)  *  [178]; 


[191 
Oxtlf 


Proyiaional   Orders   (Ireland)    Confinnatioii 

(Holywood,   Ac.)*  [192];    Public  Librariea 

Acts  Amendment  (No.  2)  ♦  [13«]. 
Committee — Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confifsui- 

tion  (No.  2)  (re^comm,)*  [196], 
Third  Reading — Local  QoTemment  ProrisionAl 

Orders  (Bridlington,  &c.)  *  [170] ;  Bemoral 

of  Wrecks  VriSl],  andp^wrtt 
Withdrawn— m^^    Boroufl^h    (Ireland)*   [68]; 

Kingstown  Borough    (Ireland)*  [fit]; 

sistant  County  Surveyors  (Ireland)  *  [106]. 


ORDERS     OF    THE    DAY. 


PARLIAMENTARY  REGISTRATION 

(IRELAND)  BILIr-[BiLL  16.] 

(Mr,  MitcheU  Henry,  Mr.  Metdm^.) 

SECOND  READnrO. 

Order  for  Secoud  Beading  read. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENBY,  in  monng 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  it  had  been  previously  presented  to 
the  House  on  two  or  three  oocasions 
The  original  Bill  was  introduoed  ia 
1874,  and,  after  discussion,  was  sent  to 
a  Select  Oommittee,  and  was  subae- 
quently  withdrawn.  The  Bill  was  re- 
introduced early  last  Session,  und«r« 
went  discussion,  and,  rarious  obiectioas 
having  been  taken  to  it,  was  defeatod 
on  the  Motion  for  the  second  reading. 
On  the  present  occasion  he  thought  the 
supporters  of  the  measure  might  reasoo- 
ably  expect  that  the  Qovemment  would 
not  feel  itself  bound  to  oppose  the  seoood 
reading,  inasmuch  as  the  7th  dause 
dealing  with  the  Supplementary  list, 
and  to  which  the  principal  objectiott 
was  taken  last  year,  had  been  removed. 
Although  the  Bill  could  not  be  said  to 
make  the  law  of  registration  in  Irelaad 
exactly  what  it  was  in  England  and 
Wales,  vet  it  went  so  near  to  the  attain* 
ment  of  that  object,  that  it  might  be 
said  to  be  drawn  upon  the  lines  and 
principles  of  the  law  of  registration  ia 
force  m  those  countries.  Any  objection 
that  might  be  made  to  the  Biu  as  it  now 
stood,  could  be  easily  removed  in  Oom- 
mittee, if  the  Qovemment  were  desirous 
to  assist  in  amending  the  law.  They 
heard  a  neat  deal  about  equal  privileges 
for  the  three  different  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom;  but  while  in  England,  the 
proportion  of  voters  to  the  m^e  popula- 
tion was  about  1  in  6^ ;  and  in  Scotlaad, 
1  in  6  ;  in  Ireland,  it  was  only  1  in  U. 
Evidence  as  regarded  that  iaot  would, 
in  connection  with  the  borough  (raa- 
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come  forward  for  discussion  in  a 
few  days,  and  he  would  therefore  only 
reiSar  to  it  now  to  the  extent  of  saying 
that  he  thought  if  the  franchise  in  Ire- 
land was  so  exceedingly  restricted,  they 
were  bound  to  see  that  erenr  facility 
was  given  to  the  voter  to  obtain  the 
power  of  exercising  the  franchise.  The 
question  ought  not  to  be  approached  in 
a  narrow  or  technical  spmt,  or  con- 
sidered  with  reference  to  the  manner  in 
which  it  would  affect  anv  particular  con- 
stituency. For  his  part,  he  did  not  know 
how  it  would  affect  particular  consti- 
toandes,  and  based  his  advocacy  of  the 
measure  on  broad  grounds.  He  had 
iMver  been  able  to  agree  with  those  who 
looked  upon  the  franchise  as  a  right. 
He  regarded  it  as  a  trust,  and  not  for 
the  in<uvidual,  but  for  the  country ;  and 
he  thought  it  a  great  anomaly  that 
\h»if  should  select  a  certain  portion  of 
the  people  and  entrust  it  to  them  to  return 
Members  of  Parliament,  while  they  did 
not  enable  them  freely  and  fully  to  ex- 
ercise that  privilege.  Under  these  cir- 
eomstances.  without  entering  on  the 
technical  effects  of  the  Bill,  which  would 
be  explained  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friena  the  Member  for  Kildare  (Mr. 
Meldon),  who  had  taken  great  interest 
in  the  question,  and  which  would  be 
debated  by  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown,  he  begged  to  move  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Ma.  MELDON,  in  rising  to  second 
the  Motion,  expressed  a  hope  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  TMr. 
Plunket)  would  not  consider  it  his  duty 
to  persevere  in  moving  the  Amendment 
of  which  he  had  nven  Notice  of  rejec- 
tion of  the  Bill.  The  object  of  the  Bill 
was,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  to  assi- 
milate the  law  of  England  and  Lreland 
eo  far  as  the  counties  were  concerned, 
and  the  parts  of  the  measure  which  did 
not  come  within  that  description  were  to 
e  great  degree  merely  formal.  It  was 
not  by  an^  means  the  same  measure 
that  was  introduced  last  Session.  It 
was  not  his  intention,  nor  would  it  be 
his  wish,  that  there  should  be  anv  differ- 
ence in  the  law  of  registration  between 
England  and  Wales  and  Ireland.  He 
was  not  one  of  those  who  wished  for 
exceptional  legislation,  unless  in  very 
exceptional  cases;  but  in  all  questions 
common  to  the  two  countries,  he  thought 
the  law  should  be  the  same  for  both, 


and  it  was  with  the  view  of  assimilating 
the  law  that  he  introduced  his  Bill  the 
year  before  last,  and  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Galw&y  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  introduced  the  Bills  of  last  year 
and  of  this  year.  In  1873  a  Bill  was 
introduced  in  that  House  which  dealt 
with  the  question  of  registration ;  and 
though  it  was  discussed  much  upon  other 
clauses,  no  objection  was  raised,  in  its 
passage  through  that  House,  to  those  of 
its  provisions  which  were  embodied  in 
the  Bills  of  1876  and  1876,  and  in  the 
present  Bill.  The  provision  embodied 
in  the  two  previous  measures,  by  what 
was  called  the  ''Supplemental  List" 
should  be  primd  faoU  evidence  of  the 
right  of  persons  whose  names  appear 
upon  it  to  be  upon  the  register;  but 
that  which  was  really  the  part  of  the 
Bill  to  which  the  opposition  was  directed 
had  been  omitted  altogether  from  the 
present  Bill.  A  Bill  with  a  similar  pro- 
vision had  passed  through  that  House 
without  dissent  in  1878 ;  but  in  order  to 
obviate  the  difficulty  raised  last  year, 
the  clause  was  now  omitted,  and  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  really  was  to  pre- 
vent the  defeat  of  frivolous  objection  of 
the  right  of  persons  who  were  entitled 
to  the  franchise.  It  involved  no  new 
proposition,  but  only  proposed  to  enact 
that  which  was  now  the  law  of  England 
as  far  as  coimties  were  concerned.  By 
the  28  ft  29  FtV^.,  c.  6,  the  Act  at  pre- 
sent in  force  in  England,  it  was  provided 
that  any  notice  of  objection  to  persons 
on  the  list  might  be  given  under  the  7th 
section  of  the  principal  Act,  but  that  no 
notice  should  be  valid,  unless  the  specific 
grounds  of  objection  were  stated.  The 
provision  was  not  extended  to  boroughs, 
because  the  Act  dealt  with  counties  gene- 
rally ;  but  he  could  see  no  objection  to 
such  an  extension,  though  at  the  same 
time,  if  it  were  objected  to,  he  should  be 
prepared  to  assent  to  an  amendment  of 
the  Bill  in  that  respect.  He  must,  how- 
ever, contend  that  it  was  a  mistake  not 
to  include  them.  There  were  three  dis- 
tinct lists  that  came  before  the  Courts  of 
Bevision  for  counties.  First,  there  was 
the  old  register,  whereon  the  names  ap- 
peared of  those  who  had  been  upon  the 
register  in  the  previous  year;  and,  as  far 
as  they  were  concerned,  no  one  was  at 
liberty  to  ask  that  the  names  should  be 
struck  out,  unless  he  himself  came  for- 
ward to  sustain  his  objection.  Then 
there  was  the  Supplemental  List,  which 
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was  prepared  by  officials;  and  under 
the  present  Act  anyone  bad  a    right 
to  see  an  objection  to  a  name  on  the 
list,   and   unless    the    person    objected 
to  came  forward  and  proved  his  case, 
the  name  was  expunged.     In  England 
the  law  was    different,    because  if   a 
man  appeared  upon  the  list,  a  mere 
mention  of  an  objection  was  not  suffi- 
cient to  obtain  the  removal  of  the  name; 
but    it  was    necessary  to    specify  the 
grounds  of  objection ;   and  me  person 
objected  to  had  only  to  prove  that  so  far 
as  the  point,  in  reference  to  which  that 
objection    was  raised,    was    concerned 
there  was  no  ground  for  striking  his 
name  off  the  register.     That  the  Bill 
proposed  to  extend  to  Ireland,  and  it 
proposed  that,  as  in  England,   the  re- 
vising   barrister    should    be    able    to 
awara  a  certain  sum  for  costs  against 
those  who  failed  to  establish  his  ground 
of  objection.     The  third  list  was  the 
claimants'  list,  and  with  that  this  Bill 
did  not  deal.    If  a  person  claimed  to  be 
upon  the  register,  and  his  name  was  not 
put  on  by  any  official  person,  then  he 
must  come  up  and  prove  his  case,  whether 
objection  was  made  or  not.    The  pro- 
visions he  had  explained  were  the  4th, 
6th,  and  6th  clauses  of  the  Bill,   and 
the  7th  as  it  now  stood  was  merely  an 
amendment  of  the  law,  to  which    he 
thought  no  one  could  possibly  object. 
Section  63  of  the  Act  12  &  13  Vict.,  c. 
91,  which  was  not  introduced  for  the 
purpose  of  registration  at  all,  but  merely 
to  provide  for  the  collection  of  rates  in 
the  City  of  Dublin,  had  the  effect  of  dis- 
franchisins;  a  number  of  persons.     It 
provided  that  weekly  or  monthly  tenants 
occupying  premises  under  £8  should  not 
be  rated;  and  by  a  doubtful  construc- 
tion of  the  section  it  had  been  held  that 
it  was  sufficient  to  prevent  those  persons 
from  obtaining  the  franchise,  ana  it  was 
for  the  purpose  merely  of  correctinp;  that 
error  that  the  7th  section  was  introduced. 
The  8th  and  9th  sections  provided  for 
the    better  discharge  of  the  duties  of 
Poor  Rate  collectors  in  a  manner  that 
he  did  not  think  could  be  objected  to  by 
anybody.   The  1 0th  section  did  not  make 
any  change  in  the  law,  but  merely  im- 
posed penalties  for  the  purpose  of  com- 
pelling the  collectors  properly  to  dis- 
charge their  duties  in  regard  to  the  re- 
gulation of  votes.     The   11th    section 
provided  for  the  remuneration  of  Poor 
Kate  collectors,  and  the   12th  enacted 

J/r.  Mtldon 


that  persons  should  not  be  disqualified 
by  reason  of  having  obtained  medical 
relief  from  the  dispensary.    It  was  ex- 
ceedingly hard  that  tolerably  well-to-do 
Eersons,  who  from  their  position  would 
e  entitled  to  the  franchise,  should  be 
deprived  of   the  right    to  exercise  it, 
merely  because  they  could    not  afford 
medical  aid  for  themselves  and  their 
families,  and  were  compelled  to  go  to  the 
dispensary  doctor.     The    13th    section 
was  merely  intended  to  remedy  a  defect 
in  the  present  law.     The  Benstration 
Acts  directed  that  the  revisinff  Darristers 
should  summon  witnesses;  but,  owing* 
to  no  provision  being  made  to  enforce 
attendance,  the  summonses  were   per* 
fectly  inoperative,  and  the  object  of  this 
clause  was  to  g^ve  the  Chairman  power 
to  fine  witnesses  for  not  attending.    The 
14th  clause  provided  for  the  holding  of 
additional  Revision  Courts.    Previous  to 
the  passing  of  the  Ballot  Act  there  wm* 
a  Kevision  Court  in  eyrery  polling  dis- 
trict, but  then  the  number  of  polling 
places  were  few.    The  Ballot  Act  pro- 
vided that,  wherever  practicable,  every 
voter  should  have  a  polling  place  within 
three  miles  of  his  residence,  out  the  Re- 
vising Court  was  so  far  that  a  man  might 
have  to  travel  18  Or  20  miles  to  sustain 
his  vote.  The  clause  provided  that  unless 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  certified  that  it  was 
inconvenient  to  have  a  Revision  Court 
in  an^  polling  district,  the  number  of 
Revision  Courts  should  be  a  quarter  the 
number  of  polling  places.    In  a  number 
of  counties  and  boroughs  the  reeistra- 
tion  system  was  self-acting,   and  this 
provision  could  not  therefore  involve  any 
veiy  considerable  increase  in  the  num- 
ber of  Courts.    The   15th  clause  pro- 
vided that  the  register  and  list  of  voters 
for  each  ooimty  should  contain  the  post 
town  of  the  places  of  abode  of  eveiy 
person  whose  name  should  be  upon  it ; 
and  the  16th  provided  that  all  notices 
and  lists  should  be  posted  at  the  church 
doors  and  places  of  that  kind,  as  well  as 
at  the  police  barracks.    Really  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  was  to  extend  to  IrSand 
exactly  the  same  law  with  regard  to 
frivolous  objections  as  that  which  was  in 
force  in  England.    The  only  difference 
was,  as  he  had  before  observed,  that  in 
England  the  law  which  this  Bill  would 
enact  did  not  extend  to  boroughs,  and  if 
it  were  considered  desirable  he  should 
be  willing  to  limit  the  proviaions  in 
counties.    He -hoped  the  House  would 
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eonMnt  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time, 
and  if  any  of  the  provisions  were  con- 
sidered unsatisfactory  or  objectionable, 
the  objection  to  them  would  be  discovered 
in  Oommittee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (1/r.  Miiohll  H$nry.) 

Mb.  PLUNEET,  in  risinff  to  move 
that  the  BiU  be  read  a  second  time  that 
day  three  months,  said,  that  he  had  taken 
that  step  with  considerable  reluctance. 
There  were  several  points  in  the  Bill 
which  went  beyond  the  English  law,  and 
he  could  not  admit,  as  had  been  assumed 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Kildare  (Mr.  Meldon),  that  the  measure 
would  really  assimilate  the  law  of  the 
two  countries.  As  Ohairman  of  the 
Select  Committee  to  which  reference 
had  been  made,  he  wished  to  state  the 
ffroonds  upon  which  the  majority  of  the 
Committee  came  to  a  conclusion  differing 
from  the  views  of  those  who  last  year 
supported  the  Irish  Beristration  Bill 
then  before  the  House,  and  must  contend 
that  that  conclusion  was  neither  unjust 
neat  partizan  in  its  character,  as  had 
been  imputed.  He  could  not  admit  the 
force  of  the  argument,  that  because  there 
were  smaller  proportions  of  persons  en- 
franchised in  Ireland  than  in  England, 
therefore  the  law  of  registration  ought 
to  be  strained  in  favour  of  such  persons 
as  were  not  entitled  to  the  franchise. 
The  (Committee  went  very  fully  into  the 

auestion,  calling  all  the  witnesses  that 
loy  thought  could  contribute  any  valu- 
able information,  and  they  had  also  be- 
fore them  the  conclusion  arrived  at  by 
tormer  Committees  with  reference  to  re- 
gistration in  England.  The  majority 
came  to  the  conclusion,  that  a  case  had 
not  been  made  out  for  the  proposed  al- 
teration of  the  law ;  that  the  existing 
system  was  not  shown  to  be  so  bad,  that 
any  of  the  alternative  schemes  would  be 
an  improvement ;  and  this  Bill  was  in- 
troduced for  the  purpose  of  giving  effect 
to  the  views  of  the  minority.  The  hon. 
Qentleman  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill 
which  was  now  under  discussion  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry),  seemed  himself,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  to  ag^ree  with  the  decision  at 
whidi  the  Committee  arrived,  for  by  the 
removal  of  the  7th  clause,  which  was  put 
forward  as  an  essential  part  of  the  mea- 
sure of  last  year,  he  had  left  the  re- 


mainder of  the  sections  hanging  together 
loosely  and  incoherently.  There  were 
other  provisions  in  the  Bill,  which  he 
(Mr.  launket)  had  compared  somewhat 
closely  with  those  of  previous  Bilb,  re- 
specting which  the  changes  now  pro- 
posed were  still  open  to  serious  objec- 
tion. He  would  point  out  that  the 
E resent  Bill  contained  a  clause  which 
ad  appeared  in  another  Bill  which  the 
House  had  rejected  earlier  in  this  Ses- 
sion on  its  second  reading.  That  might 
not  be  a  fatal  objection  to  the  second 
reading  of  this  measure ;  but  he  appre- 
hended that,  according  to  the  practice  of 
the  House,  if  they  went  into  Committee 
on  the  Bill,  when  they  came  to  the  clause 
in  question,  the  Chairman  would  not  put 
it  from  the  Chair.  He  urged  that  a 
proposal  that  a  person  whose  name  ap- 
peared for  the  nrst  time  on  the  list  of 
voters  should  not  be  required  to  prove 
his  qualification  when  an  objection  had 
been  taken  to  his  name,  involved  an  im- 
portant departure  from  the  existing  law 
m  Ireland,  and  he  believed  also  in  Eng- 
land. It  was  doubtless  very  desirable 
to  prevent  frivolous  objections  being 
taken ;  but  it  was  equally  desirable  to 
have  the  register  of  voters  as  pure  as 
possible,  and  free  from  all  spurious  ele- 
ments; and  that  object  would  be  de- 
feated if  every  possible  obstacle  were 
thrown  in  the  way  of  taking  objections 
to  claims.  When,  however,  a  claim  had 
been  once  substantiated,  it  would  not  be 
right  to  require  the  voter  to  prove  his 
case  again,  unless  it  was  shown  on  what 
particular  g^und  his  name  was  objected 
to.  With  regard  to  the  proposal  for 
holding  a  Eevision  Court  in  every  poll- 
ing district,  he  believed  it  would  impose 
on  the  revifting  barrister  the  necessity  of 
holding  an  additional  Court  for  every 
six  or  seven  voters  in  certain  places. 
Ample  means  already  existed  for  doing 
all  that  was  really  wanted  in  that  re- 
spect. As  to  the  powers  which  the  Bill 
sought  to  give  the  Court  for  enforcing 
the  attendance  of  witnesses,  he  should 
be  surprised  to  hear  on  good  authority 
that  it  was  the  law  in  England} that 
a  revising  barrister  had  the  power,  if 
a  person  was  summoned  as  a  witness 
and  refused  to  attend  and  give  evi- 
dence, to  commit  him  for  contempt  of 
Court,  and  imprison  him  for  a  period 
not  exceeding  six  weeks.  He  thought 
that  the  existing  system  as  it  was  worked 
in  Ireland  was  more  satisfactory  than  the 


1723    Parliammtmy  n^^iitration    (OOMMONS|  {Irtkmi)  BtR, 


1724 


one  which  it  was  now  proposed  to  Mtab- 
lieh  by  that  Bill.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  quoted  evidence  to  show  that 
in  reality  the  unchecked  action  of  the 
Poor  Rate  collectors  could  not  be  safely 
trusted  for  the  production  of  a  satisfac- 
tory list ;  and  he  also  referred  to  opinions 
expressed  by  the  revising  barristers  of 
tdo  county  and  city  of  Dublin,  to  the 
effect  that  there  was  no  pressing  necessity 
for  a  change  of  the  existing  system. 
That  system,  he  maintained,  worked  ad- 
mirably  in  most  places,  and  in  others 
where  it  did  not  work  quite  so  well,  he 
believed  the  provisions  of  the  present 
Bill  would  not  bring  about  any  improve- 
ment. In  conclusion,  he  would  move 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  but  he  should 
not  press  the  Motion  to  a  division,  if  the 
feeling  of  the  House  was  in  favour  of 
the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "now,''  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  three  months."  —  {Mr,  David 
Plunkit.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now  '  stand  pa^rt  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  butt  hoped  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Plunket)  would 
act  upon  *'  second  thoughts,"  and  would 
not  really  interfere  with  the  progress  of 
the  Bill.  An  undoubted  anomaly  existed, 
and  a  substantial  grievance  stood  in  need 
of  remedy.  That  remedy  would  be  ap- 
plied by  the  Bill  if  it  obtained  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  House.  There  was  an  ap- 
parent, but  not  a  real  analogy  between 
England  and  Ireland  in  the  matter.  It 
was  quite  true  that  this  Bill  applied  to 
two  lists,  whereas  in  England  mere  was 
but  one.  The  reason  of  that  was,  that 
the  one  list  in  England  included  the  two 
as  they  existed  in  Ireland.  The  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  make  the  law  in  Ire- 
land correspond  with  the  law  in  Eng- 
land. He  believed  he  had  the  House 
with  him  when  he  said  that  the  law  of 
the  two  countries  in  this  matter  ought 
to  be  assimilated.  He  stronglv  combated 
the  notion  that  clauses  good  in  them- 
selves could  not  be  taken  from  a  Bill 
considered  bad  by  the  House,  and  in- 
serted in  a  subsequent  Bill.  Suppose  a 
grivate  Member  brought  in  a  Merchant 
hipping  Bill  which  was  deemed  objec- 
tionable, though  there  were  good  clauses 
in  it,  was  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 

Mr.  Plunh$t 


President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  who 
might  subsequently  bring  in  a  BiU,  to 
be  prevented  incorporating  thoee  good 
clauses  in  his  Bill?    He  mi^t  app^y 
the  same  reasoning  to  a  Coercion  Bill — 
though  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  C^ief  Secretary  would  never  form 
the  intention  of  bringing  in  a  Coercion 
Bill.    If  the  notion  which  he  had  oom* 
bated  was  seriously  entertained,  it  would 
interfere  injuriously  with  legislation  in 
the  House ;  he  found  multitudes  of  Bills 
in  which  clauses  firom  previous  Bills 
were  inserted.    The  state  of  affairs  on 
this  subject  of  registration  in  DabHn 
was  the  most  extraordinary  that  ooold 
exist  in  any  oonstituencr.    Up  to  tho 
year  1850,  rating  had  nothing  to  do  with 
votes  in  the  towns  in  Ireland ;  it  was  then 
£10  rental,  as  it  was  in  England.  When 
the  Municipal  Act  of  1849  was  passed, 
a  dause  was  inserted,  providing  that 
anyone  who  held  for  less  than  throe 
months,  tenancy  should  not  be  rated. 
There  was  a  large  number  of  respeotablo 
houses  held  on  uiorter  terms  than  threo 
months,  and  the  consequence  was  these 
persons  were  not  rated.    That  was  Tsty 
objectionable ;  but  the  curious  part  of  it 
was  this  —  and  that  though  thisolattse 
was  expressly  repealed— that  the  Oolleo- 
tor  Oeneral  of  Rates  held  that  a  lees  ts* 
nure  than  three  months  would  notqualiiy. 
What  was  the  effect  of  that  ?    There 
were  in  Dublin  no  less  than    21,000 
houses  rated  over  £4,  and  yery  few  of 
these  were  disqualified  by  being  in  ar- 
rears of  taxes.    No  doubt,  some  of  the 
houses  were  empty ;  but  theee  were  few, 
and  there  were  1 ,31 6  houses  returned  as 
not  rated,  because  the  Collector  Oeneral 
did  not  believe  them  to  be  occupied  for 
three  months.  Now,  that  was  what  they 
wanted  to  get  rid  of.    No  such  limita- 
tion existed  in  any  other  city  in  the  Three 
Kingdoms.    If  the  House  did  not  pass 
the  Bill,  he  should  expect  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  declare  the 
law  on  this  point.     He  (Mr.  Butt)  did 
not  know  how  the  occupiers  of  those  1,816 
houses  would  vote.    He  thought  it  was 
likely  they  would  not  vote  as  ne  ihould 
vote ;  but  he  did  not  care  for  that,  or 
that  thev  were  disqualified — he  was  goiag 
to  say  by  a  trick — but  they  were  dis- 
qualified by  a  quibble  of  registration. 
But  that  was  not  all.    That  would  not 
account  for  the  difference  in  the  figurss 
he  had  given.    It  was  within  the  Imow- 
ledge  of  everyone  who  owned  houses  in 
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DnbUn,  that  whenerer  a  landlord  paid 
the  rates,  the  tenant  himself  took  no 
trouble  to  go  and  make  a  claim.  He 
nerer  got  on  the  list;  and  where  the 
landlord  was  against  the  tenant  politi- 
eallj,  he  took  care  to  keep  his  own  name 
on  the  list.  His  (Mr.  Butt's)  complaint 
about  this  Bill  was  that  it  did  not  go  far 
enough.  It  certainly  did  not  on  the  ques- 
tion of  Supplementary  Lists.  It  was 
notorious  tnat  there  were  3,000  in  the 
county  Dublin  who  never  registered. 
Many  Toters  came  great  distances  to 
prore  their  claims,  and  if  their  names 
were  called  during  a  temporary  absence 
from  Oourt  their  claim  was  struck  off. 
He  knew  of  persons  who  wasted  their 
whole  day  in  Kingstown  to  be  put  on 
the  register ;  and  in  one  case  where  the 
Toter,  who  had  waited  all  day,  left  the 
Oourt  for  half-an-hour,  his  name  was 
paseod  over,  and  the  Ohairman  declined 
to  register  it.  He  had  not  the  slightest 
hesitation  in  stating  that  the  practice 
was  illegal.  The  Beform  Bill  required 
the  list  to  be  called  three  times,  and  his 
opinion  was  that  had  never  been  re- 
pealed ;  and  he  believed  every  Ohairman 
was  bound  to  call  the  list  three  times 
before  disquaUfyinp  a  claimant.  The 
real  principle  of  registration  was  to  make 
it  aa  self-acting  as  possible.  Registra- 
tion was  a  modem  notion ;  in  the  old 
time»  the  Sheriff  was  bound  to  know  who 
were  the  freeholders,  and  register  them. 
Registration,  he  believed,  was  an  Irish 
invention,  and  care  ought  to  be  taken  to 

S've  no  opportunity  to  persons  to  make 
ivolous  objections.  Now,  if  they 
served  the  most  frivolous  objection  on  a 
man  on  the  Supplementary  List  in  Ire- 
land, unless  the  man  proved  his  case,  he 
was  not  placed  on  the  register ;  and  he 
had  seen  with  the  utmost  astonishment 
that  in  many  of  the  Registration  Oourts 
th^  would  not  accept  the  evidence  of  a 
man's  neighbour  that  he  had  been  in 
exclusive  use  of  the  farm  as  proof  that 
he  waa  entitled  to  the  vote.  Why,  if 
there  was  a  claim  to  the  largest  property 
IS  England,  and  it  was  necessary  to  prove 
any  man  to  be  an  owner  in  fee  of  a  par- 
ticular place,  evidence  that  the  man  had 
been  in  exclusive  occupancy  would  be 
accepted  until  the  contrary  was  shown  ; 
but  that  was  not  sufficient  evidence  for 
the  vote  before  the  Chairman.  These 
were  hardships  which  the  Bill  did  not 
reoognixe.  What  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Oalway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) 


proposed  to  do  was  to  mitigate  Irish 
registration  by  assimilating  it  to  the 
law  of  England,  and  he  confidently 
hoped  the  House  and  the  Government 
would  not  refuse  so  reasonable  a  pro- 
posal. 

Mr.  BRXJEN  believed  there  was  no 
necessity  for  the  Bill.  Under  the  exist- 
ing system  the  most  perfect  facilities  for 
registration  existed,  and  everyone  who 
was  qtialified  to  be  put  upon  the  list  of 
voters  could  obtain  the  privilege  without 
any  difficulty.  He  thought  it  did  not 
matter  whether  the  list  of  those  who 
claimed  to  be  placed  on  the  register  was 
drawn  up  by  an  official  like  the  clerk  of 
the  Guardians,  or  by  the  claimants  them- 
selves, or  by  some  political  organization. 
It  was  necessary,  however,  in  order  to 
secure  a  true  register,  that  there  should 
be  free  and  ample  facilities  for  a  thorough 
scrutiny  of  the  list  of  claimants.  Persons 
who  were  interested  in  the  purity  of  the 
re^ster  should  not  be  deterred  from 
bringing  forward  objections.  With  that 
object  in  view,  if,  as  had  been  said,  the 
suffrage  was  a  trust,  and  not  a  rip^ht, 
'  everv  reasonable  facility  should  be  given 
by  the  measure  before  the  House.  In- 
stead, however,  of  that,  it  might  al- 
most be  termed  a  measure  for  com- 
pulsory registration.  It  would  compel 
the  insertion  on  the  lists  of  all  claim- 
ants on  the  Supplemental  List,  whe- 
ther they  were  qualified  or  not;  and 
he  did  not  see  that  it  would  place  any 
great  difficulties  in  the  way  of  those 
who  put  in  their  own  claims,  whether 
their  claims  were  well-founded  or  not. 
It  would,  therefore,  in  that  way,  he  was 
afraid,  turn  out  to  be  a  Bill  for  pro- 
moting larger  reginters,  not  at  all  to  be 
deluded  upon.  While  allowing  great 
latitude  with  regard  to  objections  to 
claimants,  he  thought  some  special  pro- 
tection ought  to  be  given  to  those  who 
were  already  on  the  register.  In  their 
case  the  objections  ought  to  be  stated 
beforehand,  and  there  ought  to  be  a 
penalty  when  the  objections  were  iVivo- 
lous.  That  being  his  opinion,  there 
were  several  clauses  of  the  Bill  which 
he  thought  might  fairly  be  considered 
in  Oommittee.  He  was  inclined  to  vote 
for  Olauses  4,  6,  and  6,  provided  they 
were  so  amended  as  not  to  apply  to  the 
Supplemental  List.  The  latter  clause 
suggested  that  Poor  Rate  collectors 
should  be  entitled  to  enter  the  objections. 
For  his  own  part,  he  would  rather  have 
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these  objections  made  by  the  clerk  to 
the  Ghiaraians  than  by  a  ooUectory  whose 
station  in  society  was  not  at  all  equal  to 
that  of  the  clerk  of  Boards  of  Guardians. 
He  must,  notwithstanding  what  had  been 
said  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin,  enter  his  pro- 
test against  the  1 6th  clause,  which  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  a  direct  interference 
with  the  rights  of  property.  It  had  been 
said  by  an  hon.  Member  that  the  Sup- 
plemental List  was  usually  very  accu- 
rate, because  it  was  prepared  by  officials; 
but,  in  his  experience,  he  had  found  it 
by  no  means  perfect,  and  he  believed 
the  officials  who  drew  it  up  were  often 
without  the  necessary  information.  Look- 
ing upon  the  Bill,  as  a  whole,  although 
there  was  a  great  deal  in  it  which  he 
objected  to,  he  did  not  despair  of  seeing 
it  amended  in  Committee. 

Mr.  COLLINS  took  but  littlq  excep- 
tion to  the  remarks*  of  the  previous 
speaker  (Mr.  Bruen),  who  had  dwelt  on 
the  subject  of  giving  facilities  to  persons 
objecting  to  voters.  He  (Mr.  Uollins) 
objected  to  those  views  on  the  subject ; 
the  points  which  the  hon.  Member  re- 
ferred to  on.  the  subject  of  the  objections 
was,  that  he  would  extend  facilities  to 
persons  either  on  the  register,  or  claim- 
ing to  be  registered,  to  maintain  their 
claims.  That  was  a  subject  of  very 
great  importance,  as  affecting  registra- 
tion in  Ireland.  He  was  on  the  regis- 
ter of  voters  in  the  borough  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent  for  a  period  of  30 
years,  and  owing  to  the  fact  of  not  being 
able  to  attend  the  registration  sessions 
about  two  years  ago,  to  answer  one  or 
two  questions  an  objector  might  choose 
to  put,  his  vote  was  actually  struck  off 
the  register.  Other  cases  might  be  cited, 
and  he  trusted  such  increased  facilities, 
in  the  way  of  evidence  or  other  means, 
would  be  given  with  the  view  of  re- 
moving the  anomalous  and  unjust  con- 
dition of  things  that  existed  at  present. 
The  minor  clauses  might  be  dealt  with 
in  Committee,  and  he  thought  that  the 
principle  involved  in  the  principal  clauses 
was  one  that  would  prove  generally  ac- 
ceptable to  the  House. 

Mb.  SEBJSAirr  SHERLOCK  said, 
that  he  did  not  think  that  the  fact  of 
there  being  occasional  fictitious  claims 
need  lead  them  to  fear  that  it  was  any- 
thing like  a  general  practice,  or  that  it 
was  one  whi^  need  be  apprehended. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 

Mr,  Bruen 


University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket)  had 
read  evidence  to  show  that  the  Sopj^le- 
mentary  Lists  of  the  Poor  Law  officials 
were  not  accurate,  and  referred  to  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  Qerrard,  the  Conserva- 
tive affent  in  Dublin,  to  show  that  the 
lists  of  the  Poor  Law  clerks  oould  not 
be  relied  upon.  What  was  the  evidence 
ho  gave?  That  the  Poor  Rate  mm 
struck  in  the  month  of  June,  and  that 
they  virtually  concluded  their  labours 
on  the  3 1st  December;  that  they  had 
nothing  to  do  from  December  to  JolVp 
and  that  therefore,  during  those  six 
months,  there  were  many  claimants  sad 
many  alterations  in  property  not  intro- 
duced into  the  lists,  and  it  was  sop* 
posed  that  during  the  months  between 
January  and  July  many  claimants  would 
be  omitted,  but  those  who  were  legiti- 
mately entitled  to  be  on  the  register 
were  not  interfered  with.  The  ho&. 
Member  for  Kinsale  (Mr.  Collins)  had 
illustrated  the  hardships  a  voter  was 
subjected  to,  and  he  would  give  an 
illustration  from  his  own  experience. 
His  vote  was  objected  to,  and  he  was 
obliged  to  attena  in  Dublin  at  some  in- 
convenience, and  take  with  him  his  title 
deeds.  But  upon  attending,  he  was 
politely  told  he  might  go  away  again, 
and  that  the  objection  would  be  with- 
drawn. So  it  appeared  that  objectiaDS 
were  put  on  the  paper  solely  for  the  pur* 
pose  of  seeing  if  the  voter  would  attend. 
The  objections  taken  by  hon.  Members 
to  various  details  did  not  seem  to  concur. 
Clauses  4,  5,  and  6  had  been  taken  sx» 
ception  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Car- 
low  (Mr.  Bruen),  who,  however  did  not 
object  to  a  discussion  in  Committee. 
Another  hon.  Member,  commencing  at 
the  other  end  of  the  Bill,  objectea  to 
Clauses  16,  17,  18,  and  19.  It  hadbeoi 
objected  to  the  posting  the  notices  on 
church-doors  that  possibly  these  might 
be  private  property,  but  there  was  no 
exception  taken  to  the  posting  of  notices 
on  churches  and  chapels  in  England, 
nor  in  Ireland,  in  the  case  of  Poor  Lew 
notices.  It  miffht  have  saved  the  time 
of  the  House  if  hon.  Members  had,  in 
the  first  instance,  compared  their  obiec* 
tions  to  the  various  details  in  the  BiU. 
There  was  one  clause  he  certainly  did 
object  to,  and  that  was  that  Revision 
Courts  should  be  held  in  the  varions 
polling  places.  There  were  in  his  oountj 
20  poUing  places,  and  to  take  round  the 
Chairman  and  all  the  necessary  officials 
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to  record  the  deoitioni  at  eaoh  of  these 
DoDm^  pkoee  four  times  a-jear,  would 
M  to  incur  a  ooniiderable  expense  with- 
out anj  adequate  advantage.  In  towns 
vhere  quarter  sessions  were  held  there 
WIS  a  Staff,  and  there  was  ahouse  fit  for 
the  purpose ;  but  these  polling  places 
wtre  most  ixiadequate  for  the  purposes 
thsj  were  now  used  for,  and  ooula  not 
be  made  aTailable  for  the  purposes  of  a 
Court.  However,  he  would  not  imitate 
the  example  of  other  hon.  Members,  and 

fo  through  all  the  detuls.  He  did  not 
now  what  view  the  Gtoremment  might 
take;  but  if  the  Bill  went  into  Oom- 
mittee,  all  those  matters  could  then  be 

detailed.  

Mb.  OHABLES  LEWIS  said,  it 
could  not  be  disputed  that  the  debate 
had  been  a  very  dreary  one,  and  lireli- 
ness  had  not  been  promoted  by  the  pre- 
tence of  the  supporters  of  the  Bill.  The 
measure  might  be  called  an  **  omnibus '' 
Bill,  and  there  was  no  principle  in  the 
Bill  but  one— the  assimilation  of  the 
law  of  Ireland  to  that  of  England— and 
it  was  totally  inapplicable  to  the  de- 
tails. If  there  was  a  thread  of  principle 
ronninff  through  the  whole,  the  H6u8e 
might  xeep  within  the  custom  of  only 
dealing  with  the  general  principle  upon 
the  Moidon  for  second  reading ;  but  the 
Bill  was  merely  a  collection  of  scattered 
prorisions  relating  to  disjointed  parts  of 
the  law  of  registration.  If,  indeed,  the 
Preamble  was  true,  there  was  some  prin- 
ciple in  it.  It  set  forth  that  it  was  ex- 
pedient to  provide  a  remedy  to  prevent 
mvolous  objections,  and  to  facilitate  the 
persons  who  were  entitled  to  the  tranohise 
being  placed  on  the  register  in  the  same 
manner  as  provided  in  the  cities,  towns, 
boroughs,  and  counties  in  England. 
There  were  five  different  alterations  in 
the  law  provided  in  the  Bill,  and  in  no 
one  of  tnose  was  there  a  complete  ana- 
log to  the  law  in  England.  He  strongly 
objected  to  the  clause  which  proposed 
to  give  the  revising  barrister  imlimited 
power  to  impose  costs  on  tiie  objector 
who  had  not  proved  his  case.  There 
was  no  such  law  in  England,  and  this 
Bill  prof essed  to  assimilate  the  law  in 
IielMid  to  that  of  England.  It  would 
be  most  dangerous  to  give  such  a  power 
to  the  revising  barrister,  seeing  that  he 
mighty  in  a  ^  of  gout  or  a  fit  of  temper, 
altogether  abuse  it.  At  present  the 
vigilanoe  of  the  opposing  political  par- 
ties kept  the  registers  nearly  pure.    The 
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power  proposed  by  Olause  8  to  be  given 
to  collectors  of  rates  was  arbitrary,  and 
would  in  many  cases  take  away  the 
franchise  from  a  lentimate  voter.  He 
submitted  that  the  Sill,  so  far  from  as- 
similating the  law  of  Ireland  to  that  of 
Enp;land,  would  create  greater  dissimi- 
larity than  that  which  at  present  ex- 
isted;  and  at  that  period  of  tne  Session, 
it  was  hardly  worth  while  to  waste  the 
time  of  the  House  when  the  Oommittee 
would  give  rise  to  so  much  discussion. 

Sm  HENBY  JAMES  observed  that 
the  objections  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  TMr.  Charles  Lewis)  ap- 
plied to  the  aetails  more  than  to  too 
principle  of  the  Bill,  and  did  not  afford 
a  sufficient  ground  for  refusing  to  read 
it  a  second  time.  He  contended,  with 
reference  to  those  objections,  that  he 
(Sir  Henry  James)  had  not  thought  it 
would  be  urged  that  legislation  for  Ire- 
land must  not  be  in  advance  of  legisla- 
tion for  England.  There  were  separate 
subjects  in  the  Bill,  but  how  could  the 
promoters  have  a  distinct  Bill  for  every 
alteration  which  was  desired  ?  In  respect 
to  the  county  vote,  the  Bill  would  as- 
similate the  Irish  to  the  English  system ; 
and  with  respect  to  the  borough  voter, 
if  the  proposal  made  was  in  advance  of 
the  law  of  England,  that  was  no  objec- 
tion to  it.  What  his  hon.  Friend  now 
proposed  in  this  Bill  was  what  had  been 
recommended  by  the  Committee  of  1869 
to  be  the  law  regulating  questions  of 
this  kind  both  in  England  and  Ireland. 
What  was  the  common  sense  of  the 
matter,  but  that  a  man  who  had  to  meet 
an  objection  should  know  beforehand 
what  the  objection  was?  There  were 
five  distinct  grounds  of  objection  which 
might  be  made,  and  what  hardship 
was  there  in  requiring  the  person 
who  objected  to  say  on  what  par- 
ticular grounds  of  objection  he  took 
his  stand?  It  was  well  known  that 
presons  engaged  in  these  matters  sent 
out  objections  by  thousands  to  poor  men 
who  they    knew  could    not    attend  to 

Srove  their  claims  without  loss  of  the 
ay's  wages  which  they  wanted  to  buy 
food  for  their  children.  And  that  was 
what  was  called  purifying  the  register. 
The  fact  that  there  were  those  who 
would  perpetuate  such  a  system  almost 
suggested  the  existence  of  a  desire  to 
restrict  the  operatbn  of  the  franchise. 
He  could  understand,  therefore,  why 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  ob- 

3  K 
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jeoted  to  allow  the  reTiaing  barrister  to 
exercise  his  discretion  as  to  costs.  Bat 
the  whole  policy  of  the  English  law 
went  in  this  direction ;  because  while  at 
first,  the  costs  were  to  be  only  20#.,  they 
were  afterwards  increased  to  40«.,  and 
then  something  additional  was  allowed. 
He  trusted  the  Gbvemment  would  show 
the  Irish  Members  the  courtesy  of  con- 
senting to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time, 
because  it  would  be  of  evil  precedent  to 
obstruct  a  meritorious  measure  without 
good  cause.  Any  objections  to  its  de- 
tails could  be  readily  encountered  in 
Committee. 

Gaptaik  NOLAN  said,  that  if  either 
of  the  firm  of  Taper  and  Tadpole  had 
made  a  speech  in  that  House,  it  might 
have  been  something  like  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Charles  Lewis).  The  mode  of  getting 
into  Parliament  adopted  by  these  gen- 
tlemen was  to  **  reduce  the  number  of 
voters  in  every  possible  way  by  lodging 
objections."  No  doubt,  the  hon.  Member 
thought  that  by  keeping  down  the  num- 
ber of  Lrish  votes  as  much  as  possible, 
he  would  keep  in  the  Constitutional  Party 
in  Ireland.  It  was  more  important  that 
there  should  be  a  good  system  of  regis- 
tration in  Ireland  ^an  in  England,  for 
this  simple  reason — England  had  about 
five  times  the  number  of  Members  of 
Parliament  than  there  were  in  Ireland, 
and  England  was  only  twice  as  larg^  as 
Ireland ;  consequently  the  average  area 
which  each  Member  represented  was 
two  and  a-half  times  as  larg^  as  in  Eng- 
land, and  the  larger  the  area  which  eadi 
Member  represented,  the  greater  the 
necessity  for  registration  facilities.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Taunton 
(Sir  Henry  James)  had  referred  to  the 
loss  of  time  occasioned  to  voters  on  ac- 
count of  frivolous  objections,  and  he 
(Captain  Nolan)  thought  that  costs  could 
never  be  more  properly  awarded  than 
when  given  agaLt  men  who  lo<W  a 
frivolous  objection.  They  should  not 
be  playing  a  little  game  at  getting  on 
Home  Rulers  and  Conservatives,  but 
should  aim  at  getting  all  qualified  elec- 
tors on  the  registor. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Oibsoi?)  said,  that  the 
question  had  been  fdlly  discussed,  for  it 
had  occupied  something  like  four  hours, 
and  every  clause  of  the  Bill  had  been  ade- 
quately commented  upon.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Taunton  had  sug- 

Sir  Hmry  Jam$» 


geeted  that  the  OonMrrative  Party 
die   Parbr  who  were  uudoiia  to  k— p 
people  off  the  register — that  thej  wer* 
the  only  Party  who  served  ftivoloaa  ob- 
jeotions.    He  would  not  waate  the  Urnrn 
of  the  House  by  disoussing  these  ohar^vs ; 
but  he  would  make  a  few  obMrvrntuma 
on  the  course  of  the  debate,  wUdi  from 
the  very  nature  of  things,  involring  mm 
it  did  more  or  less  the  oonnderatioii  <si 
details,  had  neoessarilytakeQ  awideaiid 
discursive  direction.    He  did  not  drink 
that  anvone  on  either  aide  of  the  House 
doubted  that  it  was  fisir  and  reaaonabla 
to  give  all  due  facilities  for  the  registra- 
tion of  persons  who  were  entitled  to  be 
on  the  register.    He  had  not  heard  aaj 
suggestion  upon  either  side  of  the  Hottae 
that  it  was  right  to  enoourage,  or  not 
to  discourage,  the  forwarding  of  undiie 
frivolous  objections.     He  t£>uglit  the 
distinction  tliat  had  been  taken  about 
the  serving  of  notices  of  objectioa  was 
one  which  did  not  come  home  to  the 
mind  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Taunton  (Sir.  Henry  James).    He 
(Sir   Heniy   James)   had  not    applied 
himself  to  the  line  of  oUeotions  taken 
by  his  hon.  and  learned  OoUeagne  and 
other  hon.  Members  on  that  aide  of 
the  House.    Assuming  that  a  peoeon 
was  named  on  the  register,  and  that 
he  had  been  a  voter,  they  all  agreed 
that  his  status  as  a  voter  should  not 
be  attacked  without  giving  him  proper 
notice.    But  it  was  quite  open  to  £»> 
cussion  whether   the  same    oonsidars- 
tions  and  the    same  lines  of  thought 
should  be  applied  to  those  who  had  not 
been  voters,  and  were  on  the  Snppls- 
mental  list.    This  List,  which  was  peon- 
liar  to  Ireland,  and  of  the  existanoe  of 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (br 
Tauntcm  did  not  seem  to  be  aware,  con- 
tained the  names  of  those  who  had  not 
had  their  right  to  vote  reoognheed,  bnt 
possessed  only  two  out  of  five  elenienti 
of  qualification  which  gave  a  #r«lMd  Amw 
case  of  a  right  to  vote.  lliatngfatmi|^ 
he  thought,  be  &iriy  challenged  bj  a 
seneral  objection.    He  did  not  hear  it 
denied  bv  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
lor  Londonderry  that  it  was  right  and 
fair  to  give  the  reviainff  tribunal  the 
power  of  awarding  costs ;  he  only  argued 
that  it  would  be  unreasonable  to  give 
to  the  revising  tribunal,  the  powers  of 
giving  costs  without  stiint  or  measora. 
There  was  no  question  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  giving  revising  tribunals  the 
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fi^rt  to  ftWftid  eoBto  to  a  fidr  lunount^ 
«j  90«.  <ft  909.    H  tli0M  v«r6  objM- ; 

girt<i,  who  hnA  a  tight  to  be  on,  it  was 
•Ito  otj«oti<maU^  to  pMotic«dly  pirohibit 
•b|#QliottB  by  which  iftbitiintial  h&mi 
WM  done  to  the  poHtjr  of  the  eleetoral 
HiiIb.  Oontiderftble  orilietett  had  been 
Areoted  agaSast  what  was  known  as  the 
"DttUSn  danse,*'  and  he  should  only 
■fejr  tbat  it  dealt  with  sereral  oomplioated 
eoMsderations  whioh  wonld  requite  much 
aCtoatiim  in  Ootnmittee  if  it  was  to  be  re- 
tatiMd  in  ttie  pt^saent  Bm.  Withtegard 
to  the  c^uestion  whether  the  reoei^  of 
poor  rdief  should  disfranchise  an  elector 
ke  flhould  roeorve  his  opinion.  He  pre- 
tmied  the  hon.  Memoer  for  Ghdway 
(Mr.  lOtohell  Henrt)  did  not  mean  to 
lay  down  a  hard-and-fast  line  that  tiiere 
sImuM  be  a  BerisionOciirt  at  all  polling 
plftoea,  bat  only  that  erery  possible  faoi- 
Hty  dhould  be  given  for  registration.  It 
wma,  he  bdietM,  possible  under  the  pre- 
taot  law  to  lemedy  the  etisting  inoonve- 
nienoea,  and  his  sympathies  were  entirely 
in  fiiirour  of  giving  everf  reasonable 
AMiKty  for  adequate  revision  at  conve- 
nieBt  (dnees.  Ifthis  could  not  be  e£fbcted 
vttder  the  present  law,  he  was  in  fkvour 
of  passing  an  enactment  to  give  the  con- 
venience sought.  Last  year,  when  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kildare 
(Mr.  Meldon)  introduced  a  similar  mea- 
sure, he  fthe  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
hud)  took  upon  himsdf  the  responsi- 
hBatj  of  opposing  its  second  reading, 
beoMiee  there  was  contained  in  it  a 
clause  to  whioh  he  had  very  strong  ob- 
jections. That  clause  did  not  appear  in 
the  present  Bill,  and  so  far,  his  objec- 
tion was  removed.  Fully  recognizing  the 
value  of  the  critidsms  of  hon.  Members 
against  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  and 
t£st  they  were  not  without  foundation, 
ha  flaw  no  re^Mm  whv  the  Bill  might 
sot  be  read  a  second  time. 

Bib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  very 
nadi  doubted  whether  any  private 
M«mber,  even  although  armed  with  the 
unanimous  recommendations  of  a  Oom- 
laltlee,  oouM  carry  a  Registration  Bill 
En  the  present  state  of  Public  Business. 
Ha  haa  had  personal  experience  of  the 
utter  impossibility  of  any  private  Mem- 
ber being  able  to  pass  a  Begistration 
Bin ;  but  he  would  urge  upon  the  Oo- 
vemmant  that  liiey  shoula  undertake 
the  tftdt  of  providing  satisfoctory  regis- 
tration laws,  not  o^y  for  Ireland  but 


also  for  England.  It  was  admitted  by 
everybody  that  the  present  registration 
laws  were  a  scandal,  and  he  trusted  that 
neixt  Session  the  Government  would  in- 
troduce a  Bill  dealing  with  the  whole 

matter.  

Me.  PLUNKET  said,  he  would  offer 
no  forther  opposition  to  the  Motion  for 
the  second  reading,  but  would  reserve 
to  himself  the  tight  to  oppose  what  he 
considered  a  mischievous  Bill  in  its  fu- 
ture stages. 

Am^idment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

BUI  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mUt&d  kft  M^ndsjf  next. 


CBOSSED  CHEQUES   ON   BANKERS 

BILL.— [Bill  26.] 

(JTr.   Hubbard^   Mr.    Ooiehen,   Mr.    Alderman 

Cotton,  Mr.   Twellt,) 

SECOND  KSADIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBAED,  in  moving  that 
&e  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time,  said, 
his  object  was  to  take  out  of  the  hands 
of  thieves  the  facility  of  making  a  profit 
through  such  media  as  crossed  cheques 
on  bankers.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  a  history  of  the  introduction  and 
use  of  cheques  in  commercial  transac- 
tions, drawing  attention  to  the  several 
circumstances  which  had  led  to  the  sub- 
sequent modifications  of  those  instru- 
ments, passing  fh>m  the  open  cheque 
to  bearer  to  the  crossed  cheque,  and 
then  to  the  cheqiie  to  order  crossed. 
Neither  one  nor  other  of  those  modifica- 
tions had  been  sufficient  to  protect  the 
public  from  the  loss  arising  from  bankers 
paying  cheques,  in  disregfard  of  the  in- 
structions in  the  crossing,  to  a  person 
who  had  either  stolen  it  himself,  or  who 
had  got  possession  of  it,  although  bond 
fid9y  after  it  had  been  stolen.  To  remedy 
such  a  state  of  the  law,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  last  Session  introduced  and 

Sassed  a  measure  consolidating  and 
eclarinff  the  law,  but  providing  no 
means  of  enforcing  it,  except  with  refer- 
ence to  cheques  which  should  be  in- 
scribed with  the  words  '^not  nego- 
tiable ; "  but  neutralizing  even  that 
limited  protection  by  exonerating  from 
responsibility  the  banker  through  whom 
the  cheque  was  encashed.  He  had  incor- 
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porated  in  this  Bill  nearly  the  whole  of 
the  Act  of  last  Session  with  the  exception 
of  the  12th  clause,  which  in  its  present 
form  left  a  large  class  of  cheques  payable 
to  order  absolutely  unprotected.  His 
object  was  to  extend  to  every  cheque 
payable  to  order  and  crossed,  the  same 
protection  the  Act  of  last  Session  intended 
to  give  to  cheques  stamped  **  Not  nego- 
tiable." That  Act  had  proved  an  entire 
failure,  so  much  so  that  up  to  two  days 
ago  on  making  inquiries  at  the  Bank  of 
England,  the  chief  cashier  told  him  that 
of  the  5,200  customers,  he  had  not  no- 
ticed any  cheques  marked  **  Not  nego- 
tiable" sent  into  the  Bank  since  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  last  year,  except  in 
the  case  of  one  customer,  who  was  a 
Dutchman,  and  who,  doubtless,  did  not 
understand  the  real  meaning  of  the  term. 
He  thought  this  showed  that  the  Act 
of  last  year  had  failed  to  accomplish  the 
object  it  had  in  view ;  that,  as  it  stood,  it 
gave  security  to  no  one;  it  only  pro- 
tected a  class  of  cheque  which  <ud  not 
and  never  would  exist,  and  that  protec- 
tion he  now  proposed  to  extend  to 
cheques  by  which  nine-tenths  of  the 
business  of  the  country  was  transacted. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  concluded  by 
moving  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Ifr.  J.  G.  Rubhard.) 

Mr.  backhouse,  in  moving  "That 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  ti^at  day 
three  months,"  said,  the  Act  of  last  year 
had  not  yet  had  a  fair  trial,  and  that  it 
was  premature  to  attempt  any  alteration 
in  the  law  until  such  time  as  it  had. 
Indeed,  he  had  not  heard  of  any  de- 
mand for  an  alteration  of  it.  Owing 
to  a  certain  legal  decision,  there  was 
a  general  desire  that  the  law  should 
be  made  clear,  and  he  believed  it  was 
made  sufEcientlv  clear  by  the  Act,  of 
which  no  complaint  had  been  made. 
The  Bill  was  simply  a  repetition  of  the 
Act,  except  as  regarded  the  change  pro- 
posed by  Clause  9.  If  that  were  passed, 
every  cheque  would  require  to  be  accom- 
panijdd  by  something  like  an  abstract  of 
title,  and  the  inconvenience  would  be  a 
serious  restriction  upon  business;  and 
the  real  question  was  whether  it  was 
necessary.  He  never  heard  of  any  losses 
arising  through  the  miscarriage  of 
cheques  sent  uirough  the  post  in  pay- 
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ment  of  dividend  warraatt ;  and  di«qna« 
payable  to  order  had  beoome  wo  oommon, 
and  had  been  found  wo  oonTenieiit»  that 
any  restriction  upon  the  use  of  tliem 
would  be  a  serious  matter.  He  wss 
told  there  were  firms  of  solioiton  in 
London  who  never  paid  a  oheque  that 
was  not  marked  "  Not  negotiable,"  and 
that  showed  that  the  legal  Profeasioii 
were  fully  alive  to  the  advantages  of 
the  endorsement,  although  time  had  not 
allowed  the  general  pubuo  to  beoome  eo* 
The  Act  of  last  Session  gave  all  the  pro* 
tection  that  was  necessary,  and,  aa  no 
case  was  made  out  for  a  ohan^.  he 
would  move  the  rejection  of  the  BilL 

Mb.  THOMSON  HANXET  seconded 
the  Amendment.  He  had  listened  at- 
tentively to  the  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  (Mr.  Hubbard),  bat  he 
was  not  convinced  that  there  was  any 
occasion  to  re-o^n  the  question.  AU 
that  had  been  said  now  was  said  in  the 
debate  of  last  year,  when  the  questum 
was  also  fully  d^ussed  in  the  Uonse  of 
Lords,  where  the  Bill  was  introdaoed 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor.  In  that  cir» 
cumstance  alone  the  public  had  the  as- 
surance that  it  had  been  prepared  with 
the  greatest  legal  care  and  attentioiL 
That  day  he  had  made  inquiry  at  the 
Bank  of  England,  and  he  was  told  that 
there  were  no  complaints  of  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act  of  last  year.  No  I^eti- 
tions  had  been  presented  to  the  House 
against  it;  and  under  all  the  oiroom- 
stances  he  hoped  the  (Government  would 
not  assent  to  any  change  in  the  law  at 
present. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  oat  the 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  three  months." — {Mr.  Baekk<m$0,) 

Mb.  MABTEN  deprecated  so  large 
an  interference  with  the  negotiabili^  of 
cheques  as  would  result  uom  passing 
the  measure.  Only  one  case  of  incon- 
venience had  arisen  during  the  20  yean 
that  cheques  payable  to  order  had  been 
in  use.  The  Question  was,  whether  Par- 
liament could  aevise  some  plan  by  patting 
words  on  cheques  so  as  not  to  renderthem 
negotiable.  He  believed  that  the  effect 
of  disturbing  the  existing  law  would  be 
to  unsettle  many  thousands  of  trmnsao- 
tions  in  London  and  all  ^arts  of  Bog- 
land.  The  Act  of  last  Session  protecting 
cheques  marked  "Not  negotiable/*  ex- 
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acilj  met  the  particular  case  which 
o«ated  alarm  atnonff  bankers  and  com- 
BMXcial  men,  and  did  not  interfere  with 
tbe  general  practice  of  the  country  with 
ngud  to  the  negotiabilitjof  the  cheques. 
Beyond  that,  no  question  had  as  yet 
inten  on  the  construction  of  the  12th 
Mction  of  the  Act  of  last  Session,  so  as 
to  render  further  legislation  necessary 
on  thia  subject.  He  thought  it  would 
be  a  great  mistake  to  intenere  with  the 
working  of  an  Act  which  had  so  lately 
passed  into  law,  and  he  should,  there- 
nire,  oppose  the  Bill. 

M&.  GBEOOET,  on  the  other  hand, 
ntpported  the  measure.  He  did  not 
visa  to  see  the  negotiability  of  cheques 
extended,  and  thought  that  it  led  to 
muck  inoonyenience  in  the  conduct  of 
business.  When  he  drew  a  cheque 
he  expected  that  the  person  to  whom 
he  pa!ssed  it  would  at  once  present  it 
fat  payment,  and  not  pass  it  from 
hand  to  hand  like  a  bank  note,  as  the 
longer  it  was  in  circulation  the  more 
dill^alt  it  became  for  him  to  keep  his 
Boooonts  in  proper  order.  All  the  cheques 
he  paid  were  marked ''  Not  negotiable ; " 
but  he  did  not  receiTO  many  so  marked. 
He  doubted  whether  the  law  was,  or 
was  likely  to  be,  understood  by  the 
public,  who  supposed  that  it  was  suffi- 
cient protection  to  make  a  cheque  pay- 
able to  order  and  to  cross  it.  As  re- 
garded the  prorisions  of  the  Act  relating 
to  bankers,  he  quite  agreed  that  every 
reasonable  protection  should  be  given 
to  them,  and  he  knew  that  all  the  old 
banking  firms  in  London  and  in  the 
Provinces  were  very  careful  as  to  whom 
they  opened  accounts  with,  but  there 
were  oither  firms  or  companies  who  did 
not  exercise  the  same  caution,  and  who 
were  not  entitled  to  the  same  conside- 
ration.   

Mr.  MORLET  hoped  the  Bill  would 
not  be  pressed  to  a  division,  as  it  was 
too  soon  to  leg^islate  on  the  question 
again.  He  believed  there  was  ereat 
value  in  the  words  ''Not  negotiable,'' 
and  that,  as  that  value  became  known, 
they  would  be  more  frecjuently  used. 
Bat  it  would  be  a  very  senous  inoonve- 
nienee  if,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Hubbard)  seemed  to  wish, 
customers  were  not  allowed  to  remit  in 
cheques  payable  to  order,  the  number 
of  which,   he   believed,    exceeded    the 


factorily  last  year,  and  he  thought  it 
would  be  wise  not  to  make  any  further 
alteration  in  it  at  least  for  two  years. 

Mb.  MUNTZ  said,  that  stolen  cheques 
were  received  like  stolen  goods,  and  it 
must  be  known  in  many  cases  to  the 
parties  paying,  because  the  persons  who 
presented  them  were  scarcely  able  to 
write  their  names.  Cheques  payable  to 
order  were  intended  to  be  as  negotiable 
as  bills  of  exchange  ;  but  as  no  one 
ought  to  take  a  bill  of  exchange  of 
which  nothing  was  known,  so  no  one, 
and  especially  a  banker,  ought  to  take 
a  cheque  without  some  assurance  that 
it  was  properly  presented.  If  he  did, 
in  so  doing  he  aided  and  abetted  a 
felony.  A  cheque  for  a  large  sum  was 
never  posted  without  some  anxiety  to 
hear  that  it  had  been  received  by  the 
person  for  whom  it  was  intended..  It 
was  said  by  some  that  cheques  ought 
not  to  be  treated  as  negotiable ;  but  of 
what  use  would  cheques  be  if  they  were 
not  negotiable?  All  that  they  wanted 
was  that  bankers  should  not  cash  crossed 
cheques  with  facility,  at  least,  without 
great  care  and  caution.  If  his  right 
hon.  Friend  went  to  a  division,  he  should 
certainly  vote  in  support  of  his  Motion. 

Thb  attorney  general  said, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  not  assent  to 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  The 
circumstances  of  a  recent  case  rendered 
it  necessary  that  some  alteration  should 
be  made  in  the  law,  and  accordingly  the 
Jjord  Chancellor  introduced  his  Bill, 
lie  (the  Attorney  General)  had  the  con- 
duct of  that  Bill  in  that  House,  and  bo 
had  interviews  with  many  persons  into- 
rested  in  the  matter,  and  ho  found  thoiMi 
existed  among  them  a  general  consensus 
in  favour  of  the  nop^oti ability  of  the^o 
crossed  cheques.  People  had  become 
used  to  them,  and  persons  to  whom  they 
were  sent  wore  in  the  habit  of  passing 
them  on  like  bank  notes.  After  much 
consideration,  it  was  thought  better  to 
leave  these  crossed  cheques  as  they  were, 
but  to  give  the  drawer  the  power  to  in- 
sert the  words  **  Not  negotiable  "  in  tlie 
crossing,  which  under  the  clause  meant 
that  the  person  holding  the  cheque 
should  not  be  held  to  have  a  better  title 
to  the  cheque  than  the  person  he  re- 
ceived it  iVom.  At  present,  if  a  man 
wanted  to  make  a  chooue  safe,  he  had 
only  to  write  upon  it  *•  ^fot  negotiable  ;  *' 
and  if  in  its  transit  it  was  stolen,  the 


number  payable  to  bearer.    The  ques- ,  ,„. 

tion  was,  on  the  whole,  closed  very  satis-    question  might  be  asked — What  would 
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the  thief  do  with  it  ?  The  answer  was 
that  if  a  person  chose  to  cash  it,  he  would 
be  responsible  to  the  true  owner  of  the 
cheque,  and  that  the  banker  who  710- 
latea  the  Act  of  Parliament  became  re- 
sponsible for  the  whole  amount,  if  he 
passed  the  cheque.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Huboard)  was  not  content 
with  this,  and  wanted  to  apply  the  pro- 
vision to  all  crossed  cheques  payable  to 
order,  and  thus  to  restrain  their  nego- 
tiability. This  was  the  very  thmg 
against  which  an  outcry  was  raised  by 
the  mercantile  community  last  Session, 
and  his  right  hon.  Friend's  proposal  to 
engraft  the  principle  of  the  present  Bill 
on  that  of  last  Session  was  fuUy  dis- 
cussed and  finally  rejected  by  the  House. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  in  his  able  speech 
had  repeated  those  views — ^views  which, 
if  now  accepted  by  the  House,  would 
practically  complicate  and  harass  the 
commerce  of  this  country.  The  Act  of 
last  Session,  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
said  no  one  could  understand,  provided 
the  means  for  a  man  to  protect  himself 
without  unduly  interfering  with  the  ne- 
gotiability of  crossed  cheques,  and  it 
also  indicated  to  bankers  the  means  by 
which  they  could  protect  themselves. 
The  effect  of  the  words  *  *  No  t  negotiable ' ' 
might  not  be  properly  imderstood,  but 
the  mercantile  community  would  soon 
get  to  comprehend  the  Act.  It  ou^ht, 
at  all  events,  to  have  a  little  more  time 
given  to  its  operation;  because  the 
existing  Act  undoubtedly  gave  the 
means  of  protection  without  interfering 
with  the  negotiability  of  cheques. 

Mb.  WHEELHOUSE  considered  it 
was  not  desirable  that  the  House  should 
now  consent  to  change  a  law  which  he 
believed  to  be  working  advantageously 
to  the  public  interest.  They  should  be 
extremely  carefol  not  to  shake  confidence 
in  an  Act  which  was  only  passed  12 
months  ago,  and  which  was  certainly 
found  to  give  great  protection  to  the 
drawers  of  cheques  and  bankers. 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBARD,  in  reply, 
said,  that  as  he  had  been  asked  why  he 
had  brought  in  this  Bill,  he  wished  to 
repeat  that  some  amending  Bill  was 
necessary,  because  the  language  of  the 
12th  dause  of  the  present  Act  was  abso- 
lutely contradictory.  It  was  perfect 
nonsense,  and  as  a  piece  of  legislation 
most  disoreditable.  If  the  House,  how* 
ever,  chose  to  perpetuate  such  a  piece 
of  absurdity,  the  present  Bill  would  re- 
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nudn  on  reoord  as  a  proof  th^t  he,  at 
least,  had  done  his  do^. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M*EENNA  said,  tbst 
his  vote  for  the  measure  wo«Idbe  giT«ii 
on  the  gi^ound  that  he  thought  it  would 
remedy  a  defect  in  la^t  Sessicm's  Uy>* 
lation,  which  enabled  a  maa  who  Bad 
got  an  instrument  by  a  bad  titla  to  00m* 
vert  that  title  into  a  good  one,  and  to 
avoid  all  reenponsibility  for  having  taken 
it  with  ^  bad  title.  He  should  soppovt 
theBilL 

Question  put,  ''  That  the  word  '  nov  ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  <{iv*dM:— Ayet  66;  NoM 
175:  Majority  109.— (Div.  List,  No.  171.) 

Words  oiUM. 

Main  Question,  aa  amended,  put*  and 
e^greeiio. 

Second   Beading  put   off  for    tkzee 

months. 


BOTAL    miSH    OOSSrCABULABT     (iBSZtAXB) 

BILL. 

Reeolation  [June  12]  reported  ; 

**  That  it  IB  expedient  to  aathoriie  the  per- 
ment,  oat  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Ptolui- 
ment,  of  permsneot  Salsriee  to  the  Menhve  of 
the  Royal  Iriah  Ojoitabalary,  and  to  iiaiit 
*The  Goostabulaiy  (Ireland)  Act,  lS7i.*  *' 

Reeohition  tfreed  U: — Bill  ordtrwd  to  be 
btouffht  in  by  Sir  Michasl  Hicxe-Baaca  and 
Mr.  AiToaKBT  Gbnx&al  for  IniLAKS. 


MONIT  LAWS  (nUELAND)  AlClirDlIBVT 

BILL. 

OMWHifrMf  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

SeeOeedt  TlMt  the  Chainaan  bo  direoted  t» 
move  the  Home,  that  leave  be  g[iven  to  bmy 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Moner  Lawa  ol  Irelanf 
and  prohibit  the  iMoing  of  Prominory  Kotat 
tmder  Two  Poonda. 

Beeolntion  reported :  ^  Wl  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  DujunnfTTand  Mr.  Bxoujio 
Pbwim. 

BiUiTf^pmta^aadivadthotottuM.  [BiUlM.] 
Howiaa4iuunwil  ai  Itm  w^tmAm 
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Society  of  the  Holy  Gross  purohssed  the 
oopyriffht.  As  to  the  nature  of  this 
work,  it  seems  to  be  regarded  with  sos- 
picion  even  by  the  person  who  compiled 
it>  and  by  those  who  haye  published  and 
circulated  it ;  because  in  the  Preface  we 
find  this  passage — 


HOUSE    OP    LOEDS, 

Thuriday,  lith  June,  1877. 

MINUTES.}— Public  BxuA^Firtt  Reading— 
Trmde  lUrlra  *  (106) ;  Local  Government 
Prorlaonal  Orders  (Bridlington,  fto.)*  (107), 
■ad  rtftrrtd  to  the  Examiners;  Fisheries 
(Orsters,  Crabs,  and  Lobsters)  •  (108) ;  Gene- 
rml  Police  and  Improvement  (Scotland)  Act 
(1862}  Amendment  *  (109). 

9»ivmd  R—dmg — Local  Government  Board's  Pro- 
Tiaonal  Orders  Confirmation  (Joint  Boards)  * 
(M\ ;  Local  Government  Board's  Provisional 
Oniers  Confirmation  (Artisans  and  Labourers 
DwelHngs)  •  (91). 

Otma^eut^ktport — Provisional  Orders  (Ireland) 
Oooflrmation  (Artisans  and  Laboorers  Dwell- 
ioga)«  (78);  Provisional  Orders  (Ireland) 
Oooflrmation  (Ennis,  &c.)  •  (79) ;  Crown 
Office  ^  (  ) ;  Local  Government  rrovisional 
Orders  (Altrincham,  kc)  *  (89) ;  I^cal  Go- 
T«nunent  (Gas)  Provisional  Orders  (Penrith, 
4c.)  •  (90). 

TVn/ jeMififi^— Settled  Estates*  (49);  Public 
libraries  Act  (Ireland)  Amendment*  (65), 
MJkdpoMud, 

THE  CONFESSIONAL— "THE  PRIEST 
IN  ABSOLUTION."— OBSERVATIONS. 

Thx  Eael  of  EEDESDALE  rose  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  book 
entitled  The  PrUit  in  Abaolution,  pri- 
vately printed  by,  and  at  the  disposal  of, 
an  aasociation  of  derfinrmen  called  the 
Society  of  the  Holy  Cross,  for  private 
and  limited  circulation  among  the  clergy. 
The  noble  Earl  said:  My  Lords,  the 
book  the  subject  of  my  Notice  was 
brought  under  my  observation  a  short 
time  ago.  Upon  perusing  it,  I  venture 
to  ihink  that  the  fact  of  such  a  work 
being  in  existence  is  well  worthy  the 
ooasideration  of  vour  Lordships'  Hoiise 
and  of  tiie  whole  country—or,  at  any 
rate,  of  those  who  are  interested  in 
the  Church  of  England.  The  Society 
by  which  it  is  printed  and  circulated  is 
called  the  Society  of  the  Holy  Cross, 
and  haa  among  its  members  many  well- 
known  and  in  some  respects  very  excel- 
lent men ;  but  men  who  entertam  pecu- 
liar views  on  certain  subjects.  The  Bev. 
A.  H.  Maokonochie  is  or  was  Master  of 
the  Society,  and  on  the  Council  are  the 
Bev.  Dr.  LitUedale,  the  Rev.  A.  H.  Stan- 
ton, the  Bev.  0.  T.  Lowder,  and  the  Bev. 
H.  B.  Nihill,  and  the  Bev.  A.  Tooth  is 
one  of  the  Foreign  Miscions  Committee. 
With  regard  to  the  book  iteelf,  I  am 
inibrmea  that  it  was  compiled  by  a  gen- 
tleman now  dead,  from  wnoee  widow  the 


**  To  prevent  scandal  ariflmg  from  the  curioun 
or  prurient  mifliue  of  a  book  which  treats  of 
Fpintual  diseases,  it  has  been  thought  best  that 
the  sale  should  be  confined  to  the  clergy  who 
desire  to  have  at  hand  a  sort  of  vade  meoum  for 
easy  reference  in  discharge  of  their  duties  as 
confessors." 

This  statement  seems  rather  remarkable, 
and  would  appear  to  indicate  that  those 
who  are  engaged  in  circulating  the  book 
have  some  suspicion  in  respect  of  its 
character :  and  I  am  informed  that  by 
one  clergyman,  who  had  requested  copies 
of  the  work  to  be  forwarded  to  him,  this 
reply  was  received — 

"  I  am  unable  to  comply  with  your  request 
without  reference  to  some  well-known  priest 
of  your  acquaintance." 

It  would  appear,  therefore,  that  the  cir- 
culation 01  the  book  even  amongst  the 
clergy  is  carefully  and  particularly 
limited.  Bearing  m  mind  the  doctrines 
of  the  Church  of  England,  the  doctrines 
laid  down  in  this  book  are  rather  extra- 
ordinary. I  will  not  quote  many  ex- 
tracts to  your  Lordships,  but  to  show 
the  character  of  the  book  I  feel  bound 
to  quote  two  or  three.     Here  is  one — 

"  There  is  no  resource  for  the  spiritually  sick 
but  private  confession  and  absolution;  and  to 
make  that  effectual  it  is  necessary  that  the  peni- 
tent be  examined  with  discretion  and  expert- 


ness. 


It  then  proceeds  to  state  the  way  in 
which  these  examinations  are  to  be  car- 
ried on.    It  says — 

**  Children  may  receive  absolution  with  much 
spiritual  benefit  after  seven,  or  even  five  or 


*'The  priest  must  be  careful  not  to  be  too 
reserved  in  questions,  lest  he  risk  thereby  the 
loss  of  a  mat  good  for  the  sake  of  the  loss." 

**  Children  mav  bo  asked  with  whom  they 
sleep;  if  they  have  played  with  their  bed- 
fellows; touched  each  other  designedly  or  un- 
becomingly." 

**  Adults :  with  whom  they  had  to  do ;  whe- 
ther more  than  once  with  the  same  person ; 
when  it  took  place ;  how  often  the  sin  was  com- 
mitted; how  often  interrupted  before  com- 
mitted." 

I  do  not  like  to  go  into  these  matters, 
and  I  think  your  Lordships  will  admit 
that  questions  of  this  kina  are  at  least 
suggestive,  and  much  more  likely  to 


Bion  on  behilf  of  thote  wlio  long  for 
her  immaoolate  example." 

This  is  the  manner  in  whidi  the  book 
describes  ''  The  Priest  "— 
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bring  abont  than  to  avoid  the  evils  to  1  non  on  behilf  of  thoee  who  looir  for  liheoaee  to 
whioh  they  relate.  I  will  bring  one 
further  subieot  of  examination  under 
jour  Lordships'  notice  to  show  how 
grave  is  the  matter  to  whioh  I  have 
ventured  to  direct  attention,  in  the  hope 
of  putting  a  stop  to  the  practices  incul- 
cated by  the  book — 

*^  In  regard  to  married  persons,  the  priest  is 
bound  ordinarily  only  to  inquire,  when  he  finds 
it  necessary,  of  wives  if  they  have  rendered  duo 
benevolence,  and  that  only  in  the  mo^  modest 
way  he  can,  and  not  inquire  further  unless  he 
be  asked  questions  himself.  Wives  should  be 
asked  if  thev  have  not  caused  their  husbands  to 
blaspheme  by  not  rendering  due  benevolence. 
Wives  often  by  refusing  the  latter  are  damned, 
and  cause  the  damnation  of  their  husbands  by 
driving  them  to  thousands  of  iniquities.  The 
question  should  be  veiled  in  discreet  language : 
*  Uo  you  obey  your  husband  in  what  belongs  to 
the  marriage  state  ? ' " 

I  will  not  go  further  into  these  matters 
— ^I  think  I  have  said  enough  to  show 
the  character  of  the  examinations  sug- 
gested in  this  book,  for  use  by  the  priest 
when  the  people  come  to  him  for  oonfes- 
sion.  The  danger  arising  from  auricular 
confession  is  admitted  in  the  book,  for 
in  one  passage  it  is  stated  that  the  con- 
fessor ''  should  abstain  from  every  word 
whioh  springs  from  tenderness,"  and 
that  "though  he  may  say  'My  dear 
son '  to  a  young  man,  prudence  forbids 
him  to  say  '  My  dear  child '  to  one  of 
the  other  sex."  Then  there  is  this  testi- 
mony in  the  book  as  to  the  result  of  the 
system — 

*'  It  is  only  too  easy  during  long  intervals  to 
be  exposed  to  tiie  incursion  of  impure  afiections, 
and  to  lose  more  than  is  gained.  Ciroumspeo- 
iion  is  the  more  necessary  when  the  youth  or 
appearance  of  people,  or  tne  subjects  of  confes- 
sion, or  their  ^at  piety  or  wickedness,  might 
cause  more  cosily  bad  impressions  on  his  or  their 
hearts.  Pity,  1  say,  has  been  more  than  onoe  a 
wreck  upon  which  imprudent  confenors  have 
been  wrecked,  who,  by  commencing  with  a  sim- 
ple spiritual  esteem,  have  ended  insensibly  with 
a  sensual  and  carnal  love.** 

I  will  now  say  a  few  words  as  to  the 
doctrines  set  forth  in  this  book.  It  is  a 
doctrine  of  the  Ohurch  of  England  that 
there  are  only  two  Sacraments.  Ac- 
cording to  tlus  book.  Confession  and 
Absolution  are  a  Sacrament.  Another 
doctrine  of  the  Church  of  England 
is  that  there  is  but  one  Mediator  be- 
tween  Qod  and  man.  What  does  this 
book  say  ? — 

"  To  think  of  the  Ever  Virgin  Mary  and  her 
parity,  and  to  beseech  Ood  to  hear  her  interoet- 

The  Earl  of  RedetdaU 


**  The  Priest  as  a  Judge.— It  is  in  his 
as  Judge,  in  remitting  or  retaining  mm,  that 
skilful  adroitneM  supplies  him  with  meaiis  for 
bringing  the  sinner  toa  right  state  for  reoaiTiBf 
absolution.** 

It  further  states — ''  The  priest  is  Jad^ 
in  the  place  of  Gk>d."  That  is,  he  as- 
sumes to  himself  perfect  in£dlibility  of 
decision  in  respect  of  the  persons  wbo 
come  to  him  to  receire  absolution,  and 
thereby  to  be  relieved  from  all  respon- 
sibility on  account  of  their  sins,  and  he 
is  to  judge  infallibly — perhaps  erro- 
neously, in  reality — as  to  the  sincerity 
of  the  penitents.  My  Lords,  I  most  say 
it  is  high  time  that  the  laity  should  more 
in  this  matter.  Hitherto  it  has  been 
treated  too  much  as  one  exolusiTely  for 
the  clergy.  Since  I  put  my  Notice  on 
the  Paper  my  attention  has  been  called 
to  another  book  entitled  <'  Tk$  Fruit's 
Frayw  Booh^  designed  as  an  Appendage 
to  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer.  Fifth 
edition.  Much  enlarged:  869  paaee.*' 
There  is  one  point  to  whioh  I  woola  call 
your  Lordships*  attention  as  showing 
the  manner  in  whioh  the  Tarions  mat- 
ters contained  in  this  book  are  dealt 
with.  In  the  book  are  directions  under 
the  heading  ''  Communion  of  the  Sick 
with  Beserved  Sacrament.'*  Anything 
more  contrary  to  the  doctrine  of  the 
Church  of  England  than  the  "  Beserred 
Sacrament  *'  I  cannot  conceive.  What 
does  the  rubric  of  the  Church  say  in 
reference  to  the  consecrated  elementu? 
It  says — 

'*  If  any^  remain  of  that  which  has  been  cno- 
seorated,  it  shall  not  be  carried  oat  of  chnrt^ 
but  the  priest  and  such  other  of  the  oomnntm- 
cants  as  he  shall  then  call  nnto  him  shall,  im- 
mediately after  the  blening,  roTerently  eat  and 
drink  the  same.** 

And  the  28th  Artiole  is  in  these  words — 

"The  Sacrament  of  the  Lord's  Sapper  was 
not  by  Christ's  ordinance  reserred,  oamed  about, 
lifted  ap,  or  worshipped.*' 

But  what  does  the  PtiuVi  Pr^$r  Bo9k 

say — 

'*The  priert  then  takes  the  UeMed  Saoittent 
from  the  pyx,  and,  holding  it  before  the  skk 
person,  says—*  Behold  the  Lamb  of  Qod  which 
taketh  away  the  sins  of  the  worid.*  He  kntrls 
down  and  adds~*  Lord,  I  am  not  worthy  that 
Thoa  shooldeet  oome  ander  my  roof,  but  qmik 
only  and  Thy  terrant  shall  be  liealed." 
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H«  tben  rises  and  oommunioates,  using 
the  proper  words.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  notice  of  the  right  rev. 
Beaifih  has  been  directed  to  this 
book  —  I  think  it  most  deserving  of 
their  attention.  In  calling  your  Lord- 
•hipa'  attention  to  the  subjecti  I  am 
actuated  by  a  sense  of  duty,  for  I  feel 
that  the  tune  has  arrived  when  there 
shonld  be  a  decided  condemnation  of 
practices  such  as  those  indicated  in  the 
volumes  from  which  I  have  quoted  these 
extracts. 

Thx  Abghbishop  of  0  ANTEBBUBY  : 
My  Lords,  I  think  none  of  your  Lord- 
ships will  doubt  that  the  noble  Earl 
haa  undertaken  a  most  disagreeable 
and  painful  task,  and  I  feel  obliged 
to  him  for  putting  aside  his  private 
feelings  in  order  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  your  Lordships  to  this  very 
serious  and  important  matter.  The 
noble  Earl  asks  whether  our  attention 
haa  already  been  drawn  to  this  book, 
pnbli^ed  by  the  Society  of  the  Holy 
Croas.  It  is  owing  to  the  courtesy  of 
the  noble  Earl  himself  that  my  attention 
waa  drawn  to  it  very  recently.  I  trust 
— and,  indeed,  feel  convinced — that  the 
pertona  repreeented  by  this  book  are 
very  few  indeed.  I  shall  feel  very  much 
svpriaed  if  it  should  not  turn  out  on 
examination  that  there  are  only  very 
few  of  the  clergy  of  the  Ohurch  among 
theee  persons.  At  the  same  time,  the 
fact  that  there  should  be  any  is  to  my 
mind  a  matter  of  very  great  concern. 
The  noble  Earl  sparea  us  from  many 
details ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  read 
from  the  book  quite  enough  to  show  that 
no  modest  person  can  readthe  book  with- 
out regret,  and  that  it  is  a  disgrace  to 
the  community  that  such  a  book  should 
bo  circulated  under  the  authority  of 
clergymen  of  the  Established  Ohurch. 
Moat  of  us  have  felt  pained  when  details 
have  been  brought  K>rward  of  what  in 
aome  degree  is  authorized  by  another 
branch  of  the  Ohurch  of  Ohrist;  but, 
at  all  events,  we  had  the  satisfaction  of 
knowing  that  in  that  other  branch  of 
the  Church  of  Ohrist,  where  the  sanction 
of  that  authority  is  given,  very  great 
care  is  taken  in  respect  of  this  most  dan- 
MTons  weapon  which  is  put  into  the 
nands  of  its  clergy.  If,  however,  I 
rightly  comprehend  the  matter  which 
the  noble  Earl  has  brought  before  us, 
the  persons  who  put  this  book  forward 
have  no  authority  but  one  which  they 


have  arrogated  to  themselves.  Thev 
have  been  in  no  way  invested  with 
authority  by  their  superiors  to  do  what 
they  have  done  in  this  matter:  and, 
my  Lords,  the  restraints  which  in  the 
Ohurch  of  Bome  are  imposed  in  order 
to  prevent  those  results  arising  which 
we  might  expect  to  arise  from  tne  prac- 
tices to  which  I  am  referring  are  cer- 
tainly wanting  in  this  case.  Now,  I  do 
not  know  what  is  the  law  with  respect 
to  books  of  this  nature.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  law  is  broken  if  a  book  of 
this  nature  is  circulated  without  being 
publicly  sold ;  but  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing that  the  person  who  circulates  a  book 
of  this  kind — even  thouffh  he  refuses  it 
to  a  clergyman  who  applies  for  it,  unless 
he  refers  to  some  third  party,  is  treading 
very  near  the  confines  of  the  law.  As 
to  the  particular  question  of  doctrine 
to  which  the  noble  Earl  alludes,  I  may 
say  that  it  has  engaged  the  attention  of 
the  right  rev.  Bench  on  more  than  one 
occasion.  In  the  year  1873  the  whole 
body  of  the  Bishops  of  the  Province  of 
Oanterbury  drew  up  a  formal  Declara- 
tion of  opinion,  which  they  thought 
might  fairly  be  supposed  to  represent 
the  doctrine  of  the  uhurch  of  ifngland 
on  this  subject ;  and  a  noble  Lord,  who, 
I  think,  is  not  now  present  (Lord  Gran- 
more  and  Browne),  having  moved  for  it, 
the  Declaration  was  laid  on  the  Table, 
and  has  been  recently  printed  for  the  use 
of  your  Lordships.  In  that  document 
there  is  this  statement — 

'^  In  the  matter  of  oonfcMion,  the  Church  of 
England  holdi  fast  those  princinles  which  are 
•et  forth  in  Holy  Hcripture,  which  were  pro- 
fetsed  by  the  primitive  Chnrch,  and  which  wore 
re-affirmed  at  the  Engliah  Reformation,  llie 
Church  of  Eln^land,  in  the  25th  Article,  affirmi 
that  ponance  la  not  to  be  counted  for  a  lacramont 
of  the  Qofpel,  and,  as  judged  by  her  formu- 
lariet,  knows  no  such  woroui  as  'sacramental 
ooofession.*  Grounding  her  doctrine  on  Holy 
Scripture,  she  distinctly  declares  the  full  and 
entire  for^veness  of  sins  through  the  blood  of 
Jesus  Chnst  to  all  who  bewail  their  own  sinful- 
ness, confess  themselves  to  Almiffhty  God  with 
full  purpose  of  amendment  of  life,  and  turn 
with  true  faith  unto  Him." 

Having  enumerated  the  two  oases  in 
which  the  Church  has  made  special  pro- 
vision for  the  relief  of  troubled  con- 
sciences, the  Declaration  proceedf 


*'  Nevertheless  it  is  to  be  noted  that  for  such 
a  case  no  form  of  absolution  has  been  prescribed 
in  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer,  ana,  further, 
that  the  Rubric  in  the  first  Prayer  Book  of  lAlO, 
which  sanctioned  a  particular  form  of  absolu- 
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endeavourmg  to  pvj  into  the  Mar«t 
thouglits  of  the  human  heart  in  mattev* 
of  tUa  delicate  character.  I  am  oertain 
that  if  Buoh  a  course  ii  pereerered  in 
it  will  have  very  evil  reeolts — ^fixet,  in 
the  harm  it  will  do  their  own  mindi ; 
secondly,  in  the  harm  it  will  do  to  the 
minds  of  those  who  oome  to  them,  and 
whom  they  address  in  the  terms  pointed 
out  in  this  book;  and,  thirdly,  in  its 
efPects  as  reeards  the  influence  in  fami- 
lies of  the  clergy  of  that  Church  whose 
interests  they  wish  to  flirther.  I  oannoi 
imamie  that  any  right-minded  man 
could  wish  to  have  si^  qnestiona  ad- 
dressed  to  any  member  of  his  funily ; 
and  if  he  had  any  reason  to  sunpoee  that 
any  member  of  his  family  had  oeen  ex* 
posed  to  such  an  examination,  I  am  aoie 
it  would  be  the  duty  of  any  father  of  a 
family  to  remonstrate  with  the  clergy- 
man who  had  put  the  questions,  and 
warn  him  neyer  to  approach  his  house 
again.  I  have  venturod,  my  Lords,  to 
express  my  own  feelings  on  this  matter 
yery  strongly ;  but  I  hmre  no  reason  to 
suppose  tlu^t  I  am  not  the  mouthpiece 
of  tne  right  rev.  Bench  on  this  oocaaion. 
Indeed,  I  have  reason  to  know  that  one 
of  my  right  rey.  Brothers,  who  ia  now 
present,  haying  seen  connected  with 
this  book  the  name  of  a  dergjrman  whom 
he  was  about  to  institute  to  a  liying,  took 
immediate  steps  in  relation  to  the  matter, 
and  had  the  satisfaction  of  reoeiying 
from  the  derg^man  a  disayowal  of  any 
connection  with  either  the  book  or  the 
Society. 

Thb  Bishop  of  OLOITOESTEB  axd 
BEISTOL  said,  his  attention,  a  short 
time  ago,  was  c»alled  to  the  fi^st  that  a 
clergyman  whose  name  appeared  eon- 
neotod  with  the  exeoutiye  of  the  Society 
in  question  was  about  to  enter  his 
diocese.  As  the  clergyman  was  about 
to  enter  it  through  the  resignation  of 
another,  it  was  m  the  power  of  the 
Bishop  to  decline  to  accept  the  resigna- 
tion. As  Bishop  of  the  diooeee,  he 
therefore  did  not  hesitate  for  a  moment 
to  state  that  he  would  not  receive  the 
resignation.  This,  of  oourse,  oaDed 
forth  explanations.  In  order  to  bring 
the  matter  to  a  point  he  required  the 
clergyman  to  sign  a  paper  drawn  up  as 
follows  :— 


tion,  has  been  withdrawn  from  all  subsequent 
editions  of  the  said  book.  In  the  Order  for  the 
Visitation  of  the  Sick  it  is  directed  that  the  sick 
man  be  moved  to  make  a  special  confession  of 
his  sins  if  he  feel  his  conscience  troubled  with 
any  weighty  matter,  but  in  such  case  absolution 
is  only  to  be  given  when  the  sick  man  shall 
humbly  and  heartily  desire  it.  This  special 
provision,  however,  docs  not  authorize  the 
ministers  of  Uie  Church  to  require  from  any  who 
may  resort  to  them  to  open  their  grief  a  parti- 
cular or  detailed  enumeration  of  all  their  sins, 
or  to  require  private  confession  previous  to  re- 
ceiving the  Holy  Conununion,  or  to  enjoin  or 
even  encourage  any  practice  of  habitual  confes- 
sion to  a  priest,  or  to  teach  that  such  practice 
of  habitual  coxifession,  or  the  being  subject  to 
what  has  been  termed  the  direction  of  a  priest, 
is  a  condition  of  attaining  to  the  highest  spiri- 
tual life." 

I  quote  this  paper  to  show  your  Lord- 
ships that  the  Bishops  of  the  Proyinoe 
of  Canterbuxy  haye  g^yen  their  careful 
attention  to  this  matter,  and  haye  endea- 
youred  to  put  forward  the  yiews  of  the 
Church  on  the  subject ;  and  I  do  hope 
and  trust  that  right  yiews  with  respect 
to  it  do  preyail  generally  among  the 
clergy,  and  that  the  clergy  who  haye 
recourse  to  such  modes  of  introducing 
confession,  as  the  noble  Earl  has  spoken 
of,  or  of  pryinff  into  the  secret  thoughts 
or  hearts  of  wose  who  come  to  uem 
are  but  the  few  exceptions.  I  am 
boimd,  howeyer,  to  say  that  it  is  with 
the  profoundest  regret  I  haye  heard  the 
names  of  some  of  those  who  haye  been 
mixed  up  in  this  matter.  Amon^  the 
names  which  haye  been  sent  to  me  is  one 
of  a  clergyman  in  my  own  diocese  whom, 
as  a  Ohristian  gentleman,  I  highly 
respect.  The  moment  I  saw  his  name 
in  the  paper  which  the  noble  Lord  placed 
in  my  hands,  I  felt  it  my  duty  to  point 
out  to  him  the  position  in  whicn  he 
had  placed  himself,  if  the  allegation 
were  true,  in  connection  with  this 
book  or  with  the  society  from  which 
it  issued.  That  clergyman  is,  I  be- 
lieye,  at  present  abroad,  and  there- 
fore I  haye  not  been  able  to  procure  a 
reply  from  him  in  time  for  this  occasion. 
But  I  trust  that  more  than  one  of  the 
men  connected  with  this  Society 


clergy] 
will  fe 


will  feel  that  they  haye  fallen  into  a  most 
grieyous  mistake.  Perhaps  their  motiye 
may  haye  been  a  good  one :  indeed,  I 
should  say  that  certainly  it  has  been, 
because  they  haye  acted  with  the  yiew — 
fk  faulty  one,  no  doubt-— of  being  better 
able  to  guide  the  minds  of  those  en- 
trusted to  their  spiritual  care.  But  they 
haye  made  a  most  grieyous  mistake  in 

Thd  Arohbiihop  of  CanUrhwry 


**  I  herewith  notifj^  to  you  (the  Bishop  of  tk« 
diooete)  that  I  hare  with<umwn  from  the  oociMy 
of  the  Holy  Orosa,  and  that  I  diatinotiy  ivpo. 
diate  the  work  entitled,  Ths  Frmt  wi  AhttitiHm: 
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la  the  coarse  of  two  days  ho  rooeiyed 
this  doooment,  signod  bj  the  oler^- 
man,  who  was  now  not  oonneoted  with 
the  Society.  There  were  two  £aots 
emexgiag  from  the  narrative  whioh 
seemed  to  demand  attention.  One  was 
that  probably  there  were  many  members 
of  the  Society  who  knew  very  little 
indeed  about  the  Book.  It  was,  there> 
fere»  only  reasonable  and  fjEur  that  the 
whole  members  of  the  Society  should 
not  be  judged  by  the  exceptional  oases 
that  stood  prominent  in  connection  with 
it  The  second  £aot — which  was  of  a 
Tery  grare  kind — was  this,  that  a  gen- 
tleman occupying  the  position  of  one 
officially  connected  with  this  Society  had 
felt  it  ms  duty,  when  his  attention  had 
been  called  to  the  subject,  not  only  to 
sorrender  his  position  in  the  Society, 
but  dietinctly  to  repudiate  the  booK. 
The  inference  from  this  would  certainly 
to  be  either  that  the  relations  of 


that  olerffyman  to  the  Society  could  not 
be  oonsidered  wholly  satiuaotory,  or 
that  the  hock  must  be  oonsidered  a  sin* 
gularly  bad  one.  If  otherwise,  why  did 
he  at  once  so  abruptly  close  his  connec- 
tion with  it?  Howeyer  that  miffht  be, 
he  should  not  now  hesitate  to  admit  to 
the  rey.  gentleman  to  his  diocese ;  and 
he  might  conclude  by  expressing  the 
hope  that  his  example  would  be  largely 
ibUowed,  and  that  after  this  conyersation 
and  the  attention  that  had  thereby  been 
drawn  to  the  book  yery  many  of  the 
members  of  the  Sode^  alluded  to  would 
re-oonsider  their  position  in  reference 
to  it. 

LoKD  ORANMOBE  aitd  BROWNE 
was  understood  to  say  that  the  subject 
was  no  new  one,  for  he  had  on  more 
than  one  occasion  drawn  attention  to  the 
•abject  of  auricular  confession  as  prac- 
tised by  some  priests  in  the  Ohuroh  of 
England.  He  orouffht  it  to  the  notice 
of  their  Lordships  last  year,  and  he 
regretted  that  the  right  rey.  Bench  did 
not  in  consequence  take  deoisiye  action 
in  reference  to  it.  The  presence  at  that 
moment  of  only  about  han-a-do£en  of  the 
Prelatee  of  the  Church  showed  tiiat  the 
Episcopal  Bench  was  not  much  in  earnest 
in  condemning  this  yery  objectionable 
praotioe.  He  should  be  glad  to  hear 
oom  hie  Orace  the  Archbishop  of  Oan- 
tarbury  that  he  had  not  ^pranted  a  dis- 
pensation in  fayour  of  auncular  confes- 
sion. Auricular  confession  as  practised 
by  these  priests  was  part  of  a  system 


which  th/sy  were  carrying  on  in  their 
churches.  In  1873,  and  again  last  year, 
he  had  called  the  attention  of  their 
Lordships  to  books  of  a  nature  similar 
to  this ;  but  when  he  expressed  a  hope 
that  auricular  confession  would  not  be- 
come a  practice  in  the  Church  of  England, 
the  fact  that  it  existed  at  all  was  ignored 
by  the  riffht  rey.  Bench.  He  was  anxious 
that  a  clause  should  haye  been  intro- 
duced into  the  Public  Worship  Regula- 
tion Act  to  preyent  the  practice  of  it; 
but  that  course  was  objected  to  by  the 
right  rey.  IVelate.  He  knew  that  the 
right  rey.  Prelate  had  much  to  contend 
against,  or  he  might  perhaps  haye  ac- 
ceded to  the  proposition.  Last  year  he 
showed  their  Lordships  that  the  right 
rey.  Bench  had  promoted  many  clergy- 
men whom  they  must  haye  known 
practised  auricular  confession  in  their 
churches.  There  were  many  cases  of 
curates,  whose  licences  might  haye  been 
suspended;  but  the  right  rey.  Bench 
had  declined  to  exercise  their  discretion ; 
and  he  thought  that  some  action  on  the 
part  of  the  right  rey.  Bench  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  if  the  practices  of  these 
priests  were  to  be  restrained.  The 
practices  were  not  local.  They  were 
extending  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  England.  He  had  recently 
heard  from  a  gentleman  who  had  come 
from  Deyonshire  that  they  were  becom- 
ing common  in  that  county.  In  one  or 
more  of  the  churches  in  the  diocese  of 
London  there  were  notices  hung  up  that 
the  church  was  open  during  certain 
hours  on  certain  days  of  the  week  for 
confession  and  absolution.  Objection- 
able as  these  practices  were  in  the 
Church  of  England,  they  commenced 
with  instructions  to  the  younff,  eyen  to 
diildren  of  seyen  years  old,  and  those  in- 
structions were  to  be  found  in  the  book 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Redesdale).  The  contents  of  that 
and  other  books  had  shocked  noble 
Lords,  and  if  the  right  rey.  Bench  in- 
tended to  assist  in  stopping  the  practice 
of  the  auricular  confession  they  should 
let  the  clergy  know  that  they  would  not 

£>e  any  preferment  in  their  dioceses  to 
ose  who  carried  on  the  practice. 
Thx  Bakl  op  HARROWBY  beffged 
to  express  his  thanks  to  the  noble  Ix>rd 
who  nad  brought  this  painftd  subject 
to  the  nodoe  of  the  House.  He  had, 
indeed,  indicated  no  remedy,  and  he 
(the  Earl  of  Harrowby)  did  not  see  what 
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remedy  Parliament  could  apply  to  this 
dangerous  and  widely-sprea£ng  disease 
of  the  encouragement  and  pr8U)tice  of 
auricular  Confession  in  the  Ohurch  of 
England.  The  Bishops  had  indeed  con- 
demned it,  but  their  formal  condenma- 
tion  seemed  to  be  little  respected.  He  (the 
Earl  of  Harrowby)  was,  however,  thank- 
ful to  the  most  rev.  Prelate  (the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury)  for  the  suggestion 
of,  perhaps,  the  best  remedy  that  could 
be  supplied — that  social  remedy  of  ex- 
cluding from  admission  to  their  houses 
and  family  in  succession  all  those  who 
were  known  to  practise  this  abominable 
system.  The  most  rev.  Prelate  had 
expressed  his  belief  that  the  number  of 
the  clergy  who  were  thus  infected 
was  but  small.  True,  the  number  whose 
names  were  recorded  as  belonging  to 
this  Society  was  but  small — perhaps  not 
more  than  400 — but  they  were  men  of 
influence— of  widely-extended  influence 
— and  connected  with  places  of  educa- 
tion. Let  them  look  at  the  names  of  those 
who  were  connected  with  the  manage- 
ment of  this  Society,  and  see  the  im- 
portance of  their  action.  He  had  in  his 
nand  an  extract  from  The  Morning  Poii, 
September  7th,  1876,  which  he  would 
take  the  liberty  of  reading  to  their 
Lordships — 

**  A  New  Church  Society. — A  society  has  been 
established  under  the  designation  of  the  Holy 
Cross,  to  the  membership  of  which  only  priests 
of  the  Church  of  England  will  be  entitled.  The 
Rer.  A.  H.  Mackonochie,  yicar  of  St.  Albans, 
Holborn,  is  the  Master,  and  he  is  assisted  by 
four  vicars,  who,  with  the  treasurer  and  secre- 
tary, are  elected  for  the  Master's  CounciL  On 
this  Council  seats  are  occupied  by  the  Rev.  Dr. 
Littledale,  the  Rev.  A.  H.  Stanton,  of  St.  Albans ; 
the  Rev.  C.  F.  Ijowder,  vicar  of  St.  Peter's,  Lon- 
don Docks;  the  Rev.  H.  D.  Nihill,  of  St. 
Michael's,  Shoreditch;  the  Rev.  F.  Murray, 
rector  of  Chiselhurst;  the  Rev.  R.  R.  Bristow, 
vicar  of  St.  Stephen's,  Lewisham;  the  Revs. 
Messrs.  Courtenay,  Pamell,  Nidiolas,  and 
others.  The  Master  will  be  assLsted  by  the 
Rev.  W.  U.  Hutchings,  sub-master  of  the  House 
of  Mercy,  Clewer,  the  Rev.  Orbey  Shipley,  and 
others,  as  assessors.  The  Tract  Committee  con- 
sists of  Dr.  Ldttledale,  Mr.  Nihill,  and  Mr. 
Bristow.  Mr.  Murray  will  direct  his  especial 
attention  to  the  subject  of  **  Retreats."  The 
Foreign  Mission  Committee  is  composed  of  the 
Rev.  A.  Tooth,  vicar  of  St.  James's,  Hatcham ; 
the  Rev.  W.  Field,  of  TAncing  College,  St. 
Nicholas ;  and  the  Rev.  A.  PixeU.  The  theo* 
logical  lectures  will  be  arranged  by  Mr.  Bris- 
tow,  and  there  will  bo  oommittees  for  the 
afi&liation,  for  guilds,  and  other  matters  of  im- 
portance." 

Their  Lordships  would  hare  observed 
The  Earl  of  Harrowby 


some  well-known  and  influential  names- 
Let  them  look  at  the  name  of  Clewer. 
His  own  attention  was  attracted  by  thmt 
of  the  Bev.  W.  Field,  one  of  the 
masters  of  the  College  of  Lancing,  an 
institution  which  was  aiming  at  getting 
hold  of  the  education,  especially  of  the 
middle  classes,  through  the  influence  of 
Canon  Woodward,  and  had  extended 
its  operations  successfully  over  his  own 
county.  The  laily  must  do  their  part ; 
but  their  Lordships,  the  Bishops,  mast 
do  their  part  also.  They  must  watch 
over  these  educational  institutions, 
whether  for  the  clergy  or  the  laity, 
over  which  they  had  control,  or  where 
their  position  gave  them  influence.  It 
was  not  enough  to  denounce  these  prac- 
tices in  formal  declarations ;  they  must 
practically  discountenance  them  in  all 
their  relations  with  their  clergy,  in  thrar 
ecclesiastical  patronage,  in  their  theo- 
logical Colleges,  and  in  the  public 
schools,  to  which  they  gave  their  aanc- 
tion.  This  auricular  Confession,  which 
was  now  creeping  in,  was  indeed  a  perti- 
nent heresy,  worse,  practically,  than 
many  that  had  received  that  title.  If 
the  expression  was  stron^^,  it  was  folly 
warranted  by  the  expressions  employed 
by  a  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquees  of 
Salisbury)  in  a  former  debate  in  that 
House.  He  had  copied  the  passage  from 
Sdnsard,  and  would  take  me  liberty  of 
reading  it  to  their  Lordships — 

"  Among  the  English  people  generally,  anoiu? 
thinking  men,  there  i«  no  diffBrence  of  dfiniioa 
upon  this  question  of  hahitual  oonfesdon.     We 
hare  seen  it  tried  in  other  countries.    It  wum 
tried  in  olden  time  in  our  own.    We  know,  that 
besides  its  being  unfarourable  to  that  which  wc 
believe  to  be  Christian  truth,  in  its  results  it  has 
been  injurious  to  the  moral  independence  and 
virility  of  the  nation  to  an  extent  to  which 
probably  it  has  been  given  to  no  other  instttu- 
tion  to  affect  the  character  of  mankind.     I  be- 
lieve  that  if  there  are  men  in  this  country,  who 
think  they  will  ever  persuade  the  English  people 
to  adopt  the  practice  of  habitual  coiilMnon, 
they  are  proposing  the  most  chimerical  and  the 
wilaest  scheme  that  ever  entered  into  the  heads 
of  any  men.    No  doubt,  our  Church  does  not 
encourage  habitual  confession,  and  that  prmc* 
tioe  is  opposed  to  the  relif^ous  conviotionB  of 
the  English  people.     But  it  is  not  only  a  rah- 
^ous  Question.    It  so  happens  that  this  practiot 
IS  deeply  opposed  to  the  peculiarities  and  idio- 
svncrasies  which  have  been  developed  among 
the  English  People  ever  since  they  became  & 
free  people.    The  English  people  are  specially 
iealons  of  putting  unrestricted  power  into  the 
hands  of  a  single  man.    More  than  any  oth^r 
system,  the  pnuctioe  of  habitual  conf esnon  does 
put  nnrestncted  and  irrospoDsibU  pown-  into 
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tb«  handc  of  a  lingle  maiL  An  Engliahmftn 
TmloM  and  oheriahet  the  prirato  independence 
of  bit  family  life;  he  looke  with  abhorrenoe 
vpon  any  eritem  that  introdaoee  another  power 
into  that  sunily  life,  that  introduoet  a  third 
Mnon  between  father  and  daughter,  and  hua- 
oand  and  wife.  I  beliere  that  theee  reaiona, 
apart  from  religiouf  doctrine,  hare  euch  power- 
fal  influence  upon  the  Englieh  people  that  it 
vonld  require  tne  very  itrongeit  conviction  of 
a  pontive  revelation  to  induce  them  to  conform 
to  a  practice  which  ii  to  utterly  oppoeed  to  their 
habita  and  feelings.'* 

If  the  noble  Marquess's  description  of 
the  praotioes  in  question  were  correct, 
no  steps  could  be  too  strong  for  stopping 
tliis  pestilence,  which  threatened  to  in- 
wade  the  sanctity  of  our  homes  and  to 
destroy  the  character  of  our  people. 

THE   COLONIAL   OFFICE  —  MR.  W.  W. 
WOODS.    MOTION  FOR  PAPERS.  , 

Lou)  O'HAOAN  rose  to  call  attention 
to  the  claims  of  Mr.  W.  W.  Woods,  who, 
baring  been  in  the  public  service  for  a 
long  series  of  years  was,  as  a  reward  for 
his  services,  transferred  from  the  Trea- 
sury to  the  Oolonxal  Office,  as  sub-li- 
brarian, with  a  salary  of  £400  per  an- 
num, with  a  view  to  his  obtaining  the 
appointment  of  Librarian,  which  it  was 
supposed  would  shortly  become  vacant, 
and  which  carried  with  it  a  salary  of 
£600,  increasing  to  £800  per  annum. 
BhorUy  after  he  left  the  Treasury,  the 
post  he  had  occupied  in  it  became  of 
considerable  value,  while  the  office  of 
Colonial  Librarian  was  abolished ;  and 
thus,  Mr.  Woods,  after  having  been  a 
faithful  and  energetic  public  servant  for 
50  years,  was  now  left  with  a  salary  of 
only£450,  without  hope  of  further  promo- 
tion. Mr.  Woods  had,  in  this  manner, 
lost  the  promotion  he  would  otherwise 
have  had  if  he  had  remained  at  the 
Treasury ;  and  he  now  claimed  to  be  put 
in  such  a  nosition,  as  to  remuneration, 
as  he  would  have  been  entitled  to  if  he 
had  remained  at  the  Treasury.  In  these 
circumstances,  he  begged  to  move  for 
Copies  of  all  Correspondence  between 
Mr.  W.  W.  Woods,  the  Treasurv,  and 
the  Secretaries  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
in  the  hope  that  justice  would  be  done 
to  this  gentleman. 

M994d  that  an  humble  AddreM  be  preeented 
to  Her  Mi^eety  for,  Copiee  of  or  eztiaota  from 
aU  oorreip(mdenoe  between  Mr.  W.  W.  Wooda, 
the  Trearary,  and  Hecretariee  of  State  for  the 
Colooiei,  on  the  enbject  of  his  claims.— (rA« 


Thi  Eabl  of  CABNABYON  said, 
that  this  was  a  case  of  more  than  usual 
difficulty;  and,  in  some  of  its  features,  he 
scarcely  remembered  a  parallel  since  he 
had  been  in  Parliament.    The  reply  to 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  should  per- 
haps rather  have  come  from  the  Trea- 
sury than  the  Colonial  Department.  The 
facts  were  no  doubt  such  as  had  been 
stated  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord ; 
but  he  could  not  assent  to  the  production 
of  the  entire  Correspondence  for  State 
reasons.     The  facts  were  brieflv  these, 
that    in    1859   Mr.  Woods^who    had 
served  for  some  years  in  the  Treasurv, 
was  transferred  to  the  place  of   sub- 
librarian at  the  Colonial  Office,  no  doubt,^ 
with   the  distinct  expectation  that  he 
should   succeed   in  due  course  to  the 
office  of  Librarian.    He  had  accepted, 
thouffh    reluctantly,    the     decision     at 
which  the  Treasury  had  arrived  with 
reference  to  the  claims  of  Mr.  Woods ; 
but  while  he  said  that,  he  must  also  state 
that  he  thought  that  gentleman  had 
been  singularly  ill-advised  in  the  course 
he  had  adopted.    He  held  in  his  hand — 
and  he  observed  that  other  noble  Lords 
were  in  possession  of  a  similar  document 
— a  publication  with  reference  to  the 
case  which  should  never  have  emanated 
from  anv  one  who  had  been  engaged  in 
the  Public  Service.    The  document  to 
which  he  referred  was  to  all  intents  and 
purposes  a  pamphlet,  though  it  had  not 
been  placed  on  the  bookseUer's  counter, 
and   it  embodied    the   Correspondence 
which  had  passed  between  the  Colonial 
Office  and  tne  Treasury  on  the  subject. 
Not  only  so,  but  it  contained  certain 
Minutes  which  were  never  intended  to 
see  the  light,  and  which  no  one  who  had 
experience  of  Public  Offices  should  have 
thought  of  putting  in  print  as  had  been 
done  in  the  present  instance.     He  could 
not  express  too  strongly  the    censure 
which  he  desired  to  pass  on  conduct 
such  as  this— conduct  which,  if  repeated, 
would  necessitate  the  whole  system  of 
the  Public  Offices  being  re-organized, 
and  re-organized  not  upon  that  basis 
of  confidence  which  had  hitherto  ob- 
tained, but  upon  distrust  and  suspicion. 
Having  thus  expressed  his  conviction 
that  Mr.  Woods  had  violated  the  rules 
of  official  duty  in  the  course  he  had 
taken,  it  onlv  remained  for  him  to  say 
that  he  should  raise  no  objection  to  pro- 
duce copies  of,  or  extracts  fW)m,  the 
Correspondence  to  which  the  Motion  of 
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the  noble  and  learned  Lord  referred,  but 
tiiat  he  oould  not  indnde  in  tiliat  produo^ 
tion  any  copy  of  the  Minntes  to  the 
publication  of  which  he  had  taken  ex- 
ception. ^^ 

Thb  Eabl  of  KIMBEBLET  said, 
that  while  he  thought  the  caee  was  one 
in  which  something  might  be  done  bj 
the  Treasury  to  alleyiate  the  disappoint- 
ment from  which  Mr.  Wooos  had 
suffSered,  he  entirely  aereed  with  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Oamarron)  in 
thinking  that  a  grave  breach  of  official 
discipline  had  been  committed  by  the 
pubbcation  of  the  documents  to  which 
reference  had  just  been  made. 
'  LoKB  O'HAQAN  said,  that  while  he 
had  thought  it  right  to  bring  the  case 
of  Mr.  Woods  before  the  Mouse,  he 
concurred  in  thinking  that  that  gentle- 
man had  acted  very  injudidoiuly  in 
printing  the  documents,  the  publication 
of  which  the  Secretary  for  the  Oolonies 
had  justly  condemned. 

Motion  a^00d  to. 


THE  NOBIUTT  OF  MALTA. 

QXTlSTIOir. 

VisooTOT  SrDMOXJTH  asked  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  he  will  lay  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  Correspondence 
that  has  passed  since  the  close  of  the 
last  Session  of  Parliament  to  the  present 
date  between  the  Colonial  Office,  the 
Oovemor  of  the  Island  of  Malta,  and 
the  members  of  the  Maltese  Nobility, 
relative  to  certain  grievances  of  whidi 
the  last-named  complained? 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON  said, 
that  the  reason  why  Papers  on  this  sub- 
ject had  not  as  yet  been  presented,  was 
because  the  Correspondence  to  which 
the  Question  of  his  noble  Friend  re- 
ferred had  not  been  completed.  He  was 
unable  to  say  definitely  when  he  would 
be  able  to  produce  that  Correspondence ; 
but  he  hoped  that  in  a  month  or  six 
weeks,  the  matter  would  have  reached 
such  a  stage  that  he  could  lay  the  Papers 
on  the  Table.  The  question  upon  which 
they  bore  arose  out  of  the  recent  visit 
of  the  Prince  of  Wales  to  Malta ;  and 
the  principal  noint  at  issue  was  whether 
the  Maltese  Nobility  should,  upon  such 
an  occasion,  walk  in  public  procession 
before  or  after  the  Representatives  of  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce.  Upon  this  par- 
Th0  Earl  of  Carnarvon 


ticular  point  he  had  riven  a  deciiion 
which,  he  hoped,  would  be  so  fkr  aatia- 
factoiy  to  toe  MaUeae  Nolulity;  and 
that  was,  fliat  he  agreed  to  ^tmt  ^aJamg 
precedence,  on  anv  occasion  of  the  kiikC 
of  the  Chamber  of  Commeroe,  in  aooord- 
anoe  with  a  course  which  had  been  aaao- 
tioned  by  Sir  Henry  Stokes  when  he 
was  Governor  of  MaJta.  A  Hat  cf  tfaoae 
who  claimed  the  privilejj^e  in  quaatson 
had  been  furnished;  but  it  gave  rise  to 
questions  which  a  Commission— of  iHiich 
two  learned  Judges  were  amongr  the 
Members — had  been  appointed  to  deter- 
mine, and  the  inquiry  was  now  pro- 
ceeding. Their  Bieport  when  received 
would  DC  included  in  the  documents  to 
be  produced.  He  was  extremely  desi- 
rous that  the  Maltese  Nobility  should  be 
declared  entitled  to  privileges  which 
they  very  naturally  hig^y  vaW. 


THABE  KABKS  BILL  [hX.] 

A  Bin  for  extending  the  time  for  Um  Begis- 
tration  of  Trade  Mftrte,in  to  fitf  m  relOee  to 
Trade  Marke  used  in  Teirtile  IndiMlrie»— Wm 
pntmU^d  by  The  Lomd  CHAXOiLLoa ;  read  1*. 

(No.  106.) 

FISBSBIBS    (OTSTIBS,     CRIBS,    AXD     LOB- 
STSRS)  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bin  to  amend  the  Law  reUting  to  tbe 
Fisheiiee  of  Oyvten,  Crabe,  and  Lobeten,  and 
other  Sea  Fiaheriea — Wa«  prm$mf9i  by  Thm 
Lord  ELPKiNeTOKB ;  read  W    (No.  106.) 

Houae  a^o^uned  at  Seren  o'clock, 

tin  To-mofTOWy  half  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


^^^p^^fc^^w^iw^  w  * 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS. 
Thw^day,  \i(h  June,  1877. 


ION UTKS.>-SBLBor  OcwMinaa  Iriah  ImmA 
Act.  1870,  Mr.  MnnioUand  iUck^  Sir  J«ka 
Leilie  mdd4d ;  Parliamentajry  and  Himiapal 
EleoUoni  (Houn  of  Polling),  &  rhaAie 
Hme  dith.,  Mr.  Puleeton  Mid. 

PuBUO  ^VLiA—8tetmd  J2MiMiy--BQllding  8oci». 
tiea  Act  (1874)  Amendment *[! 88]. 

Committ$0^R$p(trt'-Viet  and  Haxbonr  Ordan 
Confirmation  (Koa.  1  and  2)  (r^-emm.)  *  [ISi 
and  108]. 

OotmdiMd  a*  awi#iid^— yriw)ni  [1911;  UrnvM*. 
sitiee  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  [IM]. 

WUhdr€ntm^Vwxh^  of  Ireland  » [81]. 
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>:o: 


XETBOPOLITAN  STEEET  IKFlEtOVE- 

HSNT8  BELL  (^  Ord$r) 

OOKAIDUUTIOK. 

Order  fbr  Gonflideration,  m  amended, 


made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Bill  be  now  oonsiaered." — 
{BW  CharUt  Fmt^.) 

Six  SYDNEY  WATEELOW  said,  it 
was  intended  to  propose  that  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  shonld  be  suspended  in  order 
that  the  Bill  might  be  r^ad  a  third  time 
to-morrow.  He  thought  Omsideration 
of  the  measure  should  be  postponed  for 
some  dajTs,  in  order  that  hon.  Members 
might  hare  an  opportunity  of  forming 
ao  opinion  as  to  whether  there  should 
not  DO  introduced  into  it — although  it 
was  a  PriTate  Bill— clauses  of  a  similar 
daaoription  to  those  which  had  been  in- 
sartea  by  Parliament  in  the  ArtiMas* 
Dwellings  Act  of  1876,  with  reference 
to  proTiding  accommodation  for  the 
worionflr  classes  who  would  be  displaced. 
A  Terr  large  number  of  persons  would 
be  unnouaed  by  the  carrying  out  of  the 
improrements  which  the  Bill  contem- 
plsted,  and  under  its  provisions  nothing 
Uke  adequate  accommodation  would  b« 
aflbrded  to  those  who  would  be  so  dis- 
placed. A  sufficient  number  of  houses 
sbonld  be  built  fbr  the  working  classes 
in  lieu  of  those  which  would  hare  to  be 
taken  down.  He  moved  that  the  Oon- 
aidwation  of  the  Bill  be  postponed  to 
Tuesday  next. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  ''  now,''  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  Tues- 
day next."— (Sir  SyiMy  WaUrhw.) 

Queetion  proposed,  **  That  the  word 
'  now'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Bn  JAMES  M'OABEL-HOOO  said, 
that  to  delay  the  Bill,  as  the  hon.  Baronet 
appeared  to  desire,  would  be  equivalent 
to  rejeotinff  it  altogether.  Unless  a  Bill 
of  that  kind  were  read  a  third  time 
beCore  a  certain  day,  according  to  a 
Standing  Order  it  could  not  be  pro- 
ceeded with  that  Session.  The  Bill  in 
ouestion  had  received  the  assent  of  a 
Delect  Committee,  and  care  had  been 
taken  that  no  injury  should  be  inflicted 


by  it  to  the  working  classes  without 
providing  a  remedv.  The  Home  Secre- 
tary had  approved  of  the  scheme,  and 
fSslt  satisfiea  that  the  parties  who  should 
be  compelled  to  remove  from  their  pre- 
sent holdings  would  be  amply  provided 
for  by  the  substitution  of  new  and 
approved  dwellings  for  them  before  the 
year  1878. 

Mb.  POBTMAN  said,  the  Oommittee 
on  the  Bill,  over  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  preside,  thought  it  right  to 
present  a  special  Beport  to  the  House. 
They  thought  the  providing  of  accom- 
modfation  K>r  the  people  who  would  be 
turned  out  by  these  street  improvements 
ought  not  to  be  left  to  private  specula- 
tion. The  improvements  under  this 
Bill  were  calculated  to  confer  the  most 
beneficial  and  lasting  advantages  on  the 
public  generally ;  and  though  there  was 
no  obbgation  to  cover  the  sites  of  the 
dwellings  which  would  be  removed 
under  it  with  houses  of  a  similar  cha- 
racter to  those  demolished,  there  was 
ample  security  given  for  the  erection  of 
dwellings  of  a  new  and  improved  cha- 
racter in  lieu  of  them. 

Mk.  A88HET0N  0E0S8  said,  he 
hoped  the  Amendment  would  not  be 
pressed.  The  improvements  which  the 
Bill  contemplated  were  of  an  iniportant 
and  substantial  character;  ana  if  its 
progress  were  obstructed  at  the  present 
stage  he  was  afraid  it  would  not  become 
law  this  year  at  all.  He  quite  agreed 
that  provision  ought  to  be  made  for  se- 
curing accommodation  for  those  persons 
who  would  be  turned  out  of  their  dwel- 
lings, and  who  could  not  secure  accom- 
modation for  themselves ;  and  when  the 
measure  reached  the  House  of  Lords  the 
Oovemment  would,  if  necessary,  cause 
the  insertion  of  provisions  for  the  protec- 
tion of  those  of  the  working  classes  who 
might  be  displaced  in  consequence  of 
the  improvements  being  carried  into 
effect. 

Sir  SYDNEY  WATEELOW  said, 
that  upon  that  understanding  he  would 
withdraw  his  opposition  to  the  Bill  being 
proceeded  with. 

Sib  JAMES  M^GAREL-HOGO,  on 
behalf  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  was  prepared  to  accept  any 
clause  for  the  better  protection  of  the 
working  classes  which  the  Home  Secre- 
tary mig^t  deem  requisite. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Main  Question  put,  and  agrnd  to. 
Bill  e<mi%d0red, 

Or«Ur$d,  That  Standing  Order  243  bo  lai- 
pendedy  azid  that  the  Bill  be  read  the  third  time 
To-morrow,— (5ir  Charhi  Fortt$r,) 

QUESTIONS. 
PUBLIC  HEALTH— VACXHNATION. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOE  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Gbvemment  Board, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  a  boj,  named 
Thomas  Taylor,  was  certified  by  an  Ips- 
wich surgeon  as  haying  been  success- 
fully vaccinated  by  him  on  20th  May 
1868;  whether  this  boy  was  notretumea 
by  the  Ipswich  medical  officer  as  having 
died  of  small  pox  in  the  Borough  Fever 
Hospital  on  the  7th  April  1877  unvao- 
cinated;  and,  whether  he  will  cause 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  oiroum- 
fitanoes  r 

Mb.  SOLATER- BOOTH:  I  have 
made  some  inquiiy  into  this  case,  and 
I  find  that  according  to  the  Vaccination 
Eegister,  it  is  the  fact  that  the  boy  in 
question  was  certified  to  have  been  suc- 
cessfully vaccinated  by  an  Ipswich  sur- 
geon on  May  20,  1868.  He  died  in  the 
borough  hospital  on  the  7th  of  April, 
1877,  of  small  pox,  and  the  medical 
officer  in  attendance  certified  that  he 
was  unvaccinated— first,  because  there 
were  no  vaccination  marks  to  be  seen ; 
secondly,  because  the  mother  stated  that 
the  boy  had  been  vaccinated  three  times 
by  the  assistant  of  Mr.  Adams,  but  un- 
successfully. The  mother  is  very  posi- 
tive in  her  statement  as  to  the  vaccina- 
tion not  having  been  successful ;  in  this 
she  is  corroborated  by  a  neighbour  who 
remembers  the  circumstance.  It  is  not 
easy  to  explain  the  discrepancy  between 
the  entry  in  the  Vaccination  Register 
and  the  facts  which  have  now  been 
ascertained;  but  the  vaccination  occurred 
before  the  Act  of  1871,  when  certificates 
were  sometimes  given  without  inspection 
of  result. 

LEGAL  BUSINESS  OF  THE  GOYEBN- 
MENT— REPORT  OF  THE  DEPART- 
MENTAL COMMITTEE.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  SxBJXiLKT  8PINK8  (for  Sir 
HxNBT  Holland)  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  What  steps,  if  any^ 


have  been  taken  to  give  effsot  to  the 
Beports  of  the  Departmental  Committee 
on  the  system  upon  which  the  Legal 
Business  of  the  Gbvemment  is  con- 
ducted? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  BeporU 
of  the  Oommittee,  three  in  number,  are 
divisible  as  follows: — 1.  Belating  to 
the  remuneration  of  the  Law  Officers. 
The  recommendation  of  the  Oommittoe 
have  been  generally  adopted.  A  new 
Treasury  mnute  amending  the  d^ni- 
tion  of  ''contentious  busineaa,"  as  raig- 
^ted  by  the  Oommittee,  has  bemi 
issued,  and  the  more  comprehensive  de- 
finition has  had  the  effect,  as  was  con* 
templated  by  the  Oommittee,  of  obviat- 
ing some  questions  between  the  Law 
Officers  and  the  several  Oovemment 
Departments.  2.  (Beports  3  and  d.) 
Belating  to  the  legal  businees  of  the 
several  Gbvemment  Departments.  Of 
the  several  Departments  reported  on  by 
the  Oommittee,  the  following  were  tlM 
subject  of  special  recommendations : — 
Office  of  Works,  War  Office,  Admirmlty ; 
while  it  was  suggested  that,  on  the  oo- 
curenoe  of  a  vacancy  in  the  office  of 
Queen's  Proctor,  the  business  should  be 
transferred  to  the  Department  of  tbe 
Solioitor  of  the  Treasury.  The  recom- 
mendations of  the  Oommittee  with  re- 
spect to  all  the  above-mentioned  Depart- 
ments have  been  carried  into  eoeci. 
The  Solicitorships  of  the  Office  of  Wodks 
and  of  the  Admiralty,  and  the  Assistant 
Solicitorship  of  the  War  Office  have 
been  abolished,  and  the  Treasury  SoK- 
oitor  has  been  appointed  Queen's  IVoo- 
tor,  in  which  capacity  he  condncts  all 
the  business  relating  to  the  administra- 
tion of  the  personal  estates  of  intestates, 
as  well  as  the  duties  imposed  on  that 
officer  by  statute  in  reference  to  inter- 
vention in  Divorce  matters.  The  financial 
results  of  the  above  change  are  as  fol- 
lows (omitting  the  results  in  respect  of 
the  Queen's  doctor's  business,  as  suffi- 
cient time  has  not  yet  elapsed  to  test  the 
financial  working  of  the  new  arrange- 
ment, the  late  Queen's  P^roctor  having 
been  remunerated  by  bills  of  cost,  not 
by  salary) : — Under  the  old  system  the 
legal  Staff  of  the  Office  of  Works  coat, 
for  salaries  only,  £2,985 ;  War  Office, 
£2,850;  Admiralty,  £2,900— £8,736. 
The  legal  work  of  the  above  Depart- 
ments is  now  transacted  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Solicitor  to  the  Treasorj  at 
a  cost  of  £6,000,  showing  a  saving  of 
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£3,7S5,  or  orer  80  per  oent.  The  above 
oompftriion  ii  limited  to  lalaries  only. 
There  ie,  howerer,  little  doubt  that  the 
eoneentration  of  the  abore  legal  businoM 
oader  the  Treasury  Solicitor  will  lead 
to  a  reduction  in  the  ordinary  legal 
ekargea. 


roOD  AND  DRUGS  ACT,  1876-REDUCED 
SPIRITS.— QUESTION. 

Ma.  ISAAC  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  OoTemment  Board,  Whether 
mb-eeotionB  1  and  4  of  Clause  6  of 
"The  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  1875," 
would  not  exempt  from  penalties  persons 
sdling  Spirits  reduced  with  water  in 
the  natural  and  customaxy  course  of 
trade,  and  without  fraud  to  the  pur- 
chaser ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  prose- 
eutians  have  recently  taken  place  for 
reducing  (Hn  by  its  admixture  with 
water;  and,  whether,  inasmuch  as  in 
ioch  ease  no  fraud  has  been  practised 
or  intended,  and  the  sales  of  GKn  so  re- 
doced  have  been  made  at  a  lower  price, 
such  prosecutions  are  in  accordance 
with  tne  intentions  of  the  Act;  and, 
whether,  if  there  exists  any  doubt  as  to 
the  interpretation  of  the  Act,  he  is  pre- 
pared to  introduce  an  amending  Bill  to 
exempt  from  penalties  persons  who  sell 
Gin  nduced  with  water,  and  not  other- 
wise adulterated? 

Mb.  SOLATER-BOOTH  :  In  replv 
to  the  first  Question  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
I  may  say  that  if  the  water  is  added  for 
the  preparation  of  the  gin  as  an  article 
of  commerce  in  a  fit  state  for  consump- 
tion, the  1st  sub-section  applies  and  no 
oflenoe  is  committed ;  and,  so  far  as  in 
the  process  of  distillation  a  certain 
amount  of  water  remains  mixed  with 
the  spirit,  the  proyisions  of  sub-section  4 
would  likewise  apply  in  bar  of  a  prose- 
cution. I  am  aware  that  certain  prose- 
cations  haTo  recently  taken  place,  and 
sereral  cases  have  come  before  the 
Judges.  The  case  of  '' Fashler  v. 
Sterenitt"  came  before  the  Judges  of 
Appeal  on  the  27th  ultimo.  In  that  case 
it  appeared  that  the  Justices  in  Petty  Ses- 
Bons  held  that  gin  at  44  per  cent  oelow 
proof  oould  not  be  considered  as  gin, 
and  the  Judges  held  that  the  seller  was 
properly  oonyicted.  It  api>eared  that 
■is  sola  by  retailers  yaries  in  strength 
mm  proof  to  20  per  cent  under  proof. 
The  Jndgea  held  that  the  question  was 

VOL-OOXXXiy.    [thxbo  sBBixs.] 


one  for  the  magistrates,  who  must  use 
their  discretion  on  the  facts  before  them, 
and  that  they  had  rightly  decided  that  a 
mixture  of  water  so  far  as  44  per  cent 
below  proof  was  a  fraudulent  increase 
of  the  measure  of  the  liquid.  A  decision 
reported  in  to-day's  newspapers  is  to  the 
same  effect.  In  reply  to  my  hon. 
Friend's  third  Question,  I  cannot  but 
hope  that  the  effect  of  those  decided 
cases  will  be  to  put  an  end  to  any  un- 
certainty as  to  the  interpretation  of  the 
Act,  if  such  exists,  and  I  am  certainly 
not  prepared,  as  at  present  advised,  to 
introduce  any  amending  Bill  on  the 
subject. 


ARMY  —  EEOIMENTAL     LIEUTENANT 
C0L0NELS.-QUE8T10N. 

Mb.  KWANAGH  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  has 
any  intention  of  making  any  change  in 
the  rule  which  compels  the  Lieutenant 
Colonel  of  a  regiment  to  retire  after 
having  held  the  command  of  it  for  five 
years? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  the  rule  referred  to,  which  had 
been  laid  down  by  his  Predecessor,  had 
been  recently  acted  upon,  and  there  was 
no  intention  of  relaxing  it. 


CRIMINAL  LAW-PRISON  AND  REFOR- 
MATORY  LABOUR.— QDE8TI0N. 

Mb.  JACOB  BRIGIIT  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  it  has  come  to  his  know- 
ledge that  a  firm  of  brushmakors  in 
Bristol  have  given  notice  of  a  reduction 
of  10  per  cent  in  the  wages  of  their 
workpeople,  in  consoquenco  of  the  com- 

Eetition  of  prison  and  reformatory-made 
rushes  in  that  town  ? 
Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  received  no  complaints  upon 
this  subject,  and  therefore  had  not  made 
inquiries  into  it;  but  ho  did  not  think 
there  oould  be  the  slightest  truth  in  it, 
as  the  last  Report  ho  had  ^m  the 
Bristol  Reformatory  was  to  the  effect 
that  the  whole  amonnt  of  work  then 
going  on  in  this  trade  was  equivalent 
only  to  that  of  four  men  and  nine  women 
working  fUll  time.  Ue  did  not  see  how 
this  could  involve  any  interference  in 
the  trade. 
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Mb.  OEBABD  NOEL,  in  reply,  nid, 
the  arrangements  by  which  Mr.  Joadoe 
Frj't  preeent  Oourt  wa«  prorided  w«re 
made  oy  the  Office  of  Works  after  oom- 
munication  with  the  Lord  GhanoeUor. 
Although  it  was  not  so  large  as  aoma  of 
the  others,  it  was  well  lighted  and 
ventilated.  Objection  had  been  taken 
by  the  learned  Jnd^  to  the  retiring 
room,  and  the  question  of  proriding  * 
new  retiring  room  was  under  considera- 
tion. There  was  no  intention  of  remor- 
ing  Mr.  Justice  Fry  to  any  other  place. 


aiERCHANT    SHIPPING    ACTTS  — DECK 
CARGO  SPACE.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  grieve  asked  ihe  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  If  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  an  article  in  the  *'  Scots- 
man "  newspaper  of  the  1 1th  instant  as 
follows : — 

"  On  the  arrival  of  the  ship  •*  Comity  of  Lan- 
castor  **  at  the  Tail  of  the  B<uik,  Greenock,  with 
a  cargo  of  sugar  from  Java,  the  Customs  officials, 
in  making  out  the  vessel's  return,  added  to  the 
tonnage  of  the  ship  2  84-lOOths  tons  to  the  gross 
register  in  consequence  of  the  vessel  carrying 
on  deck  two  roare  spars,  a  hen  coop,  and  two 
beef  casks,  whue  another  section  of  the  Mer- 
chant Shipping  Act  provides  that  a  ship  is  not 
seaworthy  unless  she  has  two  spare  spars ;  '* 

and,  whether  the  (Government  intend 
during  next  Session  of  Parliament  to 
consoHdatethe  Merchant  Shipping  Acts, 
with  a  view  to  do  away  with  the  anomaly 
and  many  others  complained  of? 

Sib  OHAELES  ADDERLEY  :  I  do 
not  see  Ths  Scotsman,  and,  therefore, 
have  not  seen  the  article  referred  to; 
but  I  should  have  been  very  happy  to 
see  the  hon.  Member,  if  he  has  any  case 
to  allege  of  mistake  made  in  measuring 
deck  carg^  space.  There  have  been 
eases  in  the  Clyde,  of  which  the  County 
of  Lancaster  seems  to  have  been  one, 
in  which  the  space  occupied  on  deck 
by  hen  coops,  beef  casks,  and  live  ani- 
mals for  consumption,  and  spars,  have 
been  included  in  such  measurement ;  and 
they  have  been  referred  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  the  Board  of  Customs,  whose 
officers  measure  those  spaces.  The 
Board  of  Trade  have  laid  down,  by 
instructions  to  their  nrincipal  officers, 
that  store  spars  shoula  be  regarded  as 
equipment,  and  the  space  they  occupy 
should  not  be  measured  as  deck  car^ 
space.  There  is  no  such  section  in  the 
Act  of  last  year  as  stated  in  the  Question, 
nor  any  anomalies  complained  of  calling 
for  amendment  or  consolidation  of  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts. 

inOH    COURT   OF  JUSTICE— MR   JUS- 
TICE  FRY'8  COURT.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  DALRYMPLE  a.sked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  place  which  under 
the  arrangements  of  the  Uigh  Court  of 
Justice,  Chancery  Division,  is  used  as  a 
Court  by  Mr.  Justice  Fry ;  and,  whether 
it  is  intended  that  it  should  be  occupied 
after  the  present  term  and  during  the 
winter? 


SALE  OF  INTOXICATXNO 
LIQUORS  ON  SUNDAY  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

QUKSTIONS. 

Mb.  RICHARD  SMYTH  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether, 
as  the  Select  Committee  appointed  at  the 
instance  of  the  Gbvemment,  to  whom 
the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  liquors  on  Sun- 
day (Ireland)  Bill  was  referred,  hare 
reported  in  its  favour,  the  (Government 
are  prepared  to  take  the  necoeeaiy  stepe 
for  carrying  the  Bill  through  its  re- 
maining stages  during  the  present  See- 
sion  of  I^arliament  ? 

Mb.  M.  BROOKS  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  If  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  changes  in  the 
form  and  essence  of  the  Sale  of  Intoxi- 
cating Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland) 
Bill,  made  by  the  Select  OOTmiittee  to 
whom  the  Bill  was  referred;  if  he  is 
aware  that  Notice  has  been  ffrven  to 
move  that  the  Amendments  made  bv  the 
Select  Committee  to  whom  the  Bill  was 
referred,  and  especially  the  alteration 
in  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill,  not  being 
warranted  by  the  powers  entrusted  br 
this  House  to  that  Committee,  the  Bill 
be  re-committed  to  the  Select  Committee, 
in  order  that  they  may  confine  their 
Amendments  within  the  powers  en- 
trusted to  them  by  this  House ;  and^  if 
under  these  circumstances  the  Oorem- 
ment  will  afford  facilities  to  the  Select 
Committee  for  re-considering  the  said 
Bill? 

Tnx  CHANCELLOR  op  ths  EXCHE- 
QUER :  The  Oovemment  are  well  aware 
of  the  interest  with  which  this  BiU  is  re- 
garded by  Gentlemen  oonneoted  with 
Ireland,  representing  various  interesta 
in  that  oountnr,  and  sitting  in  different 
parts  of  this  House ;  and  having  rsMrd 
to  all  that  has  passed  with  regara  to 
this  measure,  it  would  be  a  matter  of 
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mat  ntiaflMtion  to  the  QoTemment  if 
tMy  eould  see  ttieir  way  to  ita  being  dis* 
poaed  of  in  the  present  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  and,  so  flir  as  it  may  be  in  our 
power,  we  should  all  be  riad  to  assist  in. 
Drliigin|f  about  that  result.    But  I  must 
take  this  opportunity  of  reminding  the 
House  of  the  position  in  which  we  stand. 
We  are  now  far  adranoed  in  the  Session. 
If  I  were  to  say  that  we  probably  have 
Bot  more  than  two  months  of  the  Session 
left,  I  dare  say  I  should  hear  a  murmur 
at  my  eren  mentioning  so  long  a  time ; 
hmi  we  are  far  advanced  in  the  Session, 
and  it  cannot  be  denied  that  the  ordi- 
aarj  Business  of  the  Session  is  some- 
what in  arrear.    Now  with  regard  to 
the  Business  of  the  Session  I  must  re- 
mind the  House — without  wishing  to 
make  any^ng  in  the  nature  of  a  com- 
plaint, which  I  have  no  right  whatever 
to  do-— that  in  the  present  Session  a 
mnoh  longer  time  than  usual  has  been 
spent    in  the   discussion    of  Business 
which  in  most  Sessions  with  which  we 
have  been  acquainted   has   been    got 
through  with  greater  rapidity.    Bills— 
and  some  of  them  annual  Bills — have 
been  discussed  much  more  fully  than  is 
usual,  and  many  of  the  Votes  in  Supjply 
have  also  g^ven  occasion  for  much  fiilier 
discussion  ^an  we  have  ever  known. 
Nobody  can  dispute  the  perfect  right  of 
Members  of  this  House  to  discuss  these 
matters ;  but  the  effect  of  their  doiuff  so 
to  the  extent  to  which  it  has  been  done 
in  the  present  Session  is  to  place  us  at 
the  present  moment  in  a  position   of 
some  anxiety  as  to  the  time  within  which 
we  ean  properly  get  through  the  neoes- 
saty  Business  en  Parliament.     I  can 
hardlv  say  at  this  moment,  therefore, 
how  far  we  shall  be  able  to  afford  davs 
for  Business  which  does  not  properly 
belonff  to  the   Government  measures. 
We  shall  have,  of  course,  to  get  through 
with  Supply.    We  have  certain  Bills 
which  have   been  brought  in    by  the 
Oovemment,  and  which  are  tolerably 
adv«M>ed,  but  still  which  must  be  pressed 
on  if  they  are  to  be  considered  by  the 
other  House  before  the  conclusion  of  the 
Session ;   and  I  am  Itill  unable  to  say 
how  Ua  it  may  be  in  our  power  to  dis- 
pose of  Oovemment  nights  for  the  dis- 
eussion  of  measures  brought  in  by  hon. 
GeotlemeB  who  are  not  Members  of  the 
Oetenament.    I  look  at  the  position  of 
tUs  particular  Bill,  and  I  see,  in  the 
first  place,  that  it  has  gone  through  a 


Oommittee,  but  it  has  come  down  in  an 
altered  shape.    It  has  come  down  with 
alterations  which,  I  believe,  were  carried 
in  the  Oommittee  by  majorities,   and 
some  portions  of  which  I  believe  were 
carried  against  the  advice  of  Members 
of  the  Government  who  were  parties  to 
that  Oommittee ;  and  I  see  that  Notices 
have  been  given  of  Amendments  on  the 
Bill  in  Oommittee,  and  no  less  than  five 
Members  have  given  Notice  of  objec- 
tions to  be  raised  on  the  Motion  being 
made  that  you,  Sir,  leave  the  Chair. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  has  just 
called  attention  to  one  important  ques- 
tion which  is  to  be  raised  when  the  Bill 
is  proposed  to  be  again  taken  in  Oom- 
mittee; and  without  expressing — for  I 
am  not  able  to  express — any  opinion 
upon    the    question    which     the    hon. 
Qentleman  raises  as  to  the  propriety  of 
the  Amendments   that  were    made,  I 
think  it  is  obvious  that  the  Bill  will  lead 
to  considerable  discussion.     Well,  that 
being  the  case,  I  must  at  the  present 
time  ask  the  hon.  Member  to  excuse  me 
giving  a  definite  answer  to  the  Question 
which  he  has  put.    I  am,  as   I  said, 
anxious  to  do  anything  I  possibly  can 
to  facilitate  the  discussion  of  this  Bill ; 
and  if  we  should  have  the  assistance  of 
the  House  generallv  in  getting  on  with 
the  Business  which  yet  remains  before 
us,  we  shall  be  better  able  to  meet  the 
wishes  which  we  know  are  widely  enter- 
tained on  both  sides  of  the  House  with 
regard  to  this    Bill  ;    but  the  matter 
really  does  not  entirely  rest  with  our- 
selves.    It  is  not  from  any  unwillingness 
on  the  part  of  the  Govommont  to  allow 
the  proper  discussion  of  the  Bill ;  but 
we  feel  ourselves  so  very  much  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members  with  regard  to 
the  transaction  of  the  necessary  Busi- 
ness of  the  Session,  that  I  do  not  like  at 
the  present  moment  to  take  upon  myself 
the  responsibility  of  making  a  promise 
which,  from  no  fault  of  our  own,  we 
might  hereafter  find  it  difficult  to  fulfil. 
Mb.  RICHARD  SMYTH  :   I  would 
ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House  while  I 
make  a  statement,  in  consequence  of  the 
exceedingly  unsatisfactory  answer  of  the 
riffht  hon.  Qentleman.    I  shall  put  my- 
self formally  in  Order  by  concluding  with 
a  Motion.    I  submit  to  the  House  that 
it  is  altogether  too  late  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  assume  a  passive  attitude,  and 
to  manifest  a  spirit  which  is  practically 
one  of  utter  indifference  to  the  fate  of 
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this  Bill  during  the  present    Session. 
[**  Order!"] 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  By  the  Rules  of 
the  House  the  hon.  Member  is  not  at 
liberty  to  discuss  the  Bill  upon  the  Ques- 
tion now  before  it. 

Mr.  RICHAED  SMYTH :  I  bow  to 
your  decision,  Sir,  and  shall  con£ne  my- 
self to  the  question  of  procedure.  I  shall 
not  go  back  on  previous  Sessions ;  but  I 
must  ask  the  House  to  consider  what 
was  done  immediately  after  the  meeting 
of  Parliament  in  the  present  year.    I 
moved  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  on 
the  12th  of  February — the  Government 
having  previously  opposed  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  most  strenuously,  and  taken 
the  most  emphatic  way  of  expressing 
their  hostiHty.     ["No,  no!  "J    Well, 
the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  were  the  Tel- 
lers in  a  division  on  this  question,  and  I 
do  not  know  that  the  Qovemment  can 
resort  to  a  more  emphatic  expression  of 
opinion  than  by  such  a  course  as  that. 
In  this  Session  the  Government  changed 
their  position,  and  supported  the  second 
reading  on  a  certain  condition,   which 
was  that  the  Bill  should  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  and  that  certain  spe- 
cial questions  should  be  referred  to  that 
Committee— namely,  the  applicability  of 
the  Bill  to  five  large  cities  and  towns  in 
Ireland.    The  general  principle  of  the 
Bill  being  conceded  by  the  Qovemment, 
as  undoubtedly  their  action  in  the  divi- 
sion put  beyond  a  doubt,  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  assented  to  the  proposal  of 
the  Government ;  and  I  felt  tnat  the 
friends  of  the  measure  had  ceased  to  ask 
the  Government  to  follow  them,  and  that 
they  then  became  the  followers  of  the 
Government,   because  the  GOvemment 
had  propounded  a  definite  and  positive 
policy  of  their  own,  for  which  they  made 
themselves  responsible.    The  idea  of  a 
Select  Committee  did  not  originate  with 
us,  but  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.     He  made 
this  proposal,  and  we  merely  acceded  to 
it.     I  have  a  right  to  ask,  therefore,  was 
that  proposal  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment a  friendly  or  was  it  a  hostile  pro- 
position ?    I  went  into  the  Select  Com- 
mittee determined  to  abide  by  its  deci- 
sion;   and  I   say  now  openly    in    the 
presence  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and 
the  House  that  he  knew  that  was  my 
resolution  long  before  the  decision  of 
the  Committee  was  given,  and  at  a  time 
when  I  believed  that  the  decision  would 

Mr,  Richard  Smyth 


be  contrary  to  my  own  Tiewa  and  opi- 
nions. Inasmudi  as  those  who  pre- 
viously acted  with  me  went  into  that 
Committee  in  good  faith,  I  think  I  hare 
a  right  to  ask  uie  Government  as  fbx  as  is 
in  their  power — and  they  have  it  in  their 
power — to  carry  out  the  dedsion  of  the 
Committee.  No  doubt  I  was  veiy  simple 
in  believing  that  a  Select  Committee  was 
to  be  treated  as  a  sort  of  tribunal  to  give 
judgment  on  the  question  referred  to  it. 
I  find  now  that,  instead  of  being  regarded 
by  the  Government  as  a  tribunal  in  anr 
sense,  it  has  been  used  to  act  as  a  break 
on  the  wheels  and  to  stop  the  train  alto- 
gether. The  Report  was  made  on  the 
10th  May.  Why  did  the  Government 
take  away  three  months  from  the  chanoes 
of  the  measure  ?  What  riffht  had  they 
to  interpose  on  the  12th  February,  so 
that  through  the  whole  of  the  next 
three   preaous   months  we  oould    not 

gross  it  through  the  House  ?  The  Bill 
as  many  Friends  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  and  I  think  the  experience  of 
last  year  will  justify  me  in  the  state- 
ment that  if  I  had  had  those  three 
months  at  my  disposal,  I  should  have 
made  way  in  passing  the  Bill  thzoogh 
several  of  its  stages.  [**  No,  no!  ] 
Well,  no  one  can  speak  with  oertainty 
of  anything  likelv  to  occur  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  This  time  last  year,  at  a 
very  late  period  of  the  Session,  I  got  16 
Members  to  make  way  for  this  BilL 
Now,  I  may  ask  this  question — Did  the 
Government  recommend  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee  for  the  por^ 
pose  merely  of  registering  a  foregone  con- 
clusion of  their  own,  because  it  seems  to 
me  that  it  does  not  make  the  slightest 
difference  as  regards  the  duty  of  the 
Government  whether  the  Committee  re- 
ported in  favour  of  the  opinions  of  the 
Government  or  in  favour  of  those  who 
supported  the  original  measure.  If  the 
Qovemment  recommended  the  Commit- 
tee merely  to  register  their  own  opinions, 
it  may  be  statesmanship ;  but .  with 
every-day  people  in  the  outer  world  it 
would  be  designated  by  a  very  different 
name.  I  submit  that  this  is  not  a  ques- 
tion between  the  Government  and  a  pri- 
vate Member.  The  House  of  Commons 
by  adopting  the  principle  of  the  Bill  bj 
a  majority  last  year,  took  it  out  of  the 
hands  of  private  Members,  and  the  Go- 
vernment, by  its  action  this  Session,  \o6k 
it  out  of  the  hands  of  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons,  and  the  Oovemment  has  now  to 
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reckon,  not  with  those  whose  names  are 
on  the  back  of  the  Bill,  but  with  the 
House  of  Commons  itself.  It  is  gone 
entirelj  beyond  being  the  Bill  of  a  pri- 
rate  Member,  and  I  think  it  is  not  com- 
petent— I  use  the  word  with  reference 
to  the  wisdom  and  prudence  involved — 
it  ia  not  competent  now  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  wash  their  hands  of  the  whole 
thing,  to  turn  upon  me,  and  to  say — 
"  We  have  taken  three  months  from  you. 
The  whole  future  is  before  you.  As  for 
OS,  we  discharge  ourselves  of  our  respon- 
nbility  for  the  measure.'^  I  ask  the 
House  whether  that  is  the  position  the 
Ooremment  is  entitled  to  take  ?  I  un- 
derstand and  believe — for  I  have  it  on 
the  best  authority — that  the  Irish  Oon- 
servative  Members,  almost  in  a  body, 
have  g^ne  the  loneth  of  imploring  the 
Ooremment  to  take  up  and  settle  this 

Soestion ;  and  I  understand  that  those 
entlemen  from  Ireland  who  are  the 
supporters  of  the  Government  in  this 
House  have  been  unceremoniously  sent 
about  their  business,  and  practically  told 
not  to  interfere.  I  should  have  thought 
they  might  have  had  influence  with  the 
Government;  but,  unfortunately,  there 
is  this  flaw  in  their  case,  that  they  are 
Irishmen  as  well  as  Conservatives.  I 
must  apologize  to  the  House  for  having 
interposed  so  long;  but  I  have  only 
to  add  that  whatever  respect  I  have  for 
the  Gentlemen  who  occupy  the  Treasury 
benches,  I  with  still  greater  confidence 
make  my  appeal  from  them  to  the  jus- 
tice and  generosity  of  the  House  of 
Commons  itself.  I  move  that  the  House 
do  now  adjourn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Eichard  Smyth.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  very  re- 
luctant to  speak  on  one  of  these  Motions 
which  tend  to  delay  the  regular  Business, 
but  I  am  desirous  to  say  a  very  few  words, 
and  I  wish  to  say  them  early  because, 
while  I  would  make  a  strong  appeal  to 
my  right  hon.  Friend  opposite  and  the 
Government,  I  am  still  able  to  bear  tes- 
timony to  the  difficulties  under  which  ho 
labours.  These  are  not  difficulties  merely 
put  forward  for  the  sake  of  making  an 
eicuse  or  of  fencing  with  the  question. 
They  are  real ;  and  all  those  who  have 
been  dosely  concerned  in  carrying  on  the 
Boainees  of  this  House,  although  thov 
eoold  not  be  at  all  surprised  at  a  small 


degree  of  impatience  on  the  part  of  my 
hon.  Friend  who  is  so  devoted  to  this 
measure,  yet  they  know  likewise  that  it 
is  not  an  easy  matter  for  a  Government 
to  balance  together,  especially  at  a  certain 
period  of  the  Bession,  the  various  con- 
siderations which  determine  their  duty 
in  the  choice  of  this  or  that  particular 
measure  to  be  submitted  to  the  House. 
We  are  undoubtedly,  however,  approach- 
ing that  period  of  the  Session  when  the 
power  of  the  Government  over  the  time 
of  the  House  will  be  increased.  I  do 
think  that  there  are  some  special  con- 
siderations which  I  hope  will  lead  my 
right  hon.  Friend  and  the  Government 
to  consider  this  question  as  a  special  one ; 
and  I  mav  mention  them  without  any  re- 
proach, although  they  are  directly  con- 
nected with  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment itself.  This  is  a  very  peculiar 
measure  in  respect  to  its  representing  a 
very  extraordinary  union  of  opinion  and 
sentiment  in  Ireland  ;  but  I  will  not 
dwell  upon  considerations  which  will 
occur  to  the  mind  of  every  man  as  giving 
very  gpreat  force  to  the  plea  that  on  ac- 
count of  that  union  of  sentiment  wo 
should  view  favourably  the  demand  that 
was  made  for  the  progress  of  this  mea- 
sure. Now,  what  IS  the  demand  made 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  ?  As  far  as  I 
understand,  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Smyth) 
is  himself  willing  to  use  every  exertion 
that  he  can  use,  and  all  the  time  that  as 
a  private  Member,  favoured  in  some 
respects  by  such  large  support  from 
various  quarters  he  can  procure,  he  is 
most  willmg  to  exert  himself  in  procur- 
ing. Therefore,  he  does  not  enaeavour 
to  throw  the  whole  difficulty  of  pushing 
forward  this  measure  upon  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  my  hon.  Friend  knows  quite 
well  that  his  resources  in  that  respect 
are  essentially  limited  resources;  and 
where  there  is  a  keen  opposition  to  a 
Bill,  even  though  it  bo  an  opposition 
within  a  very  narrow  circle,  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  (lovemmont  know  perfectly 
well  that  the  vigour  and  persistence  of 
that  opposition  very  much  depends  upon 
tboir  knowing  or  not  knowing  that  tho 
promoters  of  tho  Bill  have  but  limited 
resources  at  their  command.  Now,  what 
occurs  to  mo  is  this.  This  is  one  of  the 
cases  in  which  the  Government  has  seen 
cause  to  change  its  course,  and  I  do  not 
think  they  are  open  to  any  reproach 
whatever  for  having  thought  so,  or  for 
having  opposed  this  Bill  at  tho  outset  if 
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they  thought,  as  they  did,  that  it  in- 
volved questions  of  difficulty  connected 
with  the  peace  of  Ireland  and  with  the 
tranquillity  of  the  great  towns ;  but,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  having  offered  it  a 
strenuous  opposition  in  the  first  instance, 
they  must  see  that  they  gave  a  much 
greater  importance  and  weight  to  the 
general  opposition  to  the  Bill  than  it 
could  possibly  have  acquired  imless  they 
had  themselves  shared  in  it.  Now,  my 
recollection  of  former  practice  is  that 
where  a  Government  has  seen  cause  to 
alter  its  course  in  such  a  manner  upon  a 
particular  Bill,  and  when  they  them- 
selves, by  taking  a  marked  share  in  the 
proceedings  upon  the  Bill,  have  stamped 
it  as  a  measure  of  very  great  importance, 
it  no  longer  remains  to  them  to  be  neutral 
parties  about  that  Bill.  K  they  do  not 
persist  in  their  opposition,  but  arrive  at 
the  conclusion  that  it  is  better  upon  the 
whole  that  the  Bill  should  be  passed  and 
the  experiment  tried;  if,  even  further 
than  that,  they  indicate  and  exercise  an 
influence  upon  the  course  of  proceedings 
with  respect  to  the  Bill,  and  if  the  effect 
of  their  conduct  is  to  deprive  my  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  of  the  disposal  of  the 
principal  portion  of  the  Session  during 
which  he  might  in  all  likelihood  have 
pushed  his  Bill  forward  to  a  successful 
issue,  and  to  bring  him  to  the  latter  part 
of  June  before  he  is  in  a  position  to 
attempt  it — what  I  wish  to  press  upon 
my  right  lion.  Friend  opposite  is,  that  the 
claim  which  thus  arises  is  a  claim  of  a 
very  special  character ;  and  I  am  indined 
to  believe  that  if  he  does  so  regard  it, 
and  is  willing  to  make  an  addition  from 
his  own  larger  resources  to  the  smaller 
means  of  my  hon.  Friend,  then  in  all 
probability  there  will  be  no  undue  at- 
tempt to  obstinict  the  passage  of  the  Bill 
through  the  House.  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  I  think  Hor  Majesty's  Government 
are  not  bound  to  regard  the  decision  of 
the  Committee  as  a  final  decision  upon 
any  serious  matters  with  regard  to  which 
tlioy  differ  from  the  Cnmmittee.  If  they 
think  fit  to  raise  and  submit  for  the 
judgment  of  the  House  questions  upon 
which  the  Committee  did  not  agree  with 
them,  it  does  not  appear  to  me  that  they 
are  acting  in  any  degree  beyond  the  fair 
exercise  of  their  discretion.  Still,  I  think 
even  that  again  strengthens  their  obli- 
gation, if  I  may  presume  to  say  so,  to 
prevent  the  renewed  failure  of  this  Bill 
after  those  many  failures  that  have  oc- 
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curred  through  want  of  tinie*  I  veataze 
to  commend  these  considerations  to  the 
minds  ci  my  right  hon.  Friend  and  the 
Government,  with  the  hope  that  the  re- 
sult will  be  such  as  will  oe  satisiiBctoiy 
to  my  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  O'SULLIYAN  wished  to  state 
that  he  had  not  been  s^it  to  that  Hotue 
to  represent  either  Whigs  or  Tories,  bat 
to  represent  the  people.  He  was  sent 
there,  perhaps,  by  the  largest  majority 
that  ever  returned  any  man  in  Irelaiid, 
and  he  was  determined  to  oppose  the  Bill 
in  every  way  in  which  the  Forms  of  the 
House  would  permit,  because  it  was  a 
measure  which  inteifered  with  the  rights 
and  liberties  of  the  working  classes  in 
Ireland. 

M&.  SFEAKEB  reminded  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  was  out  of  Order  in 
discussing  on  the  Motion  before  the 
House  the  merits  of  the  BilL 

Mb.  O'SULLIYAN  said,  as  the  h<HL 
Member  for  Londondeny  had  discussed 
the  merits  of  the  Bill,  he  did  not  think 
he  was  out  of  Order  in  doing  the  samiP. 
Still,  he  would  bow  to  the  Speaker's 
decision.  He  would  like  to  add  that  the 
object  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Iioiidon- 
derry  in  moving  the  Adjournment  of  the 
House  was  not  to  adjourn  the  House, 
but  to  elicit  an  opinion  in  favour  of  the 
Bill,  and  to  force  the  House  into  a  false 
position  on  its  merits.  The  House  had 
before  decided  on  the  Bill,  and  he  (Mr. 
0' Sullivan)  could  assure  the  House  that 
a  gpreater  delusion  was  never  brought 
before  it  than  to  attempt  to  make  it 
appear  that  the  people  of  Lreland  were  in 
favour  of  it. 

Db.  CAMEEON  said,  the  observation 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
*the  Bill  had  been  altered  in  Committee 
was  not  strictly  correct.  The  point  was 
whether  the  Bill  should  extend  to  cer- 
tain lai^e  towns.  As  it  went  into  the 
Committee  it  extended  to  all  those  towns 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
wished  should  be  excluded  firom  its 
operation.  In  other  words,  the  Go- 
vernment wished  to  modify  the  Bill 
from  the  shape  in  which  it  had  passed 
the  House  on  the  seeond  reading, 
while  the  Committee  resolved  upon  re- 
taining it  in  the  form  in  which  it  had 
passed  the  House.  Might  not  the  pre- 
sent difficulty  be  met  by  the  Govemmeat 
fixing  a  Saturday  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Bill?  p'No,  no!"]  He  fully  sym- 
pathized with  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
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emd  ''  No,  no ; "  bat  if  they  sat  as  long 
on  the  Oommittee  as  he  did,  they  would 
entertain  a  different  opinion. 

M&.  M.  BROOKS  wished,  as  a  Mem- 
b«r  of  the  Oommittee,  to  point  out  that 
the  Bill  in  its  present  shape  was  not  at 
all  the  same  measure  which  was  referred 
to  tliem  by  the  House. 

Mk.  SPFiAKKR  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  not  in  Order  in  entering  into  a 
discussion  of  that  question. 

Th»  OHANQELIoR  of  thb  EXOHE- 
QUER:  I   beg  to  make  an  appeal  to 
the  House  to  allow  us  to  get  on  with 
oar  Business.    A  ^ood  deal  has  been 
said   about  the   Bill  before  us  which, 
under  other  circumstances,  might  have 
bean  worthy  of  consideration  *,    but  I 
think  it  will  bo  admitted  that  the  real 
difficulty  which  lies  in  the  way  of  our 
acceding  to  the  request  now  made  is 
want  ox  time.     Hon.  Members  cannot 
fill  to  see  this,  and  to  remark  that  every 
half-hour  unnecessarily  spent  over  fruit- 
less discussion  will  inevitably  tend  to  in- 
crease that  difficulty.    With  reference  to 
the  remaric  that  has  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow    (Dr.  Oameron), 
allow  me  to  explain  that  when  I  referred 
to  the  changes  made  in  the  Bill,  I  did 
not  so  much  refer  to  these  changes  as 
showing  why  the  Bill  should  not  be 
allowed  to  proceed,  as  to  the  very  consi- 
derable time  that  would  be  occupied  in 
getting  the  Bill  through  Committoo  in 
consequence  of  those  changes.    I  admit 
there  is  a  desire  on  the  part  of  a  majority 
of  the  Members  of  this  House  to  discuss 
this  Bill.     Well,  if  the  Government  pro- 
mise to  do  everything  they  can,  there 
ought,  I  think,  to  be  a  similar  desire 
muiifested  on  the  part  of  hon.  Members. 
Bui  the  prospect,  as  I  have  admitted,  is 
not  encouragmg,  and  every  unnecessary 
consumption  of  time  makes  it  more  hope- 
less,   r  find  by  reference  to  the  Orders 
that  on  Wednesday,  the  27th  of  June, 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Car- 
lisle (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  has  a  Bill 
which  stands  first  upon  die  list.    Per- 
haps he  may  desire  to  assist  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who    introduced    this  Bill. 
Of  oourse,  I  do  not  know  what  may  be 
the  feelinjg   of  the   hon.    Baronet   the 
Member  wt  Oarlisle  on   this  matter; 
but  if  he  and  the  hon.   Member  for 
Londonderry  would  communicate  with 
each  other,  they  might  strike  out  some- 
thing between  them.    All  I  now  ask  the 

House  to  do  is  to  allow  us  to  go  on  with 


our  Business.    Only  a  few  weeks  remain 
to  us,  and  it  would  be  well  for  us  to 

Eroceed  with  what  we  have  to  do  in  as 
usinessliko  a  fashion  as  possible. 
Mb.   JOHN   BRIGHT:   I,  for  one, 
Sir,  do  not  want  to  waste  the  time  of 
the  House,  yet  I  feel  I  must  offer  a 
single  remark  or  two  on  this  question. 
I  do  not  think,  from  the  tone  of  the  ob- 
servations of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  it  is  quite  fair  to  charge  him  with 
being  absolutely  inaccessible  to  reason 
on  this  question.    Perhaps  he  is  willing 
to  go   even  further.    The   Bill,  I  be- 
lieve, only  consists  of  six  clauses,  and  it 
strikes  me  tiiat  so  short  a  Bill,  especially 
as  it  has  the  support  of  so  largo  a  majo- 
rity, ought  to  be  very  soon  disposed  of. 
That  majority  would  even  be  largely  in- 
creased if  tne  right   hon.    Gentleman 
would  only  give  the  Bill  his  support, 
and  ask  the  House  to   unite  witn  the 
Government  in  getting  it  carried.  There 
are,  it  is  true,  a  few  Members  from  Ire- 
land who  are  opposed  to  the  measure ; 
but  even  they,  wnen  they  see  the  Houso 
is  so  unmistakeably  in  its  favour,  and 
that  no  hope  of  permanent  obstruction 
to  its  progress    need   be    entertained, 
would  at  once  withdraw  that  obstruction. 
This  is  a  question  between  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  people  of  Ireland.    As  I 
understand  it,  the  feeling  in  Ireland  is 
unanimous  in  favour  of  the  Bill.     Only 
this  morning  I  saw  an  extract  from  a 
Dublin  newspaper — the  only  newspaper 
which  has  opposed  this  BiU — and  I  nnd 
that  it  has  given  up  its  opposition.     It 
even  goes  further,  and  says  that  aftor 
the  evidence  given    before  the   Select 
Oommittee,  and  the  general  opinion  ex- 
jpressed  in  this  House,  the  wisest  course 
to  adopt  would  be  to  pass  the  Bill  at 
once.     Seeing,  then,  that  the  Bill  had 
received    almost   the    unanimous    sup- 
port  

Mb.  a.  MIIjLS  rose  to  Order.  Ho 
wished  to  ask  the  Speaker  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  contra- 
vening the  Rules  of  the  House  in  dis- 
cussing a  measure  which  was  not  bo- 
fore  it  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  am  bound  to  say 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  exceeding 
the  niles  of  Order. 

Mb.  JOHN  BRIGHT :  I  was  refer- 
ring to  that  point  merely  as  an  argument 
ad£ressed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  be- 
cause I  thought  that  he,  as  Leader  of 
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the  House  and  the  Ooyemment,  could 
not  be  insensible  to  the  force  of  a  con- 
sideration urged  on  behalf  of  the  vast 
majority  of  the  Irish  people.  But  I  do 
not  wish  to  go  further  in  that  direction. 
I  do  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  consult  the  character  of  his  Qo- 
vernment,  the  reputation — shall  I  call 
it?^K)f  Parliament  in  Ireland,  and  the 
interests  of  the  Irish  nation  in  general, 
if  he  would  give  not  an  indifferent,  but 
a  hearty  and  cordial  support  to  this 
measure.  His  Gbvernment  is  much 
more  feeble  than  I  take  it  to  be  if  he 
cannot  find  some  moans  bj  which  this 
Bill  may  be  disposed  of  this  Session. 

Mr.  CHAELES  LEWIS  said,  it  was 
perfectly  well  known  to  Members  that 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  was  car- 
ried by  a  majority  of  171  to  23.  The 
Select  Committee  was  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  applicability  of  the  measure  to 
some  large  towns,  and  by  a  majority  of 
9  to  7  the  views  of  the  Ofovemment  were 
overborne. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  it  was  not  com- 
petent for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  enter 
into  a  discussion  of  the  proceedings  in 
the  Committee  on  the  present  Motion. 

Mr.  CHARLES  LEWIS  said,  he 
wished  to  testify  to  the  strong  current 
of  opinion  on  the  subject  in  the  part  of 
Ireland  which  he  represented ;  and  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  there  was  not  only  a  re- 
luctance on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  g^ve  facilities  for  the  carrying  out  of 
the  measure,  but  that  a  word  of  sympathy 
or  support  had  never  been  uttered.  K 
the  Government  had  promised  to  make 
a  measure  of  the  question  next  Session, 
he  would  have  been  content ;  but  they 
had  remained  silent  except  on  the  non 
poisumus  theory,  which  was  very  unsatis- 
factory to  most  of  their  supporters  in  the 
North  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  wished  to  point  out 
that  if  the  remarks  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  just  made  were  a 
premium  upon  obstruction,  his  hint 
would  not  be  lost  upon  those  13  or  14 
Irishmen  who  were  against  the  Bill. 
He  had  said  that  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  facilitate  the  Business  of  the 
House,  they  would  consider  how  far 
they  could  assist  in  the  passing  of  this 
Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
found  that  two  Members  could  obstruct 
the  Business  again  and  aeain.  Minori- 
ties had  appeared  upon  this  Bill  of  from 
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5  to  14,  and  it  sometimeB  soitad  ihB 
policy  of  the  Government  to  beUere  thai 
these  small  minoritieB  represented  the 
people  of  Ireland.  The  Oovenunent 
were  underrating  the  activity  of  the  IS 
who  were  against  Sunday  doting.  They 
would  be  heard  on  the  Prisons  Bill  and 
on  many  other  Bills,  with  the  under* 
standing  that  if  they  were  sufficiently 
obstructive,  no  fEuulities  would  be  given 
for  the  passing  of  the  Sunday  Closing 
Bill.  The  reputation  of  theG^emment 
was  at  stake  on  this  question.  Were 
they  going  to  force  Sunday  drinking 
upon  the  people  for  another  year  ?  He 
appealed  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  re-consider  his  decision ;  becaose 
if  not,  the  minority  of  Irish  Mraibsn 

X'nst  the   Bill  would  take  oare  that 
t  he  had  suggested  should  be  oaaied 
out. 

Sm  WILFRID  LAWSON  said,  he 
rose  with  some  fear,  because  after  what 
had  happened  he  supposed  that  he,  too, 
would  soon  be  called  to  Order.  He 
would,  however,  do  his  best  to  keep  in 
Order.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Eicohf^ 
quer  had  very  kindly  and  ooorteooslj 
recommended  him  to  make  some  eoofi- 
dential  communication  to  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers for  the  purpose  of  facilitatinff  the 
passing  of  this  BuL  Now,  he  woufi  not 
hold  a  private  communication  with  anv- 
body  outside  that  House.  The  ri^t 
hon.  Gentleman  asked  him  whether  he 
would  give  up  his  day  for  the  discussion 
of  the  Permissive  Bill  in  order  to  further 
the  discussion  on  the  Sunday  dosing 
Bill  for  Ireland.  Well,  he  would. 
[CA^rt.]  Gentlemen  were  cheering 
much  too  soon.  He  was  determined  to 
have  his  pound  of  flesh.  He  would  only 
give  up  his  day  on  condition  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
make  the  Irish  Closing  Bill  a  Oorem* 
ment  measure,  and  would  use  his  influ- 
ence to  get  it  carried  to  the  House  of 
Lords  in  time  for  its  AiU  discussion. 
That,  he  thought,  was  a  fair  offer,  and 
if  the  Government  did  not  acoept  it,  why 
then  the  House  would  have  its  own  opi- 
nion about  them.  The  question  before 
them  was  not  so  much  the  Adjournment 
of  the  House,  as  whether  this  Bill  was 
to  be  got  through  Parliament  this  Ses- 
sion or  not,  and  whether,  if  it  did  not^ 
Ireland  was  to  be  left  for  another  year 
to  endure  all  the  horrors  of  the  Sunday 
drink  traffic.  It  was  said  that  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  were  unanimoaa 
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on  this  subject.  Well^  he  heard  of 
irnited  Iruhmen,  but  he  nerer  heard  of 
unanimous  Irishmen.  He  believed  the 
Bill  was  opposed  by  the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  and  a  few  Irish  Members  only, 
whom  he  would  call  the  Blue  Book 
Brigade,  inasmuch  as  they  read  Blue 
Boojcs  by  the  hour  because  they  had  no 
arguments  to  urge  in  support  of  their 
case.  Those  hon.  Memoors  with  lip 
•errice  declared  their  adhesion  to  Home 
Hule;  but  when  their  cotmtry  was 
united  on  a  great  Question  they  endea- 
▼oured,  with  the  aid  of  the  "  Saxon  op- 
pressor," to  fasten  an  evil  system  upon 
Ireland.  All  the  hon.  Qentlemen  re- 
turned by  Irish  constituencies  at  bye 
elections  during  the  past  year  had  been 
in  fkvour  of  the  Sunday  Closing  Bill. 
He  thought  the  House  ought  to  take 
this  measure  into  its  own  hands  and  en- 
deavour to  get  it  passed.  Over  and  over 
again  thev  had  been  told  that  if  Ireland 
would  oniy  come  to  Parliament  and  de- 
mand a  general  measure  which  that 
country  wanted,  that  measure  would  be 
granted.  Could  there  be  a  stronger  case 
than  the  present  ?  Was  it  wise  for  them 
to  ride  off  on  a  mere  plea  of  delav? 
Were  it  a  Coercion  Bill  it  would  be 
passed  without  trouble. 

Mb.  speaker  reminded  the  hon. 
Baronet  that  he  was  out  of  Order  in 
making  these  observations. 

SiE  WILFRID  LAWSON  said,  he 
was  extremely  sorry  he  had  got  out  of 
Order.  He  had  expected  that  ne  should. 
He  did  not  mean  to  discuss  the  Bill,  but 
only  to  urge  upon  the  Government  the 
necessitv  of  taking  it  up.  A  majority  of 
the  Irish  publicans  themselves  were  in 
its  favour.  lie  could,  in  fact,  conceive 
of  nobodv  who  was  opposed  to  it  except 
the  English  publicans. 

Snt  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  pointed  out 
that  both  the  hon.  Member  for  Moath 
(Mr.  Pamell)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  f  Mr.  Biggar)  were  supporters  of 
the  Bill,  and  that  they,  at  all  events, 
would  not  throw  any  obstruction  in  its 
way.  lie  believed  the  question  of  a 
Catholic  University  for  Ireland  was  of 
more  importance  than  this  Bill,  and  if  a 
day  bo  mit  aside  for  an^  Irish  measure, 
it  should  be  for  that  object. 

Mr.  MUKPH  Y  thought  there  was  too 
much  assumption  in  the  statement  that 
the  unanimous  feeling  of  the  Irish  people 
was  in  favour  of  the  Bill.    He  himself 


represented  one  of  the  largest  constitu- 
encies in  Ireland,  and  he  stated  dis- 
tinctly that  the  masses  of  the  people  for 
whose  benefit  the  Bill  was  designed 
were  opposed  to  it.    He  had  as  good  a 

Eersonal  knowledge  of  the  people  of 
reland  as  the  hon.  Member,  and  ho 
must  say  they  were  unanimously  against 
the  Bill.  The  appearance  of  a  majority 
in  its  favour  was  owing  to  the  organized 
exertions  of  a  central  committee  which 
had  ample  funds  at  its  command. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Me.  RICHARD  SMYTH  gave  Notice 
that  he  would  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  he  would  afford  him 
an  early  opportunity  of  moving — 

"  That  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  it  would 
be  detrimental  to  the  intoroeta  of  the  country 
to  allow  the  <|ue8tion  of  the  sale  on  Sunday  of 
intoxicating  hauors  in  Ireland  to  remain  un- 
settled for  another  year." 


CATTLE  PLAGUE  AND  IMPORTATION 
OF  LIVE  STOCK.— QUESTION. 

Me.  STANTON  a«ked  the  Under  8o- 
cretarvof  State forthe  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  has  taken,  or  will  take,  any 
steps  to  provide  that  evidence  may  be 
laid  before  the  Committee  now  sitting 
to  inquire  into  the  diseases  of  cattle,  as 
to  the  condition  and  treatment  of  live 
animals  on  board  the  vessels  employed 
to  convey  such  animals  to  this  country 
from  the  different  ports  in  Ireland  ? 

Sir  henry  SHi WIN-IBBETSON  : 
The  Oommittee  appointed  by  the  Lord 
President  in  1869  to  inquire  into  the 
transit  of  animals  bv  sea  and  land  made 
certain  recommendations,  which  were 
embodied  in  the  ''Transit  of  Animals 
Order,  1870,'*  and  continued  in  the  con- 
solidated "Animals  Order,  1876."  There 
are  now  five  travelling  Inspectors  en- 
gaged in  superintending  die  carrying 
mto  effect  of  the  Regulations,  as  sug- 
gested by  the  Committee  of  1873,  and 
the  best  results  have  ensued.  It  is  im- 
possible entirely  to  prevent  the  suffering 
of  animals  during  transit;  but  the  con- 
dition of  things  is  much  improved,  and 
under  these  circumstances  it  would 
hardly  be  advisable,  unless  further  evi- 
dence of  the  suffering  of  these  animals 
oame  to  the  notice  of  the  Committee,  to 
re*open  evidence  which  was  fully  gone 
into  by  a  previous  Committee. 
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RUSSIA  AND  TURKEY— THE  WAR— THE 
SUEZ  CANAL.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  GOURLET  asked  Mr.  Ohanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  1£  he  will  be  good 
enough  to  inform  the  House  of  the  na- 
ture of  the  replies  or  communications 
received  from  Kussia,  the  Porte,  and  the 
Khedive  of  Egypt  relative  to  the  inti- 
mation of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
forbidding  the  exercise  of  belligerent 
rights  on  the  Suez  Canal  during  the 
continuance  of  the  present  war? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QXJER :  The  substance  of  the  commimi- 
cation  from  the  Russian  Government  is 
that  they  will  neither  impede  nor  inter- 
rupt the  free  navigation  of  the  Suez 
Canal.  No  communication  has  been 
received  from  the  Porte  or  from  Egypt 
on  the  matter. 

EGYPT— THE  EGYPTIAN  CORVETTE, 
"  LATIEF."— QUESTION. 

Lord  ESLINGTON  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  the 
Egyptian  Gbvemmont  has  rewarded  the 
crews  of  two  English  ships  for  gallantly 
assisting  an  Egyptian  corvette  in  dis- 
tress? 

Sib  CHARLES  ADDERLEY,  in  re- 

Ely,  said,  that  the  Egyptian  Government 
ad  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  the  sum  of  £200  for  the  crews  of 
the  English  ships  Apra  and  JfyrGf  in 
acknowledgment  of  assistance  rendered 
to  the  Egyptian  corvette  Latitf  when  on 
fire,  on  me  10th  of  March  last,  50  miles 
off  Suez ;  and  he  understood  that  they 
purposed  some  further  reward  to  the 
officers. 


ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY, 


1^  Q-T^ 


PRISONS  BILL.— [Bill  121.] 
(Mr,  Asshtion  CroaSf  Sir  Henry  8eiwin-Ibbet9onJ) 

CONSIDEEATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  fwrth^  oanMered, 
Mb.PARNELL  moved  a  new  Clause— 

(Test  of  malingering  to  be  made  only  with 
authority  of  Aisiting  committee.) 

**  That  where  the  prison  medical  officer  con- 
tdders  it  ncceasary  to  apply  any  painful  tost  to 
a  prisoner  to  detect  mahngcrinff  or  otherwise, 
such  test  shall  onl3r  be  applied  Dv  authority  of 
an  order  from  the  visiting  oommitiee  of  juitioea, 
and  the  prisoner  shall  be  entitled  to  name  any 


duly  qualified  surgeon  or  physoian  ren^ag  m 
the  locality  to  be  present  dunng  the  appliratirm 
of  the  tost" 

dauBe  hnmght  up,  and  read  the  fini 
and  second  time. 

Mb.  A88HET0N  CROSS  said,  he 
would  accept  the  hon.  Member's  claiue 
if  the  word  "  Commissioners  "  were  sub- 
stituted for  ''visiting  justices,"  and  the 
rest  of  the  dause  left  out 

Mb.  PARNELL  accepted  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Clause,  as  amended,  apr^kl  to, 

Mb.  PARNELL  next  moved  that— 

••No  prisoner  who,  prerious  to  hk  con- 
viction, has  been  in  the  habit  of  wearing  ian- 
nds  shall  be  deprived  of  them  during  his  mpci- 
sonment*' 

If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  pro- 
vide for  this  beine  done  in  the  pneoo 
rules  he  would  withdraw  the  olanse. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  fir»^ 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 
''That  the  said  Clause  be  now  reed  a 
second  time." 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS  was  under- 
stood  to  say  that  flannels  were  always 
offered  to  prisoners. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 


Mb.  PARNELL  then  moved  the  fol- 
lowing Clause : — 

(Bestrmint  of  prisoneza.) 

*•  Nu  prisoner  shall  be  put  in  irons,  (t 
under  mechanical  restraint,  by  the  gaoler  of  any 
prison,  or  by  order  of  the  visiting  oommitiee  of 
justices,  except  such  restraint  be  noceasary  to 
secure  the  penonal  safety  of  the  prison  offidala.'* 

When    the    question    was   before    the 
House  it  was  urged  that  the  use  of  irons 
was  necessary  to  thepersonal  safety  of 
the  prison  officials.    He  had  framed  this 
clause  to  meet  that  case.    Prison  officials 
had  been  in  the  habit  of  punishing  pri* 
soners  by  putting  them  in  irons.     lie 
thought  that  the  inflicting  of  punish- 
ment by  irons  ought  to  be  done  awaj 
with;  and  his  opinion  was  that  prisooen 
should  be  no  longer  punished,  but  r*> 
strained  by  official  where  restraint  waa 
necessary.    The  Bill  of  1865  said  that  it 
should  be  lawful  for  the  gaoler  to  order 
the  prisoner  to  be  put  in  irons  in  case  of 
''  urgent  necessity; "  but  it  did  not  sej 
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whaX  was  meftnt  by  ''  urgent  necessity." 
He  thouffht  that  <* urgent  necessity" 
alioald  oxuy  exist  where  the  safety  of  the 
prison  officials  or  the  prisoner  himself 
▼as  involred,  or  where  the  prisoner 
would  tear  the  ftimiture. 

^  Clause  hrwght  up^  and  read  the  first 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
•eoond  time." 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  said  irons 
were  not  used  except  in  cases  of  absolute 
neoeasity.  He  could  not  accept  the 
clause,  which  provided  only  for  the  per- 
sonal safety  of  the  prison  officials;  out, 
a  prisoner  in  a  desperate  state  might,  if 
not  put  under  restraint,  tear  his  own 
clothing,  destroj^  Aimiture,  or  do  injury 
to  his  fellow-prisoners  or  himself.  He 
belioTed  that  everything  that  was  neces- 
sary was  provided  for  by  the  59th  rule, 
and  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would 
not  press  the  dause. 

Ma.  BIOOAB  would  suggest  that 
the  hon.  Member  forMeath  shoiud  amend 
his  clause  so  as  to  enlarge  its  scope  by 
taking  in  the  various  matters  spoken  to 
by  the  Home  Secretary. 

Mu.  HENLEY  said,  the  question 
seemed  to  be  whether  they  should  leave 
prisoners  to  knock  out  each  other's 
Drains.  They  sometimes  fell  foul  of 
each  other,  and  he  thought  they  ought 
to  be  restrained. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  wanted  to 
know  if  the  Home  Secretary  intended  to 
make  any  additional  rules  to  those  in 
the  old  Act  of  Parliament  ?  He  had  a 
very  strong  opinion  that  irons  should 
not  bo  used  as  a  means  of  restraint  at 
all.  In  the  case  of  lunatics  irons  had 
been  abandoned  and  strait- waistooasts 
had  boon  substituted,  and  he  did  not  see 
why  they  should  not  be  adopted  in 
gaols. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  had  moved  his 
clause,  because  he  considered  die  ex- 
pression  ^*  urgent  necessity  "  in  the  Act 
of  1665  to  be  rather  ambiguous.  It 
rather  depended  upon  the  opinion  of 
those  who  inflicted  tne  pimishment  as  to 
when  an  "  urgent  necessity  "  arose.  If 
the  object  of  the  law  was  only  for  the 
purpose  of  restraint,  and  not  for  punish- 
ment, he  did  not  see  whv  thev  should 
take  the  trouble  to  amend  the  law.    In 


order  to  express  that  intent  more  clearly* 
that  ooidd  be  done  by  amending  the 
present  clause,  and  he  should  propose — 

**  Hist  prifonan  thall  not  be  put  in  irons  by 
the  paolsr  of  Any  prbon,  or  by  order  of  the 
▼iiiting  committor  of  juiticos,  m  a  puniBhment, 
but  only  for  the  purpose  of  restraint." 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  43 ;  Noes 
298 :  Majority  255.-.(Div. List,  No.  172.) 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Pabkbll,  the 
following  Glauses  were  agreed  to,  and 
added  to  the  Bill  :— 

(Limitation  of  time  of  oonflnement.) 
*'  It  shall  not  bo  lawful  for  the  gaoler  to  order 
any  prisoner  to  bo  confined  in  a  punishment  coll 
for  any  term  oxcooding  twonty-xour  hours ;  nor 
shall  it  be  lawful  for  the  visiunor  committee  of 
justices  to  order  any  prisoner  to  oe  punished  by 
confinement  in  a  punishment  cell  for  any  term 
exceeding  fourteen  days." 

(As  to  inquests  on  the  bodies  of  prisoners.) 
*'  In  no  case,  where  an  inquest  is  held  on  the 
body  of  a  prisoner  who  dies  within  the  prison, 
shall  any  person  engaged  in  any  sort  of  tnde  or 
dealing  with  the  prison,  be  a  juror  on  such 
inquest." 

Olause  10  (Beport  to  contain  informa- 
tion as  to  manufacturing  processes  in 
prison). 

Mb.  AJ38HETON  OBOSS  moved,  in 
page  4,  line  3,  at  beginning,  to  insert — 

**  Whereas  it  is  expedient  that  the  expense  of 
maintaining  in  prison  prisoners  who  have  Umh 
oonvictod  of  crime  should  in  part  be  defrayed 
by  their  labour  during  the  period  of  their  im- 
prisonment, and  that,  with  a  view  to  defraying 
such  expenses,  and  also  of  teaching  prisoners 
modes  of  gaining  honest  livelihoods,  moans 
should  be  taicrn  in  promoting  in  prison  the  ox- 
eroiae  of  and  instruction  in  useful  trades  and 
manufactures,  so  far  as  may  be  consistent  with 
a  due  regard  on  the  one  hand  to  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  penal  character  of  prison  discipline, 
and  on  the  otner  to  the  avoidance  of  undue  pros- 
sure  on,  or  competition  with,  any  particular  tnido 
or  industry,  Be  it  enacted,  That. 

Mb.  MOBLEY  expressed  his  aoknow- 
ledgmonts  to  the  Home  Secretary  for 
the  fair  spirit  in  which  he  had  dealt 
with  the  matter  involved  in  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Olause  14  (Duties  of  visiting  com- 
mittee}. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  6,  line  18, after  the  word  **  interval^" 
to  insert  the  words  *'  and  at  least  twice  in  ou<  h 
week."— (ifr.  Famuli.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 
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Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  hoped  the 
House  would  not  insert  the  Amendment. 
He  felt  sure  there  was  not  the  least 
doubt  of  the  visiting  justices  performing 
their  duties  in  a  satisfactory  way. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  thought  there  should 
be  something  more  definite  laid  down 
than  the  words  "frequent  intervals." 
Heretofore  the  justices  had  various 
duties  to  discharge,  among  them  the 
tempting  duhr  of  filhng  appointments. 
Now,  that  that  patronage  was  with- 
drawn, he  feared  there  might  be  no 
inducement  to  attend,  and  it  might  be, 
as  it  was  often  with  members  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board,  who  never  attended  on  oc- 
casions when  there  was  no  election  or 
other  little  matter  to  be  carried  out  in 
which  they  were  interested.  Twice 
a- week  might  be  too  often  to  visit  pri- 
sons, but  some  safeguard  as  to  intervals 
should  be  provided. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  5,  line  20,  after  the  word  **  prisoners," 
to  insert  the  words  **  privately,  and  not  in  the 
presence  of  any  of  the  prison  officials." — {Mr. 
TamelL) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
had  no  objection  to  the  spirit  of  the 
Amendment,  and  if  it  were  withdrawn 
he  would  propose  other  words  to  carry 
out  the  object  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Sir  ANDREW  LUSK  condemned 
the  Amendment  as  **  sentimental,''  and 
thought  its  adoption  would  be  very  in- 
convenient. It  would  depend  a  good 
deal  on  the  character  of  the  prisoner 
whether  the  visiting  justice  would  grant 
him  a  private  interview. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  moved,  in 
page  5,  line  33,  to  insert  as  a  separate 
paragraph — 

"Provided,  That  an  offender  shall  not  be 
punished  under  the  said  sections  fifty-eight  and 
fifty-nine,  or  cither  of  them,  by  personal  cor- 
rection except  in  pursuance  of  the  order  of  two 
justices  of  the  peace  after  such  inquiry  upon 
oath  and  determination  concerning  the  matter 
report4>d  to  them  as  is  mentioned  in  the  said  re- 
gulation numbered  fifty-eight." 

Motion  agreed  to. 
Paragraph  inserted. 


dause  15  (Visits  to  prison  by   any 

justice). 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  moved,  in 
page  6,  at  end  of  Clause,  to  add — 

'*  and  any  Member  of  either  IIoom  of  Parlia- 
ment may,  when  he  thinks  fit,  enter  into  and 
examine  the  condition  of  any  prison  and  of  thr 
prisoners  therein,  and  he  may  enter  any  obaerra- 
tions  ho  may  think  fit  to  make  in  retertmce  to 
tho  condition  of  the  prison  or  abuses  ther«in  in 
the  visitors'  book  to  be  kept  by  the  gaoler  ;  and 
it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  gaoler  to  draw  lbf< 
attention  of  the  visiting  committee,  at  tbrsr 
next  visit  to  the  prison,  to  any  ontriet  WMdt 
in  the  said  book.'* 

He  reminded  the  House  of  the  value  of 
independent  inspection.  At  present,  the 
only  persons  to  whom  prisoners  might 
make  Known  their  complaints  were  the 
visiting  justices.  The  House  had  de- 
clined to  lav  down  rules  for  the  time  of 
the  visits  of  those  magistrates,  and  their 
duties  were  of  a  purely  honorary  cha- 
racter, and  having  no  penalty  for  neglect. 
If  prisoners  attempted  complaints  in 
their  letters,  allowed  every  four  months, 
those  letters  were  immediately  oonfi»- 
cated.  Nor  were  the  prisoners  to  mak^ 
complaints  to  their  friends  who  visit^^l 
them  at  intervals  of  four  months.  Seeing 
that  all  the  proposals  which  had  pre- 
viously been  made  by  himself  or  by 
hon.  Members  around  him  had  been 
rejected,  he  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  see  his  way  to  accepting 
the  present  one.  He  ooidd  see  no  prac- 
tioaf  objection  to  it.  Of  course,  visits 
might  be  made  by  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment to  prisoners  with  whom  they  felt 
some  sympathy,  but  those  prisoners 
might  also  be  visited  by  those  whose 
views  were  antagonistic,  and  so  there 
was  no  fear  of  misrepresentation ;  while 
it  would  provide  Members  with  the  op- 
portunity of  verifying  cases  —  such  as 
that  mentioned  the  other  night  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  P.  A. 
Taylor),  on  the  authority  of  a  discharged 

Ensoner  —  before  bringing  such  cases 
efore  the  House. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  6,  line  13,  after  the  word  "trat* 
ment,  to  insert  the  words  **  and  any  Hembrr 
of  either  House  of  Parliament  may,  when  h* 
thinks  fit,  enter  into  and  examine  the  conditt«in 
of  any  prison  and  of  the  prisoners  therein,  and 
he  may  enter  any  observations  he  maj  think  fit 
to  majce  in  reference  to  tho  condition  of  the 
prison  or  abases  thsrsin  in  the  visitors*  booJc  to 
be  kept  by  the  gaoler ;  and  it  shall  be  the  duty 
of  the  gaoler  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  ricit* 
ing  committee,  at  their  next  visit  to  tho  prtsoo. 
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lo  any  mttim  mada  in  the  Mid  book.'*^(Jfr. 
(TGMMor  iW#r.) 

Qaestion  proposed,  **  That  thoie  words 
be  there  inserted.'* 

Mb.  ASSHETON  OBOSS  opposed  ttie 
Amendment.  The  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment did  not  administer,  but  they  had 
the  control  of  the  administration  through 
the  responsible  Ministers  of  the  Grown, 
and  it  would  be  going  beyond  the  ftinc- 
tions  of  Members  to  undertake  the  sup- 
posed duty.  Besides,  the  Bill  abreaay 
provided  a  very  extensive  maohinery  for 
the  visiting  of  prisons.  There  were  the 
Prison  Commissioners,  the  Inspeotors, 
and  the  visiting  justices,  and,  moreover, 
every  single  justice  of  die  peace  of  the 
county,  and  every  justice  of  the  peace 
where  the  prisoner  came  from,  if  he 
happened  to  be  taken  out  of  his  juris- 
diction and  removed  into  a  prison  in 
another  county,  had  the  power  of  visit* 
ing  prisoners.     

Mb.  OOLDSMID  appealed  to  thehon. 
Gentleman  not  to  saadle  Members  with 
a  new  andprobably  onerous  task. 

Mr.  HIBBEBT  8Ufi:gested  that  every 
justice  of  the  peace  aaould  have  power 
to  visit  prisons  without  restriction. 

Ma.  SsBJXAirr  SIMON  said,  that  if 
this  clause  were  adopted  it  would  create 
a  divided  responsibility  between  visiting 
justices  and  Members  of  Parliament. 
Moreover,  the  Home  Secretary  would 
be  no  longer  responsible  if  such  a  power 
were  given  to  Members  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  fay  said,  that  if  such  a  power 
was  granted  to  the  Queen's  counsel,  he 
did  not  see  why  it  should  not  be  granted 
to  a  Member  of  Parliament. 

Ma.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  that 
practically  any  Member  of  Parliament 
who  actually  desired  to  visit  a  prison 
could  obtain  permission,  and  he  knew  of 
cases  in  which  such  permission  had  been 
mated.  To  give  power  to  every  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament  to  visit  prisons  would 
be  as  absurb  as  it  would  oe  unwise  to 
introduce  politics  into  prisons. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  said,  that  he  had 
previously  voted  with  his  Friends  for  die 
protection  of  prisoners;  but  he  should 
be  against  this  clause,  for  the  protection 
of  Members  of  Parliament.  The  im- 
mediate result  of  such  a  clause  would 
be  that  Members  of  Parliament  all  over 
the  country  would  be  solicited  by  nu- 
merous persons  to  inquire  into  their 
complaints.     In  a  borough  such  as  that 


he  had  the  honour  to  represent,  with  a 
large  county  prison  in  it,  he  could  see 
for  himself  an  almost  continual  resi- 
dence there.  He  would  certainly  divide 
against  the  proposed  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  18;  Noes 
282  :  Majority  269.— (Division  List, 
No.  173.) 

Clause  18  (Compensation  to  be  made 
to  prison  authority  in  respect  of  accom- 
modation provided  for  pnsoners  of  some 
other  authority). 

Me.  ASSHETON  CROSS  moved,  in 
page  7,  line  89,  at  end  of  Clause,  to  add, 
as  separate  paragraphs — 

**  Provided  also,  That  no  compeniation  shall 
be  payable  under  such  provision  as  last  af ore- 
saia  in  respect  of  any  prison  discontinued  within 
two  years  after  the  commencement  of  this  Act. 

*'  A  prison  authority  shall  not  be  entitled  to 
receive  under  his  section  more  than  one  hun- 
dred and  twenty  pounds  in  the  whole  in  respect 
of  the  same  coll. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
Paragraphs  imerted. 

Clause  25  (Confinement  of  prisoners 
after  conviction). 

Ma.  CLAEE  BEAD  moved,  in  paffe 
9,  line  38,  to  leave  out  the  words  *'  be 
entitled  to,''  the  effect  of  which  would 
be  that  all  prisoners  confined  in  prisons 
beyond  the  limits  of  the  ''county, 
borough,  or  place"  where  they  were 
convicted  should  receive  on  their  dis- 
charge at  the  public  expense  the  moans 
of  reaching  the  place  where  they  were 
convicted.  The  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
marked that  the  practice  was  already  in 
operation  in  convict  prisons.  In  agri- 
cultural districts,  where  they  had  little 
crime  and  large  prisons,  it  was  possible 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  shortly 
be  miudng  them  available  for  the  pri- 
soners from  other  districts,  where  the 
gaol  accommodation  was  less  ample, 
and  it  was  undesirable  that  there  should 
be  any  possibility  of  persons  from  other 
districts  being  turned  adrift  without  the 
means  of  getting  home.  The  clause,  as 
it  present  stood,  stated  that  the  prisoner 
should  be  ^*  entitled  to  be  taken  back." 
He  wished  to  make  it  an  absolute  right, 
which  the  prisoner  could  demand,  and 
he  hoped  ms  right  hon.  Friend  would 
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see  his  way  to  aooepting  tiid  Amend- 
ment.          

Mb.  ASSHETON  OEOSS  said,  he  had 
no  objection  to  offer  to  the  principle  of 
the  Amendment ;  bnt  he  was  not  sure 
that  the  simple  device  of  leaving  out  the 
words,  as  proposed  bv  the  hoo.  Gentle- 
man, would  effect  its  object.  Ail  prisoners 
would  tmdoubtedly  be  sent  back ;  and  if 
the  hon.  Gentlemaii  thought  there  was  a 
possibility  that  they  might  not  tmder  the 
clause  as  it  stood,  he  had  no  objection 
to  accept  the  Amendment,  on  condition 
that  it  might  be  found  necessary  to  alter 
the  wording  in  ''  another  place,"  if  it 
was  thought  there  would  be  any  practical 
difficulty  m  carrying  it  out. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  39  (Special  rules  as  to  treat- 
ment of  unconvicted  prisoners  and  certain 
other  prisoners). 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  moved,  in 
page  15,  to  add  the  following  Proviso : — 

"  Provided  always,  That  no  unoonyioted  per- 
son, or  prisoner  on  remand  or  under  any  Act 
sus^nding  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act,  shall  be 
subject  to  the  ordinary  prison  rules  or  discipline 
save  so  far  as  may  be  necessary  to  secure  order 
and  safe  detention." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  it  had  been 
shown  in  previous  discussions  of  this 
Bill  that  a  scandalous  system  had  grown 
up.  underwhich  outn^hadbeen^m- 
mitted  on  persons  who  were  awaiting 
their  trial.  A  large  proportion  of  these 
persons  were  acquitted,  and  therefore 
these  outrages  were  inflicted  upon  them 
in  violation  of  the  law.  The  Home  Se- 
cretary had  shown,  in  carrying  this 
Bill  through  the  House,  that  he  was  a 
master  in  the  art  of  Parliamentary  go- 
vernment. He  had  stated  that  any 
rules  and  reg^ulations  which  he  might 
make  would  be  submitted  to  Parua- 
ment,  and  that  there  would  be  an  op- 
portunity of  amending  and  repealing 
them.  He  (Mr.  Sheridan)  contended,  on 
the  other  hand,  that  Parliament  ought 
to  govern  and  control  these  rules  and 
regulations,  and  that  the  House  ouffht 
to  declare  in  the  text  of  the  Act  wnat 
were  the  rights  of  unconvicted  prisoners. 
There  might  oome  times  of  political 
trouble  and  excitement,  and  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  represented  the  Ptoto- 
gatives  of  the  Grown,  the  House  of 
Commons  represented  the  rights  and 
liberties  of  the  people,  and  would  neg- 
lect its  duty  if  it  ^owed  the  clause  to 
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pass  without  the  introdoction  of  Cheee 
words.  There  was  nothing  in  the  Amend- 
ment he  proposed  which  would  in  any 
way  conflict  with  the  Bill,  or  change  the 
law  as  enacted  by  it.  All  that  was  in- 
volved was,  that  persons  who  were  in 
prison  simply  for  the  purpose  of  deten- 
tion should  not  be  subject  to  the  same 
treatment  as  convicts ;  and  although  the 
rules  to  be  drawn  up  by  the  Semtaxy 
of  State  might  be  satidPaotory,  it  was 
desirable  to  have  the  distinction  cleariv 
laid  down  in  the  text  of  the  Act.  AU 
that  was  of  a  popular  character  in  the 
government  of  prisons  was  being  swept 
away;  and,  although  it  might  be  said 
they  were  parting  with  a  shadow,  let 
them  take  care  that  in  parting  with  the 
shadow  they  did  not  aleo  part  with  tiie 
substance. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  16,  line  18,  altar  the  woid  **  re- 
garded," to  insert  the  words  '*  Prorided  alwmya. 
That  no  unoonricted  person,  or  prisoner  on  f». 
mand  or  under  any  Act  suspending  the  HabeM 
Corpus  Act,  shall  be  subject  to  Uie  ordinary 
prison  rules  or  discipline  sare  so  far  as  may  te 
necessary  to  sssure  order  and  sala  detentkn.** — 
(ifr.  H,  £.  Shmdan,) 

Question  proposed,  *  *  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'* 

8nt  WILLIAM  FBA8EB  thought 
the  proposed  Amendment  would  not 
at  all  interfere  with  the  princi^  of 
^e  measure,  and  he  hopea  the  Home 
Secretary  would  be  able  to  accept  it 
The  Amendment  was  a  perfectly  harm- 
less and  innocent  one.  He  had  found, 
on  visiting  a  prison — the  House  of  De- 
tention at  Olerkenwell  —  that  no  dis> 
tinction  was  made  between  persons  who 
were  simply  tmder  detention  and  others 
who  were  being  imprisoned  without  hard 
labour. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  GB08S  said,  it  bj 
no  means  followed  it  would  be  so  under 
this  Bill,  for  the  Preamble  of  the  ckmse 
made  it  imperative  that  a  distineCKm 
should  be  made,  and  no  rules,  ori^al 
or  amended,  could  oome  into  force  vntO 
they  had  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  Hooae 
40  days. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Olause  40  ^Treatment  of  priadners 
convicted  of  sedition,  fte.). 

Mb.  0'CX)NN0B  POWER  mcrred,  in 
page  Id,  line  20,  after  "Ubel"  to  in* 
sort — **  Or  treason-felony,  or  offencee  of 
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ft  politioal  xiatnrd."  His  object  waf  to 
•xtend  to  politioal  prisoners  generally 
the  ezemptionB  and  aUeviations  of  disci- 
pUne  which  were  under  the  Bill  to  be 
Allowed  to  persons  oonTioted  of  libel  and 
other  o£Eenoes.  The  Prison  Oommission 
reported  in  favour  of  separating  politioal 
prisoners  from  other  offenders.  When 
a  Commisaiony  oomposed  of  such  men  as 
aat  on  this  Oommission,  had  made  such 
a  recommendation,  it  certainly  deserved 
the  most  careful  consideration.  Political 
prisoners  were  now  treated  worse  than 
the^  were  in  the  days  of  O'Oonnell ;  and 
while  the  lot  of  all  other  classes  of 
prisoners  had  been  mitigated,  that  of 
poHtioal  prisoners  had  been  materiallj 
aggravated.  So  far  the  feeling  of  loyalty 
haid  not  been  promoted  by  this  treatment 
of  politioal  prisoners,  the  contrary  had 
been  the  case ;  nor  did  he  know  of  any- 
thinff  which  had  so  much  stimulated  the 
hostuity  of  Irishmen  to  the  English  Gk)- 
vemment  as  the  stories  which  reaehed 
them  of  the  ill-treatment  to  which  Fenian 
prisoners  were  subjected  in  prison.  He 
trusted  that  even  if  the  Home  Seoretarf 
did  not  assent  to  this  dause,  he  would, 
at  least,  indicate  to  the  House  that  he 
did  not  reg^ard  the  severe  treatment  of 
political  prisonersasameansof  promoting 
u^ralfy,  and  that  he  would  hola  out  some 
hope  of  adopting  some  measures  to  sepa- 
rate from  ordinary  prisoners  men  wno, 
however  mistaken  might  be  their  aims 
or  ther  modes  of  action,  were  of  perfectly 
good  moral  character. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  psge  16,  line  20,  aftar  the  word  **Ubel/' 
to  InMii  the  wortU  '*  or  treaeon-feUmy  or  at' 
fmc«e  €d  *  political  nature." — {Mr,  O'Connor 
Pov^r.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'* 

Mb.  ASSHETON  OBOSS  observed 
that  this  subject  had  already  been  dis- 
cussed at  considerable  length,  and  he 
thought  thc2[  had  arrived  at  the  conclu- 
sion on  sufficient  grounds  that  these 
words  should  not  be  introduced.  The 
statute  gave  considerable  latitude  to  the 
Judge  who  tried  the  case.  It  was  left 
to  the  Judge  to  say  whether  the  offence 
was  so  slight  that  it  deserved  only  a 
very  liffht  punishment.  In  such  cases 
hard  labour  would  not  be  imposed,  and 
the  prisoner  would  be  more  leniently 
treated.    At  the  present  moment  there 


was  not  a  single  prisoner  in  England  or 
Ireland  who,  if  the  Amendment  were 
inserted,  would  be  affected  by  it.  It 
would  not  affect  anv  political  prisoner 
who  was  in  custody  at  the  present 
moment;  because  the  Bill  related  en- 
tirely to  county  gaols ;  whereas  any  pri- 
soners said  to  DC  political  prisoners  now 
in  confinement  were  suffermg  penal  ser- 
vitude in  convict  prisons.  There  was 
another  around  on  which  he  must  op- 
pose the  Amendment.  If  they  adopted 
it  they  would,  while  passing  a  Prisons 
Bill,  be  really  altering  the  sentences 
which  the  Judges  had  pronounced  for 
certain  offences. 

Mb.  BsBJEAirr  SIMON  suggested  a 
compromise  by  inserting  after  ^'  libel " 
the  words  ''treason-felony  without  hard 
labour."  This  would  be  perfectly  con- 
sistent with  the  clause,  and  woula  onlj 
extend  the  regulations  to  a  class  of  pri- 
soners to  whom  they  were  not  at  present 
applicable. 

Mb.  O'SULLTVAN  could  not  see  any 
reasonable  objection  to  an  Amendment, 
the  principle  of  which  the  Home  Secre- 
tary had  already  conceded  by  admitting 
the  application  of  the  proposition  em- 
bodiea  to  sedition  and  seditious  libel. 

Db.  WAED  also  urged  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Amendment  was  conceded 
by  the  application  to  prisoners  guilty  of 
seditious  libel.  He  did  not  regard  the 
power  vested  in  a  Judge  to  mitigate  a 
sentence  as  at  all  meeting  the  case  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  clause,  because  the 
truth  was  that  in  Ireland,  at  all  events, 
the  Judges  did  not  command  the  confi- 
dence of  the  people. 

Mb.  DODSON  hoped  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  would  leave  the  matter  as  it 
stood.  It  had  been  fully  discussed  in 
Oommittee  and  a  compromise  had  been 
arrived  at,  which  had  been  accepted  as 
a  settlement  of  the  question. 

Mb.  BIOGAB  also  expressed  his 
opinion  that  prisoners  were  not  always 
justly  treated  by  the  Judges  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  WADD  X  entered  aprotest  against 
the  distinction  constantly  drawn  in  the 
House  between  political  offenders  and 
other  criminals.  In  his  opinion — an  opi- 
nion which  was  shared  by  many  others — 
no  distinction  could  be  drawn  in  favour 
of  a  political  offender.  From  his  point 
of  view  the  political  offenders  were  infi- 
nitely more  dangerous,  infinitely  more 
culpable,  and  infinitely  more  deserving 
of  punishment  than  the  poor,  misguided. 
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ignorant  wretohea  wbo  were  to  be  found 
in  the  same  prisons  with  them,  and  the 
enormity  of  whose  crime  consisted  in 
stealing  a  pocket  handkerchief  or  em- 
bezzling a  shilling.  In  no  other  countiy 
in  Europe  would  the  language  which 
was  openly  held  in  that  House  and  out 
of  it  with  respect  to  the  Government  of 
the  country  be  permitted  without  stem 
and  speedy  repression  following.  K 
they  attempted  to  suppress  seditious 
talk  and  writing  their  conduct  would  be 
denounced  as  an  instance  of  Saxon 
tyranny  and  persecution.  It  was  the 
privilege  of  England,  Scotland,  and  Ire- 
land, tnat  they  had  free  writing,  and, 
he  mi^ht  say,  very  free  speaking 
not  only  in  the  House,  but  else- 
where, and  it  was  one  of  the  conse- 
quences of  that  privilege  that  whoever 
did  not  confine  himself  to  that  free 
debate,  free  writing,  and  free  speaking, 
by  means  of  which  we  endeavoured  to 
get  our  opinions  believed  in  and  main- 
tained, but  stepped  over  the  line  and 
resorted  to  violence,  disloyalty,  inciting 
to  civil  war  and  that  which  would  lead 
to  bloodshed  and  death,  must  take  the 
consequences  to  the  fullest  extent,  and 
his  blood  must  be  on  his  own  head. 
That,  at  all  events,  was  the  feeling  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  people  of  this 
countiy  when,  presuming  upon  the 
liberty  of  speech  and  writing  which 
they  had  in  England  and  Ireland,  men 
so  far  forgot  themselves  as  to  become 
involved  in  direct  and  open  treason 
against  Her  Majesty,  the  crime  of  which 
they  were  guilty  was  not  a  crime  to  be 
talked  of  with  forgiveness  in  the  sense 
in  which  it  had  been  talked  of  in  that 
House;  it  should  not  to  be  spoken  of 
with  a  kind  of  patronizing  air;  the 
House  ought  not  to  be  told  that  it 
must  draw  a  distinct  line  between 
these  People  ''who  were  really  only 
political  offenders  "  and  others,  and  that 
it  should  treat  them  with  greater  con- 
sideration than  the  poorer,  more  igno- 
rant, more  needy,  more  pitiable,  people 
who  had  committed  crimes  of  infinitely 
less  magnitude  and  infinitely  less  peril 
to  the  State.  He  felt  the  time  had 
come  when  a  distinct  protest  should  be 
entered  against  the  false  feeling  which 
endeavoured  to  raise  political  offenders 
almost  into  heroes,  instead  of  keeping 
them  in  their  proper  position  as  crimi- 
nals. Political  offenders,  as  they  were 
called,  had  done  far  more  in  this  country 
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to  disturb  peace,  vpread  miBohief,  and 
cause  panic,  than  almost  any  other  olaas 
of  criminals. 

Mb.  J.  COWEN  said,  he  had  no  wish 
to  take  part  in  the  discussion,  and  had 
not  heam  what  had  been  previously  said 
in  support  of  the  Amendment,  but  he 
could  not  pass  in  silence  the  most  extra* 
ordinary  speech  just  delivered  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Barnstaple. 
As  an  English  Liberal—or  rather  as  an 
English  Kiadical — he  lodged  his  protest 
against  such  observations.  He  had  the 
opportunity,  when  the  Bill  was  in  Ooin- 
mittee,  of  speaking  his  views  with  regard 
to  the  toeatment  of  political  prisoners,  and 
he  had  no  wish  to  repeat  what  he  theo 
said ;  but  the  argument  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Barnstaple  went 
absolutely  to  the  very  root  of  constitu- 
tional government,  and  against  the  rerr 
existence  of  the  House  of  Commons  its^. 
Some  of  the  most  disting^uished  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  notably  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  represented  the  struggle 
against  despotism  of  a  large  portion  of 
the  people  of  this  coun^  in  1688. 
Ma^na  Charta,  the  Bill  of  Kighta,  and 
other  great  constitutional  tnumpha  were 
all  won  in  direct  antagonism  to  the 
principles  laid  down  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  had  given  expres- 
sion to  doctrines  such  as  were  seldom 
heard  f^m  any  G^ntieman  on  the  other 
side.  His  speech  was  one  of  unqualified 
opposition  to  constitutional  government. 
Not  very  long  ago  a  distinguished  Mem- 
ber of  die  Engfish  Peerage  proclaimed 
openly  in  his  place  in  Parliament  that 
the  subjects  of  every  Sovereign  in  Europe 
were  not  only  justified  in  rising  against 
their  Oovemments,  but  that  their  resist- 
ance was  sanctified  by  the  best  feelings 
of  Christianity  and  humanity.  But  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  from  the 
Liberal  side  of  that  House  had  expressed 
a  very  different  view.  No  doubt  an 
attempt  to  overturn  the  constituted 
authorities  of  a  countiy  was  most  un* 
wise,  and  in  a  sense  criminal.  We  had 
in  this  ootmtiT  the  largest  measure  of 
liberty  enjoyed  by  any  people.  We  had 
the  fullest  hberty  of  speech  and  of  publie 
meeting  and  it  was  most  unwise  for 
men,  for  the  sake  of  liberty,  to  attempt 
to  appeal  to  physical  resistanoe.  But 
there  were  times  when  men's  feelings 
got  the  better  of  their  judgment,  and 
when  their  passions  overraled  their 
reason,  and  that  had  been  the  case  to  % 
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mtt  extent  in  Ireland  quite  recently. 
All  that  the  Morer  of  the  Amendment 
contended  for  was,  that  when  men  had 
orenteppedthathoundarj,  they  should  be 
treated  with  eome  measure  of  considera- 
tioD*  and  not  be  olassed  in  the  same  way 
as  men  who  broke  the  law  for  their  own 
pegeooal  advanta^.  If  a  man  stole  a 
pooket-handkerohief  or  a  purse,  he  did  it 
for  his  own  personal  aggrandizement ; 
bnt  if  a  man  attempted  to  rerolutionize 
the  law  of  a  oountzy,  he  acted  unwisely 
and  illegally,  perhaps,  but  what  he  did 
waa  done  m>m  patriotic  feelings,  and 
for  what  he  believed  the  general  advan- 
ta^  of  mankind.  That  man  might  be 
mutaken  in  the  Tiew  he  took,  but  his 
aotiona  were  for  the  advantage  of 
others ;  and  they  ought  not  to  treat  a 
man  who  broke  the  law  foolishly  and 
indiscreetly  for  the  benefit,  or  the  sup- 
posed benefit,  of  the  nation  at  large,  in 
the  same  way  as  they  treated  a  man 
who  broke  the  law  for  his  own  benefit. 
All  that  was  asked  for  by  any  reasonable 
man  was,  that  when  men  had  been  con- 
▼ioted  of  a  political  offence,  and  sent  to 
ptison  or  to  penal  servitude,  they  should 
be  treated  with  some  measure  of  con- 
•ideration.  Let  them  be  restrained  by 
imprisonment  from  inciting  to  rebellion 
or  sedition,  as  long  as  it  was  for  the 
interest  of  the  State  that  they  should  be 
so  restrained.  He  should  have  no  hesi- 
tation in  sanctioning  the  confinement  of 
a  docen,  or  20,  or  100,  or  1,000  men, 
who  conspired  unwisely  and  unjustly 
against  the  rule  of  the  authority  of  the 
Government,  to  prevent  these  men  from 
engaging  affain  m  similar  pursuits ;  but 
wbt  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment 
wished  to  enforce  was,  that  confinement 
dumld  be  sufficient,  and  that  there 
shonld  be  a  distinction  between  crime 
as  against  an  individual,  and  crime  as 
against  a  nation.  He  understood  that 
the  Home  Secretanr  had,  to  a  certain 
extent,  assented  to  the  Amendment,  and 
he  thanked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
oordiaUy  for  the  concession  he  had  made. 
He  was  satisfied  with  the  advance  that 
had  been  made  in  that  direction ;  but 
what  he  imderstood  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment  to  desire  was  that  the  same 
meaenre  of  leniency  should  be  extended 
to  treason-felony  as  to  other  political 
offraees.  'SLb  had  no  wish  to  detain  the 
House  by  any  lengthened  observations ; 
his  onl^  object  was  to  protest  against 
the  arbitrary,  despotic,  and  most  uncon- 
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stitutional  doctrines  which   had   been 

E reached  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
er  for  Barnstaple. 

Mb.  WHALLET  said,  that  the  per- 
sons who  offended  in  the  way  referred 
to  were  not  to  be  blamed  so  much  as  the 
officers  whom  they  obeyed.  The  Boman 
Catholic  priesthood  were  the  officers  of 
a  Power  which  was  treason  itself,  and 
their  avowed  duty  was  to  preach  and 
teach  by  every  possible  means — in  the 
pulpit,  die  confessional,  and  the  schools 
— how  to  bring  to  the  |^ound  and  de- 
strov— [^M«  of  "  Question ! "] 

Mb.  MELDON  wished  to  ask  whether 
the  hon.  Qentleman  was  in  Order  in  the 
observations  he  was  now  making  ? 

Mb.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  discussing  a  question  not 
before  the  House,  and  was  quite  out  of 
Order. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  had  thought  he  was 
safe.  With  what  justice  comd  the  Go- 
vernment treat  these  poor  Fenians  tiius, 
and  yet  continually  grant  large  simis — 
—the  other  day,  £9,000 

Mb.  speaker  asked  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  confine  his  remarks  to  the  Ques- 
tion before  the  House. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  said,  he  was  endea- 
vouring to  do  so.  The  Government,  by 
every  means  at  their  command,  in  the 
Army,  by-and-by,  he  supposed,  in  the 
Navy—r'  Question ! "] 

Mb.  speaker  again  interposed  and 
informed  the  hon.  Member  that  the 
Amendment  before  the  House  related  to 
the  treatment  of  persons  confined  for 
treason-felonv,  and  that  his  remarks 
must  be  conmied  to  that  subject. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  resumed  his  seat. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  expressed  his  regret 
at  the  lan^age  used  by  the  hon.  and 
leaned  li^mber  for  Barnstaple  (Mr. 
Waddy).  He  thought  that  these  prison- 
ers should  be  trea^d  in  a  more  lenient 
manner.  In  other  countries  the  greatest 
leniency  was  shown,  with  a  most  satis- 
factory result.  Prisoners  convicted  of 
treason-felony  would  be  sent  to  the  con- 
vict prisons,  not  to  the  county  and  bo- 
rough prisons.  The  proposal  of  the 
Devon  Commission  ought  to  be  adopted. 
It  would  be  a  great  advantage  if  such 
persons  were  sent  to  some  particular 
prison  or  section  of  a  prison. 

Mb.  gray  said,  it  appeared  that  the 
position  which  die  Home  Secretary  occu- 
pied with  reference  to  this  clause  was  a 
slightly  inconsistent  one,  because  the 
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right  hon.  (Gentleman  oonBented  that 
prisoners  oonvioted  of  sedkioa  and  se- 
ditious libel  should  be  treated  as  first- 
class  misdemeanants,  while  he  reused 
to  permit  prisoners  oonvioted  of  treason- 
felony  to  be  in  the  same  cateeory.  As 
it  appeared  to  him,  it  would  frequently 
happen  that  a  man  convicted  of  sedition 
would  be  morally  quite  as  g^ty  as  a 
man  convicted  of  treason-felony,  and 
the  distinction  attempted  to  be  drawn 
was  extremely  fine,  and  in  practice  would 
not  be  found  just.  He  asked  the  Home 
Secretary,  also,  to  remember  that  the 
Treason-Felony  Act  was  an  innovation, 
only  introduced  some  30  years  ago,  and 
passed,  as  many  thought,  with  the  view 
of  vindictively  punishing  Irish  political 
prisoners.  He  thought  the  time  for  the 
vindictive  punishment  of  political  of- 
fences had  g^ne  by ;  and  when  the  prison 
laws  were  being  amended  it  woula  show 
a  spirit  much  to  be  regretted  if  men  of  a 
class  who  had  risen  to  high  positions  in 
the  State  were  still  to  have  oast  upon 
them  the  odium  of  being  treated  uke 
common  felons,  of  being  herded  with 
the  worst  class  of  felons. 

Mr.  G080HEN  wished  to  endorse 
the  views  expressed  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Chester  (Mr. 
Dodson),  and  should,  therefore,  be  dis- 
posed to  oppose  this  Amendment.  He 
did  not  think  that  it  would  be  wise  on 
the  part  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
apply  any  kid  glove  treatment  to  the 
crime  of  treason,  or  to  allow  themselves 
to  be  carried  away  on  this  subject  by 
any  sentimental  feelings.  There  was, 
in  his  opinion,  no  sound  reason  why  the 
great  crime  of  inciting  others  to  make 
war  against  the  Queen  should  not  be 
dealt  with  rigorously  and  according  to 
the  law  of  the  country.  He  should 
deeply  reeret  if  any  large  number  of 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
were  to  use  language  with  regard  to 
treason-felony  which  would  tend  to  show 
that  they  sympathized  with  those  who 
committed  crimes  against  the  law  of  the 
land,  or  that  they  scarcely  thought  that 
treason- felony  was  a  crime  at  all.  A 
*  few  hon.  Members  appeared  to  think 
that  they  could  go  behind  a  crime  and 
look  into  the  motives  that  led  to  the 
crime  being  committed ;  but,  in  his  opi- 
nion, nothing  could  be  more  dangerous 
than  to  attempt  to  gauge  the  various 
motives  which  led  men  to  oommit  crimes 
and   to  contend   that  tiiey  should  be 
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treated,  not  according  to  the  erimeB  du^ 
committed,  but  aooordlnff  to  the  pttite* 
cular  frame  of  mind  wnioh  they  hi^ 
pened  to  be  in  at  the  time  ther  ooannit- 
ted  them.  Murder  itself  might  be  jii»> 
tified  on  such  grounds  as  those,  boo>— e 
it  might  he  said — "  Here  is  a  maa 
whose  death  will  be  a  ^reat  beo^fift  to 
mankind,  and  therefore  it  is  right  to  kiQ 
him."  He  was  satisfied  that  suoh  a  doe- 
trine  as  that  would  not  find  flavour  ia 
that  House.  These  offenoes  were  cha- 
racterized as  crimes  by  the  Statute  Book, 
and  it  was  for  the  seneral  safety  of  ths 
State  that  those  who  perpetrated  ^em 
should  be  treated  as  onminals.  He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  the  House  of 
Oommons  would  not  enter  into  the  daa* 
gerous  course  of  extenuating  tiiess 
offences,  and  would  dedare  its  opinioa 
that  all  who  committed  them  deserved 
rigorous  punishment. 

Mr.  SULLiyAN  said,  that  if  tibs 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Oentlemaii  to 
which  the  House  had  just  listened  was 
to  be  taken  as  representing  the  opinioa 
of  the  Liberal  Ijeadere  in  Ptoliiu&ent» 
he  feared  that  the  friends  of  humanity 
and  progress  would  wish  a  long  eareer 
of  office  to  Her  Majesty's  present  Oo* 
vemment.  The  ri^ht  hon.  Omitlemaii 
had  lent  the  prestige  of  his  much-re* 
speoted  name,  and  the  reputation  of  his 
past  official  life,  to  a  doctrine  which  was 
unworthy  of  an  Englishman.  The  jno- 
position  advanced  by  the  right  hon.  G«n« 
tleman  was  that  political  prisoners  ia 
this  country,  and  this  alone,  should  be 
treated  on  a  level  with  the  oommon 
felon,  thief,  and  murderer.  The  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  said  that  political  pn* 
soners  ought  not  to  be  hancQed  with  aid 
gloves ;  but  oould  he  point  to  any  coun- 
try in  Europe  where,  in  the  wildest 
times,  such  prisoners  were  treated  as  tho 
Irish  political  prisoners  had  been  in  r»» 
oent  years  ?  What  would  be  thought  of 
an  ex-Minister  of  France  if  he  were  to 
rise  in  the  French  Assembly  and  say 
that  Frendi  politioal  offenders  skoola 
be  treated  as  pickpockets  and  garottats? 
What  would  be  said  if  the  Emperor  of 
Austria  treated  the  Hungarian  i«bab  aa 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  woold  ft  eat 
them  u  he  happened  to  be  in  power  in 
Austria?  But,  happily  for  Anstaa«  th« 
right  hon.  (Gentleman's  servioee  had  besa 
reserved  for  this  oountxy.  TkoM  odioiia» 
re-aotionary,  and  barbaoons  poH<7  vm 
disgraceftil  to  the  oountiy.    Wonld  th« 
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light  bon.  Gtenilemaa  tall  him  in  what 
vsy  the  great  Republic  of  America 
would  reoeiTe  thia  propoaitioii  ?  Would 
it  ba  liatened  to  with  patience  ?  Even 
after  the  CStU  War  to  uphold  the  Union, 
dnrinff  which  whole  familiea  were  deci- 
maiadt  the  people  would  have  spat  with 
•com  if  the  suggestion  were  made  that 
Jeffenon  Davia  should  be  treated  as  a 
thief.  He  (Mr.  Sullivan)  said  that  the 
declaration  of  the  right  bon.  Oentleman 
waa  tinworihj  of  that  Assemblji  and  was 
onworthy  of  the  right  bon.  uentleman 
himself,  for  whom  personally  he  had  the 
highest  respect.  A  man  who  committed 
a  politioal  offence  bad  to  face  bis  fate, 
but  magnanimity  ought  at  any  rate  to  be 
the  characteristic  of  a  nation  which  owed 
•vetything  to  a  great  rebellion.  He  was 
not  an  Eziglisbman,  and  his  countrymen 
bad  fought  for  the  English  King  when 
bis  own  sul^jects  bad  adopted  a  foreigner 
in  his  placid.  Cromwell,  Obarles,  and 
Jamea  no  doubtput  down  rebellion  with 
aatronffarm.  .They  gave  capital  nunisb- 
maul,  but  they  never  de^adea  their 
prisoners.  The  most  despotic  Sovereigns 
thay  ever  had  used  to  punish  severdy, 
but  thev  never  wounded  the  prisoners  aa 
politioal  prisonera  were  wounded  at  the 
present  day.  He  happened  to  know  some 
of  the  released  men,  and  bad  beard  them 
saj  they  would  rather  suffer  death  than 
endure  the  sufferings  and  indignities  put 
on  them  in  prison,  and  one  of  them  said 
bia  flesh  crept  at  the  indiraities  heaped 
upon  him.  He  (Mr.  Suuivan^  did  not 
baUeve,  if  he  went  round  England  and 
canvassed  the  country  on  the  subject, 
but  that  he  would  ffftin  the  voices  of 
nine  out  of  every  ten  fiiglishmen  against 
the  doctrine  which  had  been  laid  down 
by  the  right  bon.  Oentleman. 

Ma.  mJLERY  said,  he  was  glad  to 
hear  that  the  Liberals  had  openly  de- 
clared against  Ireland,  and  that  the  rip;ht 
bon.  Gentleman  had  at  last  shown  him- 
self in  bis  true  coburs. 

Ma.  OOSOHEN  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  explain  that  he  had  not  spoken 
aninst  Ireland,  but  against  treason- 
Uony,  without  particular  reference  to 
Ireland. 

Ma.  O'OLEBT  said,  evenrone  knew 
that  the  debate  had  turned  upon  the 
qnastionof  Irish  political  prisoners.  The 
right  bon.  Oentleman  had  dealt  exdu- 
Bvaly  with  them. 

Ma.  (KN90HEN  denied  having  aUuded 
to  Iriah  political  prisoners  specially. 


M».  O'OLERY  observed  that  this  dis- 
cussion bad  been  provoked  by  the  cruel 
and  unwarranted  attack  made  by  the 
bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Barnstaple 
(Mr.  Waddy)  upon  Irish  political  pri- 
soners. 

Ma.  WADDY  rose  to  Order.  He  had 
never  used  the  expression  ^' Irish  poli- 
tical prisoners ''  from  beginning  to  end. 
A  man  guilty  of  treason-felony  in  Eng- 
land was  worse  than  one  guilty  of  the 
same  offence  in  Ireland,  and  be  was  not 
aware  that  Ireland  had  a  monopoly  of 
treason-felony. 

Mb.  O'CLERY  said,  that  whenever, 
in  foreign  countries,  individuals  revolted 
against  the  constituted  authorities  and 
uterwards  escaped  to  England,  tboy 
were  received  with  open  arms  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  EngUsb  Liberal  Party. 
He  regretted  that  the  bon.  and  learned 
Oentleman,  who  was  of  Irish  descent, 
had  wounded  and  insulted  the  very  coun- 
try he  had  sprung  from.  He  thought 
the  time  baa  come  when  offences  of 
this  kind  might  be  forgiven,  and  the 
political  prisoners  at  present  in  gaol 
might  be  liberated. 

Captain  NOLAN  said,  that  in  the 
course  taken  by  the  right  bon.  Oentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  City  of  Ijondon 
(Mr.  Ooschen)  he  was  quite  consistent, 
as,  like  a  strict  disciplinarian  as  he  was, 
he  bad  opposed  the  Motion  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  flogginflr  last  year,  and  this  year 
did  the  same,  though  be  stood  alone  on 
the  front  Opposition  bench.  He  would, 
however,  rather  have  the  consistency  of 
the  right  bon.  Oentleman  than  the  incon- 
sistency of  the  bon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Barnstaple,  who  signed  a  Petition  in 
favour  of  the  release  of  the  political 
prisoners  last  year,  and  afterwards 
said  he  had  signed  it  by  mistake. 
He  (Captain  N^lan)  advocated  the 
milder  treatment  of  political  prisoners, 
because  England  by  adopting  that  course 
would  act  consistently  with  the  policy 
she  bad  pursued  with  regard  to  political 
refugees  from  foreign  countries.  There 
was  no  finer  thing  in  England's  history 
than  the  manner  in  which  she  bad  de- 
fended political  offenders  who  had  sought 
refuge  on  her  shores ;  and  it  was  incon- 
sistent, therefore,  to  seek  to  doffrade  and 
lower  men  who  had  committed  political 
offences  at  home.  The  great  Republic 
of  America  and  the  small  Bepublic  of 
Switaeerland  had  shown  them  an  example 
of  bow  to  treat  political  prisoners,  which 
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it  would  be  for  the  advantage  and  honour 
of  this  country  to  follow. 

Mb.  MAODONALD  rejoiced  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  London  had  not  charge  of  a 
Prisons  Bill.  If  he  had,  it  would  be 
immensely  more  severe  than  the  mea- 
sure which  had  been  introduced  by 
the  Government,  and  which  would  add 
one  more  to  the  honours  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  had 
won  in  that  House.  After  such  an  ex- 
pression irom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  London, 
he,  for  one,  hoped  that  he  would  not 
bask  in  the  sunshine  of  Office  for  the 
next  20  years  to  come.  He  (Mr.  Mac- 
donald)  was  in  favour  of  extending  as 
much  kindness  as  possible  towards  poli- 
tical prisoners,  so  as  to  wean  them  back 
to  their  duties  as  citizens. 

Mb.  PABNELL  must  say  that  some 
of  his  hon.  Friends  had  been  rather  too 
hard  upon  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  JBamstaple.  He  had,  on  former 
occasions,  heard  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  Hecuba-like,  bewail  the  evils 
of  the  past,  and  then,  Cassandra-like, 
prophesy  dire  evils  for  the  future.  He 
had  heard  him  persistently  advocate  cer- 
tain measures  in  the  House,  and  a  few 
days  after  express  his  regret  for  the 
manner  in  which  he  had  acted.  Perhaps, 
on  this  matter  also,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  would,  after  a  few  hours'  con- 
sideration, come  to  see  the  error  of  his 
way,  and  would  repent  of  his  conduct  in 
"sackcloth  and  ashes.''  It  was  neces- 
sary for  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power)  and  his  Priends  to 
raise  the  question  on  this  Amendment, 
as  it  could  not  be  raised  in  any  other 
manner.  He  reminded  the  House  that 
the  Devon  Commission  had  recommended 
that  certain  relaxations  should  be  made 
in  the  treatment  of  political  prisoners, 
and  that  they  should  be  kept  apart  from 
other  convicts,  and  he  called  on  all  who 
approved  of  those  recommendations  to 
support  the  Amendment.  The  words 
**  treason-felony"  were  new-fangled,  and 
altogether  new  terms  that  ought  not  to 
be  applied  to  political  prisoners.  They 
were  terms  that  were  not  known  30  years 
ago,  when  certain  persons  were  prose- 
cuted and  transported  for  political  of- 
fences, and  amongst  them  his  prede- 
cessor in  that  House,  the  late  John 
Martin,  than  whom  there  could  not  be  a 
more  amiable  and  just  man.    The  late 

Captain  Nolan 


John  Mitchell  wrote  hii  reoolleotions  of 
the  manner  in  which  he  was  treated  as 
a  political  prisoner.  His  book  was  en- 
titled Gaol  Zifff  and  in  it  he  stated  that 
he  was  not  in  his  exile  obliged  to 
ciate  with  criminal  prisoners,  but 
allowed  a  cell  to  himrolf.  John  Martin, 
also,  left  a  written  record  of  the  manner 
in  which  he  was  treated  in  his  imprison- 
ment— a  manner  similar  to  that  which 
John  Mitchell  described.  It  was  the 
greatest  pride  and  glory  of  this  country 
that  the  political  prisoners  who  sought 
an  a^lum  were  treated  with  so  moch 
liberality;  and  he  trusted  the  Hcnne 
Secretary  would  see  that  the  time  had 
come  for  an  alleviation  of  prison  disci- 

Eline  with  regard  to  those  prisoners  who 
ad  been  convicted  of  offences  connected 
with  Fenianism,  and  for  extending  to 
them  such  privileges  as  had  been  reoom- 
mended  by  the  Devon  Commission. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  64;  Noes 
186  :  Majority  81.— (Div.  List,  No.  174.) 

Clause  47  (Rules  of  Secretary  of  State 
and  repeal  of  inconsistent  enactments). 

Mr.  DODSON  moved,  in  page  18, 
line  24,  after  "laid,"  to  insert-— 

"In  a  complete  form,  after  the  tune  thaU 
have  been  settled  and  approved  by  rach  Secrt- 
tary  of  State." 

Amendment  agrnd  to. 

Mb.    Sebjeakt    SIMON     (for    Mr. 


Newdeoate)  moved,  in  pago  18, 
33,  at  end  to  add  "  ana  liave  been 
approved  by  Besolntion  of  each  House 
of  Parliament."  Under  the  present 
Bill  it  was  proposed  to  eive  power  to 
the  Home  Secretary  to  idter  the  mles 
of  prison  discipline  fh)m  time  to  time  aa 
he  might  think  proper.  Now,  that  was  a 
large  power  to  place  in  the  hands  of  a 
Secretary  of  State,  and  Parliament  should 
certainly  take  care  and  hold  a  power  ia 
its  own  hands  which  would  give  to  anj 
private  Member  the  privilege  of  bringing 
forward  any  objection  or  alteration  whin 
he  might  think  proper  in  reference  to 
those  rules.  During  his  time  in  that 
House  he  did  not  know  of  any  instance 
wherein  private  Members  haid  not  the 
power  to  call  attention  to,  and  with  the 
sanction  of  Parliament  cause  a  change 
in  the  rules  of,  prison  discipline,  l^m 
provision  that  the  rules  should  be  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  40  dear  days  before 
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thrf  aoqoired  foroe  was  a  deluaon  for 
all  practical  purposes,  and  the  object  of 
addiiiff  these  words  to  the  clause  was 
to  obuge  the  GoTemment  to  afford 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
them* 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  ukf  IS,  line  38.  after  the  word  '^dsyi/' 
to  Add  the  worde  '*  and  hare  been  approTed  by 
ficnlntion  of  each  Houee  of  Parliament.*' — 
(Jfr.  Strj^mtt  Simon.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  AS6HET0N  OBOSS  said,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  excuse  him  from 
going  into  this  subject  again,  haying 
already  discussed  it  in  Committee.  He 
had  ereiy  respect  for  Acts  of  Parliament 
and  for  the  g^dine  principles  laid  down 
in  them ;  but  realhr  to  legislate  on  these 
small  matters  would  be  oarxying  legis- 
lation to  excess.  What  was  wanted  was 
that  Parliament  should  know  what  the 
rales  were,  and  they  would  be  on  the 
Table  for  40  days.  All  the  rules  he 
made  would  be  in  mitigation  of  those 
which  now  existed.  There  would  be 
ample  opportunity  for  an^  hon.  Member 
to  cnallenge  them  and  raise  a  discussion 
when  they  were  on  the  Table. 

Mb.  O^CONNOR  POWER  said,  the 
object  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dewsbury  (Mr.  Seijeant  Simon)  had  in 
Tiew  was  shared  by  many  others  near  him. 
All  along  the  proposition  had  been  met  by 
the  Home  Secretary  with  a  reference  to 
the  rules  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
personal  assurances.  He  had  urged 
that  Parliament  should  not  be  called  on 
to  approre  of  all  these  minute  rules; 
but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  all  the  rules 
would  be  considered  at  once,  and  one 
debate  would  oorer  the  whole  ground. 
The  Home  Secretary,  with  his  expe- 
rience of  office,  must  know  how  difficult 
it  was  to  become  acquainted  with  the 
whole  subject.  He  (Mr.  O'Connor 
Power)  did  not  pretend  to  appreciate 
all  Uie  right  hon.  Oentleman^i  ability 
and  indus&y ;  but  if  he  possessed  the 
ability  of  a  dozen  Home  Secretaries, 
he  was  nutting  upon  himself  an  immense 
responsibility,  which  he  would  do  well 
to  ask  the  House  to  share.  This  reason- 
able proposition  would,  he  hoped,  be 
pressed  to  a  dirision. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  supported  the 
Amendment,    as    it    would    give    the 


magistrates  some  inducement  to  look 
after  prison  discipline. 

Mb.  STEVENSON  likewise  supported 
the  Amendment,  as  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  Home  Secretary  should,  when 
the  rules  were  drawn  up,  propose  them 
to  the  House  for  its  sanction. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  101 ;  Noes 
140 :  Majority  39.— (Div.  List,  No.  176.) 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
Monday  next. 

UNTVERSrriES  OF  OXFORD  AND 

CAMBRIDGE  BILL— [Bill  183.] 

(Jfr.  Oathonu  Eardy^  Mr,  A$$h4t<m  Crou, 

Mr.  Walpok,) 

CONSIDEBATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  comidered. 

Clause  25  (Saving  respecting  Snell 
Exhibitions  at  Oxford). 

Mb.  GOSOHEN  moved  after  the 
clause  to  insert  the  following  clause : — 

''The  Commiflsionon,  in  a  statute  made  by 
them  for  the  University  of  Oxford  or  for  Oriel 
Collogo  in  Oxford,  may,  if  they  thiok  fit,  with 
the  assent  of  Oriel  (College  signified  under  its 
common  seal  and  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
Kcclesiastical  Commissioners  for  England,  pro- 
vide that  the  canonry  in  the  chapter  of  the 
cathedral  church  of  Kochester,  which  is  now 
annexed  and  united  to  the  provostahip  of  Oriel 
College,  shall  on  a  vacancy  be  severed  there- 
from, and  may  also,  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
said  £^lesiastical  Commissioners,  provide  that 
such  canonrv  shall  be  thenceforth  permanently 
annexed  ana  united  to  somo  office  or  place  of  a 
theological  or  ecclesiastical  character  in  or  con- 
nected with  the  University  of  Oxford,  or  may, 
with  the  oonctirrence  aforesaid,  make  such  other 
provisions  for  the  future  disposal  and  patronafi^o 
of  such  canonry  as  they  shall  think  fit ;  and,  in 
case  any  such  statute  shall  be  made  annexing 
such  canonry  to  such  office  or  place  as  aforesaid, 
such  canonry,  or  the  income  thereof,  may,  if 
they  think  fit,  be  reckoned  and  taken,  in  whole 
or  in  part,  as  a  contribution  of  Oriel  CoUege 
out  of  its  revenues  to  University  purposes." 

New  Clause— (i/r.  Oo$ehsnf) — brought 
upf  and  read  the  first  and  second  time, 
and  added. 

Clause  4  (Nomination  of  Oxford 
Commissioners). 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  moved, 
as  an  Amendment,  to  add  to  the  clause 
which  nominated  the  gentlemen  who 
were  to  act  as  Oxford  Commissioners, 
the  name  of  Sir  Henrj  Sumner  Maine, 
Doctor  of  Civil  Law.     He  could  not 
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imagine  why  the  name  of  so  difttin- 
guished  a  gentleman,  after  having  been 
inserted  in  the  measure  of  last  year, 
should  have  been  omitted  from  the  Bill 
now  under  consideration. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  20,  at  end,  to  add  the  words 
"  Sir  Ilenry  Sumner  Maine,  Doctor  of  Civil 
Law." — {Sir  Oeorgc  Campbeli.) 

Question  proposed,  ^^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said, 
there  was  no  one  who  could  speak  of 
Sir  Henry  Maine  in  stronger  praise 
than  himself.  Everyone  who  knew  him 
knew  that  he  was  thoroughly  inde- 
pendent, and  that  he  could  hold  his  own 
against  any  man ;  but  Sir  Henry  Maine 
had  himself  sug^sted  that  his  name 
should  be  omitt^,  and  therefore  it  had 
been  done. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
that  not  a  more  fit  man  could  have  been 
appointed';  but  the  omission  of  his  name 
from  the  list  would  not  be  accepted  as 
any  slur  upon  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Clause  1 1  (Power  for  Universities  and 
Colleges  to  make  statutes). 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  moved  in  page  5, 
at  end  of  clause,  to  insert  as  a  new 
paragraph — 

**  The  commiflsioncrs  shall  not  approve  a  sta- 
tnte  ao  made  by  a  college  until  they  hare  pub- 
lished,  in  such  form  as  to  them  maj  seem  nt,  a 
statement  with  respect  to  the  main  purposes 
relative  to  the  Univorsitv  for  which,  in  their 
opinion,  provision  should  be  made  under  this 
Act,  the  sources  from  which  funds  for  those 
purposes  should  be  obtained,  and  the  principlM 
on  which  contributions  from  Uie  coUegea  for 
those  purposes  should  be  assessed." 

Paragraph  inserted. 

Clause  13  (Limitation  of  fifty  years). 

Mr.  OOSCHEN  moved  the  omission 
of  the  clause  pro  formdy  to  enable  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  oflFer  an 
explanation  as  to  its  effect.  The  dause 
provided  that  the  Commissioners  should 
not  make  a  statute  altering  the  trusts, 
conditions,  or  directions  affecting  a*  Uni- 
versity or  College  emolument  unless  the 
instrument  of  foundation  or  of  endow- 
ment thereof  was  made  or  executed 
more  than  50  years  before  the  passing 
of  the  Act.  It  appeared  to  bun  that 
the  words  of  the  clause,  as  they  stood, 

Sir  George  Campbell 


went  further  than  the  intentioas  of  the 
right  hon.  GenHeman  opponley  whieli« 
he  believed,  were  limited  to  porivmle  eo- 
dowments,  and  would  leave  okl  midow^ 
ments  to  be  dealt  witii  aoootding  id  tke 
discretion  of  the  CommisaionerB.  Psr- 
haps  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  would 
promise  to  re-consider  ^e  matter,  with 
a  view,  if  neoessanr,  to  the  daiiM  being 
amended  in  "  another  place." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leare  out 
Clause  IS.^ifr.  Gost^m^.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  CSaose  13 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mb.  OATHOBNE  HARDY  took  ths 
meaning  of  the  dause  to  be  what  he 
had  stated  it  to  be  when  the  Bill  was  ia 
Committee — namely,  tfiat  new  gifts  to 
the  University  made  within  50  jtftn 
would  be  exduded.  The  diaftamen  haA 
made  no  suggestion  for  an  alieratioii  of 
the  dause,  l^ause  it  carried  out  whflt 
he  had  before  described  as  its  meanxBg. 
But  he  was  willing  tore-oonsider  thepoiiit 
as  suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite.      

Mb.  COUBTNEY  alao  oxpieiaed  a 
hope  that  the  wordiuK  of  the  daaee 
would  be  re-oonsiderea  in  the  nuoiner 
indicated  by  the  right  hon.  Member  fat 
the  City  of  London. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAB00X7BT  pro- 
tested against  the  introduction  into  that 
discussion  of  the  name  of  the  drAftenum, 
a  person  not  known  to  the  law  of  Pkrlia- 
ment,  and  who  ought  not  to  be  brought 
upon  the  stage,  though  he  might  oocopr 
the  prompter's  box.  The  Law  Offieers 
of  the  Crown  were  the  reeponcihie 
authorities  to  state  to  the  Honee  the 
legal  bearing  of  Oovemment  Bilk. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HABDY  said,  tlM 
draftsman  had  of  late  years  been  broogbt 
into  the  Committees  upstairs  vecy  mucdi 
to  bring  Bills  into  a  good  ahi^e. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrmm. 

Clause  14  (Begmrd  to  main  dengn  of 
fbunder). 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  moved  the 
omission  of  the  dause  which  provided 
that  in  making  a  statute  aroctizig  a 
University  or  OolleM  emolmneBt  the 
Commissioners  should  have  regard  to  the 
main  design  of  the  founder,  exeept  whvie 
the  same  had  ceased  to  be  obentod  he- 
fore  the  passing  of  the  Aet,  or  where  the 
trusts,  conditions,  or  directionB  aflecttag 
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the  emohiinent  had  been  altered  in  eub- 
atanoe  by  or  under  anj  other  Act.  He 
proposed  the  omission  upon  two  grounds, 
the  first  being  that  when  the  same  ques- 
tion waa  discussed  inOommitteethedin- 
sion  took  place  during  the  dinner  houri 
and  it  therefore  soarodj  represented  the 
opinion  of  the  House;  and,  secondly, 
that  the  clause  as  it  stood  would  ma- 
tarially  hamper  the  action  of  the  Com- 
miasioners  dealing  with  what  were  called 
dorioal  restrictions. 


Amendment  proposed*  in  page  5,  to 
leare  out  Clause  14.— ^i/r.  Oihoms 
Mmrgan,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  Clause  14 
stand  part  of  the  BUL'' 

Hb.  MOWBBAT  said,  the  question 
had  really  been  adequately  discussed  in 
Committee.  It  involved  nothing  more 
than  had  been  already  decided  by  Parlia- 
ment under  the  auspices  of  the  nght  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
and  by  the  Acts  of  1854  and  1869. 

Mb.  IIEHSCHELL  suggested  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  i%  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  should  consider  whether 
the  words  ''shall  take  into  consideration 
the  design  of  the  founder,  &c.,''  would 
not  express  his  intention  as  well  as  those 
now  in  the  clause,  "shall  have  regard  to.'' 
It  seemed  to  him  that  if  the  words  he 
suggested  were  inserted  the  Commis- 
sioners would  not  be  bound  to  farther  the 
designs  of  the  founder,  which  was  the 
practical  effect  of  the  clause  as  .it  now 
stood. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HAEDT  said,  he 
had  not  the  slightest  objection  to  accept 
those  words  if  there  was  no  division  on 
the  clause 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
could  not  see  that  the  words  suggested 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  made 
much  difference,  and  he  would  recom- 
mend his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  to  press  his  Amend- 
ment. 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — A 
106:  Minority  66.--(DiT. 


170;  Noes 
ist.  No.  176.) 


Olaase  16  (Objeoto  of  sUtutes  for  Uni- 
vanity.) 

Mb.  OBBOOBT  moved,  in  page  6, 
after  lino  33,  to  insert — 


I 


**For  rsgolsdnff  the  rstidsnos  of  Under- 
graduates  at  the  Umversitiea  and  the  number 
and  length  of  the  termi  to  be  kept  by  them  as  a 
qualification  for  a  decree." 

Owing  to  the  qualifications  that  were 
required  before  matriculation,  it  was 
unusual  to  matriculate  before  the  age  of 
about  18 ;  but  it  was  often  the  case  that 
the  student  was  perfectly  well  qualified 
at  that  stage  to  pass  also  the  succeeding 
examination.  Three  or  four  years'  resi- 
dence was  at  present  necessary  before  a 
degree  could  be  taken ;  but  he  contended 
that  twoyears'  residence  would  be  enough. 
If  an  Undergraduate  had  reached  the 
age  of  23  before  he  was  allowed  to  take 
his  degree,  he  still  required  two  or  three 
years  of  training  for  any  commercial  or 
professional  career,  and  so  late  a  start 
In  life  was  such  a  serious  disadvantage 
that  manv  who  would  gladly  send  their 
sons  to  the  Universitios  were  deterred 
from  doing  so.  As  the  Terms  extended 
to  only  17  or  18  weeks  a-year,  the  diffi- 
culty mi^ht  be  met  by  taking  into  ac- 
count residence  during  the  vacation. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  6,  line  33,  after  the  word  '*  studentit/ 
to  insert  the  words  "  For  regulating  the  resi- 
dence of  undergraduates  at  the  Universities  and 
the  number  and  length  of  the  terms  to  bo  kex)t 
by  them  as  a  quaUfication  for  a  degree."-* 
(Jfr.  Gregory.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

Mb.  HATHBONE  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  assent  to  the  pro- 
posal. It  was  possible  in  two  years  to 
lay  a  foundation  of  law  and  history,  the 
most  useful  and  practical  preparatory 
studies.  It  was  often  a  great  hardship 
to  men  going  into  commerce  to  remain 
nearly  four  years  at  the  University. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  trusted  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. Young  men  did  not  go  up  to  the 
University  merely  to  pass  examinations. 
They  went  there  to  learn  social  qualities 
as  well,  and  for  that  purpose  it  was 
necessary  that  they  should  oe  there  at 
least  three  years. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MOROAN  would 
not  follow  the  last  speaker  into  the 
social  advantages  of  spending  three  years 
at  a  University.  If  a  man  were  fit  to 
take  his  degree  at  the  end  of  two  years, 
he  saw  no  reason  why  he  should  be  pro- 
hibited from  doing  so.  He  hoped  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  press  the 
Amendment. 
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8m  GRAHAM  MONTGOMERY  rap- 
ported  the  AmeDdmBnt.  He  thou^nt 
that  for  a  common  pass  degree  two  ye&ra 
were  sufficient. 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIR  said,  that 
accordiog  to  the  arrangiements  made  by 
the  TJnivereity  of  Oxford  with  reference 
to  the  Indian  Civil  Service,  only  two 
years'  academical  training  would  be  ne- 
cessary before  a  young  man  went  out  to 
India.  The  same  time  ought  to  suffice 
for  the  B.A.  degree,  and  therefore  he 
should  support  the  Amendment. 

Mh.  GATHOENE  hardy  said,  that 
the  Amendment  would  give  the  Commis- 
sioners the  power  of  regulatingthe  num- 
ber of  Terms  to  be  kept  by  Underera- 
duates,  but  that  duty  might  very  well  be 
left  to  the  University  itself,  especially  as 
it  had  recently  made  special  regulations 
for  the  Indian  Civil  Service  students. 
The  question  was,  whether  the  Commis- 
sioners were  to  force  their  views  upon 
the  University.  He  could  not  think  it 
desirable  to  do  so,  as  the  University  was 
quite  competent  to  govern  its  own  in- 
ternal affaire. 

Uk.  OOSCHEN  remarked  that  the 
Bill  already  contained  many  direotione 
as  to  the  matters  with  which  the  Com- 
missioners were  to  occupy  themaelves, 
and  the  Amendment  would  serve  as  an 
indication  of  the  opinion  of  Parliament 
on  this  particular  point.  Commercial 
men  who  were  anxious  for  their  sons  to 
obtain  academic  rank  thought  three 
years'  residence  too  long. 

Mr.  SAMPSON  LLOYD,  as  a  man  of 
business,  expressed  his  hope  that  the  Qo- 
vemment  would  accept  the  Amendment. 
He  knew  from  personal  experience  that 
many  men  were  prevented  irom  going  to 
the  University  by  thelength  of  time  neces- 
sary for  a  degree.  He  would  vote  for  the 
Amendment  because,  while  it  would  not 
diminish  the  value  of  a  degree,  it  would 
admit  a  tai^  proportion  of  men  intended 
for  professions  and  business. 

Mb.  MARLINO  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  RAIKES  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment dealt  entirely  with  a  matter  of 
discipline,  and  if  the  House  was  pre- 

Sared  to  deal  with  i1 
.mendments  might  b( 
could  hardly  be  consi( 
ourred,  however,  as  to 
of  altering  the  length  o 
oourso.  He  deprecated 
of  sew  matter  into  the 


opinion  that  the  UnivositiM  mi^t  b« 
trusted  to  do  what  was  right  on  tbs 
question. 

Mb.  BIRLEY  remarked  that  th* 
Governing  Bodies  of  the  Unirenities 
were  the  proper  persona  to  deal  with 
this  matter;  but  he  hoped  that  th* 
general  expression  of  opiaion  on  both 
sides  of  the  Honse  would  not  be  with- 
out fruit.  It  was  most  desirable  that 
young  men  should  be  able  to  roMiw 
the  advantages  of  University  edooatton 
without  being  required  to  spend  thres 
years  before  they  oould  take  a  degree. 
He  trusted  the  right  hon.  Oentlwoan 
would  introduce  some  words  whidi 
would  show  the  wish  of  the  House. 

LosD  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE 
differed  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Chester  (Mr,  Raikea),  who  oonndarad 
this  as  a  question  of  discipline,  and  not 
of  teaching.  What  could  relate  to 
teaching  if  the  length  of  time  th«  ita- 
dent  was  to  reside  at  the  UniveraitT  did 
notr 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  that 
this  was  a  matter  far  more  within  the 
competency  of  the  Universities  than  of 
any  body  of  Commissionera.  In  the 
University  to  which  he  belonged  (Cam- 
bridge) this  question  had  exercised,  and 
would  exerdse,  the  most  careftil  atten- 


tion of  the  auUioritiee,  and  the  House 
might  be  satisfied  to  leave  it  to  them. 

Mr.  baring  expressed  on  behalf 
of  the  commeroial  classes,  whom  he 
might  claim  to  represent  to  a  oertain 
extent,  their  anxiety  that  some  such 
clause  as  that  proposed  should  be  in- 
serted in  the  Bill.  As  a  strong  Tory, 
he  would  say  to  the  Tory  Gtovemment, 
restore  the  andent  Oxford  custom, 
whereby  the  people  were  admitted  to 
that  wluoh  was  now  the  privilege  of  one 
class.  If  the  Government  did  so  they 
would  not  be  oreating  a  revolution  nor 
damaging  the  University  of  Oxford. 

Ms.  EVANS  rapported  the  Amend- 
ment. He  considered  it  would  be  a  gisat 
advantage  to  that  lai^  doaa  of  the 
commumty  who  could  not  spend  tlove 
years  at  the  Univeraitiee  if  tliej  wmn 
enabled   to  obtain  their  degresi  i&  • 
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and  a  Besolation  of  the  House  would 
■trengthen  their  handa  in  oarrying  it 
Ofnt. 

Mb.  J.  O.  TALBOT  said,  the  House 
was  asked  to  put  into  the  hands  of  the 
Commissioners  functions  which  ought  to 
be  in  the  hands  of  the  TTniversities 
thMnselves.  The  Universities  were 
oareftilly  considering  the  question. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  148;  Noes 
147  :  Majority  4.— (Diy.  List,  No.  177.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  8,  lino  29,  to  loave  out  from  the  word 
**  launing,"  to  the  word  "  Univerfity,"  in 
Has  12,  inoliifiTe.— (Jfr.  Ootehm.) 

Question,  ''  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill,'' 
pot,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  29  (Saving  for  Headship  of 
Magdalene  College,  Cambridge). 

Sir  CHAELE8  W.  DILKE  moved 
^e  omission  of  the  clause,  providing — 

^  That  ft  ftfttate  made  bv  the  GommiMioners 
■hall  not  affect  the  right  of  nominating  or  ap- 
pointing to  tho  Hcadl^p  of  Haint  Mary  Magda- 
Ima  College  in  the  University  of  Cambridge, 
oleaft  the  content  by  deed  of  the  penon  entitlea 
to  that  right  is  first  obtained." 

He  did  this  to  obtain  an  explanation 
f^om  the  Government. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
Claase  29.— (£fir  Charlee  W,  Dilke,) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Clause  20  stand  part  of  the 
BilL" 

Mb.  FAWCETT  suggested  that  there 
might  be  a  clause  to  this  effect — that 
the  Commissioners  should  consider  whe- 
ther some  better  arrangement  than  that 
which  was  now  in  practice  should  be 
brouffht  into  operation  to  rep;ulate  the 
appomtment  of  the  Mastership  of  Masr- 
dalene.  He,  however,  moved  the  Ad- 
jonmment  of  the  Debate,  that  the  matter 

*^ '  be  ftillj  discussed. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 

\  Fkwcett) 

OATHOBNE    HABDT   said, 

had  been  plenty  of  time  to 

Amendment  if  anj  hon. 

Vlihed  to  do  so,  and  it 

a^Wasonable  to  obstruct 


the  Bill  that  night  because  that  had  not 
been  done. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  thought  it  was 
perfectly  wonderful  that  Parliament 
should  put  in  a  clause  which  declared 
that  the  Commissioners  should  not  have 
power  to  deal  with  the  extraordinary 
anomaly  that  the  Mastership  of  a  Col- 
legiate Institution  should  be  attached  to 
the  ownership  of  an  estate  belonging  to 
an  institution.  There  might  be  a  vested 
interest,  and  money  might  be  required 
to  get  rid  of  it,  but  the  Commissioners 
should  have  power  to  dispose  of  the 
vested  interest. 

Mb.  MOWBRAY  supported thedause. 
It  could  not  now  be  amended. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Fawcett^  would  withdraw 
his  Mouon.  They  aid  not  want  any 
alternative  clause.  They  were  compe- 
tent to  deal  with  the  question  at  once 
by  voting  for  or  against  this  clause. 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  that  the  clause 
ought  to  be  amended  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  by  providing  compensation 
to  the  persons  holding  the  Mastership  if 
it  should  be  found  necessary  to  do  so. 

Mb.  J.  COWEN  recommended  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Motion  for  adjourning 
the  debate. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  61 ;  Noes 
188:  Majority  122.-.(Div.List, No.  178.) 

Original  Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  144;  Noes 
96  :  Majority  49.— (Div.  List,  No.  179.) 

Clause  86  (Election  of  Commissioners 
by  Colleges.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pagre  12, 
line  87,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  tnree," 
in  order  to  insert  the  word  **two." — 
{Mr*  Ooeehen,) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  word 
'  three '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mb.  OATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
had  given  consideration  to  this  matter 
since  the  Bill  was  in  Committee,  and  he 
was  still  of  opinion  that  three  was  a 
better  number  than  two;  but  he  pro- 
posed as  a  compromise  that  in  cases 
where  tiiere  was  already  one  member  of 
the  College  upon  the  Commission  the 
number  shoula  be  reduced  to  two. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  suggested  the  ac- 
ceptance of  the  compromise. 
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Mr.  DODSON,  whilst  not  approving 
of  the  arg^uments  by  which  tne  com- 
promise was  supported,  thought  they 
might  content  themselTes  by  recording 
their  protest  and  not  troubling  the  House 
by  going  to  a  division. 

Question  put,,  and  agrsed  to. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  moved,  in  page  12, 
line  39,  after  **  college,"  to  insert — 

*'  Provided  always  That,  in  the  cam  of  any 
College,  one  or  more  meraben  of  which  diau 
be  appointed  bj  name  Oommiaeionen  under 
this  Act,  no  more  than  one  person  shall  be  so 
elected." 

Mr.  GAa;HORNB  HAEDY  suggested 
that ''  one  person  "  should  be  altered  to 
"  two  persons.** 

Amendment,  as  amended,  tgrs^  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Two  o  dock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  15M  «7iin#,  1877. 
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Improvement  (Scotland)  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (Ihunbarton)  *  (68). 

Third  Beading — Provisional  Orders  (Ireland) 
Confirmation  (Artisans  and  Labourers  Dwell- 
ings) *  (78);  Provisional  Orders  (Ire- 
land) Confirmation  (Ennis,  Ac)  •  (79) ;  Crown 
Office*  (84);  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (Altrinoham,  &c)  *  (89) ;  Local  Go- 
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RUSSIA  (UNITED  GREEK  CHURCH). 

ABDBSSS  FOB  A   PAFIB. 

Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY 
rose,  pursuant  to  Notice,  to  call  tiie  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  Ooireflpon- 
dence  respecting  the  treatment  of  the 
members  of  the  United  Greek  Chnrch  in 
Eussia;  and  to  more  for  the  omitted 
Despatch  of  Earl  Granville  in  rephr  to 
Lieutenant  -  Colonel  Mansfield's  Des- 
patches of  the  29th  of  January  and  18th 
of  February,  1874.  The  noble  Lord 
said :  I  do  not  know  whether  I  oof^  to 
apologize  for  asking  your  Lordships  to 
consider  the  Papers  respecting  the  treat- 
ment of  the  United  Oi^ks  in  Polaiid ; 
but  as  complaint  is  so  frequently  made 
that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  are  chazy 
of  commimicating  Papers  to  Parliament, 
it  would  seem  to  be  ung^radous  if  notice 
is  not  taken  of  those  wUch  are  ooounu- 
nicated.  Moreoyer,  now  that  Kusoia  is 
held  up  by  some  persons  as  an  example, 
in  connection  with  dyil  and  reHgioos 
liberty,  it  might  be  well  to  bestow  some 
attention  on  the  Bussian  Tiew  of  dril 
and  religious  liberty,  and  to  inquire  into 
some  of  those  good  deeds-  of  Busaia 
which  Mr.  Gla£tone  has  urged  this 
country  to  emulate.  The  deepSkdiee  of 
Oolond  Mansfield  and  Mr.  Webster 
contained  in  these  Papers  show  that  in 
consequence  of  measures  taken  by  Buasia 
to  carry  out  a  change  of  Hituai,  and  to 
bring  tiie  United  Greeks  into  the  ortho- 
dox or  Russian  Ohurch,  massacr—  of 
peasants  by  the  Bussian  soldieiy  hare 
taken  place,  the  peasants  have  been 
driven  into  riTcrs  in  mid-winter,  others 
have  been  kept  during  that  season  in 
the  yards  of  prisons  which  were  too 
full,  others  have  been  forced  to  take 
reflige  in  the  woods,  churches  haye  been 
abandoned,  and  for  marriages  and  other 
religious  rites  the  peasants  or  the  priesia 
have  had  to  traTei  distances  of  60  or  70 
miles ;  lastly,  women  and  children  haw 
been  flogged  by  ihe  Oossaoks.  As  the 
Papers  are  in  your  Lordships'  hands,  I 
need  not  go  more  into  detail  as  to  tha 
persecution  reported  by  Her  Majesty's 
Consuls ;  but  lleave  on  one  side  the  Con- 
sular Beports  chiefly  for  another  reaaon : 
because,  the  Bussians  allege,  that  tha 
Beports  of  Her  Majesty's  Oonsnls  ara 
exaggerated ;  and  as  the  noble  Duke  tha 
late  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (tka 
Duke  of  Argyll)  told  your 
that  he  attached  no  credit  to  tha 
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ments  of  eome  of  Her  Majesty'B  OonBuls 
in  Turkey,  which  were  faTOurable  to  the 
TarkB,  tmd  as  he  may  refuse  to  attach 
credit  to  these  Eeports  because  they  are 
vnfarourabie  to  the  Russians,  I  will  not 
read    to   your   Lordships  any  extracts 
from  the  Keports  of  Her  Majesty's  Gon- 
Bulsy   but  omy  ask  your  Lordships  to 
consider  that  which  is  given  in  this  Oor- 
reepondence  as  the  Russian  official  ver- 
sion of  what  took  place,  since  it  is  suffi- 
cient for  mv  case.    One  exception  may 
be  made  with  regard  to  a  statement  of 
Colonel  Mansfield's  at  page  8 — that  one 
woman,  more  vehement  than  the  rest, 
received  as  much  as  100  lashes — ^because 
this  statement  has  been  published  in  the 
American  Blue  Book  in  a  Report  of  the 
United  States  Oonsul,  Mr.  Jewel,  to  Mr. 
Fish,  where  it  is  said  that  some  women 
received  as  many  as  100  lashes.    A  his- 
tory of  the  Catholic  Ohurch  in  Poland, 
ftnd  of  the  recent  persecution,  by  Pere 
Leeoeur,  states  that  between  1863  and 
1867  1 1  priests  were  shot  or  hung  by  the 
Busaiaas,  and  during  that  time  14  con- 
vents and  126  churches  or  chapels  were 
dosed.    The  Jfeaa^er   Oficiel,  of  Feb- 
ruary 26,  1876,  states  that  the  United 
Oreek  population  in  Poland  belong  to 
the  Russian  family,   and  were   umted 
to  Rome  at  the  end  of  the   16th  cen- 
tury.   After  some  historical  details,  it 


'*Tho  altentioiiB  in  the  Greek  Ratoal  had 
raached  iU  extreme  limit,  and  they  could  no 
longer  be  rabmittod  to.  Thii  the  Bishop  of 
Cbefan  themselves  acknowledged.  At  quite  a 
recent  period  (1841)  the  Biihop  Schouinborski 
undertook  to  re>eitablish  the  Greek  Ritual ;  but 
thii  attempt  excited  to  such  a  pitch  the  disocm- 
tent  of  the  Polish  patrons,  and  of  the  nation, 
aa  stirrrd  up  by  them,  that  the  Bishop  was 
obhged  to  give  way.  After  that  no  further  ob- 
■taoto  sUyed  the  alteration  of  the  Greek  Kitual : 
the  inTasion  of  Tatinism  and  Poloniam  assumed 
the  UiV^'t  proportions,  and  the  high  dignita- 
ries of  Cholm  themselycs  allowed  the  introduc- 
tion into  the  Uniat  churches  of  the  litanies,  of 
the  acapnlaries,  and  of  all  the  Poliahprayers,  as 
well  as  of  organs,  caatioles,  Ac.  The  Polish 
IsnynagfT  held  complete  sway.  The  TJniats 
hanng  gone  over  to  Latinism,  under  these 
drnim  stances  became  ardent  Latins  and  lealons 
Poles,  strangers  to  their  nationality,  and  ashamed 
«f  tfaa  name  of  Russians." 

Tk$  Meuagir  OffieUl  goes  on  to  mention 
the  measures  taken  in  October,  1873,  by 
^e  Episcopal  Oonaistory  of  Ohelm  for 
the  re-estaolishment  of  Dirine  Serrice 
according  to  the  canons  of  the  Eastern 
Ohoroh,  and  makes  the  following  ad- 
missions:— 


*' Unhappily,  in  the  village  of  Drolew,  dis- 
trict of  Badin,  when,  by  oraer  of  the  military 
authorities,  an  unarmed  party  of  soldiers  pro- 
ceeded to  arrest  the  principal  ringleaders  of  the 
distux^xmoes,  the  crowd  attack^  them  with 
uticks  and  atones,  and  wounded  some  officers, 
soldiers,  and  Cossadcs.  The  remainder  of  the 
detachment  was  then  forced  to  fire  several  times, 
and  in  oonsequenoe  one  person  was  killed  and  10 
were  wound^.  ...  In  the  village  of  Pratonlin 
a  crowd  of  peasants  rose  in  insurrection  and  in- 
dulged in  disorders  during  several  days.  When 
Uie  detachment  of  troops  arrived  on  the  spot  it 
was  attacked  with  sticks  and  stones,  whereby 
the  senior  officer  in  command  of  the  detachment, 
some  officers,  and  many  soldiers  were  wounded. 
The  detachment  was  consequently  foroed  to  fire, 
witii  the  result  of  nine  peasants  killed  and  14 
wounded.*' 

A  pamphlet  called  Le$  ifisitonairss  Mo%- 
eovttss,  published  last  year  at  Paris,  says 
that  at  Drelow  5  peasants  were  killed 
and  28  severely  wounded.  It  is  singu- 
lar how  the  Bussians  are  attached  to 
the  number  one  in  their  lists  of  killed, 
and  it  caused  a  German  paper  lately  to 
observe  that  the  Cossack  who  was  to 
have  been  killed  in  a  recent  engagement, 
was  not  so,  because  he  was  on  furlough. 
The  next  extract  from  the  M$Hagw 
Ofieid  of  July,  1874,  states— 

"  During  the  last  sojourn  of  His*  M^'esty  the 
Emperor  at  Warsaw  delegates  from  several 
Umted  Greek  parishes  of  the  province  of 
Biedlce  arrived  in  that  town  with  the  object  of 
presenting  a  petition  begging  for  the  revocation 
of  the  measures  taken  by  the  diocesan  authority 
relative  to  certain  ceremonies  of  the  United 
Greek  worship.  When  this  was  brought  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  Sovereign,  His  Mi^osty  deigned 
to  order  the  Governor  General  of  Warsaw, 
A.D.C.  General  Count  Kotzobue^  to  declare 
again  to  the  United  Greek  populations  that  re- 
quests of  this  kind  cannot  be  received,  and  that 
His  Majesty  is  persuaded  that  the  United  Greek 
population^  Russian  from  time  immemorial,  and 
always  faithful  to  the  Throne,  when  released 
from  the  deplorable  errors  and  the  malicious  in- 
stigations  wnich  are  forcing  them  from  the  path 
of  duty,  win  not  delay  the  adoption  of  their 
ancient  and  regular  religious  ceremonies;  and 
will  show  themselves,  as  formerly,  submissivo 
and  quiet,  as  His  M^estv  the  Emperor  has  boon 
accustomed  to  see  them  hitherto.' 

It  is  therefore  established  by  the  Rus- 
sian official  statements  that  the  Uniats 
were  ordered  to  change  the  Eitual  which 
they  had  used  for  centuries — Page  16  of 
Blue  Book ;  that  they  had  obje^»d  and 
resisted,  and  that  tms  resistance  had  to 
be  overcome  by  the  fire  of  the  Bussian 
troops ;  that  the  Emperor  reused  to  re- 
ceive any  petitions  from  them  to  stay 
this  persecution,  and  ei^oined  on  thorn 
to  return  to  the  Bussian  Bitual.    After 
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this  it  is  not  surprising  that  the  Messager 
Offieiel  of  January,  1875,  was  able  to  an- 
nounce that  45  parishes,  and  50,000  souls, 
and  26  priests,  had  been  re-admitted  to 
orthodoxy  and  to  the  Bitual  of  their  an- 
cestors. It  is  to  be  observed  that  through- 
out these  official  papers  the  Russians  are 
always  harping  upon  the  ancestors  of 
these  people.  K  the  Russian  Gk)Tem- 
ment  had  a  right  to  require  people  to  be 
of  the  religion  of  their  ancestors,  then 
we  should  be  of  the  religion  of  our  father 
Adam,  and  all  mankind  would  be  of  one 
religion ;  but  if  we  are  not  to  go  back  so 
far,  where  is  the  line  to  be  drawn ;  and 
if  the  United  Greeks  are  to  go  back  200 
years,  why  not  600  or  700  years,  when 
their  ancestors  were  idolaters.  In  these 
districts  conversion  by  military  pressure 
has  always  been  the  custom.  The  Li- 
thuanians were  converted  in  that  man- 
ner, and  drawn  up  in  platoons  for  bap- 
tism, and  the  name  of  I'eter  or  Paul  was 
given  to  each  platoon  for  the  whole  of 
the  men  in  it.  The  Messager  Offidel 
goes  on  to  say — 

*<  These  despatches  having  been  submitted  to 
His  Majesty  the  Emperor,  His  Majesty  deisned 
to  order  that  the  Umats  that  have  rejoined  or- 
thodoxy should  be  thanked  for  the  sentiments 
of  boundless  devotion  and  happiness  which  they 
had  expressed  at  being  henceforward  of  one 
faith  with  their  Sovereign." 

This' is  sufficiently  significative ;  but  it  is 
rendered  more  so  by  the  next  Paper  in 
the  Correspondence,  which  is  a  despatch 
from  Lord  Augustus  Lofbus,  forwarding 
an  extract  from  the  Journal  de  St.  Piters- 
hourg,  containing  an  address  &om  the 
United  Greeks  of  Ohelm.  Lord  Augustus 
Loffcus  says — 

"  This  address  has  apparently  been  published 
to  correct  the  impresdon  which  may  mive  been 
formed  from  the  previous  publications  of  the 
official  organ,  that  the  thauks  of  the  Emperor  had 
been  expressed  for  the  return  of  the  United 
Greeks  to  orthodoxy,  whereas  they  were  only 
called  forth  by  the  loyal  expression  of  the  ad- 
dress." 

Now  these  are  exactly  the  principles 
in  respect  to  religious  administration  of 
Nebuchadnezzar,  and  not  the  principles 
of  civil  and  religiouB  liberty  which  are 
identified  with  jElnglishmen.  It  is  re- 
marked by  the  Poles  that  the  name  of 
the  Assyrian  King,  when  read  and  trans- 
lated in  the  Slav  language,  is  a  concise 
epitome  of  his  principles,  for  "  Na  Bo^ 
nada  Tsar "  means  ''  There  is  no  Ood 
but  the  Czar."    The    Russian    official 
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papers    lay   much    stress   upon    these 
United  Greeks  belonging  to  the  Kusaian 
family;  but  there  is  internal  evidence 
that   they    do  not    belong    to    it,    for 
throughout  an  expression  is  used  which 
would  not  be  used  by  Bussians  proper 
or  Muscovites,  they  call  the  Emperor  the 
White  Czar.     Now  that  expression,  or 
Ak-Padishah,  is  one  that  is  used  natu- 
rally by  the  Kirghiz  and  other  Tartais, 
and  by  races  foreign  to  Russia,    There 
is  also  the  alternative  supposition  that 
these  addresses  were  not  drawn  up  by 
the  United  Greeks,  but  by  an   official 
from  a  part  of  the  Russian  Empire  wkere 
this  phrase  is  in  vog^e.    The  attempt  to 
substitute  Russian  images  or  paintings 
for  those  of  a  Western  pattern,  referred 
to  in  this  Blue  Book,  is  traditional  in 
Russia.    For  as  long  ago  as  the  reign 
of  the  predecessor  of  Peter  I.,  an  ac- 
count is  given  in  the  travels  of  Maca- 
rius,  the  patriarch  of  Antioch,  of  the 
preaching  of  the  patriarch  of  Moscow, 
Nioon,  to  the  Tsar  Alexis,  when  he  was 
at  Yiazma,  near  Smolensk,  against  paint- 
ings in  the  Frank  fashion,  and  of  his 
anathematizing  and  exoommunicatinff  all 
those  who  painted  them  or  placed  them 
in  their  houses.    On  this  occasion  Nicon 
threw  the  paintings  on  the  pavement  of 
the  church,   and   ordered  them    to  be 
burnt.    But  the  Czar  entreated  the  pa- 
triarch,  saying — "No,   father,    do   not 
bum  them ;   rather  bury  them,  in  the 
earth,''  and  in  such  sort  they  were  dis- 
posed of.  The  patriarch  Nicon  may  have 
so  acted  from  religious  fanaticism ;  but 
now  the  Russian  Government  uses  fana- 
ticism as  a  pretext  for  dvil  tyranny,  and 
for  crushing  the  Polish  race  and  lan- 
guage.   Lord  Augustus  Loftus  wrote  on 
the  18th  March,  1874,  thatM.  Westmann 
said  that  these  sad  events,  the  disturb- 
ances in  Poland,  were  in  no  way  con- 
nected with  any  political  questions,  not 
did  they  bear  a  Polish  character.     This 
hardly  agrees  with  the  fact  that,  a  fevr 
years  before,  in  1868,  an  article  had  ap- 
peared in  a  newspaper  of  St.   Peten- 
Durg,  with  the  title — On  the  authortMatieu 
of  the  introduction  of  the  Russian  kmguage 
into  the  Catholic  services.    This  artide 
says — 

<<  We  are  of  the  opinion  of  those  irbo  maia- 
tain  that  the  solution  of  the  PoUah  qnestiflB 
meets  with  difficulties,  unless  Catholicism  is  fiiat 
separated  from  Polonism,  hy  the  help  of  the  in- 
troduction of  the  Russian  language  into  ser- 
mons, prayer-books,  and  those  aervioes  which 
are  now  read  in  Polish,  for  the  Latin  employed 
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it  vai  hardly  to  be  expected  that  he 
wonld  minutely  inquire  into  these 
events.  But  I  believe  the  truth  is  that 
he  had  not  time  to  do  so,  for  it  vill  be 
remembered  that  the  late  Qovernment 
was  engaged  in  a  struggle  for  its  exist- 
ence at  the  date  of  tnese  deipatohes ; 
but  if  that  is  the^cass,  I  expected  that 
the  noble  Earl  the  late  Foreign  Secre- 
tary, whom  I  regret  not  to  see  in  the 
House,  would  be  glad  of  an  opportunity 
of  stating  to  the  Houae  and  to  the  coun- 
try that  these  deeds  of  the  Bussian  Go- 
remment  are  not  among  those  good 
deeds  of  that  Qovemment  which  If r. 
Gladstone  has  so  frequently  described. 

Motid  that  an  hmnhlo  AddroM  bo  proKsted 
to  Hot  HajMtj  for  tho  oniitt«d  dwpatch  of 
the  Earl  Gnuville  in  reply  to  Ijent.-Colonel 
Maosfield'a  deapatcbw  ol  2ilth  Januarj  and 
IBlh  February  Wi.  —  {Tkt  Lord  SIttnlty  of 
AldtrU^.) 

LoBO  HOUGHTON  said,  that  the 
production  of  Correspondence  such  as 
that  from  which  hie  noble  Friend  had 
quoted  was  a  proceeding  of  a  somewhat 
unusual  character.  The  Correspondence 
referred  to  matters  of  purely  local  and 
internal  admini  strati  on  tn  the  Empireof 
Buseia,  and  its  production  in  ordinary 
circumstances  might  have  been  inter- 

Sreted  as  manifesting  an  anfrtendlr  and 
iscourteouB  feeling  on  the  part  of  Her 
Uajesty's  Goremment  towards  the  Qo- 
▼emment  of  Bussia.  Whatever  our 
individual  opinion  might  be,  the  English 
Gtovemment  had  no  mora  right  to  inter- 
fere, politically  or  diplomatically,  in  a 
religious  dispute  between  the  Bus- 
sian Government  and  Bussian  subjeote, 
than  tho  Bussian  Government  would 
have  to  interfere  in  any  religious  dispute 
that  might  arise  between  the  English 
Government  and  any  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  in  any  part  of  the  British  do- 
minions. He  did  not  deny  that  there 
wae  some  validity  in  that  objection.  At 
any  rate  the  events  referred  to  in  the 
Correspondence  had  taken  place  some 
years  ago,  and  were  not  immediately 
oonnected  with  any  of  the  late  trans- 
actions between  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  that  of  Bussia.  Therefore,  he 
presumed  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  not  have  sponteneou sly  laid 
on  the  Table  the  Correspondence  now 
before  their  Lordships;  but  it  was  a 
different  question  whether  they  would 
have  been  justified  in  refusing  its  pro- 


is  the  nuM  ii  Dot  dsoKnoai  to  <^.  It  is  qnlta 
trae  that  Um  «o-«sU«d  Kingdom  of  Poland  has 
In  Roans  s  powerful  and  national  inatitution ; 
this  ia  the  Roman  Catholia  C3iiuth." 

The  pamphlet  named  Th4  Mmeovitt  Mu- 
tttntriu,  te  which  I  have  already   re- 
ferred, gives  copious  extraoto  ftom  the 
minutes   of  a  Conference    held   at    St. 
Petenburg  in  June,  1B72,  of  a  Commit- 
tee called  the  "  Guardian  of  the  United 
Greek  Churoh."     This  Committee  was 
presided  over  bv  Count  Berg,  Governor 
of    Poland,    while  Count  Tolstoy,    the 
Minister  of  Instruction  and  Worship, 
and  Count  Bohonvaloff,  Director  of  the 
Secret  Police  of  the  Imperial  Cabinet, 
were  invited   to  it.      Imagine  Colonel 
Henderson  or  the  Bow  Street  Magis- 
trate  bein^  called  to  sit  in  tho  Jerusalem 
Chamber  m  a  Committee  of  Convocation 
of  the  Province  of  Canterbury !     There 
were  also  snmmoned    from  Poland  the 
Governors  of  Siedlce,  Podlachia,  Lublin, 
and  the  Abb6  Popiel.     These  minutes 
stete  that  the    Committee  had  unani- 
mously decided  that  the  Government, 
while  not  using  violent  measures  to  bring 
the  United  Greeks  to  orthodoxy,  can  in 
no  wise  permit  the  Catholicization  of  the 
Union,  by  tho  introduction  of  Latin  cere- 
monies,  and  that,  on  the  oontrary,  it 
must  fVee  the  Union  from  all  innovations 
recently  introduced,  and  which  are  not 
compatible  with  the  intereste  of  the  Em- 
pire.     In  conclusion,    I   would  request 
your  Lordships  te  observe  how  very  dis- 
mssionate  are  the  despatohes  of  Colonel 
Mansfield ;  and  I  have  endeavoured  to 
treat  the  subject  in  the  same  spirit.    The 
Press  has  recently  announced  that  the 
Bussian  Qovemment  will  shortiy  refute 
them.     In  order  to  do  this,  the  Bussians 
will  first  have  to  refute  their  own  Official 
Gaxettee,  and  they  must  be  prepared  to 
meet  the  still  stronger  despatohes  of  the 
Oonanls  of  other  Powers,   whioh  will 
long.    I 
reply   to 
It  may 
>  say  Ur. 
e  victims 
e  Roman 
the  right 
lat  as  the 
TOte  that 
not  care 
'  hr  the 
erved  ite 
»    Khiva, 
rolved,  so 
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duotion  when  it  waa  moyed  for  by  an 
independent  Member  of  the  other  House. 
B  yhaving  done  so,  thej  would  not,  in- 
deed, have  taken  upon  themselves  the 
justification  of  the  acts  of  Busaia,  but 
they  would  have  exposed  themselves  to 
the  imputation  of  refusing  information 
as  to  those  acts ;  while  as  regarded  the 
acts  of  another  Power,  they  hsA  laid  on 
the  Tables  of  both  Houses  details  which 
had  deeply  agitated  the  feelings  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  and  had  seriously 
influenced  the  future  destioies  of  Eng- 
land and,  perhaps,  of  the  world.  That 
being  the  case,  he  thought  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  could  not  be  accused 
of  unfairness  in  having  produced  the 
Coirespondence  to  which  attention  had 
been  drawn  by  his  noble  Friend.  If 
this  country  was  to  take  up  and  be 
deeply  agitated  by  the  religious  diffi- 
culties of  another  country,  it  was  just 
that  they  should  know  the  whole  matter 
and  be  made  fully  acquainted  with  both 
sides  of  the  question.  He  did  not  how- 
ever, wish  to  attach  an  undue  import- 
ance to  the  Oorrespondenoe.  It  told 
them  nothing  new,  nothing  exceptional. 
Through  his  connection  with  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Polish  Society,  which  now 
dated  as  far  back  as  35  years,  he  hjEid 
had  before  him  the  series  of  persecutions 
ci  the  Boman  Catholics  whi<m  had  taken 
place  in  Russia — persecutions  no  doubt 
vindicated,  by  some  minds,  on  grounds 
of  high  State  policy,  but  still  of  such  a 
nature  as  to  be  abhorrent  to  the  feelings 
of  the  English  people.  The  war  now 
going  on  in  that  distant  portion  of  the 
world  was  founded  upon  identically  the 
same  plea,  principle,  impulse,  and  pas- 
sions which  animated  the  conduct  of  the 
Bussian  Government  in  dealing  with 
this  question.  He  thought,  however, 
that  even  in  its  worst  times,  the  persecu- 
tions related  in  these  despatches  were 
not  to  be  attributed  entirely  to  the 
Sovereign  or  Government  of  Bussia. 
One  of  the  results  of  those  persecutions 
was  that,  without  concealment,  the 
heads  of  the  Boman  Catholic  Church 
had  expressed  their  desire  for  the  suc- 
cess of  the  Ottoman  arms,  and  in  Spain 
there  was  the  astounding  phenomenon 
— enough  to  make  Ferdmand  and  Isa- 
bella rise  from  their  graves^of  prayers 
ascending  firom  the  churches  of  that 
country  for  the  triumph  of  the  Turks. 
He  could  not  think  that,  in  fairness  to  all 
parties.  Her  Majesty's  Government  could 
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have  done  otherwise  than  lay  these  des- 
patches on  the  Table  af  the  House.  It 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  present 
war,  which  seemed  to  us  inexcusable,  was 
justified  in  the  minds  of  millions  of  men, 
who  believed  that  by  prosecuting  it  they 
were  propagating  a  true  religious  doc- 
trine, the  consequence  of  which  would 
be  the  complete  dominion  of  the  (Jreek 
Church  in  the  Ottoman  Empire ;  while, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  hopes  which  the 
Boman  Catholics  entertained  for  the 
Christian  populations  of  Turkey  were 
very  much  modified  by  their  fears  of 
what  their  oo-reHgionists  mi^t  ex- 
perience if,  by  the  success  of  the  Kusaian 
anna,  they  were  to  fall  under  the  rule  of 
the  Busso-Greek  Church. 

Thb  Mabqubss  of  BIPON  said,  he 
was  not  at  all  astonished  that  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley),  should 
have  asked  for  further  information  than 
was  contained  in  the  Correspondence 
that  had  been  laid  upon  the  Table,  ^e 
dates  of  the  despatones,  the  answers  to 
which  were  asked  for  by  the  noble  Lord, 
showed  that  those  despatches  could  not 
have  reached  this  country  till  hia  noble 
Friend  (Earl  Granville)  had  left,  or  wis 
on  the  point  of  leaving,  the  Foreign 
Office,  and  had  been  succeeded  there 
by  his  noble  Friend  who  now  filled  the 

foet  of  Secretary  for  Foreign  AITairs; 
ut  it  was  remarkable  that  there  was 
not  a  single  despatch  &om  our  Foreign 
Office  in  the  whole  Correspondence ;  and 
he  feared  that  the  reply  of  hia  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  would  be, 
that  there  were  no  answers  included 
in  the  Papers,  because  no  answers  were 
sent.  It  was  possible  that  he  him- 
self, being  of  the  same  faith  as  those 
who  had  been  persecuted  by  the  Bussian 
Government,  might  feel  an  even  warmer 
and  heartier  admiration  for  the  gallant 
struggles  of  the  Boman  Catholic  subjects 
of  Bussia,  and  a  stronger  abhorrence  of 
the  persecutions  to  which  they  had  been 
subject,  than  were  entertained  by  aome 
other  persons ;  but  he  felt  sure  that  in 
their  liordships'  House  there  was  ao 
sympathy  in  those  persecutions.  He 
must,  however,  differ  firom  those  who 
would  put  the  case  of  the  Bussian 
persecutions  on  a  par  with  the  Turkish 
outrages  in  Bulgaria,  as  regarded  the 
manner  in  which  each  ought  to  be  re- 
garded bv  this  countiy.  The  two  cases 
were  dinerent  not  only  in  degree,  but 
in  kind.    Could  his  noble  Friend  (thi 


1831 


ia^UniUd 


{JuM  15,  1877) 


Gr0eJ:  Church).  1823 


Earl  of  Derbj)  haTO  found  an  oppor- 
tunity  of  eoEpo«talatiiig  with  Bosflia  on 
the  receipt  of  the  Btt^ements  made  to 
him  in  1874  and  1876,  in  the  same 
tone  at  he  .had  expoetnlated  with  Tar- 
key  in  his  famooa  despatch  of  last 
Autumn  ?  He  asked  whether  his  noble 
Friend  would  hare  been  justified  in 
addressing  to  Lord  Augustus  Loftus 
such  a  letter  as  that  which  he  had 
addressed  to  Sir  Henry  Elliot?  If 
he  would  not  have  been,  the  two  cases 
were  not  paralleL  Could  his  noble 
Friend  the  noble  Marquess  r  the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  have  described  Bussian 
independence  as,  in  terse  and  decisiTe 
language,  he  described  in  January  last 
the  "  independence''  of  the  Ottoman  Em- 
pire? He  ventured  to  think  not.  In 
fact,  there  was  no  real  parallel  betweoi 
the  two  cases.  He  trusted,  however, 
that  his  noble  Friend  had  found  it  pos- 
sible by  some  means  to  expostulate  with 
regard  to  these  disgraceful  proceedings 
—or,  at  any  rate,  to  express  sympathy 
with  the  sufferers. 

Lord  WAYENEY  said,  that  he  had 
the  honour  of  bringing  this  subject 
before  their  Lordships  some  two  months 
ago,  under  a  feeling  that  it  was  his  duty 
to  inquire  under  what  drctunstances 
theee  despatches  were  presented  to 
Parliament.  It  did  seem  very  strange 
to  him  when  he  heard  in  the  explana- 
tion of  the  noble  Earl  that  these  des- 
patches were  called  a ''  Oorrespondence,'' 
as  correspondence  there  was  none,  there 
being  no  reply  to  any  one  of  the  dee- 
patches.  Bussia  was  now  doinff  in  the 
field  that  which  diplomacy  had  an 
opportunity  of  doing  six  or  eight  months 
ago ;  but  whatever  credit  Europe  might 
be  disposed  to  aUow  to  Bussia,  the  duty 
of  this  country  would  be  to  consider 
what  power  she  had  acquired,  or  was 
acquiring,  and  whether  she  would  exer- 
cise it  for  the  benefit  of  those  races  over 
whom  she  might  daim  Sovereignty.  He 
thouffht  that  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Stanley  of  Alderley)  had  done  ^ooa  ser- 
vice upon  this  occasion.  Their  object 
was  not  to  exasperate,  but  to  calm,  the 
feeimgs  of  people  both  in  the  East  and 
the  West.  This  war  was  not  so  much 
one  of  the  Bussian  (Government,  as  of  the 
Bussian  people  on  behalf  of  their  co- 
religionists m  European  Turk^,  and 
there  were  millions  of  people  m  this 
countiy  who,  though  they  had  no 
interest  in  the  Greek  subjects  of  the 


Porte  as  co-religionists,  yet  as  members 
of  the  Ohristian  Church,  and  on  grounds 
of  humanity,  which  bound  all  men  to- 
gether as  one  people,  deeply  S3rmpathiced 
with  them  in  their  sufferings. 

EiiBL  FOBTESOUE  was  understood 
to  protest  against  anvreoog^tion — even 
bv  implication  —  of  the  righteousness 
of  the  absorption  of  the  Ghnmd  Duchy 
of  Warsaw  by  Bussia  in  defiance  of 
Treaty  oblig^ons.  Notwithstanding  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Houghton)  that  the  country  had  no 
right  to  interfere  between  the  Bus- 
sian (Government  and  its  subjects  in 
religious  disputes,  he  maintained  that 
we  had  a  right — the  expediency  of  doing 
so  was  another  question — ^to  protest 
affainst  the  ill-treatment  of  a  people 
wno,  thouffh  ds  faeio,  were  not  d€  Jure, 
subjects  of  Bussia. 

Tm  EiiBL  OF  DEBET:  My  Lords,  I 
do  not  think  I  need  follow  the  noble 
Lords  who  have  addressed  you  through 
all  the  details  to  which  they  have  re- 
ferred; and,  therefore,  I  shall  content 
myself  with  simply  answering  the  Ques- 
tions which  have  been  addrMsed  to  me. 
They  mainly  resolve  themselves  into 
two:  "Why  do  you  lay  these  Papers 
upon  the  Table  ?  and  why  have  you  not, 
or  do  you  not  also  lay  the  answers  to  the 
despatches  contained  in  the  Blue  Book  ? ' ' 
Now,  my  Lords,  I  have  already  ex- 
plained, and  probably  you  will  not  re- 
quire me  to  refer  to  it  again,  except  in 
passing,  what  were  the  circumstances 
under  which  this  Correspondence  took 
place  and  under  which  it  was  laid  on 
the  Table.  I  do  not  think  it  would  have 
been  our  duty  to  volunteer  it.  I  do  not 
think  it  would  have  been  our  duty  to 
have  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House, 
without  the  expression  of  a  strong  wish 
that  we  should  do  so,  Papers  relating  to 
the  local  and  internal  administration  of  a 
foreign  and  independent  Power.  But 
those  Papers  were  moved  for  by  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  other  House  of  Parliament ; 
and  I  believe  it  was  a  fact  that  a  con- 
siderable degree  of  interest  was  felt  in 
their  production — and  it  was  not  un- 
natural that  that  interest  should  have 
been  fdt,  as  we  all  know  the  greatest 
possible  excitement  prevailed  in  the 
countiy  as  to  the  remtive  positions  at 
that  time  of  Bussia  and  Turkey.  There 
were  some  persons  who  said  that  the 
Bussian  Oovonment  were  merely  using 
the  Eastern  Question  as  a  means  to  its 
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own  aggrandisement ;  while  others  said 
that  Bussia  wasthe  champion  of  religions 
freedom,  and  was  defending  an  oppressed 
race  against  religions  perseoution.  Well, 
that  is  a  very  mr  oontroversj  on  both 
sides ;  and  it  was  perfectly  natural  that 
those  who  do  not  take  the  yiew  that 
Russia  is  the  disinterested  champion  of 
reliffious  freedom  should  inquire  what 
has  been  her  attitude,  and  what  has  been 
the  action  of  the  Eussian  Oovemment,  on 
questions  of  religious  toleration  where 
its  own  subjects  were  concerned.  I  do 
not  think  I  should  have  been  justified, 
nor  would  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment 
have  been  Justified,  m  withholding  those 
Papers.  1  do  not  see  how  we  could  have 
justified  the  production  on  the  one  hand 
of  the  minutest  details  of  every  question 
which  had  arisen  between  the  Turkish 
Government  and  its  subjects,  if  we  had 
said  that  in  regard  to  matters  which 
concerned  Eussia,  we  thought  it  our 
duty  to  keep  back  information  on  the 
ground  that  offence  might  be  given 
to  Russian  feeling.  My  Lords,  that 
is  my  answer  why  and  how  these 
Papers  came  to  be  produced.  With 
regard  to  the  other  Question — "Why 
do  you  not  lay  the  answers  upon  the 
Table?"  my  reply  will  be  one  of  a 
very  simple  character.  I  believe  these 
despatches  were  acknowledge  in  the 
usual  official  form ;  but  I  distinctly  state 
— and  I  do  not  in  the  least  wish  to 
conceal  the  fact  —  that  I  have  not 
thought  it  my  duty  in  the  past,  and  I  do 
not  tnink  it  my  duty  now,  to  address 
any  representation  to  the  Eussian  Go- 
vernment upon  the  subject  of  the  acts 
narrated  in  the  Papers.  I  have  my  own 
opinion  as  to  the  character  of  these  acts 
— and  I  should  not,  if  called  upon  to  do 
so,  shrink  from  expressing  it.  But  be- 
fore you  address  a  representation  to  a 
foreign  Gbvemment  there  are  two  cir- 
cumstances which  you  are  bound  to  con- 
sider. One  is,  what  is  your  lo€Ut  ttandi 
for  making  that  representation ;  and  the 
other  is,  what  practical  advantage  will 
result  from  your  so  doing  to  those  for 
whose  benefit  the  representation  is  made. 
Now,  my  Lords,  looking  at  the  question 
of  loeut  itandif  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I 
reallv  do  not  know  upon  what  ground  I 
should  have  been  justified  in  taking  this 
up  as  a  matter  of  diplomatic  controversy. 
It  is  purely  and  simply  a  question  be- 
tween the  Kussian  Government  and  the 
subjects  of  that  oountry — and  I  think  it 
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would  introduce  a  very  dan^^erous  and 
very  inconvenient  precedent  if  we  were 
to  set  an  example  in  formal  ofllcud 
despatches  of  one  Government  undar- 
takmg  to  lecture  anothqjr  Govern- 
ment as  to  the  manner  in  which  it 
conducts  its  internal  affairs.  We  are 
told  that  the  Polish  war  led  to  offi- 
cial remonstrances  and  repreeentationa 
on  our  part.  Yes ;  but  that  was  an 
entirely  different  matter.  That  was  a 
question  in  which  to  a  certain  extant 
international  arrangements  and  Tresty 
rights  were  concerned.  The  Treaty  ii 
Vienna  constituted  for  the  Kingdom  of 
Poland  a  certain  organization,  and  it 
was  thereby  made  a  matter  of  genetml 
European  arrangement.  Subsequently 
Bussia  caused  that  arransement  to  be 
modified,  the  Kingdom  of  Poland  as  il 
then  existed  being  destroyed  and  the 
administration  of  JPoland  beinff  merged 
in  the  general  administration  of  Bassia. 
That  was  a  change  of  an  international 
character,  and  afi  those  Powers  whi<di 
had  been  parties  to  the  original  settl#- 
ment  were  undoubtedly  entitled,  if  they 
thought  fit,  to  take  oognicance  of  sabee- 
quent  changes  introduced  in  that  way. 
My  Lords,  the  only  other  ground  whidi 
may  be  alleg^ — and  I  do  not  think  it 
is  parallel — is  the  case  of  the  Bulgarian 
atrocities,  upon  which  so  much  has  been 
said.  But  our  position  in  regard  to 
Turkey  last  year  was  wholly  differeai 
fh)m  our  position  in  regard  to  Boaaia. 
When  these  affairs  were  going  on,  BoMia 
was  not  eng^ed  in  any  controversy  in 
which  we  could  be  called  upon  to  act  as 
mediators.  We  had  never  goaranteod 
the  independence  of  Bussia;  we  had 
guaranteed  the  independence  of  Turicey. 
In  the  case  of  the  Bulgarian  atro- 
cities,* we  [did  not  rest  upon  the  gene- 
ral and,  I  think,  rather  weak  ground  of 
Turkey  being  a  Power  whose  existence 
we  had  guaranteed — we  rested  upon 
the  speciiu  ground  that,  at  the  veiy  tune 
when  these  outrages  occurred,  we  were 
actually  enffaged  in  a  mediation,  the 
object  of  which  was  to  extricate  the 
Turkish  Government  from  the  diffionltiee 
into  which  it  had  fallen ;  and,  as  I  have 
aaid  more  than  once  in  this  Houae,  we 
had  an  obvious  right  to  protest  in  our 
capacity  of  mediator  agwist  outragee  dT 
such  a  character  which,  if  they  had  oon* 
tinned,  would  have  made  mediation  on 
our  part  impossible.  Nothing  of  that 
kind  was  the  case  as  reg^arded  Buaaia; 
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and,  tberefore,  unless  wo  were  to  act 
■implj  on  humanitarian  motives  and 
were  to  say — ''  We  denounce  in  the  face 
of  Europe  the  manner  in  which  you  are 
treating  vour  Polish  subjects/'  we  had 
no  ground  at  all  to  stand  upon.  And  as 
I  said  before,  so  I  repeat  now,  that  I 
think  for  any  one  great  Power  to  set  an 
example  of  interfering  by  official  repre- 
sentations in  the  internal  a£fairs  of  others 
would  be  a  practice  which — however  it 
might  commend  itself  in  the  first  instance 
to  our  feelings  of  humanity — would  in 
the  louK  run  tend  to  produce  evils  more 

Smve  than  any  which  it  might  remove, 
y  Lords,  there  is  another  considera- 
tion, and  that  is,  what  result  would  fol- 
low from  anv  representations  on  our 
part  ?    I  am  bound  to  sav  I  do  not  think 
the  result  would  have  been  one  of  a 
satiifaotory  character.  It  would  be  quite 
impossible  for  us,  even  if  we  attempted 
to  do  it,  to  exercise  a  general  supervi- 
sion over  the  provincial  and  internal  ad- 
ministration of  the  Bussian  Qovemment ; 
and  if  we  were  on  a  single  occasion  to 
interfere  on  behalf  of  one  single  class  of 
persons  whom  we  might  suppose  to  have 
been  ill-used,  the  probability  would  be 
that,  as  soon  as  our  backs  were  turned — 
that  is  to  say,  as  soon  as  our  attention 
was  called  to  some  other  quarter — those 
who  had  complained,  and  those  who  had 
fiiven  us  information,  and  those  of  the 
Native  population  who  had  solicited  our 
interference,  would  only  suffer  the  more 
for  the  foreign  intervention  which  thev 
had  invoked.  My  Lords,  on  the  ground, 
therefore,  of  general  principle  and  on 
the  grounds  of  practical  expediency  I 
have  abstained  from  taking  any  further 
part  in  this  matter  than  such  part  as  I 
nave  been  compelled  to  take  when  these 
l^apers  were  called  for,  and  when  I  laid 
them  upon  the  Table  of  your  Lordships' 
House.    I  have  explained  the  principle 
upon  which  we  have  acted,   and  if  it 
should  be  assailed  in  this   House,  or 
elsewhere,  I  shall  be  prepared  to  de- 
fSand  it. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDEBLEY 
said,  in  replv :  I  anticipated  the  possibi- 
lity of  ihe  late  Secretary  of  State  not 
having  had  time  to  reply  to  these  des- 
patches, but  it  was  to  be  expected  that 
some  of  the  late  Government  might  take 
this  opportunity  of  reprobating  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Bussian  Cbvemment.  Li  any 
case  the  Oatholios  are  not  likely  to  feel 
any  excessive  gratitude  for  the  rather 
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lukewarm  advocacy  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
draum. 

OHTJECH    OF  SCOTLAND— (THE  PARO- 
CHIAL ELECTORATE)— OBSERVATIONS. 

The   Eabl  of  MINTO,  in  rising  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
Betum  presented  to  the  House  (Paper 
No.  5  of  the  present  Session)  relative  to  the 
composition  of  the  Parochial  Electorate 
for  the  appointment  of  parish  ministors 
created  ^y  the  General  Assembly  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland  under  the  proviRions 
of  the  Church  Patronajfo  (Scotland)  Act, 
1874,  and  to  the  insufficioncy  of  the  in- 
formation afforded  therein,  said,  ho  must 
eommence  by  reminding  their  Lordships 
that  by  that  Act  a  totally  different  system 
of  regfulating  the   government    of  the 
Church  of  Scotland  had  been  introduced, 
and  that  the  Oeneral  Assembly   were 
thereby  empowered  to  make  regulations 
bv  which  tne  appointment  of  the  mi- 
nisters   should    vest,    not   in   the  pa- 
rishioners   simply,  but  in   the  congre- 
fation.     Under  the  joint  legislation  of 
Parliament  and  the  General  Assembly 
two  classes  of  electors  had  been  created 
— namely,  First,  all  persons  on  the  Com- 
municant Koll,   without  distinction    of 
sex,  age,  or  residence,  became,  ipso/acio, 
electors;   secondlv,  all  such  other  per- 
sons being  parishioners  of  full  age  as 
have  claimed  to  be  enrolled,  and   .    .  in 
regard  to  whom  there  appeared  to  the 
kirk- session  to  be  no  reason  for  refusing 
to  admit  them  to  the  communion  if  they 
should  apply.  He  thought  that  the  effect 
of  having  these  two  classes  of  electors 
might  be,  in  some  cases,  to  introduce 
the  element  of  electioneering  strife  into 
the  appointment  of  a  minister — and  it 
was  to  DO  noted  that,  under  the  regula- 
tions,  the  claims  for  admission  to  the 
electoral  roll  were  neither  to  be  made 
nor  considered  until  the  very  eve  of  the 
election,  when,  perhaps,  the  heat  attend- 
ing a  contested  election  had  already  bo- 
gun  to  be  manifested.    But  what  he  par- 
ticularly wished  to  point  out  was  the  pecu- 
liar result  that  the  passing  of  the  Act  had 
had  in  giving  the  preponaerance  at  elec- 
tions to  the  female  element  in  the  congre- 
gation ;  and  his  object  in  moving  for  the 
Ketum  last  Session  was  to  see  now  far 
his    anticipations  in  that  respect   had 
been  verified ;  and  he  found  that  they 

3  N 


1827      Church  of  Seoiland^{7%e      (LOBDSJ        ParochM  Ehet^raU).  IMS 


had  been  verified  in  a  remarkable  degree. 
He  would  not  trouble  the  House  by 
going  into  details,  but  he  found  that, 
with  the  exception  of  one  parish  in  the 
Presbytery  of  Dunbar,  the  female  com- 
municants greatly  preponderated.  He 
found  that  altogether  in  the  75  parishes 
embraced  by  the  Betum,  the  number  of 
electors  was  40,000  who  qualified  as 
,  communicants,  and  of  those  16,309  were 
male  and  23,691  female,  giving  to  the 
female  electors  a  majority  of  7,382. 
That  was  the  general  result,  and  with 
only  one  or  two  exceptions— one  being  a 
case  in  which  there  was  an  actual  tie — 
there  was  a  great  preponderance  of 
females  over  male  electors.  He  would 
only  mention  one  or  two  isolated  cases 
to  show  how  great  this  preponderance 
was.  In  St.  Stephen's,  Edinburgh,  for 
instance,  there  were  1,924  commimicant 
electors,  of  whom  1,394  were  females 
and  533  males.  In  the  parish  of  Blair- 
Athole  there  were  236  female  to  157 
male  electors;  in  St.  Andrews,  1,135 
females  to  605  males ;  and  in  Montrose 
only  930  male  communicant  electors  to 
1,927  females.  There  was  no  doubt, 
therefore,  that  the  female  element  vastly 
preponderated.  It  might  be  defended 
perhaps,  but  it  was  rather  a  remarkable 
thing,  and  it  certainly  seemed  to  him  to 
be  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  old  Ee- 
formers  that  women  should  possess  so 
large  a  power  in  the  government  of  the 
Church ;  and  their  Lordships  would  re- 
member that  John  Knox  was  not  very 
complimentary  upon  this  subject,  desig- 
nating them  as  **  the  monstrous  regiment 
of  women,"  and  demonstrating  that 
women  from  their  qualities  both  of 
mind  and  body  should  be  assigned  over 
to  the  dominion  of  men.  It  was  for 
this  reason  that  he  moved  for  these 
Papers  last  year.  At  the  same  time,  he 
considered  the  Betum  as  produced 
somewhat  deficient,  givino^  no  mforma- 
tion  as  to  the  number  of  the  electors  be- 
low 21  years  of  age,  and  not  saying 
whether  they  resided  in  the  parish  or 
not.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  number 
of  electors  who  were  non-parishioners 
ought  to  be  returned;  but  upon  that 
point  they  got  no  information  at  sJl.  It 
was  very  desirable  to  have  more  infor- 
mation respecting  the  age  of  the  com- 
municant electors,  because  they  knew 
very  well  that  young  people,  especially 
women  became  communicants  long  be- 
fore they  attained  the  age  of  21,  and 
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therefore  they  might  have  a  very  mudi 
larger  proportion  of  female  than  of  male 
electors  under  the  age  of  21 .  He  would 
not  detain  their  Lordships  any  longer. 
The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Richmond) 
had  always  shown  himself  mott  cour- 
teous in  fdmishing  information^  and  no 
doubt  he  thought  that  that  which  had 
been  furnished  was  sufficient — and  in 
fact  he  had  said  that  the  other  informa- 
tion he  desired  was  unattainable;  but 
inasmuch  as  by  the  Oeneral  Assembly's 
own  regulations  no  one  was  an  elector 
of  the  second  class,  unless  he  or  she  was 
a  parishioner  **  of  full  age,"  he  could 
not  understand  the  alleged  impossibility 
of  procuring  precisely  similar  informa- 
tion in  regard  to  communicants  voters 
as  was  required  in  respect  of  non-com- 
municant voters.  He  would  eondade 
by  suggesting  that  in  some  respects  the 
firee  action  of  the  Ohuroh  might  advaa- 
tageously  be  enlarged.  In  a  recent  debate 
in  the  Oeneral  Assembly,  it  had  been 
broadly  laid  down  by  the  Procurator  of 
the  Church,  that  it  was  incompetent  for 
the  Church  to  carry  out  any  essential 
modification  in  the  tenor  of  a  certain 
formal  document  then  required  to  be 
signed  by  Elders  on  taking  office.  He 
would,  &erefore,  suggest  whether  it 
would  not  be  well  to  give  to  the  Ghnrcb 
greater  power  of  self-government  than 
it  at  present  possessed. 

The  Dtjke  of  RICHMOND  ato 
OOBDON  said,  he  would  not  follow  the 
noble  Earl  through  all  the  details  into 
which  he  had  entered.  He  was  some* 
what  at  a  loss  to  understand  to  what 
particular  point, in  these  Betums  the 
noble  Earl  had  called  attention  to.  The 
noble  Earl  seemed  to  desire  some  further 
information ;  but  he  assured  the  noble 
Earl  last  year,  and  he  assured  him  again 
now,  that  that  information  could  not  be 
obtained — for  the  reason  that  it  did  not 
exist — ^the  electoral  roll  contained  no 
information  as  to  how  many  male  or 
female  communicants  there  were  nader 
the  age  of  21.  The  noble  Eari  eom* 
plained  of  the  insufficiency  of  tha  B^ 
turns,  but  they  contained  all  the 
mation  for  which  he  had 
noble  Earl  seemed  to  think 
number  of  ladv  voters  was  aa 
but  he  oarefmly  avoidei 
comparison  between  thft 
Knox's  time  and  ef  i  ^ 
unless  the  ttoblai 
lady<tf  flie 


1839 


Tn^tt~Tht 


tJtfira  15,  1B77J    Amtfr  of  AfghanUtan.       1R30 


worM  tlwn  the  ladv  of  tlt«  tim«  of  John 
Knox,  he  did  not  tnink  he  oonld  alleEe 
the  nombet  of  lady  electors  in  the 
Church  of  Sootland  as  an  objection. 
If  he  recollsoted  rightly,  the  question 
vith  req>«ct  to  the  lady  voters  was  dis- 
cusBftd  on  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  and 
thab  Lordships  did  not  favour  the  ]fra- 
posal  to  exdude  them,  and  the  principle 
of  election  which  was  adopted  had  the 
saaction  of  the  noble  Dake  opposite  (the 
Dake  of  Argyll).  In  hia  opinion  it  was 
premature  to  propose  any  amendment  to 
the  Act,  or  to  interfere  in  any  way  with 
the  constituent  body  who  were  to  have 
a  vote  in  the  election  of  ministers  in  the 
Church  of  Scotland.    . 

INDIA— THE  AUEEB  OF  APQHAIf  JBTAN. 

qtrBVnOIT.      OBnBTl.TIOITB. 

Thi  DtncE  av  ARGYLL  rose  to  ask 
•  Qnestion  of  the  Seoretaiy  of  State  for 
India,  in  respect  to  the  relations  of  the 
Government  of  India  with  the  Ameer  of 
Afghanistan.  In  doing  so,  he  wished  to 
explain  that  he  had  purposely  framed  hie 
Notice  in  a  vague  way,  because  be  had  no 
wish  to  say  anything  that  could  possibly 
embarrass  the  Oovemment,  either  at 
home,  or  in  India.  All  he  wished  was 
to  afford  the  noble  Marquess  an  oppor- 
tunity of  making  a  statement  that  might 
help  to  extricate  the  Oovemment  in 
India  out  of  the  position  of  embarrass- 
ment in  which  it  had  been  placed  by,  it 
seemed,  unfounded  rumour.    The  fact 


fact,  during  his  tenure  of  Office  he  had 
become  convinced  of  the  fact  that  the 
Government  of  India  by  telegrams  and 
private  letters    and    instructions    must 
have  its  limits  —  and  more  especially 
was  this  BO  in  reference  to  our  relation- 
ship with  independent  States.    It  was, 
in  foot,  impossible  to  get  real  secrecy  in 
India — a  point  to  which  reference  was 
made  by  a  noble  Lord,  then  a  Member 
of  their  Lordships'  House,  in  speaking 
with  reference  to   the  transfot  of  the 
Indian  Oovernmont  from  the  East  India 
Company  to  the  Crown— his  argument 
was,  that  you  could  not  export  it  from 
the  servants  of  the  Company,  but  might 
from  the  servants  of  the  Crown.     Now, 
as  regarded  the  foreign  policy  of  the 
Government  of  India,  that  policy  was 
shaped  by  the  Minister  at  homo,  who 
formerly  acted  through  a  Secret  Com- 
mittee, and  therefore  the  change  of  name 
from  Company  to  Crown  did  not  in  that 
respect  produce  any  serious  effect ;  but 
much  depended  upon  the  good  faith  of 
the  servants  of  the  Crown  in  India.    No 
doubt  the  Members  of  the  Government 
in  India  were  not  in  the  position  of 
Cabinet  Ministers  at  home.     They  were 
not  and  did  not  consider  themselves  as 
being  under  the  seal  of  secrecy  ; — and, 
in  truth,  it  was  impossible  to  issue  in- 
structions in  India  and  to  act  upon  them 
without  their  becoming  matter  of  public 
notoriety  and  talk  in  all  the  barracks  in 
India ;  and  the  result  was  that  what  was 
intondod  by  the  Oovemment  came  out, 
ally  come  out  in  a  most  incon- 
rm,  and  often  tinctured  with 
;giiration,  misconstruction,  and 
tension.      This    misapprehen- 
seemed,  existed  in  regard  to 
Inns  of  the  noble  Marquess  op- 
respect  to  the  relations  of  the 
nt  of  India  with  the  Ameer  of 
an.  Perhaps,  it  might  be  said 
g  the  many  qualities  of  some 
li  and  diHtinguishod  men  fonn* 
lovernuient  of  India  reticence 
le  most  remarkable  ;  and  cer- 
I  of  those   eminent  men  the 
,  in  making  a  Itudgut  speech, 
the  question  of  foreign  policy 
ner  which  gave  rise  to  very 
eculalion  and  alarm.    Bo  far 
m  of  the  Question  ho  had  put 
L'aper.     A  few  words  as  to  its 
OS  to  which  he  had  given  the 
rquess  some  private  explaoa- 
Tible  mistakes  had  been  mode 
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in  the  Government  of  India  which  led  to 
the  war  with  Cabul,  and  which,  in  their 
results,  went  at  one  time  very  near  to 
shake  the  power  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment in  India.  Ever  since  that  disas- 
trous, but  ultimately  triumphant,  war, 
the  relations  between  the  Government 
of  India  and  the  Buler  of  Afghanistan 
had  been  a  matter  of  anxious  and  serious 
consideration.  The  policy  of  the  last 
three  Viceroys  of  India  towards  that 
country  had  been  one  of  watchfulness 
and  friendly  support.  We  did  not  wish 
to  tangle  ourselves  in  any  permanent 
arrangements  towards  that  Sovereign. 
Eastern  Sovereignties  were  liable  to  sud- 
den changes,  and  in  the  Royal  Family  df 
Cabul  there  had  been  a  series  of  assas- 
sinations and  murders  under  circum- 
stances of  atrocious  treachery  which 
rendered  the  tenure  of  any  Sovereign  of 
that  country  essentially  insecure.  It 
did  not  appear  to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Lawrence) — it  did  not  appear  to  Lord 
Mayo  —  whose  name  he  could  never 
mention  without  an  acknowledgment  of 
the  affection  and  respect  with  which  he 
remembered  him — it  aid  not  occur  to  his 
noble  Friend  behind  him  (Lord  North- 
brook),  that  it  would  be  wise  or  judicious 
to  enter  into  any  permanent  Treaty  to 
be  binding  as  between  the  Ameer  and 
the  Government  of  India.  It  was  con- 
sidered sufficient  to  show  the  same 
friendly  feeling  towards  that  Ruler  as 
had  theretofore  existed,  and  to  act 
towards  him  in  a  friendly  manner. 
Above  all,  there  was  one  point  which 
was  frequently  a  matter  of  discussion 
in  the  Government  of  India — namely, 
whether  it  would  be  wise  to  send  to 
Cabul  a  resident  Envoy.  As  to  this 
point,  he  felt  very  much  as  the  noble 
Marquess  did  on  Monday  night,  when 
ho  spoke  on  the  subject  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Consul  in  Central  Asia.  No 
doubt,  it  might  be  very  important  to 
have  a  Resident  at  Cabul,  if  we  could 
got  a  man  for  the  place  and  that  he  was 
received  with  cordiality ;  but  it  was  no- 
torious that  for  a  long  time  past  the 
E resent  Ameer  had  set  his  face  against 
aving  such  an  officer  at  his  Court,  and 
he  was  bound  to  admit  that  there  was 
much  to  be  said  on  behalf  of  the  objec- 
tion of  Indian  Princes  to  having  l^si- 
dents  at  their  Courts.  The  trum  was, 
that  by  the  necessities  of  the  case  the 
position,  influence,  and  power  of  the 
Kesident  threw  into  the  shade  the  autho- 
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rity  of  the  Native  SoToreign,  who  kn«w 
very  well  that  the  appointment  of  sach 
an  officer  had  been  one  of  the  stepe  by 
which  British  aggression  had  gone  on  uid 
British  dominion  had  been  eetablishad. 
He  could  hardly  believe,  after  all  the 
friendly  oonduot  they  had  pursued  towmrds 
the  Ruler  of  Afghanistan,  they  ooold  hare 
any  serious  intention  of  adopting  aggres- 
sive measures  as  regarded  that  country, 
and  yet  its  people  were  so  jealous  and 
so  notoriously  suspicious  a  race  that  it 
might  well  be  that  such  a  sospicioii 
had  entered  into  their  mind ;  and  if  we 
were  to  send  a  Resident  RepreeentatiTe 
to  that  Court  they  might  regard  it  as  a 
serious  danger.  That  rumours  existed 
on  the  subject  tlfere  could  be  no  doubt. 
The  noble  Marquess  had  not  perhapa 
heard  of  the  reports  which  were  in  en*- 
dilation ;  but  such  rumours  had  reached 
his  ears  through  channels  which  left  no 
doubt  in  his  own  mind  that  there  was 
some  particle  of  truth  in  them  aoeom- 
panied  by  the  greatest  possible  exagge- 
ration. Kumour  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  had  determined  upon  a 
complete  change  of  policy,  and  had  re- 
solved to  insist  on  the  Aineer  receiving 
a  Resident  British  Envoy  at  his  Court. 
It  had  been  said,  too,  that  a  particular 
officer  had  been  appointed,  or  was  likely 
to  be  appointed — one  whom  he  knew  to 
be  a  man  of  great  ability  and  enerey, 
and  who  on  that  very  account  would  ne 
regarded  by  so  jealous  a  personam  as 
the  Ameer  with  all  the  greater  suspicioo. 
But  there  were  more  formidable  rumourm 
still — namely,  that  this  change  of  policy 
had  been  backed  by  a  movement  of  a 
considerable  body  of  troops  under  cir- 
cumstances not  easily  understood,  but 
which  seemed  to  point  to  aggression  on 
the  North  West  Frontier— even  that  a 
bridge  of  boats  had  been  prepared  on 
the  Indus ;  and  that,  alarmed  oy  diplo- 
matic demands  and  militarv  arrange- 
ments, the  mind  of  the  Ameer  was 
thoroughly  unsettled — that  he  was  in  a 
state  of  agitation  and  anger,  and  was 
collecting  troops  to  resist  aggression,  or 
perhaps  to  make  an  aggressive  more- 
ment  upon  India.    The  Ameer  of  Af- 

fhanistan  was  not  perhaps  a  great 
'ower ;  but  another  Afghan  war  would 
be,  he  need  hardly  say,  a  vexy  serious 
matter.  But  though  they  had,  of 
course,  no  cause  to  dread  sucb  a 
movement,  at  the  same  time,  another 
war   would    cost   several   millions   of 
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money,  and  it  would ,  in  any  erent,  be  a 
^reat  misfortune  if  our  good  understand- 
mg  with  the  Ameer  were  seriouBly  dis- 
turbed. He  was  bound  to  add  that  if 
he  had  put  his  Question  10  days  ago  he 
might  baTo  been  suspected  of  doing  so 
from  a  fear  that  the  noble  Marquess  was 
affected  by  Bussophobian  propensities ; 
but,  after  the  speech  the  noole  Marquess 
deliyered  in  their  Lordships'  House  last 
Monday,  followed  by  his  speech  the 
same  eyening  at  the  Merchant  Taylors' 
Hall,  he  comd  now  haye  no  such  appre- 
hension, and  he  could  not  but  thank  the 
noble  Marquess  for  the  language  he  held 
on  those  two  occasions.  Although  those 
speeches  assumed  a  light  form  and  ad- 
ministered some  friendly  ''  chaff ''  to 
certain  alarmists,  he  belieyed  the  noble 
Marquess's  language  had  seryed  to  calm 
the  public  mina  both  in  India  and  Eng- 
land. It  was,  howeyor,  all  the  more 
important  that  the  noble  Marquess 
should  haye  an  opportunity  of  giying 
their  liordships'  Mouse  and  the  country 
an   assurance  that  he  did  not  contem- 

Elate  any  serious  change  in  the  policy 
eretofore  pursued  towards  Afghamstan ; 
and,  aboye  all,  that  he  desired  to  con- 
tinue, at  all  eyents,  that  friendly,  but 
watchful,  course  of  conduct  which  he 
belieyed  was  the  only  safe  course  to 
adopt  in  our  relations  with  such  a  Soye- 
reign  as  the  Ameer. 

Thb  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
M^  Lords,  I  haye  no  cause  to  quarrel 
with  the  noble  Duke  in  reference  to  the 
maxim  he  has  laid  down  with  respect  to 
priyate  letters.  I  quite  agree  with  him 
that  an  oyor-use  of  them  would  bo  a  thing 
to  be  deplored.  But,  we  haye  a  tradition 
in  the  India  Office  that  it  was  with  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  end  of  the  bench  oppo< 
site  (Viscount  Halifax)  that  the  exces- 
aiye  use  of  them  originated — I  haye  no 
doubt  that  in  the  poUtical  circumstances 
with  which  he  had  to  deal  his  success 
was  a  sufficient  justification  of  his  action. 
No  doubt,  it  would  be  undesirable  that  a 
full  record  of  the  proceedings  of  one 
Ooyemment  should  not  be  left  for  the 
benefit  of  their  Successors ;  but  I  need 
not  say  that  it  does  not  follow  that  because 
our  instructions  prescribe  adherence  to 
that  system,  those  documents  can  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  your  Lordships'  House. 
I  am  bound  also  to  concur  entirely  with 
the  noble  Duke  as  to  the  singular  diffi- 
culty which  is  placed  in  the  way  of  the 
Indian  Qoyommont  by  the  curious  talka- 


tiyeness  of  the  English  officials  in  India* 
I  do  not  for  a  moment  mean  to  include 
all  Indian  officials  in  that  censure  ;  but 
there  are  no  doubt  some  who  talk  about 
the  public  business  of  the  Goyemment 
to  their  friends.  In  spite,  howeyer,  of 
the  gloomy  picture  which  my  noble 
Friend  drew  —  and  to  which  to  some 
extent,  I  must  say,  I  subscribe — I  think 
that  matters  are  mending  in  that  respect, 
and  that,  on  the  whole,  the  GovemmontH 
of  India  are  learning  the  necesnity  of 
imposing  greater  reticence  on  the  part 
of  those  they  employ  in  public  matters. 
The  public  of  India  haye,  howeyer,  be- 
come so  accustomed  to  a  free  and  frank 
disclosure  of  all  the  Goyemment  are 
doing,  that  when  they  are  unable  to 
obtam  the  usual  information  they  are 
yery  apt  —  with  imaginations  perhaps 
wjarmed  by  an  Indian  sun — to  supply 
the  facts  which  they  are  anxious  to 
obtain,  and  the  result  is  those  strango 
stories  which  haye  frightened  my  noblo 
Friend  as  to  the  prospects  of  our  Indian 
Empire.  Of  course,  it  is  perfectly  true 
that  there  has  been  a  Conference  at 
Peshawur.  A  great  many  subjects  were 
discussed  at  it;  but  it  will  be  difficult  to 
produce  Papers,  because  the  politics  of 
the  East,  much  more  than  those  of  the 
West,  are  of  a  personal  character ;  and 
often  communications,  which,  if  they 
occurred  in  Western  nations,  it  would 
be  yery  easy  to  lay  upon  the  Table,  in- 
yolve  in  the  East  the  personal  feelings 
of  Potentates  to  such  an  extent  as  to 
make  such  disclosures  inexpedient. 
Therefore,  the  conversations  which  oc- 
curred at  l*08hawur  arc  not  mattorrt 
which  I  could  prudently  place  on  record 
among  the  rai)or8  laid  before  Parliii- 
ment.  There  is  another  observation 
which  I  should  like  to  make.  The  noble 
Duke  alluded  to  the  fact  that  the  Amoor 
of  Afghanistan  does  not  allow  a  Britieh 
Envoy  to  reside  at  his  Court.  The  noblo 
Duke  evidently  regards  this  refusal  as 
an  act  of  semi-barbarism,  and  said  that 
the  Ameer  of  Cabul  was  the  only  Poten- 
tate with  whom  we  had  relations  over 
the  globe  who  would  not  receive  our 
Envo^.  I  am  not  prepared  to  dispute 
the  liberty  of  action  belonging  to  the 
Ameer;  but  the  result  is,  that  we  are 
obliged  to  communicate  with  him  in  a 
more  formal  and  open  method  thau 
would  be  otherwise  necessary,  and  that 
suggestions,  explanations,  and  requests 
which,  if  we  had  ordinary  diplomatio 
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relations  with  the  Ameer  would  be  sent 
through  a  British  officer  residing  at  his 
Court,  have,  as  matters  stand,  to  oe  sent 
through  some  other  diplomatic  channel. 
There  must  be  numerous  Papers  con- 
stantly proceeding  through  the  Foreign 
Office  to  Ambassadors  and  others  which 
are  never  heard  of  by  the  public.  The 
Ameer  does  not  think  it  right  to  have 
an  Envoy  at  his  Court,  and  many  of  such 
communications,  necessarily,  take  a  more 
formal  shape.  Indeed,  the  Conference 
held  at  Peshawur  was  arranged  at  his 
request.  With  respect  to  the  informa- 
tion asked  for  by  the  noble  Duke,  I  can 
hardly  give  him  much  positive  know- 
ledge ;  but  I  think  I  can  give  him  some 
negative  information.  He  has  derived 
from  the  sources  open  to  him  the  follow- 
ing statement,  as  I  understood  him — 
that  we  had  tried  to  force  an  Envoy 
upon  the  Ameer  at  Cabul — that  we  had 
selected  for  that  purpose  Sir  Lewis  Pelly, 
whose  vigour  of  mind  and  action  might 
possibly  inspire  apprehension  in  the 
Councils  of  a  Native  Prince — that  we 
had  supported  this  demand  by  a  larse 
assembla^  of  troops  on  the  North- 
western Frontier,  and  that  we  were 
preparing  boats  upon  the  Indus.  Now, 
we  have  not  tried  to  force  an  Envoy 
upon  the  Ameer  at  Cabul — we  have  not 
suggested  Sir  Lewb  Pelly  as  an  Envoy 
to  Cabul — the  troops  were  assembled 
on  the  North- Western  Frontier  without 
the  slightest  reference  to  any  such  de- 
mand ;  and  with  regard  to  the  boats 
on  the  Indus,  I  never  heard  of  them 
until  to-day.  Our  relations  with  the 
Ameer  of  Cabul  have  undergone  no 
material  change  since  last  year.  I  do 
not  believe  that  he  is  worse  disposed 
towards  us  than  hitherto,  or  that  his 
feelings  are  in  any  way  more  embit- 
tered towards  the  British  Government.  I 
cannot  follow  the  noble  Duke  into  a  dis- 
cussion of  his  character ;  nor  can  I  enter 
upon  that  very  thorny  question,  how  fax 
the  great  movements  of  the  principal 
European  Powers  are  connected  with 
the  events  to  which  he  refers.  The  mat- 
ter is  one  deserving  serious  attention, 
and  when  the  occasion  arises  it  will  call 
for  proper  precautions.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  the  contest  betweenHussiaand 
Turkey  has  produced  among  the  nations 
bordering  on  India  a  certain  recrudes- 
cence of  Mussulman  feeling  which  I  do 
not  think  will  issue  in  any  aotion  at- 
tended with  the  slightest  danger  to  our 
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Indian  Empire,  but  which  ouy  Torj 
well  cause  vigilance  and  oare  on  the 
part  of  the  Sritish  Goveniment»  and 
may  induce  those  who  are  always  oa 
the  look-out  for  news  in  India  to  imagine 
that  something  stronger  and  more  aefi- 
nite  has  occurred  than  has  really  hap- 
pened. If  it  is  necessary  to  re*open  tae 
Conference  it  will  be  done  under  better 
auspices.  I  only  wish  emphatically  to 
repeat  that  none  of  those  suspidons  of 
aggression  on  the  part  of  the  Engliah 
Government  have  any  true  foundatioii ; 
that  our  desire  in  the  future,  as  it  has 
been  in  the  past,  is  to  respect  the  Afghan 
Euler,  and  to  maintain  as  far  as  we  can 
the  integ^tv  of  his  dominions.  There  is 
no  ground  for  any  of  the  apprehensiona 
to  which  the  noble  Duke  has  referred, 
or  for  suspicions  which  are  too  absurd 
to  be  seriously  entertained.  The  affairs 
of  the  Frontier  are  maintaining  a  peace- 
ful aspect,  with  the  exception  of  a  little 
trouble  with  a  local  tribe — the  Afiree- 
dees.  We  have  also  maintained  our 
relations  with  Khelat,  and  the  Paoera 
we  have  laid  on  the  Table  will  explain 
what  has  occurred.  But  there  is  no 
reason  for  any  apprehension  of  any 
change  of  policy  or  of  disturbanoo  ia 
our  Indian  Empire. 

Lord  LAWkENOE  said,  that  to  far 
as  Central  Asia  was  concerned,  there 
was  nothinff  to  be  desired  beyond  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Marquess  to  the 
House,  coupled  with  that  made  "  else- 
where ''  on  the  previous  Monday  ;  but, 
with  regard  to  our  policy  on  the  North- 
West  frontier  and  our  relations  with 
Cabul,  he  feared  that  something  more 
had  occurred  than  had  yet  been  heard 
of.  It  seemed  unlikely  that  all  the 
doubts,  forebodings,  and  suggestions 
which  had  appeared  in  the  Indian 
papers  should  have  so  little  basis  as 
contended  for  in  the  explanations  of  the 
noble  Marquess.  It  was  dear  from  the 
Indian  papers,  and  he  included  thoee 
which  supported  the  aotion  of  the  Indian 
(Government,  that  something  of  very 
considerable  importance  had  oocutredto 
cause  agitation  on  the  North-Weat 
Frontier  of  India.  With  regard  to  the 
late  Conference  at  Peshawur,  it  was 
generally  understood  that  certain  do- 
mands  were  pressed  on  the  Ameer  of 
Cabul  which  had  caused  him  nmbk  dia* 
tress  and  perplexity  of  mind,  tt 
asserted  that  tais  perplexity  maialy 
in  consequence  of  tlie 
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HoMia  against  Turkey.  He  would  not 
deny  that  there  was  a  certain  amoiint  of 
interest  felt  by  the  Mahomedans  of 
India  in  the  conflict  now  going  on  in 
regard  to  Turkish  possessions.  From  a 
long  experience  of  Mahomedans,  he  was 
oofnTinoed  that  while  a  certain  number 
of  religious  and  learned  men,  leaders  of 
the  faith  of  Islam,  as  well  as  men  who 
had  actually  made  pilgrimage  to  Mecca 
and  Medina,  would  probablv  have  strong 
fadings  on  the  subject  of  the  present 
war,  me  great  mass  of  the  Mahomedan 
community  had  no  lively  interest  in  the 
contest.  But  it  seemed  certain  to  him  that 
some  arreat  change  affecting  the  relations 
of  Afgnanistan  with  the  British  Gbyem- 
ment  had  been  actually  contemplated, 
and  that  this  was  the  origin  of  the 
anxiety  at  Gabul.  It  was  now  20  years 
■inoe  he  (Lord  Lawrence)  had  made  the 
Treaty,  which  still  existed,  between  Dost 
Mahommed,  the  late  Buler  of  Oabul,  and 
the  BritiBh  Government.  Previous  to 
that  time  the  Ameer  had  been  our  pri- 
aoner,  and  by  Lord  Ellenborough  had 
been  magnammously  restored  to  his  own 
ooontiy.  At  the  time  of  the  Treaty  of 
1867,  and  before  his  death  in  1863,  the 
Ameer  had  warned  him  (Lord  Lawrence) 
against  lending  the  support  of  the  British 
Gfovemment  to  the  conflicting  preten- 
sions of  his  sons,  and  advised  him  to  al- 
low them  to  fight  it  out.  In  consequence, 
he  steadily  refused  his  support  to  any 
party  until  one  got  the  upper  hand. 
The  old  Ameer,  Dost  Mahommed,  re- 
ceived two  British  officers,  and  allowed 
them  to  go  to  Kandahar,  where  they 
remained  so  long  as  they  could  do  so 
with  safety.  But  the  elder  of  them,  the 
present  Sir  Harry  Lumsden,  assured 
aim  that,  owing  to  the  espionage  prac- 
tised on  him  at  Kandahar,  less  informa- 
tion was  obtainable  there  than  could.be 
got,  without  difficulty,  at  Peshawur, 
where  travellers  and  traders  from  all 
parts  of  Central  Asia  met  each  other 
and  talked  freely,  without  fear  of  inter- 
ference. One  special  circumstance  cal- 
culated to  affect  the  mind  and  influence 
the  polioy  of  the  present  Ameer  was  the 
late  oooupation  of  Quettah,  which  was  in 
the  direct  line  of  communication  between 
Scinde,  the  Bolan  Pass,  and  Kandahar. 
That  oooupation  was  a  direct  challenge 
to  the  Afghans,  and  an  exceedingly  un- 
wise step,  if  we  desired  to  cultivate 
friendly  relations  with  them.  As  to  the 
iavaston  of  India  fkt>m  Oentral  Asia,  he 


could  only  endorse  the  clear  and  forcible 
remarks  made  by  the  noble  Marquess 
himself  the  other  day.  As  regarded  the 
occupation  of  Quettah,  independent  of 
the  political  objections  to  which  he  had 
already  referred,  it  struck  him  that  much 
might  also  be  said  as  to  the  military  dis- 
advantaffes  of  such  a  movement.  Those 
who  had  for  years  advocated  this  policy 
looked  on  Quettah,  at  the  head  of  the 
Bolan  Pass,  as  the  proper  position 
whereby,  on  the  one  hand,  we  held  a 
command  of  the  pass  and  the  mountain 
country  on  both  sides  against  an  in- 
vader, and,  on  the  other  hand,  would 
be  able  to  move  rapidly,"  if  necessary, 
on  Kandahar  and  Herat,  or  from  Kan- 
dahar towards  Cabul,  so  as  to  meet  or  to 
take  in  flank  an  enemy  moving  from 
Herat  towards  Gabul.  A  small  body  of 
troops,  however,  at  Quettah,  far  ad- 
vanced from  effectual  support,  would  be 
liable  to  be  cut  off,  if  attacked  in  force 
by  a  formidable  enemy  from  the  West, 
while  a  body  of  troops  at  Quettah,  suffi- 
cient to  meet  such  an  enemy  advancing 
from  Herat,  or  moving  by  that  place 
towards  Cabul,  should  be  of  the  dimen- 
sions of  a  considerable  army,  with  suit- 
able reserves  in  the  rear.  In  the  first 
Sikh  war  we  had  an  instance  of  the  evil 
of  placing  a  force  far  advanced  from  its 
supports  at  Ferozepore,  when  it  required 
all  the  courage  of  the  late  Lord  Gough, 
and  all  the  sagacity  of  the  late  Lord 
Harding^,  to  prevent  that  force  from 
being  destroyed.  In  that  instance  our 
troops  were  hurried  forward,  and  had 
to  fight  the  battles  of  Moodkhee  and 
Feroseshur  at  great  disadvantage.  If 
what  had  been  stated  by  the  noble 
Duke,  however,  who  preceded  him  was 
a  delusion,  that  delusion  had  spread  to 
England.  The  noble  Duke  had  also 
made  some  allusion  to  the  movement  of 
troops.  What  he  (Lord  Lawrence)  un- 
derstood to  be  the  case  was,  not  that 
any  troops  had  been  actually  put  in  mo- 
tion, but  that  they  had  been  told  off  to 
be  in  readiness  in  their  several  canton- 
ments, and  that  to  this  end  the  collection 
of  carriage  and  supplies  in  considerable 
quantities  had  boon  ordered.  Further, 
he  was  credibly  informed  that  a  bridge 
of  boats  had  been  built  at  Koshalgurh, 
on  the  Indus,  for  the  passa^  of  troops 
to  Kohat.  It  was  impossible  to  gua- 
rantee secrecy  or  to  prohibit  discussion 
while  such  preparations  were  being 
made.     He  (Lord    Lawrence)    further 
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thought  that  there  was  a  third  cause  of 
pro'bable  offence  to  the  Ameer.  The 
Maharajah  of  Kashmir  had  been  encou- 
raged to  advance  troops  beyond  Gilgit 
towards  Ohitral,  so  as  to  obtain  a  com- 
mand of  the  passes  leading  from  Eastern 
Turkistan,  and  with  that  view  we  had 
given  the  Maharajah  5,000  stand  of 
arms.  It  was  impossible  that  these 
matters,  even  if  they  were  no  more  than 
talk,  should  not  come  to  the  ears  of  the 
Ameer,  and  cause  irritation.  In  fact, 
in  the  Ameer's  view  of  the  case,  he,  no 
doubt,  would  consider  himself  threat- 
ened at  three  different  points.  First, 
there  was  the  occupation  of  Quettah ; 
secondly,  there  were  the  rumours  of 
troops  being  about  to  move,  and  the  col- 
lection of  supplies  and  carriage  on  our 
frontier;  and,  thirdly,  the  encourage- 
ment held  out  to  the  Maharajah  of 
Kashmir.  At  all  events,  the  noble 
Marquess  might  let  the  House  have  the 
Papers,  as  it  was  important  that  they 
should  know  the  actual  Correspondence 
that  had  passed  on  the  subject.  There 
was  another  rumour  to  which  he  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  noble  Marquess, 
though  it  was  not  immediately  connected 
with  this  subject — namely,  that  the  Go- 
vernor General  intended  to  divide  the 
Punjab  and  place  ths  whole  of  the 
Trans-Indus  Territories  under  a  separate 
Government.  He  had  a  strong  Reeling 
of  affection  towards  the  Punjab  and  the 
people  of  the  Province,  who  would 
thereby  be  seriously  affected,  and  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  it  would  be 
a  serious  political  error,  as  well  as  a 
great  misfortune,  if  there  should  be  a 
break-up  of  the  Punjab  system  and  Go- 
vernment. His  reasons  for  so  thinking 
were  as  follows — to  say  nothing  of  the 
changes  in  the  internid  administration, 
which  would  require  to  be  treated  at 
too  great  length  to  be  dearly  un- 
derstood, and  the  disruption  of  the 
frontier  districts  from  the  main  portion 
of  the  Punjab,  the  transfer  of  the  fron- 
tier and  local  force  from  the  control  of 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  to  that  of  the 
Commander-in-Chief  would  probably 
follow.  This  change  had  from  time  to 
time  been  advocat^,  but  had  hitherto 
been  resisted  with  success.  The  Fron- 
tier Force,  from  its  first  formation — now 
28  years  ago — had  been  the  main  in- 
strument whereby  they  had  guarded 
a  large  portion  of  the  Norm-West 
Frontier  with  uninterrupted  success.    It 
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had  borne  all  the  Dredatorr  attacks  of 
the  adjacent  hill  tribee ;  it  had  aeonred 
our  occupation  of  the  Border  districts ; 
and,  above  all,  it  had  proved  of  the 
greatest  value  in  all  the  great  troubles 
of  the  Mutiny  of  1857.  He  might  amy 
a  great  deal  on  this  last  subject,  but 
would  content  himself  with  one  instance 
of  its  value.  When  the  Mutiny  broke 
out  they  had  six  regiments  of  Native  In- 
fantry  and  one  corps  of  Infantry  and 
Cavalry — the  latter  known  as  the  *  *  Guide 
Corps  " — in  the  Peshawur  Valley.  The 
latter  force  was  moved  at  once  towards 
Delhi ;  it  marched  a  distance  of  about 
500  miles  in  15  days,  and  joined  in  a 
severe  action  which  was  fouffht  under 
the  walls  of  the  city  on  the  day  of  its 
arrival.  On  the  other  hand,  such  was 
the  condition  of  the  six  Beffular  regi- 
ments of  Infantry  that  we  had  to  disarm 
five  of  them  and  carefully  watch  the 
sixth.  Of  the  11  Infantry  regiments 
which  composed  the  Punjab  ForoOf  and 
which  had  been  allotted  to  the  F^rontier 
defences,  no  less  than  five  fought  at  the 
siege  of  Delhi,  and,  from  first  to  last  dar- 
ing the  Mutinv,  they  lost  from  one-fourth 
to  one-half  their  numbers ;  and  on  no 
single  occasion  that  he  could  recollect 
failed  to  distinguish  themselves  in  aodon. 
The  officers  and  men  pf  this  Force,  whe- 
ther  English  or  native,  were  proud  to 
hold  their  position  as  a  separate  body 
devoted  to  a  particular  duty ;  and  their 
identity,  when  placed  under  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief; would  be  in  danger  of 
being  gradually  lost  At  present  ihej 
were,  in  the  discharge  of  their  dutieti, 
closely  connected  wiui  the  people  ami 
the  police  of  the  districts  in  which  thc*y 
served,  and  depended  much  for  their  use- 
fulness on  their  good  relations  with  the 
villages  generally,  of  the  Border,  and 
thus  they  obtained  valuable  informatiun 
of  what  might  be  going  on  in  the  hills, 
and  these  advantages  by  the  change 
contemplated  were  vexy  likely  to  be  loet. 
One  of  the  main  grounds,  he  believed, 
which  had  been  put  forward  in  &voar 
of  a  change  of  system  on  the  North- 
West  Frontier  was  the  assertion  that 
unnecessary  expeditions  against  the  hill 
tribes  had  from  time  to  tune  been  un- 
dertaken. But  he  had  found  that  no 
one  of  the  expeditions  which  had  been 
made  into  the  nills  had  been  made  ex- 
cept after  all  reasonable  attempts  had 
faued  to  bring  the  particular  tribe 
against  whom  the  expedition  was  di* 
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rooted  to  reaion,  and  to  induce  it  to 
respect  British  territory.  If  we  ocou- 
jned  the  tracts  l^ng  between  the  Indus 
and  the  mountain  ranges,  and  required 
the  inhabitants  to  pay  revenue,  we  were 
bound  to  maintain  order  and  protect 
them  from  depredation ;  and  if  tribes 
in  the  hills,  who  from  time  to  time  in- 
Taded  our  territory,  could  not  be  re- 
strained by  purely  defensire  measures, 
we  had  nothing  for  it  but  to  retaliate 
and  invade  the  lands  of  the  spoilers. 
These  expeditions,  as  a  rule,  had  the 
best  effect.  It  had  been  rare  that  a 
second  expedition  against  a  tribe  became 
necessary,  and  it  might  be  said  that  from 
year  to  year  this  necessitv  had  dimi- 
nished. In  conclusion,  all  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  Frontier  districts  who  wished 
for  the  continuance  of  our  rule  must,  he 
thought,  be  supporters  of  the  present 
system.  The  government  of  that  Pro- 
vince had  now  for  nearly  80  years  been 
carried  on  with  signal  success.  If  they 
broke  up  the  Administration,  divided 
the  Province  and  destroved  its  sym- 
metry, they  would  infallibly  reduce  the 
local  Government  to  comparative  in- 
significance, while  all  that  forcible  and 
continuous  unity  of  action,  which  had 
resulted  from  entrusting  the  internal 
government  as  well  as  the  policy  of  the 
Frontier  to  one  and  the  same  hands, 
would  be  weakened,  if  not  entirely  de- 

*^x  Eabl  of  NOETHBROOK  :  My 
Lords,  the  Question  put  ray  noble  Friend 
the  noble  Duke  behind  me  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  is  one  of  such  g^eat  importance 
that,  having  had  so  recently  myself  to 
deal  with  some  of  these  subjects,  I 
wish  to  say  a  few  words  in  this  debate. 
I  can  assure  your  T^ordships  that  it  is 
my  most  anxious  desire  to  give  all  the 
support  in  my  power  to  the  noble  Mar- 

Saess  and  the  Oovemment  of  India  in 
le  management  of  the  affairs  of  that 
countrv.  I  wish  to  add  a  few  words  to 
what  has  been  said  by  the  noble  Duke, 
and  to  express  the  great  gratification 
with  which  I  listened  to  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Marauess  the  other  nieht,  and 
read  the  speech  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quess made  elsewhere,  in  which  he  ex- 
pressed in  language  more  powerM  than 
1  can  use  the  views  which  I  entertain 
upon  the  subject  of  the  alarmist  state- 
ments made  from  time  to  time  with  re- 
gard to  the  possible  dangers  of  India 
from  Bussia.    It  was  also  with  great 


pleasure  that  I  heard  what  fell  from  the 
noble  Marquess  to-night.  I  have  shared 
very  much  in  the  anxiety  expressed  by 
my  noble  Friend  who  has  just  addressed 
your  Lordships  with  so  great  authority 
— for  there  is  no  man  in  this  country  or 
in  India,  I  may  say,  who  has  so  perfect 
a  knowledge  of  the  whole  policy  which 
for  many  years  has  been  pursued  with 
respect  to  Afghanistan  ana  the  Punjab 
as  my  noble  Friend — there  is  no  man 
in  Inaia,  to  my  knowledge,  whose  opi- 
nion carries  so  great  weight  both  with 
the  Natives  and  the  Engush  officials  as 
that  of  my  noble  Friend,  and  therefore 
the  language  which  my  noble  Friend 
has  used  must  have  great  weight  with 
your  Lordships.  I  have  shared  very 
much  in  the  anxiety  expressed  by  my 
noble  Friend  lest  the  rumours  which  ap- 
peared in  almost  all  the  Indian  and 
£inglish  newspapers  touching  what  is 
supposed  to  have  happened  lately  as 
regards  negotiations  with  Afghanistan 
have  been  correct.  Now,  my  Lords,  we 
have  heard  from  the  noble  Marquess 
that  we  need  be  under  no  apprehension 
of  any  substantial  change  in  the  policy 
pursued  towards  the  Ameer  of  Afghanis- 
tan. I  heard  that  with  the  greatest 
possible  satisfaction,  because  I  feel  it 
would  be  no  light  matter  to  chanee  a 
policy  which  has  been  pursued  delibn^ 
rately  by  successive  Governments  in  this 
country,  and  which  has  received  the  cor- 
dial support  and  approval  of  men  like 
Lord  Cfanning,  my  noble  Friend  who  has 
just  addressed  your  Lordships,  and  Lord 
Mayo.  We  have  hoard  from  the  noble 
Marquess  that  it  is  not  correct  to  say 
that  the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan  has  boon 
pressed  to  receive  a  British  Resident  at 
Cabul,  or  that  there  was  any  intention, 
as  I  understood  the  noble  Marquess,  of 
sending  a  British  Force  from  India  to 
Afghanistan  with  any  hostile  intent. 
Now,  that  was  the  rumour  which  caused 
me  and  others  much  anxiety.  My  Lords, 
I  will  not  detain  your  Lordships  by 
going  into  any  historical  question  at 
any  length,  or  stating;  the  principle  of 
the  policy  which  has  hitherto  been  pur- 
sued. I  agree  with  almost  every  word 
that  fell  from  my  noble  Friend  who  last 
addressed  the  Ilouse.  It  is  necessary, 
in  dealing  with  Princes  of  the  class  of 
the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan,  to  make  great 
allowances  for  the  position  in  which  they 
are  placed,  and  all  the  circumstances 
connected  with  them.    We  cannot  expect 
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to  carry  on  negotiations  with  the  Ameer 
of  Afghanistan  in  the  same  manner  as 
with  European  States.  The  policy  we 
have  pursued  with  regard  to  the  Ameer 
has  been  to  show  him  that  we  desired 
to  assist  him  with  our  adyice  whenever 
he  requires  it,  and  not  to  press  upon  him 
the  presence  of  British  officers  in  his 
territories,  imless  he  really  desires  that 
they  should  go  there,  and  will  give  him  a 
welcome.  I  feel  satisfied  that  if  that 
policy  is  deliberately  adhered  to  now,  as 
it  has  been  for  many  years,  whatever 
difficulties  may  have  arisen  for  the  time 
being,  and  whatever  suspicions  may  be 
entertained  by  the  Ameer — from  what 
cause  I,  not  being  acquainted  with  the 
facts,  will  not  inquire — will  disappear, 
and  that  the  Ameer  will  soon  see  that 
his  suspicions  have  no  foimdation,  and 
will  look  upon  us — as  every  sensible  man 
in  his  position  must— as  his  best  friends, 
and  as  those  to  whom,  in  certain  circmn- 
stances,  he  will  have  to  apply  for  assist- 
ancei  It  is  with  great  satisfaction, 
therefore,  that  I  have  heard  the  assur- 
ance of  the  noble  Mar<^ss  that  the 
policy  I  have  referred  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  continue  to  pursue.  I 
am  satisfied  that  he  has  given  us  that 
assurance  in  perfect  good  faith,  and  that 
we  may  trust  him  to  resist  any  attempt 
to  put  it  aside.  Turning  to  incidental 
matters,  to  which  reference  has  been  made 
to-night,  perhaps  your  Lordships  will 
allow  me  to  say  a  word  or  two  in  favour 
of  the  Public  Servants  in  India.  It  has 
been  stated  that  we  cannot  always  rely 
upon  our  Indian  Public  Servants  pre- 
serving the  secrecy  that  in  some  cases  is 
absolutely  necessary  to  enable  us  to  con- 
duct negotiations.  That  is  not  my  ex- 
perience of  the  Public  Servants  in  India. 
1  believe  them  to  be  as  honourable  and 
as  discreet  a  body  of  men  as  can  be 
found  in  this  country,  and  that  they  may 
be  trusted  implicitly  to  keep  secret  any 
confidential  matters  that  may  be  com- 
municated to  them.  I  am  able  to  state, 
from  my  own  experience,  that  when  I 
had  the  honour  of  being  connected  with 
my  noble  Friend  the  Duke  of  Argyll, 
when  he  was  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  a  confidential  matter  of  some  im^ 
portance  relating  to  India  appeared  in 
one  of  the  newspapers,  and  the  noble 
Duke  wrote  to  me  to  endeavour  to  as- 
certain how  the  matter  had  become 
public.  Curiously  enough,  I  ascertained 
that  the  secret  had  been  divulged,  not 
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in  India,  but  in  this  country.  I  will  not 
say  by  whom.  With  r^^aid  to  the  re- 
miest  of  the  noble  Lord  who  spoke  last 
(Lord  Lawrence),  that  Papers  relatiiig 
to  this  subject  may  be  laid  before  your 
Lordships,  I  have  sufficient  knowledge  of 
what  passes  in  those  commonioations  not 
to  support  the  noble  Lord's  demand,  be* 
cause  I  am  satisfied  that  there  are  matters 
in  some  of  the  communicationfl  between 
the  Secretary  of  State  and  the  Indian 
Qovemment  upon  this  subject  which  it 
would  not  be  for  the  public  interest  to 
present  to  this  House.  In  reference  to 
this  point,  I  may  say  that  it  would  hare 
been  an  entirely  wrong  course  to  pumie, 
and  quite  unconstitutional,  had  matters 
of  thu  grave  importance  been  conducted 
between  the  Secvetaiy  of  State  for  India 
and  the  Viceroy  of  India  by  means  of 
private  letters.  The  Government  of 
India  is  not  conducted  by  the  Govemor 
Oeneral  alone,  but  by  the  Governor  Gene- 
ral in  Council.  The  Govemor  GbnerAl 
has  undoubtedly  the  power  in  matters  of 
importance  to  overrule  his  Council ;  and 
the  latter,  on  the  other  hand,  have  an 
opportunity  of  recording  their  opinions^ 
if  they  differ  from  him.  Parliament  in 
its  wisdom — and  I  am  satisfied  from  m j 
own  experience— has  rightly  taken  oftre 
that  no  matter  of  importance  shall  be 
conducted  in  India  without  consultation 
being  held  between  the  Govemor  Gene- 
ral and  his  Council,  in  order  that  the 
latter  may  have  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing it.  Therefore,  1  think  that  it  is 
quite  impossible  for  a  matter  of  grave 
importance  to  be  transacted  in  In£a  by 
means  of  private  communications  be- 
tween the  oecretary  of  State  at  home 
and  the  Govemor  General  in  India. 
During  the  four  years  that  I  was  in 
India,  I  found  no  inconvenience  what- 
ever arise  firom  this  arrangement;  but 
that  it  resulted  in  the  ffreatest  advanta^ 
to  the  Public  Service  mat  men  of  Indian 
experience  should  be  at  hand  to  give 
me  freely  and  frankly  their  opinions  on 
all  matters  of  importance.  With  regard 
to  the  power  of  the  Govemor  General 
to  enter  into  treaties  to  guarantee  the  in- 
tegrity of  the  possessions  of  any  Native 
Pnnce  in  India,  Parliament  has  gone 
even  further,  and  by  an  Act  which  still 
remainson  the  Statute  Book,  has  enacted 
that  the  Gbvemor  General  shall  have  no 
power  to  enter  into  such  a  Treaty  without 
the  express  sanction  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.    In  these  circumstMices  I 
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am  glad  to  hear  from  the  noble  Marquess 
that  his  Instructions,  although  they  can- 
not be  made  public  just  at  present  with 
advantage  to  the  Jrublio  Service,  are 
framed  m  accordance  with  the  practice 
I  have  described.  With  reference  to  a 
matter  which  has  been  alluded  to  by 
tho  noble  Lord  who  spoke  last  (Lord 
Lawrence),  I  may  say  that  t  do  not 
think  that  it  is  wise  to  occupy  a  post 
so  far  tiom  our  own  Frontier  as  Quettah. 
To  do  so  might  very  possibly  cause 
apprehension  on  the  part  of  the  Ameer 
of  Afghanistan^  and  also  bring  us  into 
collision  in  that  part  of  the  country 
with  tribes  who  are  bv  no  means 
quiet  and  orderly.  With  regard  to 
another  subject  mentioned  by  the  noble 
Lord  who  last  addressed  your  Lord- 
ships—  namely,  a  proposal  that  I  un- 
dentand  has  been  made  for  some  altera- 
tion in  the  territorial  distribution  of 
India,  by  which  a  strip  of  land  800 
miles  long  by  60  broad  in  the  other  side 
of  the  Indus  is  to  be  separated  from 
the  Qovemment  of  the  Punjab,  that 
proposal  was  very  thoroughly  discussed 
some  years  ago,  and  was  put  aside,  and 
during  the  time  I  was  in  India  it  was 
never  revived.  I  feel  satisfied  that  all 
the  reasons  adduced  by  the  noble  Lord 
against  that  proposal  are  sound,  and 
that  it  would  be  a  grave  error  of 
policy,  and  attended  witn  grave  risks, 
to  attempt  to  make  such  an  alteration. 
India  is  a  countxr  in  which  we  cannot 
afford  to  make  rash  changes.  Whatever 
may  be  my  policy  in  this  country,  I 
confess  that  my  policy  as  regards  Lidia 
is  eminently  Conservative.  We  must 
remember,  m  dealing  with  that  country, 
that  we  have  to  do  with  a  people  who 
do  not  tmderstand  us,  and  who  cannot 
follow  our  reasoning,  and  who  are  more 
Conservative,  perhaps,  than  any  others 
in  the  world.  And,  moreover,  if  there 
is  any  part  of  India  to  which  this  ob- 
aerration  applies  more  particularly  than 
to  another  it  is  the  Tunjab.  That 
is  a  part  of  the  country  in  which  we 
cannot  afford  to  try  experiments,  the 
people  being  the  most  spirited,  and 
being  the  best  soldiers  in  India,  and 
hanffinff  together  more  than  elsewhere. 
I  ask  the  noble  Marquess,  therefore,  to 
let  us  have  the  Papers  upon  this  subject  at 
all  events  laid  before  us,  so  that  we  may 
feel  assurred  that  it  is  one  on  which  due 
deliberation  has  been  had,  and  on  which 
men  of  experience  have  been  consulted. 


YisooiTirr  HALIFAX  addressed  their 
Lordships,  but  was  inaudible. 

Tns  Maaqubss  of  SALISBUBT, 
referring  to  a  matter  which  had  been 
introduced  incidentally  by  the  noble 
Earl  who  had  recently  spoken,  said  that 
at  present  he  had  received  no  Papers 
witn  reference  to  any  territorii^  arrange- 
ments in  the  Punjab. 

DCBBCILB,  LUlfATIO,  AlTD  OTHEB  AFFLICTED 

CLASSES  (IBBLANB)    BILL    [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Laws  providing  for  the 
care  of  Imbecilei,  Lunatics,  and  other  Afflicted 
Clasaee  in  Ireland — Was  presented  by  The  Lord 
O'Haoan  ;  read  1*.    (No.  1 10.) 

Home  acyoumed  at  half  past  Eight 

o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
IHdap,  \  6th  June,  1877. 

MINUTBS.]  — Public  Bills— Orrfwvrf—Z'irj* 
J2#a</tt^— Bankruptcy  Act  (1869)  Amend- 
ment[199^. 

Sieond  Seadiftf^RoadB  and  Bridges  (Scotland) 

C^MMMK^tf^— Summary  Jurisdiction  Amendment 

(re'Comm.)  [178],  if  bate  at^urmd, 
Cotuidered  at  amended —  Third  Reading  —  Pier 

and  Harbour  Orders   Confirmation    (Nos.  1 

and  2)  *  [126  and  196],  and  pa»$ed. 
Withdrawn — Franchise   Extension    (Ireland)  * 

[19]. 


QUE8TI0N8. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

BOYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY  —  CASE 
OF  CONSTABLE  MOLONEY. 

QlTSSnON. 

Mb.  gray  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  Whether  the  name  of  Oon- 
stable  Moloney,  of  the  Boyal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary, has  been  circulated  in  a  printed 
document  to  every  constabulary  barrack 
in  Ireland  as  having  been  dismissed  the 
force  for  absenting  himself  when  charged 
with  a  disgraceful  offence ;  whether  the 
Inspector  General  of  Constabulary  has 
refused  to  remove  his  name  from  this 
document  when  so  requested ;  whether, 
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if  so,  this  is  the  same  Constable  Moloney 
who  was  dismissed  the  force  without  trial 
on  the  above  charge,  who  subsequently 
took  an  action  against  the  Inspector 
General  and  was  nonsuited  on  the  plea 
of  privilege,  and  who.  eventually,  on  ap- 
peal to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  was  re- 
instated, and  his  back  pay  and  costs  re- 
funded him  ;  and,  further,  to  ask  the 
amount  of  the  legal  and  other  charge 
connected  with  the  dismissal  of  Constable 
Moloney,  and  ^m  what  source  they  had 
been,  or  are  to  be  defrayed  ? 

SibMICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH:  Sir, 
the  constable  referred  to  is  the  same  per- 
son that  was  dismissed  from  the  Eoyal 
Irish  Constabulary,  and  subsequently  re- 
instated in  the  mode  described  in  theUiird 
paragraph  of  the  Question.  The  state- 
ments in  the  paragraph  are,  I  believe, 
correct,  except  that  I  think  the  constable 
was  nonsuited  in  his  action  against  the 
Inspector  General,  not  exactfy  on  the 
plea  of  privile^,  but  because  ttie  Court, 
without  entermg  on  the  merits  of  the 
case,  held  that  the  dismissal  was  the  act 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and  that  no 
action  could  lie  against  the  Inspector 
General.  It  is  also  true  that  after  the 
constable  was  re-instated,  although  his 
discharge  was  cancelled  in  the  official 
registry  at  head-quarters,  this  was  inad- 
vertenUy  omitted  to  be  done  in  one  of 
the  printed  documents  which  are  peri- 
odically circulated  to  the  Constabulary 
barracks,  showing  the  rewards  or  pun- 
ishments of  members  of  the  Force.  I 
have  made  inquiries  into  the  matter,  and 
have  informed  the  Inspector  General  of 
Constabulary  that,  in  my  opinion^  the 
record  of  discharge  ought  also  to  have 
been  cancelled  in  this  document,  and,  of 
course,  care  will  be  taken  that  the  omis- 
sion is  not  repeated  in  similar  cases  for 
the  future.  But  it  is  right  to  add  that 
Moloney,  having  observed  an  artide  on 
the  subject  in  a  Dublin  newspaper  with 
which,  I  believe,  the  hon.  Member  is 
connected,  voluntarily  stated  that  he 
had  not  been  persecuted  or  held  up  to 
odium  since  his  re-instatement,  that  no 
member  of  the  Force  had  accused  him  or 
,  alluded  to  the  charge  on  which  he  had 
been  discharged,  and  that  when  he  made 
an  application  to  have  his  discharge  can- 
celled it  was  granted ;  and  he  complained 
of  newspaper  allusions  to  the  subject.  I 
scarcely  understand  the  paragraph  of 
the  Question  relating  to  the  legal  and 
other  charges  connected  with  the  consta- 

Mr.  Gray 


ble's  dismissal.  Of  course  the  dismiMal 
of  a  constable  does  not  entail  such 
charges,  and  though  a  Constabulary 
Court  of  Inquiry  was  held  on  the  case 
before  his  re-instatement,  no  lenl 
charges  were  incurred  on  behalf  of  &e 
Constabulary,  and  the  ordinarr  costs  of 
holding  the  Court,  which  would  be  Tery 
small,  would  be  defrayed  from  the  Oon- 
stabulary  Vote. 

THE  CONSTABULARY  CANTEEN,  DUB- 
LIN—CANTEEN FUNDS.— QUEOTIOX, 

Mr.  gray  asked  the  Chief  Seoretmry 
for  Ireland,  What  is  the  present  amount 
of  the  Canteen  Fund  at  the  Boyal  Con- 
stabulary Depot,  Phoenix  Park,  its  ave- 
rage annual  increment,  and  to  what 
Surpose  it  is  contemplated  eventually  to 
evote  it ;  whether  ne  is  aware  that  the 
accumulation  of  rerimental  canteen  fbnds 
is,  by  the  Queen's  Kegulations,  restricted 
to  a  maximum  of  £50,  they  being  then 
devoted  to  the  recreation  of  thoee  who 
contributed  them ;  and,  whether  he  par- 
poses  instituting  a  similar  regulation  for 
the  Constabulary  Canteen  Fund  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Sir,  I  stated  a  few  weeks  ago,  in  reply 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
O'Eeilly),  that  the  canteen  fund  up 
to  December  81,  1876,  amounted  to 
£8,016  4«.,  and  I  believe  that  early  in 
the  present  year  the  average  profitH 
amounted  to  about  £60  per  month.  I 
believe  that  the  accumulation  of  regi- 
mental canteen  fUnds  is  restricted  a^ 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member.  I  think  it 
is  to  be  regretted  that  so  large  an  accu- 
mulation has  been  permitted  in  this  case, 
and  immediately  on  my  attention  beinf^ 
called  to  the  subject  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Longford  I  desired  the  Inspector 
General  of  Constabulary  to  consider  the 
matter  in  order  that  some  plan  may  bo 
adopted  by  which  the  interest  on  th<^ 
present  accumulation  maybe  utiliced  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Force,  and  proper  re- 
strictions be  placed  on  such  an  increase 
for  the  ftiture. 


INLAND      NAVIGATION     (IRELAND)— 
BALLINAMORE  CANAL.— QUESTION. 

Captaik  O'BEmNE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  If  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  a  Besolution  of  the 
Fermanagh  Grand  Juiy,  dated  3nd 
March  1877|  wherein  it  is  stated  that 
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the  Ballinamore  Oanal,  between  Lough 
Erne  and  the  Biyer  Shannon,  has  been 
unfit  for  commercial  use  since  1860,  the 
canal  beinff  the  only  connecting  link 
between  all  the  northern  and  western 
canals  of  Ireland,  and  what  course  the 
OoTomment  purpose  taking  relative 
thereto? 

Sot  mOHAEL  mOKS-BEAOH: 
Rir,  I  have  made  every  inquiry,  but 
am  unable  to  find  that  any  such  resolu- 
tion as  that  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  has  been  forwarded  to 
the  Irish  Government  bv  the  Ghrand 
Jury  of  Fermanagh.  I  fear,  however, 
that  the  state  of  toe  Ballinamore  Canal 
is  by  no  means  satisfactory.  It  is  vested 
in  trustees,  whose  duty  it  is  to  keep  it  in 
proper  repair.  I  am  informed  by  the 
^oard  of  Works  that  it  has  fallen  into 
disrepair  in  conseouence  of  their  being 
no  traffic  on  it,  and  that  its  prospects  do 
not  appear  to  them  to  warrant  the  out- 
lay of  more  than  £4,000,  which,  in  their 
opinion,  would  be  necessary  to  place  it 
in  a  state  of  repair.  This  canal  was  con- 
structed at  a  cost  of  about  £282,000,  of 
which  more  than  £224,000  was  provided 
by  the  Treasui^.  I  do  not  tmnk  any 
further  expenditure  upon  it  could  be 
justified,  unless,  indeed,  those  locally  in- 
terested were  prepared  to  contribute  at 
least  a  considerable  portion  of  the  cost. 

H.M.  8TATI0NEBY   OFFICE— APPOINT- 
MENT OF  CONTKOLLEU. 
QUBSTIOIf. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  (for  Mr. 
Seelt)  asked  the  Secretanr  to  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  Mr.  T.  D.  Piff<)tt  was 
lately  appointed  controller  of  Her  Ma- 
j<^Bty's  Stationery  Office,  he  having jpre- 
viously  been  a  junior  clerk  in  the  War 
Office ;  whether  the  Select  Oommittee  on 
I*ublic  Departments  (Purchases),  which 
sat  in  1 874,  made  a  special  recommenda- 
tion in  Clause  ISO  of  their  Eeport  that, 
on  a  vacancy  occurring  in  the  office  of 
controller 

"a  gentlMnsn  ahould  be  charged  with  the 
daty  who  combined  gtmend  intelligenoe  with 
}ii«ciioal  experience,  and  pofMising  the  re- 
quints  technical  experience  of  itationery  and 
printing ;  ** 

and,  whether  he  can  assure  the  House 
that  Mr.  Pigott  possesses  the  qualifica- 
tions thus  described  by  the  Oommittee  ? 
Mr.  W.  H.  SMITn :  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  is  correct  in  sup- 
posing that  Mr.  Pigott  has  been  ap- 


gointed  Oontroller  of  Her  Majesty's 
tationery  Office.  It  is  also  true  that 
the  Select  Oommittee  mentioned  in  the 
Question  made  the  recommendation  to 
which  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman has  alluded;  but  it  would  be 
extremely  difficult  to  find  a  gentleman 
who  combines  with  technical  experience 
of  stationery  and  printing  the  official 
experience  so  necessary  for  the  proper 
discharge  of  the  duties  of  this  office. 
Mr.  Pigott  has  served  for  17  years  as  a 
clerk  in  the  War  Office,  and  has  been 
selected,  on  more  than  one  occasion,  for 
duties  of  an  important  character,  which 
he  has  performed  with  ability  and  satis- 
faction to  his  employers.  He  was  se- 
lected as  secretary  to  the  important 
Oommission  on  Army  Promotion,  pre- 
sided over  by  Lord  Penzance,  and  has 
served  as  private  secretary  to  more  than 
one  Under  Secretary  of  State.  His 
official  training,  intelligence,  and  ca- 
pacity for  detail  amply  qualify  him,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Prime  Minister,  for 
the  post  to  which  he  has  been  appointed. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACT.  1876— 
DETENTION  OP  VESSELS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  T.  E.  SMITH  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  in  the 
future  Betums  as  to  the  detentions  of 
vessels  under  the  Act  39  and  40  Vic.  c. 
80,  he  can  distinguish  between  the 
vessels  preparing  to  go  to  sea  in  the  con- 
dition in  which  they  were  found  by  the 
Board's  surveyors  and  those  which  had 
ffone  into  the  port  at  which  they  were 
detained  for  the  express  piirpose  of  re- 
pairing damage  sustained  at  sea  ? 

Sm  CHAM.es  ADDEELEY  :  Such 
a  distinction  in  the  Ketums  cannot  be 
made,  as  no  such  distinction  exists.  No 
vessels  are  detained  unless  they  are  pre- 
paring to  go  to  sea  in  an  unsea worth v 
state.  There  might  be  a  distinction,  if 
it  would  be  of  any  use,  between  vessels 
detained  at  the  commencement  of  a 
voyage  and  those  which  during  a  voyaire 
put  into  a  port  and  get  detained  while 
preparing  to  goto  sea  again  without  suffi- 
cient repair ;  but  I  see  no  use  in  it,  the 
sole  point  of  importance  being  their 
going  to  sea  in  an  unsafe  state. 

Mb.  T.  E.  smith  then  gave  Notice 
that  on  a  future  day  he  would  call  atten- 
tion to  the  inaccuracies  in  the  Returns 
ftimished  to  the  House  by  the  Board  of 
Trade. 
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BILL.— [Bill  66.] 

(Th0  Lord  AivoimU,  Mr.  Auh^Um  Oro$$,) 

SEOOND  BBADmO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {The  Lard  Advocate.) 

Sib  EDWAED  OOLEBROOKE  said, 
he  wished  to  bring  before  the  House  the 
important  proposals  that  had  been  mad^ 
by  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  since  this 
Bill  was  before  the  House  last  year.  In 
the  first  place,  there  was  extension  of 
the  time  to  examine  the  provisions  of 
the  measure  before  the  Bill  was  brought 
into  operation ;  and,  secondly,  there  was 
an  exclusion  of  what  were  called  police 
burghs  under  10,000  of  a  popubtUon 
from  operation  under  the  Bill.  With 
regard  to  the  extended  time  given  for 
the  payment  of  debt,  it  was  a  principle 
which  had  been  recognized  repeatedly  in 
connection  with  tolls  in  Scotland,  and 
was  in  itself  a  just  provision.  Parlia- 
ment had  repeatedly,  as  an  eouitable 
principle,  allowed  time  in  which  tike  debt 
should  be  paid  off.  Thirdly,  the  Bill 
enabled  them  to  arrive  at  some  compro- 
mise with  regard  to  an  important  and 
difficult  question — namely,  the  incidence 
of  taxation  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
This  at  one  period  the  Oommissionen 
were  unable  to  support;  but  they  now 
approved  of  it  so  strongly,  that  it  was 
suggested  that  the  proposal  to  throw 
half  the  burden  on  the  landlord  and 
half  on  the  tenant  should  not  come  into 
operation  until  time  was  allowed  for  ex- 
isting regulations  to  expire.  Believing 
that  the  tolls  were,  to  a  large  extent,  a 
burden  on  the  tenant,  he  thought  tlie 
extension  of  time  would  be  an  equitable 
adjustment.  Further,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, in  his  opening  remarks  introducing 
the  Bill,  said  very  fairly  that  the  county 
he  (Sir  Edward  Colebrooke)  had  the 
honour  of  representing  exhibited  some 
special  peculiarities,  which  led  him  and 
led  the  Home  Secretary  formerly  to  say 
that  he  thought  it  required  some  excep- 
tional treatment.  Anxious  to  meet  the 
Government  in  a  similar  spirit,  he  wished 
they  could  adjust  in  some  way  the  re- 
maining questions.  He  had  never  been 
a  strong  advocate  of  tolls.  l%e  first  Bill 
he  introduced   was  for  toll  abolition. 


[An  hon.  Mehbsr  :  Permissive.]  Tm, 
permissive;  but  on  considering  this 
question,  the  difficulties  with  regard  to 
his  own  county  were  brought  so  pro- 
minently fbrwajrd  that  he  had  oonsider- 
ably  modified  his  views.  He  was  quite 
ready  to  admit  that  tolls  pressed  lumly 
and^Beverely  in  particulL  c««.  He 
was  also  prepared  to  admit  that  if  thej 
had  what  were  called  homogeneous  dis- 
tricts, in  which  there  were  no  great  divi- 
sions, the  variety  of  property  assessment 
might  become  a  fair  and  equitable  means 
of  meeting  the  difficulty  of  separating  the 
roads — that  was,  with  regard  to  local  road, 
or  what  were  called  in  England,  high- 
ways. The  right  hon.  and  learned  GFende- 
man  the  Lord  Advocate  begged  the  whole 
question  whenhe  said  that,  inconsequence 
of  the  introduction  of  railways  into  the 
country,  so  g^reat  a  change  hap  come  over 
the  country  as  to  lead  to  the  abolition  of 
the  distinction  between  roads  for  local 
traffic  and  roads  for  through  purpoees. 
He  denied  that  in  toto.  To  a  certain 
extent  it  was  the  case.  There  were  in 
Scotland  great  trunk  roads.  There  were 
many  roads  in  populous  districts  that 
were  connected  with  large  towns  and 
districts,  extending  over  considerable 
areas.  It  was  quite  possible  to  adjust 
the  area  in  such  a  way  as  to  make  assess- 
ment more  uniform.  His  own  oountj 
made  a  proposition  of  that  kind  to  Glas- 
gow some  years  ago,  by  which  not  only 
turnpike  roads  but  all  the  roads  within 
the  area  of  the  county  should  be  regarded 
as  one  great  union,  and  suppoited  by 
one  assessment.  But  that  proposition 
was  refused.  That  was  not  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  of  Her  Majesty's  (Jovemment. 
The  principle  was  to  draw  a  hard  line 
between  town  and  country,  to  give  for 
the  tolls  a  separate  management,  and  to 
leave  what  were  called  land  or  agricul- 
tural districts  out  to  settle  the  thing  for 
themselves.  He  contended  that  that  in 
itself  was  not  a  fair  principle.  It  would 
throw  a  great  burden  upon  agrionltnral 
districts,  as  compared  with  towns.  This 
difficulty  had,  however,  been  so  folly 
recoffuized  in  the  Bill  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  brought  in,  that  they 
had  introduced  a  special  provision  to 
meet  the  difficulties  of  the  case,  and  if 
those  provisions  were  drawn  up  in  such 
a  clear  and  unexceptionable  form  as  to 
leave  little  to  be  done,  his  mouth  would 
have  been  closed ;  but  they  were  drawn 
up  in  so  vague  a  form  that,  for  his 
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part,  he  ooold  not  gather  whether  by  the 
Sth  oUuse  the  Secretary  of  State  was  en- 
abled to  draw  a  Provisional  Order  so  as 
to  throw  the  burden  of  maintenance  of 
the  road  on  the  neighbonrhood  of  burghs, 
or  on  the  burffhs  themselyes.  If  it  did 
that,  he  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Gbvem- 
ment  would  persevere ;  but  if  it  did  not, 
ho  should  attempt  in  Oommittee  on  the 
Bill  to  make  it  answer  that  purpose.  He 
trusted  the  Home  Secretary  would  apply 
his  mind  earnestly  to  do  justice  between 
man  and  man.  Another  reason  he  had 
for  expressing  distrust  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was,  that  when 
they  came  to  settle  the  differencesbetween 
town  and  country,  therighthon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman  had  shown  a  strong  leaning 
towards  the  system  of  mileage.  Now, 
he  did  not  contend  that  mileage  might 
not,  in  certain  cases,  enter  into  the  con- 
sideration of  this  question.  There  might 
be  burghs— he  had  one  in  his  own 
county — which  complained  of  being 
thrown  on  their  own  resources,  and 
which  were  in  a  line  which  would  throw 
a  heavy  burden  upon  them.  There  were 
other  cases  where  they  would  merely 
have  the  terminus  of  a  line.  Would  it 
be  contended,  as  regarded  the  great 
Northern  line  which  united  Glasgow 
with  England,  that  the  question  of  debt 
should  be  limited  to  that  portion  merely 
within  the  limits  of  Glasgow  ?  It  was 
not  contended  that  the  mileage  alone 
should  be  the  guide,  but  he  aid  see  a 
tendency  towards  that  principle.  He 
trusted  this  would  be  set  right  when 
their  came  to  that  portion  of  the  Bill, 
and  that  the  principle  he  had  brought 
forward  would  be  ftilly  considered — 
namely,  that  a  mat  city  should  bear 
its  due  part  of  tne  costs  of  roads  in  the 
neighbourhood,  and  of  the  maintenance 
of  those  roads.  With  respect  to  the 
remark  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  that  the 
distinction  between  local  and  other  roads 
was  neutralized  by  the  existence  of  rail- 
ways, railwajTs  had,  no  doubt,  caused  a 
great  difference  in  more  ways  than  one. 
lie  could  point  out  some  instances  which 
woold  show  how  unequally  a  system  of 
asseasment  would  work.  Take  the  case 
of  a  tenant-farmer  who  took  his  produce 
into  Glasgow  by  road.  Another  nad  the 
advantage  of  being  in  proximity  to  the 
railway  and  paid  no  toll.  One  had  a 
heavy  burden  to  pay  in  toll,  but,  in 
case  of  the  abolition  of  toll,  the  burden 
would  be  thrown  on  assessment.    He 


would  have  sensible  relief  at  the  expense 
of  his  neighbour  who  used  the  railway, 
who  would  get  no  relief  at  all,  but  rather 
an  increase  of  his  burdens.  There  were 
other  cases  where  the  Bill  would  act 
very  unjustly  with  regard  to  the  mineral 
traffic.  He  knew  a  gentleman  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Glasgow,  the  owner 
of  a  large  mineral  property.  All  his 
minerals  went  by  road,  and  he  paid  a 
heavy  toll  for  them.  He  told  him  he 
paid  £700  a-vear  in  toll,  far  more  than 
the  increasea  cost  of  road,  for  carrying 
his  traffic.  If  he  were  relieved,  he 
would  be  relieved  at  the  expense  of  a 
neighbouring  mineral  proprietor,  all  of 
whose  goods  went  by  railway.  But  there 
was  this  peculiarTby — that  the  greater 
portion  of  traffic  connected  with  minerals 
went  by  rail.  There  were  few  who  used 
the  road,  and  many  never  used  the  roads 
at  all.  There  had  been  some  Memorials 
presented  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  also  to  Parliament  on  this  question, 
and  he  thought  it  was  one  well  deserving 
of  the  consideration  of  the  House.  They 
were  transferring  burdens  fVom  a  larse 
class  of  property  with  a  view  to  the 
maintenance  of  roads,  and  putting  them 
upon  properbr  which  was  entirely  inde- 
pendent, or  almost  entirely  independent, 
of  the  use  of  those  g^eat  lines  of  traffic. 
Some  of  the  statements  were  striking, 
and  were  worthy  of  the  attentive  con- 
sideration of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  of  the  House.  It  was  said  that 
there  were  no  fewer  than  366  miles  of 
private  railway  connected  with  one  dis- 
trict, giving  an  output  of  10,168,000  tons, 
of  which  the  proportion  conveyed  by 
road  was  only  243,000  tons,  bein^  little 
more  than  2|  per  cent  of  the  whole  out- 

Sut.  By  the  Bill  on  the  Table  an  en- 
eavour  would  be  made  to  assess  this 
roperty,  and  a  great  many  owners  of 
and  throughout  the  country  would  get 
large  and  sensible  relief.  There  were 
also  difficulties  connected  with  towns 
where  there  were  tramways.  If  Her 
Majesty's  Government  did  not  see  their 
way  through  this,  he  must  ask  them  to 
adhere  to  the  principle  of  former  Bills 
for  the  settlement  of  this  question — 
namely,  that  of  extra  rates  on  extra 
traffic.  On  that  principle  Her  M^esty's 
Government  in  the  present  year  had 
ffone  backwards.  The  proposal  made 
fast  year  was  that  extra  traffic  should 
pay  extra  rates  towards  the  roads.  In 
the  present  Bill  thoy  had  allowed  all  to 
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use  the  roads  for  experimental  and 
temporary  traffic.  He  trusted  they 
would  look  to  that  matter.  They  were 
giving  large  relief  to  those  who  prin- 
cipally used  the  roads,  without  placing 
extra  burdens  on  those  who  caused  the 
principal  wear  and  tear  of  the  roads. 
He  tnisted  that  some  security  would  be 
given  on  these  points,  and  on  the  equit- 
able adjustment  of  burdens  between 
town  and  country.  He  did  trust  that 
some  efifort  would  be  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment to  settle  the  point  he  had 
raised.  When  the  suggestion  was  first 
made  that  the  Bill  should  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee,  he  expressed  his 
concurrence  with  it,  and  he  still  believed 
that  there  were  matters  which  could  be 
more  fairly  dealt  with  by  a  Select  Oom- 
mittee  than  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House.  He  hoped,  however,  that  Par- 
liament would  endeavour  to  deal  with 
the  subject  in  an  equitable  manner; 
and,  if  tnat  were  done,  he  would  not  be 
under  the  necessity  of  asking  the  House 
to  pass  an  opinion  upon  the  Bill  which 
he  oroup^ht  forward  at  the  befi;inning  of 
the  Session,  but  which  he  haa  deferred 
in  favour  of  the  Government  measure. 

Admiral  Sir  WILLIAM  EDMON- 
STONE  desired  to  say  a  few  words  on 
the  Bill  on  behalf  of  the  constituency 
which  he  represented.  At  their  last 
meeting,  the  Commissioners  of  Supply 
for  Stiningshire,  seeing  the  source  nrom 
which  the  measure  came,  decided  not  to 
oppose  it,  and  he  was  glad  that  they 
arrived  at  the  conclusion,  because  to  op- 
pose the  Bill,  introduced  as  it  was  by 
the  Government,  would  not  have  been  a 
congenial  task  to  him.  He  had  always 
been  strongly  opposed  to  any  road  rate, 
on  two  grounds--first,  the  great  burden 
thrown  on  property,  both  landlords  and 
occupiers,  and  also  for  the  ffood  old 
reason,  that  those  who  used  me  roads 
should  pay  for  them.  There  were  no 
two  counties  in  Scotland  that  were  in  the 
same  state,  and  what  would  suit  one 
county  woidd  be  altogether  unsuited  for 
another.  His  county  was  what  mip^ht 
be  termed  a  composite  one ;  but  the  diffi- 
culty would  be  to  reconcile  antagonistic 
interests.  It  was  not  his  intention  to 
discuss  the  details  of  the  measure  on  the 
present  occasion ;  but  when  it  got  into 
Committee  he  would  make  one  or  two 
suggestions  which  he  trusted  would 
soften  down  some  of  the  inequalities 
which  the  Bill  now  contained. 

Sir  Edward  CoUhrooke 


CoLONBL  MUKE,  looking  back  at  yr^ 
vious  attempts  at  legislation,  was  obliged 
to  admit  that  an  earnest  desire  had  be«n 
evinced  to  settle  the  problems  with  which 
the  Government  Bill  was  intended  to 
deal.  In  the  year  1861,  a  measure  wae 
brought  forward  for  the  abolition  of  t<^la» 
but  uter  beinff  refeired  to  a  Seleot  Com* 
mittee,  it  feU  Uurough.  In  1 865,  another 
BiU  for  the  same  purpose  was  introdooed 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Had- 
dingtonshire (Lord  Eloho) — whoee  ab- 
sence, and  the  cause  of  it,  they  all  re- 
petted.  In  1869,  a  third  Bill  was 
brought  forward  with  the  same  object  in 
view ;  but,  while  the  former  measure 
was  of  a  permissive  character,  this  was 
compulsorv.  Then  again,  in  1873,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Fifeshire  (Sir  Bobert 
Anstruther)  introduced  a  measure  which 
passed  a  second  reading  by  the  nanow 
majority  of  9  votes,  but  was  considered 
so  mequitable  to  Benfrew  and  Lanark- 
shire that  it  was  afterwards  dropped. 
At  the  present  moment  there  were  two 
Bills  before  the  House — ^that  now  oon- 
sidered  and  the  one  introduced  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lanark- 
shire (Sir  Edward  Colebrooke).  The 
Gt)vemment  Bill  provided  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  tolls,  the  consolidation  of  tmste* 
and  the  creation  of  a  fair  repreeentatiTe 
County  Board  of  management  of  the 
roads.  The  measure  of  his  hon.  Friend 
provided  all  the  machinery  for  the  uni- 
form management  of  the  roads  and  for 
the  establishment  of  a  fair  representatave 
Board. 

Sir  EGBERT  ANSTRUTHER  roee 
to  Grder.  Was  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  entitled  to  discuss  the  BiU  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lanarkshire  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  was  justified  in  refer- 
ring to  the  Bill  in  question  for  the  pur* 
pose  of  illustrating  nis  meaning. 

CoLOKEL  MUKE  was  obliged  to  the 
hon.  Baronet  for  his  interruption.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  two  Bifls  related  to 
exacUy  the  same  question.  The  only 
difference  was,  that  while  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lanarkshire  prolonged 
the  trust  for  21  years,  the  Government 
measure  prolonged  it  for  10  years  only. 
There  was  some  fiirther  difference  oa 
the  question  of  what  should  be  done  in 
the  event  of  the  agreement  not  being 
arrived  at  after  the  lapse  of  a  certain 
period.  It  was  the  ooun^  gentlemen  who 
originally  made  the  roads  of  Scotland. 
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Many  fkmQies  hampered  themselves  by 
the  enomious  sums  of  money  they  ex- 
pended. In  those  days  Olasgow  was 
glad  to  recognize  that,  in  order  to  make 
oommeroial  progress,  it  was  necessary  to 
hare  eood  roads.  Since  railways,  how- 
erer,  had  been  established,  Olasgow  had 
arriTed  at  the  conclusion  that  the  high- 
ways were  not  so  important  as  formerly 
— forgetting  that  those  roads  all  con- 
▼ergd  to  the  railway  stations,  and  were 
thus  indirectly  neany  as  important  as 
the  railways  themseWes.  What  he  de- 
cired  to  point  out  was,  that  if,  after  a 
lapse  of  10  years,  an  ag^ement  could  not 
bo  oome  to  with  Glasgow,  under  the  Bill, 
the  whole  burden  of  supporting  the  roads 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  that  city  would 
fall  on  the  occupiers  and  tenant-farmers 
in  the  counties  of  Benfrew  and  Lanark. 
In  the  event  of  such  a  catastrophe  oc- 
ourring,  half  the  burden  would  fall  on 
the  landlord  and  half  on  the  tenant; 
but  so  great  was  the  demand  for  farms 
in  Scotutnd,  especially  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Olasgow,  that,  practically  speak- 
ing, this  heavy  burden  would  in  the  long 
run  fsUupon  thetenant.  TheOovemment 
acknowledged,  indeed,  that  the  country 
would  suffer.  Some  time  ago  the  Home 
Secretary  bundled  a  deputation  which 
waited  upon  him  out  of  nis  room.  The 
Home  Secretary  told  them  to  manage 
their  own  afliairs,  and  gave  them  10 
years  to  do  it.  [Mr.  Asshxtok  Oboss  :  I 
said  that  I  womd  be  glad  to  assist  you 
in  a  settlement,  by  acting  ^  mediator 
between  the  parties.]  What  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  told  them  was,  that  if 
they  made  an  arrangement,  well  and 
good ;  but  if  they  did  not,  a  Provisional 
Order  would  have  to  be  made,  and  then 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  His  belief  was, 
that  at  the  end  of  the  period  they  would 
be  unable  to  arrange  with  Olasgow,  and 
that  the  same  discontent  and  antagonism 
would  exist  as  now.  When  the  Home 
Secretary  was  at  Glasgow,  he  received 
the  city  authorities,  who,  of  course,  de- 
sired to  throw  the  support  of  the  roads 
on  the  counties;  but  he  had  never  heard 
the  representations  of  the  county  autho- 
rities, except  when  the  deputation  waited 
upon  him.  His  right  hon.  Friend  said, 
in  effect,  to  that  deputation,  **  eoikU  qui 
00iiU,  I  mean  to  abolish  tolls."  Well,  if 
the  existence  of  tolls  nroduced  injustice 
and  conduced  to  inemoienoy,  he  should 
be  the  first  to  admit  that  some  other 
means  of  supporting  the  roads  ought  to 

YOL.  OGXZXiy.    [thixd  sbezxs.] 


be  adopted.  But  in  Benfrewshire  there 
was  no  injustice  whatever.  The  inhabi- 
tants of  the  county  really  paid  a  fair 
proportion  of  the  upkeep  of  the  streets 
in  Glasgow.  Eveiything  sold  in  Glas- 
gow by  retail  or  wholes^e  was  charged 
according  to  the  burdens  of  keeping 
shops  and  warehouses.  Therefore  in 
everything  the  inhabitants  of  the  county 
bought,  they  paid  their  fair  share  of  the 
upkeep  of  the  streets  of  Glasgow.  Yet 
it  was  proposed  that  Glasgow  was  prac- 
tically to  use  the  county  roads  for  nothing. 
He  wished  to  point  out  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  what  had  been  done  in  Eng- 
land. They  had  in  the  14  th  clauBo  of 
the  BiU  introduced  last  Session  done 
exactly  what  they  wished  done  in  Scot- 
land. What  they  wanted  in  Scotland 
was,  to  have  toUs  established  in  the 
places  where  tolls  were  the  only  means 
oy  which  they  could  establish  iair  pro- 
portions, with  regard  to  the  rates  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  roads,  between  the 
inhabitants.  It  was  impossible  to  deal 
satisfactorily  with  the  question  in  the 
way  proposed  by  the  Government ;  and 
he  would  therefore  suggest  that  this  Bill 
and  the  Bill  which  had  been  introduced 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  La- 
narkshire should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  by  whom  the  matter  could 
be  settled  on  a  fair  and  equitable  basis. 
Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  he 
agreed  with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Stirlingshire  (Sir  William 
Edmonstone)  that  he  should  be  very 
sorry  to  oppose  any  measure  introduced 
by  the  Government ;  but  without  doing 
that,  there  were  certain  occasions  when 
the  interests  of  the  constituents  might 
be  considered  paramount  even  to  the 
interests  of  a  Government.  All  that  he 
would  ask  was  what  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral  had  asked — namely,  that  from 
an  obligatory  Bill,  the  measure  might  at 
once  be  converted  into  a  permissive  one. 
He  (Colonel  Alexander)  confessed  that, 
as  a  general  rule,  he  did  not  much  relish 
permissive  legislation,  which  was  apt  to 
result  in  no  legislation  at  all ;  but  there 
were  exceptions  to  every  rule,  and  that 
was  pre-eminently  the  case  with  regard 
to  that  measure,  which  was  decidedly 
one  suitable  for  permissive  lep^islation, 
especially  as  the  various  counties  them- 
selves were  not  unanimous  upon  the 
subject,  it  being  earnestly  desired  in 
some,  and  as  strongly  opposed  in  others. 
And  the  cause  of  the  widely  differing 
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sentiment  was  not  difficult  to  see;  but 
the  circumstances  and  the  interests  of 
counties  differed  as  widely  as  the  cir- 
cumstances and  interests  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  these  counties,  and  as  there  were 
certain  purely  agricultural  and  pastoral 
counties  where  the  interests  were  identi- 
cal, so  there  were  also  counties  described 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  as 
composite  counties,  where  there  were 
pastoral,  agricultural,  mineral,  and  urban 
interests,  and  where  to  compare  the 
advantages  of  assessment  as  against  tolls 
would  be  to  institute  a  comparison  be- 
tween the  little  finger  of  Kehoboam  and 
the  loins  of  Solomon.  He  must  point 
out  that  permissive  legislation  on  the 
subject  had  already  been  recognized 
and  approved  by  the  House,  and  aiready 
a  considerable  number  of  counties  in 
Scotland  had  obtained  private  Acts, 
under  which  they  substituted  assessment 
for  tolls ;  and  if  other  counties  had  not 
followed  their  example,  it  might  surely 
be  inferred  that  they  had  not  found  it 
their  interest  to  do  so.  There  was  a 
little  group  of  counties  that  occupied  a 
very  peculiar  position,  and  the  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Edward  Cole- 
brooke),  in  mentioning  those  counties, 
left  Ajrrshire  out  in  the  dark.  So  far 
as  regarded  the  pastoral  portion  of  the 
county,  the  tenants  had  very  little  in  the 
shape  of  tolls,  because  they  used  the 
turnpike  roads  to  a  venr  small  extent, 
transporting  their  cattle  by  means  of  the 
railway.  Now,  as  the  rental  of  these 
farms  had  increased  very  much  during 
the  last  few  years,  it  could  easily  be 
understood  how  greatly  the  burden  of 
assessment  would  fall  upon  those  poor 
occupiers.  The  roads  in  Ayrshire  were 
very  good  highways,  leading  from 
Lanarkshire  and  Benfrewshire  into 
Dumfriesshire  and  Wigtownshire,  and 
surely  it  was  only  equitable  that  those 
who  made  use  of  these  roads  should 
contribute  something  to  their  support. 
He  believed  that  in  the  counties  in  wnich 
tolls  had  beeen  abolished  and  assess- 
ment established,  the  roads  had  not  been 
maintained  in  such  g^ood  order  as  in 
the  counties  where  tolls  had  been  re- 
tained ;  but,  be  that  as  it  might,  he  had 
no  difficulty  in  proving  the  exceptional 
position  of  his  county,  and  the  hardships 
that  would  be  inflicted  upon  the  land- 
lords of  the  county  if  tne  system  of 
assessment  were  adopted.  He  contended 
that  while  tolls  were  a  hardship  to  no 
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one,  the  assessment  fbr  the  pnrpoM  of 
rates  would  be  very  heavy.  The  total 
length  of  the  roads  was  1,448  miles,  and 
it  had  been  ascertained  that  on  an  ave- 
rage for  a  period  extending  over  24 
years,  the  oost  of  maintenance  per  mila 
had  been  £14  12«.  8i.  Now,  assuming 
the  county  to  keep  the  roads  in  as  gooa 
order  as  they  were  at  present,  it  would 
be  necessary  for  the  county  to  provide 
annually  a  sum  of  £20,189,  which  would 
have  to  be  levied  upon  the  total  valua- 
tion of  the  county,  which  amounted  to 
£955,208,  and  in  order  to  meet  that,  the 
assessment  would  amount  to  nearly  6/. 
in  the  pound,  and  when  they  remembered 
that  the  total  assessmentoflandsand  heri- 
tages in  the  county,  for  all  purposes,  was 
only  Zd,  in  the  pound,  they  woiild  readily 
understand  the  reluctance,  even  the 
positive  dislike,  on  the  part  of  the  ooanty 
to  adopt  the  system  of  assessment  upon 
their  lands  and  heritages.  The  agricul- 
tural tenants,  whose  farms  were  rising 
in  value,  would  have  to  pay  sums  <^ 
money  wholly  disproportionate  to  the 
use  they  made  of  tne  roads ;  while  with 
regard  to  another  question — tbe  mineral 
interest,  which  in  his  county  was  very 
large  indeed,  and  which,  he  was  sure, 
if  that  Bill  were  allowed  to  pass  would 
be  injuriously  affected,  he  had  to  say 
that  me  greater  portion  of  the  mineral 
traffic  was  carried  over  the  railways  and 
the  canals,  and  where  these  did  not 
exist,  private  railways  had  been  con- 
structed and  maintained  at  great  ooet 
by  mineral  proprietors  and  their  leeaeee. 
Now,  it  had  been  proved  by  statisdos 
that,  upon  a  total  traffic  of  more  than 
10,000,000  tons,  the  portion  passing 
over  the  roads,  and  therefore  subject 
to  tolls,  was  only  2*4  per  cent,  and 
therefore  the  enormous  increase  of  bur- 
den which,  under  the  Act,  would  be 
thrown  upon  the  mineral  proprietors 
might  be  readily  understood  from  the 
fact  that,  whereas  they  had  hitherto  paid 
for  the  maintenance  of  turnpike  and 
statute  labour  roads  a  sum  not  above 
£2,500,  under  the  provisions  of  that  Bill 
they  would  be  assessed  upon  a  groes 
rental  of  nearly  £400,000  per  annum. 
That  would  be  a  real  hardship,  and  it 
appeared  to  him  to  be  monstrouslj  un- 
fair that  they  should  be  so  heavily  taxed 
to  maintain  roads  which  to  them  were 
of  little  moment,  and  which  they  ao  little 
used.  He  did  not  desire  to  stand  in  the 
way  of  other  counties  adopting  that  Act ; 
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but  be  thoof^htsome  improrementmiffht 
h%  tffeoted  m  the  present  system  wHh- 
out  the  drastio  measure  of  a  total  aboli- 
tion of  tolls.  He  only  asked  that  the 
oonmty  he  had  the  honour  to  represent, 
and  whioh  80  years  ago  obtained  an  Aot 
under  which  they  were  permitted  to  lery 
tolls,  and  under  which  they  had  con- 
feesedly  maintained  their  roads  in  most 
admirable  order,  might  not  be  forced  to 
adopt  an  Aot  whioh  would  compel  the 
parties  oonoemed  to  adopt  a  system 
whioh  was  totally  unsuitable  to  their 
requirements,  ana  which  would  impose 
gnerous  hardships  on  owners  and  occu- 
piers of  land. 

Mh.  M'LAEEN  said,  that  he  had  for 
many  years  taken  a  great  interest  in  this 
question,  having  been  one  of  the  Gom- 
inissioners  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
expediency  of  abolishing  tolls  in  Scot- 
land. One  of  the  Boyaf  Commissioners 
was  the  then  Member  for  Ayrshire  (Sir 
James  Fergusson),  of  whom  he  need  not 
say,  in  the  presence  of  those  who  knew 
him,  that  there  was  not  a  more  intelli- 
ffent  man  in  Scotland.  Mr.  Smyth,  of 
hethyen  Oastle,  the  Ctonyener  of  the 
county  of  Perth,  was  another  C!ommis- 
sioner,  alonff  with  Sir  John  MacNeil 
and  Sir  Andrew  Orr,  and  those  Gen- 
tlemen went  all  oyer  Scotland,  and 
haying  heard  all  that  was  to  be  said, 
reported  unanimously  that  the  tolls 
ought  to  be  abolished.  Now,  a  Notice 
had  appeared  on  the  Paper  of  a  Motion 
to  refer  this  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee, 
and  two  or  three  hon.  Members  had 
supported  the  yiew.  He  (Mr.  M'Laren) 
thought  it  would  haye  been  far  more 
manfy  and  straightforward  to  moye  that 
the  iiH  be  rejected  at  once.  The  idea 
of  referring  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee on  the  15th  of  June  would  be  a  per- 
fect mockery,  as  it  would  never  get 
through.  Haying  given  the  subject  a 
great  deal  of  attention,  he  was  of  the 
same  opinion  that  he  held  14  or  15  years 

S;o,  wnen  the  Boyal  Commission  sat. 
e  had  read  a  great  many  articles  and 
pamphlets  on  the  subject.  He  remem- 
Derea  to  have  seen  in  one  of  the  pamph- 
lets that  the  law  agent  for  one  of  the 
oountiee  had  spent  so  much  time  in 
London  looking  after  these  Bills  that  his 
aooount  for  expenses  amounted  to  £  1 ,  200. 
Now,  if  the  tolls  were  at  once  abolished, 
there  would  be  no  need  to  come  to  Par- 
liament to  watch  over  such  Bills.  All  that 
maohineiy  could  be  done  away  with 


and  every  one  of  the  multitude  of  officers 
could  be  dispensed  with,  such  as  sur- 
veyors, clerks,  and  toll-keepers.  Abjur- 
ing, however,  as  he  did,  the  principle  of 
toUs,  he  had  to  complain  of  some  of  the 
provisions  of  the  bill  as  being  most 
unjust  and  unfair.  He  need  not  mention 
more  than  two  clauses,  one  of  which — 
Clause  4 — provided  that  the  tolls  should 
be  continued  for  10  years.  He  thought 
that  the  effect  of  that,  especially  in  his 
own  county,  would  be  most  injurious. 
In  that  case,  an  Act  was  obtained  to 
continue  the  tolls  for  81  years.  There 
was  then  a  debt  of  £95,000  upon  the 
roads.  The  whole  of  that  debt  had  been 
paid  off.  The  31  years  expired  seven  or 
eight  years  ago,  and  that  trust  was  con- 
tinued by  the  annual  Continuance  Bill. 
Tho  Bill  now  before  the  House  was 
called  a  permissive  Bill ;  but  the  whole 

Eower  of  deciding  whether    it  should 
e  adopted  or  not  was  virtually  given 
to  the  counties,  and  the  towns  would 
have  no  voice  in  the  matter.    He  would 
illustrate  that  by  taking  the  case  of 
the  county  of  Edinburgh  and  that  of 
the  boroughs  in  that  same  county.    The 
population  of  the  county  was  74,000, 
while  that  of  the  boroughs  was  254,000. 
That  was  to  say,  the  population  of  the 
boroughs,    which    had    practically    no 
power,  was  as  three-and-a-half  to  one 
compared  with  the  population  of   the 
county.    Then,  as  to  wealth,  the  rental 
of  the  county  was  £588,000,  while  the 
rental  of  the  towns  was  £1,833,000,  the 
rental  of  the  City  of  Edinburgh  aJone 
being  £1,468,000,  or  nearly  £1,500,000. 
Thus  the  Bill  was  so  framed  that  those 
who  formed  the  small  minority  had  the 
whole  power  to  adopt  or  reject  it ;  and 
those  who  had  the  great  preponderance 
of  wealth  and  numbers,  and  paid  by  far 
the  largest  share  of  the  tolls,  were  to  have 
no  power  at  all.   That,  in  his  opinion,  was 
a  most  unjust  provision,  and  unless  it 
was  altered,  he  should  prefer  to  have  no 
measure  at  all.    As  to  continuing  the 
trusts  for  10  years,  nothing  could  be 
more  unjust.    Instead  of   doing  that, 
a  Bill  might  be  introduced,  if  needful, 
or,  perhaps,  a  Resolution  of  the  House 
would  be  sufficient,  for  the  purpose  of 
letting  all    expired  turnpike  trusts  in 
Scotland  come  before  a  Committee,  as 
was  done  in  the  case  of  similar  English 
trusts,  and  then  the  Committee  could 
decide  whether  those  trusts  should  be 
extinguished  or  continued ;  but  this  had 
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never  been  done  in  the  case  of  Scotch 
Bills.  He  could  not  see  why  the  practice 
followed  in  England  in  regard  to  Con- 
tinuance Bills  should  not  in  that  matter 
be  extended  to  Scotland.  So  far  as  the 
Bill  went  its  provisions  went  in  the  right 
direction,  but  unless  satisfactory  Amend- 
ments were  made  upon  it  in  these  re- 
spects, he  would  feel  it  his  duty  to  oppose 

its  progress.     

Mr.  OER  EWING,  in  reply  to  some 
remarks  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for Eenfrewshire (ColonelMure),  pointed 
out  that,  if  the  outlying  districts  contri- 
buted to  the  maintenance  of  the  roads 
in  Glasgow,  the  citizens  of  Glasgow,  on 
the  other  hand,  had  raised  the  value  of 
property  in  those  districts  to  its  present 
value  by  purchasing  its  produce.  He 
(Mr.  Orr  Ewing)  did  not  know  that  the 
argument  was  of  any  weight,  but  it 
might  be  used  on  both  sides.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Stirlingshire 
(Sir  William  Edmonstone)  had  informed 
the  House  that  he  spoke  on  behalf  of 
his  constituency  of  Stirlingshire.  His 
(Mr.  Orr  Ewing's)  knowledge  might  not 
be  60  great  as  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral's ;  but  from  what  he  did  know, 
he  differed  from  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  entirely.  It  was  quite  true 
that  the  Commissioners  of  Supply  in  the 
county  of  Stirling,  by  a  majority  of  1, 
opposed  this  Bill,  and  passed  some  reso- 
lutions as  truisms  which  he  considered 
to  be  utterly  fallacious,  but  he  mixed  a 
good  deal  with  the  farmers  of  Stirling- 
shire, and  he  found  among  them  a 
general,  if  not  a  unanimous  feeling  that 
the  Bill  should  be  supported ;  he  did  not 
mean  to  say  exactly  as  it  was,  but  that 
the  Bill  was  correct  in  principle,  and 
likely  to  be  made  a  good  Bill  by  some 
Amendments  in  Committee.  He  was 
not  surprised  at  that  approval,  because 
what  was  the  state  of  matters  in  the 
country  at  present  ?  Through  all  Scot- 
land they  had  two  kinds  of  roads — one 
was  the  turnpike  road,  and  the  other 
was  the  statute-labour  road.  The  turn- 
pike roads  were  formed  at  the  time  when 
communications  between  the  great  towns 
and  cities  were  required  to  be  made, 
where  the  traffic  was  supported  by  tolls. 
The  statute-labour  roaas  were  made  in 
the  country  and  rural  districts  for  the 
convenience  of  farm  produce,  for  driving 
cattle  and  sheep,  and  purposes  entirely 
of  farming  operations.  But  now  those 
statute-labour  roads  in  Stirlingshire,  and 
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in  almost  every  county,  were  no  longer 
merely  subsidiary  roads,  but  in  many 
cases  were  the  most  important  roads  in 
the  county.  He  knew  that  in  one  di»- 
trict  where  he  lived  the  principal  traffic 
was  carried  on  on  the  statute-labour 
roads.  WeU,  how  were  these  roads 
managed  and  supported?  They  were 
supported  by  an  assessment  limited  to 
3  per  cent.  That  assessment  was  to  small 
and  so  trifling,  and  the  amount  raised 
was  so  insufficient  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  roads,  that  they  were  in  the  moat 
disgraceM  condition,  and  often  almost 
impassable.  He  said  it  was  abaolntdj 
necessary  that  the  Bill  should  pass,  af* 
though  tiie  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Renfrewshire,  who  began  his  speech  by 
saying  he  was  in  favour  of  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  ended  by  declaring  that  he 
was  for  the  maintenance  of  tne  system 
of  tolls.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
twitted  the  Home  Secretary  with  that 
threat  which  he  (Mr.  Orr  Ewing)  sin* 
oerely  hoped  the  right  hon.  GenUeman 
would  abide  by — that  in  some  way  or 
other  he  was  determined  he  would  get 
rid  of  the  unjust  and  antiquated  system 
of  tolls,  and  substitute  assessments. 

Colonel  MCJBE  explained  that  he 
did  not  indiscriminately  supnort  either 
system.  The  fact  was,  that  tne  cirenm- 
stances  of  no  two  counties  were  exactly 
alike.  

Mr.  OER  EWING  understood  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was  in 
favour  of  maintaining  the  toUs.  He 
wished  to  inform  the  House  that  that 
assessment  of  3  per  cent  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  statute-labour  roads  was 
only  paid  by  the  tenant-farmers,  and  he 
askea  would  they  continue  that  system 
which  was  a  burden  of  taxation  upon 
the  tenant-farmers  of  Scotland,  who  had 
no  voice  at  all  in  the  management  of 
these  roads  ?  The  county  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent  (Dumbarton- 
shire), although  tnere  were  some  dif- 
ferences of  opmion  with  regard  to  the 
existing  bridges,  was  unanimous  in  sup- 
porting the  Bill,  with  certain  amena- 
ments.  But  the  Bill  was,  no  doubt,  met 
with  great  opposition.  That  opposition 
proceeded  from  the  manufactnrefs  and 
owners  of  minerals,  and  also  from  oonn- 
ties  which  had  many  burghs  and  popa- 
lous  places.  The  iron  and  coal  mastets 
said  only  3  per  cent  of  their  enormoos 
traffic  passed  over  the  roads.  No  doubt 
that  was  a  very  small  proportion  in  that 
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80nBe,  but  it  was  a  Tery  large  proportion 
of   the  total  amount  of  traffic  which 
passed  over  the  roads,  and  they  did  not 
take  into  consideration  that  part  of  their 
traffic  which  passed  over  statute-labour 
roads  where  there  were  no  tolls.     He 
wished  to  ask  if  they  were  to  make  any 
difikrenoe  between  manufacturers   and 
ironmasters    and  coal  owners  ?     Why 
ahoold  other  manufactiirers  pay  full  as- 
•essment  if  the  ironmasters  did  not  ?   He 
had  railway  communication  for  the  whole 
of  his  works,  and  this  Bill  would  impose 
a  heavier  assessment  upon  him  than  he 
now  paid  for  tolls ;  but  he  took  a  broad 
Tiew  of  the  question,  and  therefore  he 
aapported  the  Bill.  •  He  looked  upon 
tolls  as  unjust,  and  as  interfering  with  the 
liberty  of  people  going  about,  and  he  was 
sore,  when  the  Bill  passed,  everyone  of 
the   coal    and   ironmasters   would    be 
thankful  to  see  the  system  changed.    As 
to  the  opposition  of  the  county  gentle- 
men,  who  felt  that  if  this  Bill  were 
passed  it  would  relieve  the  inhabitants 
of  the  large  towns  and  cities  who  at 
present  paid  a  large  proportion  of  the 
tolls  which  were  collected  at  the  entrance 
to  those  towns  and  cities,  he  thought 
that  would  be  unjust.     He  thought  the 
just  principle  to  have  got  over  this  diffi- 
culty would  have  been  to  have  made  all 
kinos  of  property  in  all  counties  and 
districts,  urban  and  rural,  nay  one  as- 
sessment both  for  streets  and  roads,  and 
that  committees  should  have  been  formed 
in  each  town,  or  city,  or  district  for  the 
management  of   the    roads.    That,  no 
doubt,  was  somewhat  cumbersome,  and 
might  lead  to  extravagance,  but  he  had 
suggested  another  system  which  had  mot 
with  very  general  approval  in  his  own 
county.    That  was  that  all  burghs  should 
extend  their  charge  of  the  roads  for  two 
miles  beyond  their  boundaries,  taking 
the  properties  which  were  within  the 
radius,  but  outside  the  burgh,  into  the 
assessment.    He  thought  that  would  be 
a  just  and  fair  principle,  when  this  Bill 
would  entirely  relieve  the  inhabitants  of 
the  towns  from  paying  tolls.  They  would 
thus  save  a  great  deal  of  money  which 
they  were  at  present  paying,  and  at  the 
same  time  it  would  be  just  and  fair  that 
the  counties  should  be  relieved  of  a  part 
of  the  enormously  increased  exjpense  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  towns  from  the 
large  traffic  of  those  towns.     He  hoped 
one  of  those  systems  would  be  intro- 
dooed  into  the  Bill,  without  which  he 


could  not  give  it  his  support.    He  also 
objected  very  much  to  the  4th  clause, 
which  made  it  necessary  that  four  years 
should  go  over  before  this  Bill  should  be 
brought  into  operation,  even  in  a  county 
that  was  anxious  to  have  it  at  once. 
He  did  think  that  liberty  ought  to  be 
given  to  every  county,  if  they  thought 
nt,  to  adopt  the  Bill  immediately  it  had 
passed,  and  he  objected  very  seriously 
to  that  part  of  the  4th  clause  which  made 
it  permissive  for  10  years.    That  might 
be  necessary  for  some  counties  which 
had  a  Boad  Act  still  in  operation ;  but  ho 
thought  wherever  the  Boad  Act  had  ex- 
pired—and he  knew  it  had  expired  in 
Dumbartonshire  for  the  last  13  years — 
the  county  should  not  only  be  allowed, 
but  it  should  be  compulsonr  to  put  this 
Act  in  operation  immediately.    He  also 
thought  it  would  be  an  improvement  on 
Clause  16  to  give  power  to  divide  coun- 
ties into  districts  for  management ;  but 
there    should    be    one    uniform    rate 
throughout  the  county,  or  ffreat  hard- 
ship would  be  perpetrated.  !For  instance, 
there  were  two  parishes  in  the  county  of 
Dumbarton,  in  one  of  which  there  would 
bean  assessment  of  1$,  2d,  in  the  pound, 
according  to  the  statistics  of  Mr.  Smollett. 
That  was  in  the  North-west.  There  were 
other  parishes  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Glasgow  that  would  be  assessed  at  2id. 
He    thought,   looking    at    the  circum- 
stances of   those  parishes  beinff   near 
Glasgow,  having  an  enormous  valuation 
and  a  very  short  distance  of  roads,  it 
would  bo  unfair  that  in  the  same  county 
such  a  great  discrepancy  should  exist. 
He  also  objected  to  Clause  41,  which 
provided  that  boroughs  under  10,000  of 
population  should  be  treated  dififeroutly 
from  boroughs  of  10,000  and  upwards. 
He  thought  that  was  an  invidious  distinc- 
tion,  and    that  it  would  be  better  to 
adopt  what    ho    proposed,   that    these 
boroughs  should  support  the  roads  two 
miles  beyond  their   ooundaries.    Thou 
he  thought  that  some  of  the  provisions 
for  special  cases  were  very  unfair.   Take 
the  case  of  the  carriage  of  wood,  for 
instance.  Suppose  a  gentleman  cut  down 
a  large  quantity  of  wood  one  year,  and 
cut  up  the  roads  to  a  considerable  extent 
in  carrying  it,  it  would  be  very  unfair  to 
come  down  on  him  heavily  for  that  one 
matter,  when  for  the  30  or  40  previous 
years  during  which  the  wood  had  boon 
growing  he  had  never  used  the  roads  at 
all.    Such  distinctions  should  be  knocked 
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on  the  head,  and  the  Bill  should  be  made 
at  once  simple  and  effective. 

Mb.  ANDEBSON  said,  he  should  not 
have  taken  any  part  in  the  debate  but 
for  some  remarks  that  had  been  made 
and  some  extraordinary  fallaoies  that  had 
been  brought  forward.  He  promised  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  a 
more  cordial  support  for  Uie  Bill  than 
he  had  received  from  some  hon  Mem- 
bers on  his  own  side  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
(Mr.  Orr  Ewing)  had  made  a  sugg^tion, 
which,  to  his  (Mr.  Anderson's)  mind» 
was  of  a  very  ujifair  character,  and  en- 
tirely impracticable,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  he  said  that  unless  it  was  adopted 
he  could  not  support  the  Bill.  He  agreed 
that  it  was  a  oif&cult  subject,  and  he 
congratulated  the  ri^ht  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  on  havmg  approached  the 
subject  and, 'generally,  on  having  dealt 
with  it  with  fairness.  Tolls  could  not 
be  long  sustained.  They  were  an  an- 
tiquated system  and  most  expensive; 
but  it  could  not  be  denied  that  to  change 
a  system  which  had  been  maintained  so 
long  was  very  difficult,  involving,  as  it  ap- 
peared, an  idteration  in  the  incidence  of 
taxation.  The  Bill  would  alter  Uie  old 
plan  that  those  who  used  the  roads 
should  pay  for  them — a  plan  which,  it 
could  not  be  denied,  was  sept  up  in  the 
more  modem  system  of  railroads.  He 
should  have  been  content  if  the  Bill  had 
adopted  the  method  of  raising  some  part 
of  the  assessment  by  a  general  tax  on 
horses,  and  to  that  extent  it  would  have 
followed  the  old  rule  to  which  he  had 
just  referred;  but  he  could  not  deny 
that  those  counties  which  had  adopted 
Koad  Acts  of  their  own  had  not  fol- 
lowed that  course,  and  he  presumed 
had  seen  strong  reasons  for  not  doinff 
so.  The  incidence  of  taxation  would 
fall  heavily  on  the  mineral  proprie- 
tors, and  he  thought  that  some  con- 
sideration would  have  to  be  shown  to 
them.  Clause  49  gave  power  to  make 
an  extra  charge  for  extra  trafi^  on  the 
roads.  H  that  principle  were  admitted, 
it  followed  as  a  logical  consequence  that 
they  were  bound  to  allow  diminished 
taxation  for  diminished  traffic.  Those 
who  had  all  their  traffic  done  by  railways 
imdoubtedly  had  a  good  claim  to  ask  for 
some  abatement,  if  an  extra  charge  were 
made  on  account  of  extra  traffic.  With 
regard  to  the  proposal  to  make  thelarse 
towns  pay  for  tne  maintenance  of  the 
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roads  outside  their  own  boundaiy,  lie 
considered  it  was  utterly  unjuit,  and 
it  was  the  present  most  unfair  ay*- 
tem  of  toUa  which  had  hitherto  eaoited 
the  hum  towns  to  pav  an  undoe 
share  of  the  taxation,  and  it  was  thiM 
to  keep  up  what  was  at  present  an 
injustice  that  that  proposal  waa  made. 
It  had  been  said  that  the  counties  made 
the  roads ;  but  he  would  ask  who  made 
the  value  of  the  oounty  property  outaida 
the  great  towns  ?  The  great  towns  had 
raised  the  value  of  the  property  in  their 
neighbourhoods  to  eight  or  tan  times 
what  it  would  have  be^  if  they  had  not 
been  there.  The  counties  were  not  aaked 
to  pay  the  cost  .of  maintaining  the 
streets.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Benfrewshire  (CJolonel  Mure)  had 
talked  about  the  people  of  Benfrew  pay- 
ing  for  the  streets  of  Glasgow,  because 
they  sent  their  produce  there,  and  it  waa 
consumed  in  Glasgow.  But  eveiy  8cho<^- 
boy  should  know  now  that  the  oonsomer 
paid  the  whole  cost  of  an  article,  and  it 
was  undoubtedly  the  consumer — that 
was  to  say,  the  people  of  O^ 
paid  the  cost.  It  was  a  perfect  fallacy 
to  suppose  that  the  people  of  Benf^w 
had  anything  to  do  with  Keeping  np  the 
streets  of  Glasgow.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Ben£rew  prodooed  a 
10-years-old  document,  showing  the 
enormous  burden  that  would  be  oast  oa 
Benfrewshire  by  this  BilL  He  (Mr. 
Anderson)  remembered  how  that  docu- 
ment was  got  up,  and  how  £sllaoioas  it 
was  shown  to  be  at  the  time.  It  was  |^ 
up  to  make  as  strong  a  case  as  possible 
for  the  landed  proprietors  of  Benfrew- 
shire,  and  waa  not  worth  the  paper  it 
was  printed  on,  even  at  that  time,  and 
was  worse  now.  The  change  proposed 
was  more  apparent  than  real,  for  the 
reason  that  it  was  in  reality  the  consumer 
of  every  article  that  ultimately  paid  the 
oost  of  it.  For  the  reaaons  ne  had 
stated,  and  others,  he  should  cordially 
support  the  BilL  He  should  like  to  aee 
some  Amendments  introduced,  bat  oany- 
ing  out  the  rule  he  had  laid  down  fur 
others,  he  would  reserve  any  remarka 
about  them  imtil  the  Bill  waa  in  Oom« 
mittee. 

Sm  ALEXANDEB  GOBDON  said, 
he  hoped  the  Gbvemment,  when  the 
Bill  went  into  Oommittee,  woold  aee 
their  way  to  making  one  change— the 
applicability  of  the  Bill  to  burgha  of  a 
smaller  population  than  10,000.    A 
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Btriction  such  as  that  now  proposed 
was  not  in  the  Bill  of  last  year.  No 
populous  place  of  less  than  10,000 
inhabitants  could  take  advantage  of 
the  present  Bill;  but,  by  a  singular 
contradiction,  the  Bill  allowed  all  Koyal 
burghs  to  take  advantage  of  it.  Now 
there  were  about  70  Boyal  burghs  in 
Sootland,  and  of  those,  he  thought, 
only  about  12  had  a  population  over 
10,000,  while  there  were  no  less  than  25 
Boyal  burghs  with  a  population  of  under 
2.000.  If  by  the  Bill  a  Boyal  burgh 
with  a  population  of  only  2,000  was  held 
competent  to  manage  its  own  roads,  surely 
a  burgh  which  was  not  a  Boyal  burgh, 
but  which  came  under  the  denomination 
of  a  populous  place,  was  equally  fit  to 
manage  its  own  roads.  These  places 
now  assessed  themselves,  and  managed 
their  own  affairs  for  lighting,  draining, 
and  police  purposes,  and  they  should  be 
allowed  to  manage  the  roads  which 
passed  through  them.  Now,  the  county 
maintained  these  roads,  but  it  was  the 
interest  of  the  county  to  maintain  only 
the  main  roads,  leaving  the  side  streets 
to  be  maintained  as  they  could ;  and  as 
these  small  places  had  no  power  to  assess 
themselves,  the  bye  streets  were  in  a 
state  of  great  disrepair.  It  would  be  his 
duty  in  Committee  to  propose  an  Amend- 
ment to  make  that  change,  and  he  hoped 
the  (Government  would  consent  to  it. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  that  until  that  dfty  he  had  been 
under  the  impression  that  there  was 
almost  unanimityon  this  subject  amongst 
Scotch  Members,  and  he  was  sure  the 
people  of  Scotland  were  unanimously  in 
favour  of  assessment  as  against  tolls. 
For  his  part,  it  appeared  to  him  to  be 
almost  enouffh  to  consider  the  wasteful 
character  of  the  toll  system  in  order  to 
condemn  it.  When  they  were  told  of 
the  old  system  that  those  who  used  the 
roads  should  pay  for  them,  that  was 
surely  set  aside  by  the  consideration  that 
it  was  not  those  who  used  the  roads  who 
paid  for  them  even  with  the  toll  system, 
because  one  man  might  have  a  toll  at  his 
gate,  and  another  might  drive  15  or  20 
miles  without  a  toll.  He  thouffht  they 
might  sav  with  confidence  uiat  the 
whole  of  Scotland  was  in  favour  of  the 
abolition  of  tolls.  But  when  they  came 
to  apply  that  principle  to  particular 
districts  they  were  met  with  difficul- 
ties, and  oti  that  account  it  always 
Memad   to   him   that   a   Bill  of  this 


kind  was  peculiarly  one  to  refer  to  a 
Select  Committee.  If  at  the  beginning 
of  the  Session  the  Government  had  re- 
ferred the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee, 
the  conflicting  interests  would  have  had 
an  opportunity  of  being  heard,  and  the 
details  could  have  been  thoroughly  dis- 
cussed, and  by  this  time  they  snould 
probably  have  been  engaged  in  passing 
a  satisfactory  Bill.  But  he  was  not  bo 
sure  of  the  advantage  of  sending  the 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee  now,  because 
the  peonle  of  Scotland  were  anxious  to 
see  a  Bui  on  the  subject  pass ;  and  if  they 
could  be  sure  that  they  would  have  time 
for  ample  consideration  of  the  clauses  in 
Committee,  he  thought  it  would  be  un- 
satisfactory at  this  late  period  of  the 
Session  to  send  the  Bill  before  a  Select 
Committee.  If  the  Government  could 
promise  a  sufficient  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  details  in  Committee,  he 
thought  they  might  very  well  allow  the 
second  reading  to  pass  without  moving 
any  Amendment,  as  they  were  all  agreed 
on  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 

Sib  GRAHAM  MONTGOMERY  said, 
his  constituents  had  a  great  grievance 
in  respect  to  the  present  state  of  the  toll 
question.  They  had  to  pay 'heavy  as- 
sessments for  the  tolls  in  their  own  dis- 
tricts, and  the  people  complained  to  him 
that  when  they  crossed  the  Border  to 
another  county  there  they  found  the  toll 
system  in  operation,  ana  they  thought 
this  was  a  ^reat  grievance.  The  time 
had  come  when  tolls  ought  to  bo  abo- 
lished. Ever  since  the  late  Mr.  Pagan, 
of  Cupar,  brought  this  question  forward, 
he  had  been  a  party  to  Bills  with  the 
object  of  abolishing  tolls,  and  he  did  not 
think  he  had  over  soon  so  nearly  perfect  a 
Bill  as  the  one  which  the  Government 
had  now  introduced,  which  dealt  with 
the  whole  question  in  a  venr  practical 
way.  In  the  first  place,  it  fixed  the  period 
when  tolls  must  be  abolished  entirely  for 
the  year  1887,  because  that  was  the  dato 
of  the  expiry  of  the  last  Toll  Act  in  Scot- 
land. It  was,  however,  open  to  tho 
counties  and  boroughs  to  agree  to  abo- 
lish tolls  before  that  time,  but  in  that 
year  the  whole  question  would  finally  be 
settled.  It  was  a  g^oat  advantage  to  tho 
counties  that  they  should  have  a  machi- 
nery for  abolishing  tolls  without  going 
for  a  private  Act,  which  was  very  expen- 
sive. This  Act  would  enable  them  to  do 
it  by  a  Provisional  Order,  confirming  the 
terms  on  which  they  arranged  that  tho 
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tolls  should  be  abolished.  To  those  who 
had  objected  to  their  abolitioxi  he  might 
say  that  he  did  not  think  any  county  had  a 
,  vested  right  in  tolls.  Tolls  were  created 
by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  Parliament 
could  therefore  take  them  away.  This 
Parliament  believed  the  tolls  ought  to 
go.  The  best  course  for  those  who  ob- 
jected to  their  abolition  would  be  to  help 
to  carry  this  Bill,  so  that  the  abolition 
might  be  made  as  equitable  as  possible. 
He  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Home  Secretary  to  this  point.  Mile- 
age was  to  be  one  of  the  criterions  by 
which  counties  must  pay  road  debts.  In 
Kinross-shire  there  was  the  Great  North 
Boad,  the  trustees  of  which  made  a  new 
road,  but  kept  up  the  old  road  as  weU  ; 
consequently  that  county  had  a  double 
mileage,  and  therefore  the  principle  of 
mileage  would  be  unfair  to  apply  to  that 
county.  He  hoped  attention  would  be 
paid  to  that  grievance.  The  way  in 
which  the  Bill  dealt  with  the  extraordi- 
nary traffic  was  one  of  its  best  features. 
It  was  a  fair  proposal  that  the  trustees 
and  the  parties  proposed  to  be  assessed 
should  go  before  the  Sheriff  and  have  the 
matter  settled  by  him.  As  to  the  proposal 
to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Gommittee 
at  this  period  of  the  Session  that  meant 
to  shelve  the  Bill  altogether.  Let  them 
try  whether  at  some  Morning  Sitting 
they  could  not  by  concessions  on  both 
sides  come  to  a  satisfactory  decision  on 
this  question. 

Mb.  ERNEST  NOEL  said,  he  had 
put  on  the  Paper  a  Notice  that  the  Bill 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  and 
he  should  be  glad  if  the  Home  Secre- 
tary would  g^ve  an  assurance  that  he 
would  ag^ee  to  that  course.  [Mr.  Asshe- 
ToN  Cross  dissented.]  Then  he  would 
offer  some  reasons  why  he  proposed  that 
the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee. He  had  hardly  ever  heard  a  better 
speech  in  favour  of  the  object  he  had 
in  view  than  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Edinbiirgh  (Mr.  McLaren).  The  hon. 
Member  approved  of  the  general  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill.  So  did  he  (Mr.  Noel) ; 
but  there  were  provisions  ezoeedingly 
difficult  to  deal  with,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Edinburgh  thought  them  so  bad 
that,  if  they  were  not  amended,  he  would 
oppose  the  Bill.  There  could  be  no 
stronger  arg^ument  for  referring  it  to  a 
Select  Committee.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Dumbartonshire  (Mr.  Orr  Ewins)  also 
said  he  was  strongly  in  favour  of  the  Bill, 

Sir  Graham  Montgomerjf 


and  he  went  into  detaHfltowhidi  he 
as  thoroughly  opposed  aa  was  the  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh.  Evenr  hon. 
Member  who  had  spoken  had  said  that 
they  were  dealing  with  a  qoestiozi  of 
great  difficulty.  He  would  ass  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Oentleman  whether  he  could  give 
time  this  Session  for  the  disonsirion  in 
Committee  of  a  Bill  which  preeented 
such  difficulties  ?  He  was  quite  oertain 
that  a  Bill  pressed  forward  in  that  way 
would  result  in  something  unsatiifao- 
tory  to  two-thirds  of  the  people  of  Soot- 
land.  While  hon.  Members  from  Sootland 
were  anxious  to  see  a  Boads  and  Bridgee 
Bill  passed,  there  were  still  aueetioDs 
involved  upon  which  it  was  deebable 
that  evidence  should  be  taken.  The 
present  measure  was,  to  a  certain  eztentt 
permissive,  and  its  operation  mig^t  be 
postponed  for  10  years.  He  would  aak, 
then  what  Scotland  would  lose  by  post- 
poning leg^ation  for  another  year,  and 
meanwhile  the  wants  of  particular  dis* 
tricts  might  be  carefblly  examined  into, 
and  due  consideration  paid  to  them.  It 
seemed  to  him  a  most  reasonable  reqnest 
that  at  this  period  of  the  Session  the 
Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. It  would  be  most  onwiae  to 
press  forward  a  measure  which  affected 
large  interests  without  having  sodi  an 
examination  of  details  as  he  held  wa« 
essential,  in  order  to  render  any  Bill 
which  might  be  passed  satisfactory  to 
the  lai^o  majonty  of  the  people  of 
Scotland. 

Ths  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  he 
quite  admitted  that  the  question  was 
surrounded  with  very  great  difficulti6» ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  ne  could  not  con- 
cur with  the  observations  that  had  fkllen 
from  the  hon.  Member  who  had  last 
addressed  the  House  (Mr.  Noel)  aa  to 
the  inexx>ediency  of  the  House  prooeed- 
ing  in  Committee  to  deal  directly  with 
the  objections  raised  to  the  Bill,  and  not 
through  the  agency  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. He  quite  admitted  that  where 
questions  had  not  been  thorough!/ 
probed,  where  there  was  a  laok  of  ii^or- 
mation  on  the  subject,  and  where  there 
had  been  a  want  of  attention  to  that 
subject  on  the  part  of  the  public,  it 
might  be  exceedingly  expedient,  before 
proceeding  to  legislate,  that  a  thorough 
investigation  should  take  place  befon^  a 
Select  Committee  of  that  House.  But 
he  could  not  think  that  the  present  sub* 
jeot  waa  analogous  in  any  one  partioalar 
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to  snch  a  case.  The  questions  connected 
with  road  reform  and  road  legislation  in 
Scotland  had  been  before  the  public  and 
before  that  House  for  at  least  16  or  16 
years  past,  and  he  entirely  disputed  that 
there  were  any  facts  still  requiring  in- 
Testiffation,  even  down  to  the  smiulest 
details  of  burgh  management.  He  could 
liardly  concur  with  the  observations  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Stirling  Burahs 
(Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman),  to  the  effect 
that  the  afternoon  had  been  entirely 
thrown  away.  He  thought  some  gooa 
miffht  come  of  the  discussion  which  they 
had  had,  because  the  main  difficulties 
which  arose  upon  the  Bill  had  been 
fairly  brought  before  the  House.  He 
did  not  think  they  should  meet  with  so 
much  difficulty  in  dealing  with  details, 
if  certain  of  those  leading  questions  upon 
which  there  was  considerable  diversity 
of  opinion  were  fairlv  discussed  and  set- 
tled. They  had  unaergone  a  good  deal 
of  discussion  that  day.  There  was  an 
entire  contrariety  of  opinion  on  some 
points,  and  he  thought  tnat  in  these  cir- 
cumstances such  questions  ought  to  be 
settled  by  a  vote  of  the  House,  and  not 
by  the  Report  of  a  Select  Committee. 
lie  knew  very  well  there  were  questions 
regarding  borough  revenues;  but  the 
House  would  be  able  to  deal  with  them 
in  a  manner  that  would  be  ouite  satis- 
factoiy  to  the  general  public  of  Scotland, 
if  not  to  both  of  the  sets  of  the  popula- 
tion which  had  different  interests  in  the 
matter.  He  was  unwilling  to  occupy 
the  time  of  the  House ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  thought  it  proper  that  he  should 
say  a  word  or  two  in  regard  to  what  the 
BUI  proposed,  and  the  issue  it  raised 
upon  several  points  that  had  been  mooted 
by  hon.  Members.  Undoubtedly,  one 
great  question  was  as  to  the  10  years 
clause.  The  difference  of  opinion  on 
that  point  was  very  manifest;  but  he 
did  not  intend  to  detain  the  House  by 
entering  into  the  merits  of  that  clause. 
The  argument  on  the  one  side  and  the 
other  was  very  plain.  Many  desired  to 
have  legislation  immediately  operating ; 
whilst,  on  the  other  hand,  he  thought 
that  some  time  must  reasonably  be  given 
to  those  counties  which  had  not  yet 
adopted  by  private  Act  the  abolition  of 
tolls ;  because  it  was  very  well  known 
that  unless  some  time  was  ^ven  the 
fitfect  of  the  immediate  operation  of  the 
Bill  would  be  to  throw  upon  certain  dis- 
triots,  which  did  not  make  the  roads,  part 


of  the  expense  of  roads  made  by  other 
districts  where  the  debt  was  not  paid  off, 
and  those  who  had  made  their  own  roads 
at  their  own  expense  would  have  to 
share  with  others  the  expense  of  roads 
which  the  latter  ought  to  have  paid. 
Then,  again,  to  some  extent  the  Bui,  if 
it  became  immediately  operative,  would 
interfere  with  existing  covenants,  with 
the  existing  contracts  oetween  landlord 
and  tenant,  and  with  the  rights  of  te- 
nants amongst  themselves.  These  wore 
matters  which  the  House  would  be  able 
to  take  into  consideration,  and  on  which 
it  would  arrive  at  a  correct  judgment. 
Then  there  was  undoubtedly  a  vonr 
important  question  in  regard  to  the  divi- 
sion between  burgh  and  county.  He 
could  not  think  that  any  scheme  would 
be  satisfactory  to  that  House  or  to  the 
people  of  Scotland  that  did  not  give  to 
certain  burghs  the  control  of  their  own 
roads.  It  must  be  kept  in  view  that 
where  at  this  moment  there  were  turn- 
pike roads  and  statute-labour  roads 
within  a  burgh,  under  the  management 
of  two  separate  sets  of  trustees,  tne  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  combine  them, 
but  even  then  they  had  the  municipality 
or  Commissioners  who  represented  the 
inhabitants — a  body  well  fitted  to  be 
entrusted  with  the  duty.  He  should  say 
nothing  about  the  area  to  be  made  over  to 
the  keeping  of  the  burgh  authorities 
beyond  this  —  that  the  Bill  proposed 
that,  nothing  to  the  contrary  beinff 
stipulated,  the  area  of  the  burffh  should 
be  the  area  taken  charge  of  by  the 
municipality.  If  there  were  any  case 
in  which  ihe  road  authorities  of  the 
county  were  of  opinion  that  to  adopt 
the  area  according  to  the  burgh  limit 
would  be  productive  of  injustice  to 
the  county  ratepayers,  they  might  ap- 
proach the  burghs  and  offer  to  miJce  an 
arrangement,  or  failing  to  come  to  an 
understanding,  the  county  authority, 
after  four  vears,  would  be  entitled  to 
approach  the  Home  Secretary  and  de- 
mand, after  the  facts  on  both  sides  had 
been  ascertained,  that  a  boundary  should 
be  laid  down  bv  Provisional  Order, 
which  Order  would  have  to  be  brought 
before  that  House  and  sanctioned  in  the 
usual  form.  As  regarded  the  Question 
of  rating,  he  was  happy  to  perceive  that 
the  principle  of  laymg  one-half  on  the 
lanmord  and  one-half  on  the  tenant  had 
been  pretty  generally  approved.  And 
really  that  rule  now  obtained  so  univer- 
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but  in  the  county  of  Forfar  the  com- 

Elaint  was  ^neral  that  the  statute- 
ibour  roads  had  been  starved.  Unless 
the  Home  Secretary  could  give  the 
House  some  satisfaction  on  these  points, 
it  would  be  a  question  whether  it  would 
not  be  better  to  postpone  the  BiU  in  the 
hope  of  getting  in  a  year  or  two  a  Bill 
wluch  would  be  more  satisfactory. 

Mb.  BAILLIE  COOHEANE  hoped 
an  opportunity  would  be  given  of  divi- 
ding on  the  Question  that  tiie  Bill  should 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  even 
if  they  took  three  years  in  arriving  at  a 
decision  upon  the  subject.  There  was 
evidently  a  great  difference  of  opinion 
with  regard  to  the  Bill,  and  he  thought 
it  very  desirable  there  should  be  some- 
thing Hke  agreement.  £^or  his  part,  he 
'  could  not  see  why  a  measure  raising  so 
many  difficult  questions  had  been  intro- 
duced by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  Many  of  the  counties  were 
perfectly  satisfied  with  the  existing  state 
of  things.  It  was  a  right  principle  that 
those  who  used  the  roads  should  pay  for 
them,  and  so  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
he  thought  that  if  tolls  did  not  exist, 
they  ought  to  be  invented,  as  they  ap- 
peared to  him  to  constitute  the  fairest 
way  of  maintaining  the  roads  in  proper 
condition.  The  consideration  of  the  Bill 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  would, 
he  believed,  take  weeks. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
could  bear  testimony  to  the  fact  that  the 
Bill  under  discussion  was  one  which  was 
very  much  desired  by  the  great  majority 
of  the  people  of  Scotland,  and  he  would 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  that,  not  content  with 
having  devoted  one  Morning  Sitting  to 
Scotch  Business,  he  would  tell  the  House 
fairly  and  frankly  whether  the  Gbvem- 
ment  reaUy  meant  to  push  it  through 
this  Session 

Mb.  MAEK  STEWAET  also  bore 
testimony  to  the  desire  that  existed 
amongst  Scotch  people  that  the  Bill 
should  be  passed  into  law,  and  said,  he 
should  like  to  see  some  provision  made 
whereby  burghs  with  a  population  lower 
than  10,000  might  obtain  the  same  ad- 
vantages as  burghs  with  that  number  of 
inhabitants  and  upwards.  There  was 
another  point  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  Barclay) 
in  regard  to  the  qualification  of  road 
trustees.  That  appeared  to  be  the  same 
as  the  qualifications  of  the   Commis- 


sioners of  Supply.  In  many  counties 
that  qualification  was  far  too  high,  and 
consequently  many  excellent  men  of  busi- 
ness among  a  comparatively  lower  class 
of  tenant-urmers  would  be  always  un- 
represented at  the  road  meetings.  There 
were  some  other  points  which  would 
come  up  in  detail  when  the  House  went 
into  Committee ;  but  he  rose  chiefly  to 
direct  the  attention  of  the  Government 
to  the  point  that  this  Bill  might  be 
allowed  partially  to  apply.  As  the  Bill 
was  drawn  it  could  only  be  made  to 
apply  wholly,  and  thus  few  of  those 
counties  would  be  found  willing  to  adopt 
it,   which  had  gone  to  the   great  ex- 

gense  of  obtaining  private  Acts  of  Par- 
ament  for  themselves.  He  trusted  that 
the  Bill  would  become  law  in  the  pre- 
sent Session. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGESSEN 
said,  that  as  no  English  voice  had  as  yet 
been  raised  in  the  debate,  he  would  ask 
leave  to  say  a  few  words.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wight  (Mr. 
Baillie  Cochrane)  was  in  favour  of  a 
system  of  toUs,  because,  he  said,  that  by 
that  system  those  paid  for  the  roads  who 
used  them.  That  was  a  transparent 
fallacy  which  ought  not  to  be  left  un- 
answered. It  was  quite  true  that  under 
the  toll  system  those  who  paid  tolls  were 
persons  who  used  the  roads ;  but  it  was 
equally  true  that  an  enormous  number 
of  persons  used  the  roads  who  never  paid 
tolls ;  and,  placeyour  turnpike  gates  where 
you  would,  you  could  never  set  rid  of 
this  fact,  and  of  the  consequent  inequality 
of  the  toll  system.  It  was  on  that  account 
that  he  was  always  opposed  to  a  system 
of  tolls.  The  chief  reason  why  he  rose, 
however,  was  to  request  his  hon.  Friend 
behindhim  (Mr.  Noel)  nottomove  thatthe 
Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 
There  were  two  reasons  why  Bills  were 
ordinarily  referred  to  Select  Uommittees. 
One  reason  was,  'when  it  was  desired  to 
**  shelve  "  a  Bill ;  but  that  purpose  had 
been  disavowed  in  the  present  case.  The 
other  was,  when  information  was  sought 
to  be  obtained  by  evidence  upon  points 
within  the  Bill  upon  which  dinerence  of 
opinion  existed.  Now  he  (Mr.  Knatch- 
bull-Hugessen),  having  carefully  listened 
to  the  debate,  was  of  opinion  that  no 
evidence  or  additional  information  was 
necessary  to  enable  hon.  Members  to 
fully  understand  the  points  in  dispute. 
There  was,  no  doubt,  much  difference  of 
opinion  as  to  many  details  of  the  Bill ; 
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but  those  differences  might  best  be  de- 
cided in  Oommittee  of  the  Whole  House. 
He  was  sorrj  the  debate  had  already 
wandered  from  the  principle  of  the  BiU 
into  many  questions  whicn  were  rather 
for  Oommittee ;  but  he  thought  that  if 
they  now  allowed  the  Bill  to  be  read  a 
second  time,  they  might  be  sure  that  the 
Home  Secretary,  for  his  own  credit's 
sake,  would  be  anxious  to  pass  it,  and 
might  be  trusted  to  do  hb  best  to  give 
ample  time,  for  its  discussion  in  Com- 
mittee. 

SiK  WINDHAM  ANSTEUTHER 
asked  the  Home  Secretary  whether  he 
would  give  an  assurance  that  the  Bill 
would  come  on  for  discussion  on  the 
day  fixed  for  going  into  Committee.  For 
the  last  four  months,  Scotch  Members 
had  on  many  nights  been  detained  at 
the  House  at  great  inconyenienoe  to 
themselves  for  the  purpose  of  watching 
this  BiU. 

Mr.  EAMSAY  said,  that  for  the  last 
30  years  he  had  lived  in  a  county  in 
which  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  had 
been  in  operation.  In  that  county  the 
operation  of  the  local  Act  had  been  satis- 
factoiT  to  aU  concerned,  and  he  believed 
that  the  present  Bill,  if  it  became  law, 
would  ^ve  satisfaction  to  the  people  of 
Scotland  generally.  He  would  appeal 
to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
to  give  ample  time  for  the  discussion  of 
details  in  Uommittee. 

Mb.  YEA  man  said,  it  had  been  trulv 
asserted  that  this  was  a  matter  which 
had  agitated  Scotland  for  a  great  many 
years.  As  the  Representative  of  a  con- 
stituency which  would  be  largely  affected 
by  the  Bill,  notwithstanding  there  were 
some  inequalities  in  it,  which  might  be 
remedied  in  Committee — still  he  thought 
that,  on  the  whole,  the  BiU  would  be 
satisfactory  to  the  people  of  Scotland.  He 
thought  it  ought  not  to  be  referred  to 
the  consideration  of  a  Select  Committee, 
and  trusted  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Dumfries  Burghs  ^r.  Noel)  would  not 
persevere  with  his  Motion. 

Mb.  M'LAOAN  also  be^ed  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Dumfries  Burghs  not  to 
divide  on  the  question  of  referring  the 
BiU  to  a  Select  Committee.  Approving 
the  principle  of  the  BiU  he  hoped  the 
Home  SecretaiT  would  give  ample  time 
for  discussion  of  the  detaus  in  Committee. 
He  thought  the  10  years'  grace  was 
against  the  interest  of  the  proprietors, 
and  he  trusted  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
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man  would  re-consider  the  dauM  on  the 
subject.  The  extraordinaxy  asseasment 
to  be  put  on  certain  kinds  of  property 
under  the  49th  clause  was  unjust  The 
Beport  on  which  this  BiU  was  founded 
was  15  years  old,  and  a  Report  on  the 
subject  now  by  the  same  men  would  be 
very  different,  as  there  had  been  great 
alterations  in  Scotland  within  the  last 
15  years. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  :  I  have  to 
say  that,  on  the  whole,  I  am  bound  to 
bear  my  testimony  to  the  fact  that  the 
BiU  has  been  very  favourably  receiTed 
by  both  sides  of  the  House.  As  this 
matter  has  been  before  the  Scotch  people 
so  long,  I  am  quite  certain  that  the  time 
has  come  when  it  ought  to  be  settled, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  anybody  would 

fain  by  delaying  the  settlement.  When 
was  in  Scotland  some  years  ago,  I  had 
the  honour  of  receiving  a  deputation  to 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
opposite  (Colonel  Mure)  has  aUuded.  I 
certainly  neard  both  sides  of  the  case 
very  strongly  stated,  and  I  did  not  ex- 
pect at  that  time  that  opinions  would  be 
so  modified  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
as  they  are  now,  for  the  difference  of 
opinions  which  we  have  heard  to-day 
m>m  that  which  I  heard  when  I  received 
the  deputation  is  perfectly  startling.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  opposite  wiU 
excuse  me  for  saying  that  ne^was  not 
''  surrounded  by  both  parties"  when  he 
appeared  before  me.  I  received  two 
perfectly  distinct  deputations,  one  horn 
one  side  and  one  from  another,  and  the 
hon.  and  gaUant  Member  appeared  ou 
both.  I  am  bound,  however,  to  say 
for  his  comfort  that  when  he  appeared 
on  one  side,  he  frankly  stated  tnat  he 
was  not  in  accord  with  the  gentlemen 
who  came  before  me  on  the  other  side 
of  the  question.  I  beHeve  that  the  BiU 
which  was  brought  forward  by  the  Go- 
vernment last  Session  has  done  rerj 
much  to  bring  people's  minds  together 
on  this  question ;  and  I  beUere  uat  in 
the  BiU  now  before  us  there  are  the 
elements  of  a  very  fair  settlement  of  the 
question,  which  might  be  effected  in  the 
course  of  the  present  Session.  I  am 
quite  certain  in  my  own  mind  that  the 
place  to  fight  out  whatever  has  to  be 
fought  out  is  the  floor  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  There  are  points  of  difference, 
and  whatever  might  oe  the  determina- 
tion of  a  Committee  upstairs,  they  would 
have  to  be  decided  on  the  floor  of  the 
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House.  When  the  Beport  oame  down, 
mj  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Isle 
of  Wight  (Mr.  Baillie  Ooohrane)  gaye  a 
most  frank  reason  for  referring  this 
measure  to  a  Select  Oommittee,  for  he 
said  that  it  did  not  matter,  so  &r  as  he 
was  oonoemed,  if  it  took  three  years 
to  consider  the  subject.  For  my  own 
part,  however,  I  do  not  want  to  shelye 
the  Bill.  I  should  not  hare  asked  the 
House  to  read  it  a  second  time  at  this 
period  of  the  Session  if  it  were  not  the 
determination  of  the  Ooyemment,  as  far 
as  they  can,  to  pass  it  into  law.  One 
hon.  Member  asks  me  to  name  a  day, 
and  to  stick  to  it,  for  going  into  Oom- 
mittee.  That  would  be  impossible,  be- 
cause no  one  can  tell  how  much  other 
debates  may  be  protracted ;  but  if  the 
Oovemment  can  by  any  possibility  pass 
the  Bill  into  law  during  this  Session,  it 
is  their  intention  to  do  so.  In  order  to 
effect  that  object,  I  must  appeal  to  the 
House  on  botn  sides  to  assist  us  in  dis- 
cussing in  Committee  fully  but  fairly  the 
points  that  will  arise. 

Question  put,  and  agresd  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommiiUd 
for  Friday  next,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 


aUMMARY  JURISDICTION  AMEND- 
MENT   (r$'€ommitt4d)     BILL  —  [Bill  173.] 
{Mr,  A9$h€i4m  Orou,  Mr.  Solicitor  Oencral,  Sir 
H0nrf  StlmH'Ibbttton.) 

OOMMITTXB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the 
Chair.''— (i/r.  Auhiion  Crou.) 

Mr.  BIOOAB  moyed  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate,  on  the  ground  that  hon. 
Members  had  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
considering  the  Amendments,  and  also 
on  the  ground  that  there  was  not  suffi- 
cient time  left  to  discuss  them. 

Motion    made,    and    Question    put, 
'*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
fr,  B%gg<»r,) 


The  House  dmdsd: — Ayes  11 ;  Noes 
207:  Majority  196.— (Diy.  List,  No.  180.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Ma.  HENLET,  in  resuming  the  de- 
bate, condemned  the  Bill  as  impractic- 
able.   It  was  without  any  proyision  to 


enable  those  who  had  to  carry  out 
judgments  to  be  informed  of  the  grounds 
on  which  at  a  preyious  sitting  of  the 
magistrates  those  judgments  were  giyen. 
The  BiU  was  drawn  with  an  eyident 
idea  that  petty  Sessions  Court  was  to 
be  a  Court  of  Kecord ;  but  there  was  no 
machinery  proyided  for  that  purpose,  and 
nothing  could  be  more  oDJectionable 
than  tne  unlimited  power  of  appeal 
which  the  Bill  aUowed.  It  would  be 
easier  to  get  the  Bill  set  right  by  re- 
ferring it  to  a  Select  Committee  than  by 
a  general  discussion  in  this  House. 

And  it  beinff  ten  minutes  before 
Seyen  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned  till  this  dag, 

SUPPLY-NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  stated  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  to  take  Votes  6  and  10  of 
these  Estimates  on  Monday  next,  and  to 
postpone  the  other  Votes. 

And  it  being  now  Seyen  of  the  clock, 
the  House  suspended  its  sitting. 

The  House  resumed  its  sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  clock. 


SITPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the 
Chair." 

BOROUGH  FRANCHISE  (IRELAND). 

RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  MELDON,  in  rising  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  restricted  nature  of  the  Bo- 
rough Franchise  in  Ireland;  and  to 
moye — 

"  That  the  rectricted  nature  of  the  Borough 
Franchiae  of  Ireland,  aa  compared  with  that 
eziating  in  England  and  Scotland,  is  a  subject 
deserving  the  immediate  attention  of  Parliament, 
with  a  view  of  establishing  a  fair  and  just  equal- 
ity of  the  Franchise  in  the  three  Countries, 

said :  I  rise  to  ask  this  House  to  assent 
to  a  principle  neither  new  nor  reyolu- 
tionary.  llie  proposal  I  shall  adc  this 
House  to  adopt  embraces  a  principle 
not  originating  with  myself  or  my  Col- 
leagues, but,  on  the  contrary,  I  ask  the 
affirmance  of  a  principle  put  forward 
with  peculiar  force,  and  often  repeated 
by  those  Members  who,  if  past  expe- 
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rienoe  is  not  delusiTe,  will  be  fonnd  in 
the  front  ranks,  and  most  yigorons  in 
their  opposition  to  the  Besolution  I  am 
about  to  submit.  What  is  this  principle, 
and  what  is  the  simple,  narrow,  and  only 
issue  to  be  this  night  decided?  The 
question  is,  whether  this  House  fairly, 
honestly,  and  without  favour,  legislates 
for  the  three  Countries,  and  whether  it 
is  true  that  Ireland  is  treated  by  this 
Imperial  Parliament  fairly  and  justly  as 
an  integral  part  of  the  United  £ng^om, 
and  given  tne  benefit  of  equal  laws  as 
England?  When  the  demand  by  the 
Irish  people  for  a  separate  Parliament 
is  discussed  in  this  House,  we  are  told, 
and  by  no  persons  more  strongly  or  more 
frequently  than  by  the  Genflemen  who 
sit  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House, 
that  the  Imperial  Parliament  ^ves  to 
Ireland  the  full  benefit  of  im  laws 
passed  for  the  rest  of  the  Kingdom,  and 
that  nothing  is  refused  to  Ireland  that 
is  granted  to  England.  The  Resolution 
I  am  about  to  propose  is  a  practical  test 
as  to  the  bona  fian  of  this  statement ; 
and  upon  the  vote  to  be  taken  to-night 
depends  the  determination  of  the  ques- 
tion which  I  wish  plainly  to  place  before 
the  people  of  the  United  Kingdom — 
whetner  or  not  England  and  Ireland 
are  treated  to  the  benefit  of  equal  laws 
on  a  subject  of  greatest  consequence? 
My  opinion  has  long  been  that  tne  real 
difference  between  the  two  great  Eng- 
lish Parties  in  this  House  is  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Franchise.  The  one  Party 
wish  that  this  privilege  or  right  should 
be  extended  to  the  people  of  this  great 
Kingdom  as  widely  as  possible;  whereas 
the  other  side  think  of  noUiing  but 
placing  restrictions  on  the  enjoyment  by 
the  mass  of  the  people  of  their  political 
rights.  For  my  part,  I  wish  at  all  times 
to  bring  prominently  before  the  countiy 
this  great  and  important  difference  be- 
tween Conserratiyes  and  Liberals ;  but, 
on  the  present  occasion,  I  wish  to  dis- 
tinctly point  out  that  no  Question  of  ex- 
tension of  the  franchise  is  raised;  but 
the  issue  raised  merely  is  whether  you 
will  fl;rant  to  the  people  of  Ireland  rights 
which  the  OonservatiTe  Party,  led  by 
the  present  distinguished  Nobleman  who 
holds  the  reins  of  office,  at  the  first  con- 
ferred on  the  people  of  England  and  Scot- 
land ?  I  shall  point  out,  as  shortly  as  I 
can,  what  the  law  is  in  England  and  Soot- 
land  with  respect  to  the  Borough  I^n- 
chise:  I  will  prove  that  the  Conservative 
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Party  themselves  were  parties  to  con- 
ferring the  existing  frtmchise  on  the  in- 
habitants of  these  oountriee ;  by  means 
of  statistics  I  will  show  that  a  laree  num- 
ber of  Uie  people  of  Ireland  are  oiafrmn- 
chised ;  and  I  will  then  leave  it  to  zn  j 
opponents  to  justify,  if  they  can,  why 
Ireland  in  this  matter  should  be  excep* 
tionally  treated.  Before  proceeding 
further,  I  may  just  as  well  state  one  or 
two  facts  that  will  at  once  prove  the 
great  injustice  under  which  the  Irish 
people  labour.  The  81  Parliamentary 
Boroughs  of  Ireland,  with  a  population 
of  882,146,  having  130,525  rated  dwell- 
ing-houses, return  39  Representatives  by 
the  votes  of  only  53,953  electors;  whereas 
the  City  of  Olasgow,  with  a  population 
of  477,732,  has  a  constituency  or  no  loss 
than  60,570  ;  and  Liverpool,  with  a 
population  of  493,405,  has  a  oonstitnencj 
numbering  59,667 ;  and  Manchester, 
with  a  population  of  379,374,  returns  its 
Representatives  by  the  votes  of  63,938 
persons.  Thus,  each  of  these  cities  in 
Great  Britain  has  a  oonstituenoy  hat 
exceeding  in  numbers  the  entire  number 
of  persons  reffistered  for  all  the  boroughs 
of  Ireland.  I  will  proceed  now  to  state, 
as  shortly  as  possible,  the  state  of  the 
law  in  respect  of  the  Borough  Franchise 
in  the  three  Countries.  The  enjoyment 
of  the  franchise  by  the  mass  of  the 
people  is  affected  by  two  distinct  dassee  of 
laws — ^first,  the  law  regulating  directly 
the  franchise  qualification;  and,  second, 
those  laws  which,  though  more  directly 
affecting  the  payment  of  rates,  still  most 
materially  affect  the  rights  of  persons  to 
get  placed  on  the  Parliamentary  Re- 
gister. I  must,  therefore,  ask  the  House 
to  bear  with  me  whilst  I  call  their  atten- 
tion to  the  laws  now  in  force  bearing  on 
these  two  distinct  questions.  Under  the 
Reform  Act  of  1850  everv  occupier  in  a 
borough  who  was  rated  for  the  relief  of 
the  poor  to  the  extent  of  £8,  and  who  had 
paid  such  rate  up  to  a  certain  date,  was 
entitled  to  be  registered  as  a  voter.  In 
order,  therefore,  to  entitle  a  person  to  the 
franchise,  it  was  necessarv  that  he  ahoold 
be  rated  and  have  paid  his  rates.  The 
Act  of  1850,  therefore,  contained  pro- 
visions to  enable  an  occupier,  in  case  he 
was  not  rated  by  the  proper  authorilr, 
to  daim  to  be  rated,  but  tois  ooidd  mif 
be  done  by  paying  or  tendering  a^jfitM 
due  at  the  time  of  making  Hu^^ 
This  provision  was  allMRl 
because  it  threw  i^gn 
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ontu  of  paying  not  only  rates  neoee- 
•ary  for  a  person  thus  rated  to  pay,  bnt 
also  all  current  rates  then  due.  I  call 
attention  to  this  point,  because  I  will 
show  that  so  anxious  were  the  firamers 
of  subsequent  laws  passed  for  the  benefit 
of  England — not  extended  to  Ireland — 
to  facilitate  the  acquisition  of  the  fran- 
chise, that  these  objectionable  clauses 
were  subsequently  repealed.  Until  1867 
the  laws  as  to  the  Borough  Franchise 
were  the  same  in  England  and  in  Ire- 
land, with  this  exception — that  in  the 
city  of  Dublin,  owing  to  a  prorision  in 
one  of  the  Collection  of  Kates  Acts, 
tenants  pajring  their  rents  weekly  or 
monthly  were  prevented  from  being  rated ; 
and  this  provision  applying  to  but  one 
dty  in  the  United  Kingdom  has  prac- 
tically disfranchised  several  hundreds  of 
persons  in  the  cities  of  Cork,  Dublin, 
Limerick,  Belfast,  and  Waterford;  lessees 
were  required  to  be  rated  wherever  the 
premises  were  rated  under  £8.  The 
r«sult  of  this  law  has  been  that  when 
the  rating  qualification  was  reduced  to 
£4  no  occupiers  were  rated  under  £8, 
and  such  occupiers  were  obliged  to  claim 
to  be  rated,  subject  to  the  almost  pro- 
hibitory conditions  I  have  above  referred 
to.  In  the  year  1867,  the  great  change 
in  the  law  as  to  the  qualification  for  the 
Borough  Franchise  took  place.  In  that 
Tear  a  Conservative  Government,  led 
by  the  present  Prime  Minister,  gave  the 
great  boon  of  Household  8uffi*age  to  the 
people  of  Ghreat  Britain — a  boon  denied 
by  the  Imperial  Parliament  to  the  people 
of  Ireland.  Allow  me,  before  I  pass  on, 
to  say  that  the  possession  by  the  masses 
of  the  people  of  political  power,  a  know- 
ledge on  their  part  that  they  return  as 
their  Bepresentatives  the  persons  who 
have  the  power  to  bind  their  persons 
and  property,  is  one  of  the  greatest 
safeguards  against  revolution  and  dis- 
content ;  and  the  Parliament  that 
passed  Household  Suffittge,  and  the 
statesmen  who  supported  it,  showed 
sound  judgment,  and  conferred  a  lasting 
benefit  on  the  country.  The  Reform 
Act  of  1867  did  not  confer  upon  the 
country  the  boon  that  apparently  was 
intended  to  be  granted  —  I  say  ap- 
parentlv,  because  I  feel  oertain  that 
tha  wiqr  statesman,  who  so  magnifi- 
mtiif  and  generously  gave  Household 
~  '^  well  aware  that,  owing  to 

and  prohibitory  nature 
tlausosy  he  was  giving 


but  half  a  loaf,  when  the  recipients 
imagined  thev  were  getting  full  weight. 
I  have  pointed  out  how,  under  the  Beform 
Act  of  1860,  the  provisions  as  to  rating 
and  payment  of  rates  seriously  interfered 
with  the  acquisition  of  the  franchise. 
These  restrictive  clauses  were  not  re- 
moved by  the  Beform  Act  of  1867 ;  but, 
on  the  contrary,  were  rendered — delibe- 
rately, I  feel  certain — more  objection- 
able. This  Act  made  personal  payment 
of  rates  necessary,  made  the  occupier 
liable  thereto,  and  took  away  the  right 
of  composition  for  rates.  The  Act, 
however,  was  beneficial  in  this  way — 
Household  Suffrage  was  nominally  given ; 
occupiers  were,  in  the  first  instance,  to 
be  placed  on  the  rate  books  under  a 

Senalty ;  power  was  given  to  tenants  to 
educt  rates  in  cases  where  the  land- 
lords were  liable,  but  did  not  pay ;  and 
it  was  made  compulsory  on  the  overseers 
to  serve  notices  on  occupiers  in  case  of 
the  rates  remaining  unpaid,  in  time  for 
them  to  pay  the  same  in  time  to  preserve 
the  franchise.  These  advantages  were 
counteracted  to  some  extent.  The  Act 
imposed  the  payment  of  rates  on  the 
poor  man ;  it  deprived  the  landlord  of 
the  right  he  theretofore  had  of  com- 
pounding the  rates,  and  threw  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  obtaining  the  franchise. 
In  order  to  show  how  tne  present  state 
of  the  law  excludes  the  g^reat  mass  of 
the  people  from  the  enjovment  of  the 
franchise  in  Ireland,  I  shall  quote  a  few 
fig^ures  taken  from  Betums  presented 
to  this  House,  and  thev  will  prove  that 
the  state  of  England  with  respect  to  the 
Borough  Franchise  was  the  same  before 
the  Beform  Act  of  1 867.  From  a  Betum 
obtained  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt), 
in  1874,  it  appears  that  in  1866,  56 
boroughs  in  England  had  less  than  500 
rated  occupiers  on  their  Parliamentary 
rolls;  there  were  nine  with  less  than 
300  occupiers,  and  in  one  instance — that 
of  Calne — there  were  but  1 44.  There  were 
45  boroughs  with  less  than  500  electors 
on  the  rolls,  and  altogether  there  were 
but  500,000  electors  on  the  Parliamen- 
tary registers  of  boroughs  in  England. 
The  state  of  England,  therefore,  before 
the  Act  of  1867,  was  very  much  the 
same  as  the  present  state  of  Ireland, 
and  all  that  my  Motion  asks  for  is,  that 
the  laws  which  produced  the  difference 
between  England  in  1866  and  England 
in  1877  should  be  extended  to  Ireland. 
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To  show  the  effects  of  the  rating  laws  in 
interfering  with  the  obtaining  eyen  of 
the  present  franchise,  I  will  quote  from 
a  Parliamentary  Eetum,  No.  45,  printed 
in  the  Session  of  1874.  In  Belfast, 
with  a  population  of  174,413,  there  are 
25,708  tenements  value  for  oyer  £4,  yet 
we  find  but  14,990  rated  occupiers  on 
the  Parliamentary  register ;  in  Carlow, 
with  a  population  of  7,842  and  635  te- 
nements rated  for  over  £4,  there  are 
but  311  rated  occupiers  with  the  fran- 
chise; in  Oork,  with  a  population  of 
100,518,  and  7,190  tenements  rated 
above  £4,  there  are  only  3,737  rated 
occupiers  entitled  to  the  franchise ;  in 
Dublin,  with  a  population  of  267,717, 
there  are  23,247  tenements  rated  over 
£4,  and  only  11,004  rated  occupiers  on 
the  registers ;  of  the  tenements  rated  in 
Dublin  there  are  21,008  cases  in  which 
the  rating  includes  a  dwelling-house. 
Excluding  the  disfranchised  boroughs  of 
Cashel  and  Sligo,  there  were,  according 
to  this  Betum,  in  the  other  boroughs 
127,341  rated  tenements  with  dwelling- 
houses,  and  only  44,920  rated  occupiers 
on  the  Parliamentary  register,  and  we 
find  at  the  present  time  37  boroueh 
Members  returned  to  this  House  by 
53,953  electors.  In  order  to  illustrate 
the  great  difference  which  exists  between 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  with  respect 
to  the  Borough  Franchise,  I  will  call 
attention  to  the  following  statistics 
taken  fit)m  the  latest  Returns.  Dublin, 
with  a  population  of  267,717,  gives 
the  franchise  only  to  12,310  persons; 
whereas  Leeds,  with  a  population  of 
7,000  less— namely,  259,212— has  upon 
its  Parliamentary  register  no  less  tnan 
49,800;  Wolverhampton,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  156,978,  has  24,341  electors; 
Norwich,  with  a  population  of  80,386, 
has  a  constituency  of  14,921 ;  and  Edin- 
burgh, with  196,979  inhabitants,  enfran- 
chises 26,935  persons;  Belfast,  with  a 
population  of  174,413,  has  on  its  register 
19,633  names.  It  is  a  remarkable  cir- 
cumstance that  Belfast,  with  a  much 
smaller  population  than  Dublin,  has 
7,323  more  electors.  This  arises  from 
the  fact  that  persons  in  Dublin  paying 
rent  weekly  or  monthly  cannot  be  put 
on  the  register,  and  ihe  exoeedinsrly 
prohibitory  nature  of  the  law  in  Dublin 
with  respect  to  the  payment  of  the  rates. 
Bradfora,  with  a  population  of  145,830, 
enfranchises  26,801  ;  Greenwich,  with 
123,408,  gives  the  franchise  to  19,990 
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occupiers;  Aberdeen,  with  only  88,125, 
has  on  its  register  13,738 ;  Gork,  with 
its  population  of  100,518,  enfranchise* 
but  4,445;  whilst  Ghreenook,  with  only 
50,150,  gives  the  franchise  to  7,614; 
Limerick,  with  49,853  inhabitants,  has 
only  1,804  electors;  while  Gateshead, 
with  48,627,  has  11,516  on  its  register. 
It  will  be  seen  from  these  figures  what 
an  enormous  difference  exists  between 
boroughs  in  England  and  Ireland  in  the 
state  of  their  Parliamentary  registers. 
I  have  already  called  attention  to  the 
fact,  that  one  dty  in  Scotland  has  a 
more  numerous  constituency  than  all 
the  boroughs  of  Ireland  put  together. 
Now,  there  is  but  one  other  statis- 
tical Betum  to  which  I  will  direct  the 
attention  of  the  House,  but  it  certainly 
is  a  most  extraordinary  one.  With  a 
population  of  upwards  of  12,000,000, 
English  counties  are  represented  by  187 
Members  returned  by  850,587  electors ; 
whereas  the  boroughs  with  a  population 
of  more  than  10,500,000,  are  represented 
by  297  Members  returned  by  1,514,716, 
of  whom  no  less  than  about  1,470,000 
are  rated  occupiers.  In  Scotland  the 
counties,  with  a  population  of  2,106,673. 
are  represented  by  32  Members  re- 
turned by  88,594  electors,  while  the 
boroughs,  with  a  population  of  about 
1,200,000,  are  represented  by  26  Mem- 
bers returned  by  202,852  electors,  of 
whom  about  192,800  are  rated  ooctt- 
piers.  It  will  thus  be  seen  that  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  the  electors  in  bo- 
roughs far  exceed  the  number  of  electors 
in  counties.  In  Ireland,  however,  this 
state  of  affairs  is  entirely  altered.  The 
boroughs  in  Ireland,  witii  a  population 
of  866,356,  are  represented  by  37  Mem- 
bers returned  by  53,753  electors,  of 
whom  48,000  are  rated  occupiers ;  while 
the  counties,  with  a  population  of  more 
than  4,500,000,  are  represented  by  64 
Members,  returned  by  173,919  electors. 
Now,  these  figures  prove  beyond  doubt 
that  the  great  mass  of  the  population  of 
Irish  boroughs  are  exduaea  ttom  the 
franchise,  while  the  same  class  are  ad- 
mitted in  England  and  Scotland.  All 
the  trades  and  working  classes  are  in 
Ireland  excluded  from  the  frmnohisa. 
This  proportion  of  rated  occupiers  to 
rated  premises  and  population  is  extra- 
ordinary small,  ana  is  altogether  dif- 
ferent crom  that  which  prevails  in  Eng- 
land, as  the  figures  in  many  of  the 
largest  boroughs  dearly  prove.     The 
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oontrAct  between  the  proportion  of  elec- 
tors to  population  in  the  English  and 
Scottish  and  in  the  Irish  boroughs  is 
most  marked^the  borough  of  Glasgow 
has,  in  fact,  more  electors  than  the 
whole  of  the  Irish  boroughs  put  to- 
gether. This  arises  partly  from  differ- 
ence in  the  qualification  and  partly  from 
the  seyere  and  prohibitiTe  rating  laws 
in  Ireland,  whicn  are  directed  to  prevent 
persons  acquiring  the  franchise ;  whilst 
the  rating  laws  of  England  and  Scotland 
are  framed  in  such  a  way  as  to  facilitate 
the  acquisition  of  the  franchise.  Those 
laws  in  the  former  country  are  calculated 
to  deprive  persons  who  possess  the  fran- 
chise of  it,  and  prevent  those  who  have 
it  not  from  acquiring  it.  And  there  is 
the  same  disproportion  with  reference  to 
the  oounty  representation  as  exists  in 
the  borouffh  minchise  and  representa- 
tion in  Ireland.  What  is  the  result  of 
this  lep:islation  ?  It  is  that  in  England 
all  artuans  and  tradespeople  have  the 
fHmchise,  while  in  Ireland  these  parties 
are  excluded  from  their  fair  share  of 
political  power.  I  can  see  no  reason 
why  classes  enfranchised  on  one  side 
of  the  Channel  should  be  disfranchised 
on  the  other — every  reason,  indeed,  is 
a^;ainst  such  a  course.  No  greater  secu- 
rity affainst  revolution  can  be  imagined 
than  uiis  just  and  equitable  extension  of 
political  rights ;  and  the  principle  is  as 
applicable  to  England  as  to  Ireland. 
The  effect  of  this  wise  extension  of  poli- 
tical rights  in  England  is  the  fact  that 
times  of  crisis  in  this  country  no  longer 
give  rise  to  riots  such  as  the  Riots  of 
1870  and  the  Bristol  Kiots  of  1831. 
Why  should  the  same  effect  not  be  pro- 
duced in  Ireland  ?  I  can  see  no  reason. 
This  is  no  sentimental  grievance,  but 
one  of  the  greatest  importance ;  and  the 
Motion  which  I  am  now  making  is  one 
calculated  to  test  the  sincerity  of  those 
who  oppose  Home  Bule  on  the  nound 
that  all  that  Ireland  requires  is  the 
same  laws  and  the  same  legislative  sys- 
tem as  exists  in  England.  Irish  Mem- 
bers are  told  every  night  that  the  Impe- 
rial Parliament  is  prepared  to  give  eoual 
laws  to  Ireland.  I  will  test  the  hona 
Mu  of  those  who  make  that  statement 
by  the  action  they  will  take  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.  I  have  shown  them  that 
Parliament  in  its  legislation  on  this 
subject  has  dealt  with  England  and 
Scotland  in  a  particular  direction — it 
has  afforded  every  facility  for  acquiring 
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the  franchise,  and  in  doing  so  has  acted 
wisely  and  well.  I  ask  them  now  to  do 
the  same  thing  for  Ireland.  I  dare  say 
I  shall  be  met  by  the  trumpery  argu- 
ment about  the  necessity  for  a  re-distri- 
bution of  seats,  but  I  am  not  afraid  of 
that ;  and  when  the  question  comes  on 
I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  prove  that 
Ireland  is  not  fairly  represented  in  this 
House  in  proportion  to  her  population. 
But  apart  altogether  from  the  question, 
Ireland  has  a  right,  in  reference  to  the 
franchise,  to  equal  laws  and  to  the  same  * 
system  that  exists  in  England.  I  appeal 
to  any  hon.  Member  of  the  House, 
whether  he  be  an  Englishman  or  an 
Irishman,  by  his  vote  to  strengthen 
the  hands  of  those  who  have  the  hope 
of  doing  good  for  their  country  through 
the  Imperial  Parliament.  I,  and  those 
who  act  with  me,  ask  the  House  to  say  that 
Ireland  is  not  to  be  treated  as  a  conquered 
country.  I  appeal  to  every  man  who 
loves  his  country — whether  an  Irishman 
or  an  Englishman — to  strengthen  the 
hands  of  those  who  bring  forward  this 
Motion,  by  showing  that  as  long  as  the 
Imperial  system  continues,  it  is  not  only 
consistent  with,  but  conducive  to  the 
establishment  of  the  same  laws  in  the 
two  countries.  I  have  brought  the  sub- 
ject forward  deeply  impressed  with  a 
sense  of  its  magnitude  and  importance ; 
and  I  am  determined  to  test  the  feeling 
of  the  House  upon  it.  I  ask  the  House 
not  to  dash  away  the  hope  which  I  en- 
tertain ;  but  if  they  reject  the  Motion 
for  political  reasons,  in  the  face  of 
Europe  and  of  Ireland,  they  will  do 
more  to  disunite  Ireland  from  England 
than  anything  that  has  been  done  for 
many  years.  I  ask  them  to  consider 
the  sole  issue — namely,  to  give  equal 
laws  to  Ireland,  and  they  will  do  great 
ffood ;  but  if  not,  they  will  do  infinite 
harm.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
concluded  by  moving  the  Resolution. 

Mb.  gray,  in  seconding  the  Resolu- 
tion, said,  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Kildaro  (Mr.  Moldon)  had 
ffone  completely  into  the  subject,  and 
had  left  very  little  for  him  to  say.  He 
thought  that  it  would  bo  admitted,  even 
by  hon.  Members  who  would  vote  against 
the  Bill,  that  a  prtmd  facie  case  had  been 
made  out;  and  unless  the  facts  and 
figures  which  had  been  given  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  could  be  dis. 
posed  of,  i^  would  be  shown  that  there 
were  good  reasons  for  not  applying  the 
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eame  reasoning  to    Ireland    that   was 
.applied  to    England.      Then,   in    con- 
sistency, the  Eesolution  should  be  sup- 
ported.    He    should   therefore    devote 
himself  to  dealing  with  the  arguments 
which    had    been    introduced    against 
giving  the  same  franchise  to  Ireland  that 
was  given  to  England.  One  of  the  argu- 
ments against  it  was  that  the  Eeform 
Act  of  1867  was  a  settlement  of  the  Ques- 
tion, and  they  were  told  they  shoula  not 
disturb  that  settlement;  that  they  should 
not  pluck  the  tree  that  was  bearing  such 
magnificent  fruit ;  that  they  should  wait 
with  patience,  and  not  destroy  the  fruits 
of  the  Beform  Act  by  now  attempting 
any  other  Act.    Now,  he  thought  that 
the  Eeform  Act  of  1867  was  not  a  settle- 
ment at  all.   It  was  a  shame  that  at  that 
time  there  was  no  Irish  Party  and  no 
interest  taken  in  the  matter  in  Ireland. 
The  voice  of   the  popular   Party  was 
devoted  to  another  and  a  far  more  im- 
portant question — the  settlement  of  the 
Irish  Church;  and,  therefore,  that  reaUy 
urgent  and  important  question  did  not 
come  before  the  House  at  all.    In  1866 
they  were  on  the  eve  of  a  Oeneral  Elec- 
tion, and  men  were,  perhaps,  not  anxious 
to  take  a  leap  in  the  dark.  The  borough 
constituencies  of  England  at  that  time 
numbered  some  450,000  odd,  but  by  the 
English  Eeform  Act  of  1867,  and  by  the 
subsequent  legislation  of  1869,  that  had 
been    increased    to    a    constituency    of 
1,500,000 — that  was  to  say,  in  England 
the  constituencies  had  been  trebled,  and 
in  Scotland  increased  by  two-thirds.  That 
had  been  the  English  settlement.     Then, 
in  1866,  the  Irish  borough  constituencies 
numbered  40,000,  and  they  now  num- 
bered only  50,000 — that  was  to  say,  the 
settlement  added  one-fourth  to  the  then 
existing  constituency,  while  in  England 
they  trebled  it.     It  was  utterly  impos- 
sible to  compare  the  two  things,   and 
say  that  it  was  the  same   setuement. 
One  of   the  other  arguments  brought 
against  this  change  was,  that  whereas 
in  England,  it  was  the  mere  introducing 
of  a  desirable  class  into  the  constituen- 
cies— an  infusion  of  new  blood,   so  to 
speak,  in  Ireland,  it  was  a  revolutionary 
change;    that  while  in  England  they 
introduced  some  desirable  elements,  in 
Ireland  they  swamped  the  old  consti- 
tuencies and  degraded  them,  and  that 
it  would  be  practically  a  disfranchise- 
ment, and  not  an  enfranchisement  Act. 
That  was  an  utter  fallacy,  and  it  was 
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the  assertion  to  whioh  the  Act  of  1867 
was  the  answer.    According  to  a  Betam 

S anted   on    the    Motion    of    the    late 
ember  for  the  City  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Pim),  there  were  in  Ireland  altog^ether  in 
the  boroughs  130,000  tenements.     Pat* 
ting  aside  such  minor  questions  as  the 
number  which  might  be  occupied   bj 
women  and  other  persons  who  would  M 
disfranchised,   and  taking  the  figure^ 
they  would  have  130,000  enfranchised; 
but  of  these,  there  would  be  already 
entitled  to  the  franchise,  although  not 
on  the  frtmchise,   73,000;    and    theee 
valued  at  £4  per  annum,  all  that  ooold 
be  added  woxUd  be  50,000.     Therefore, 
instead  of  trebling  the  constituenciee,  aa 
in  England,  without  doing  any  harm  or 
introducing  any  revolutionary  element*, 
which  they  were  told  would  be  let  loose 
if  the  franchise  was  extended  in  Ire- 
land, they  could  not  double  them  in 
Ireland.     It  had  been  said  over  and 
over  affain  that  the  change  in  Ireland 
would  oe  a  more  serious  one,  and  more 
dangerous    elements    would    be    intro- 
duced, and  it  would  be  a  greater  leap  in 
the  dark  than  was  the  change  in  Eng-^ 
land  in  the  Act  of  1867.    But  this  was 
not  only  fallacious,  but  the  reverse  of 
the  fact  to  a  very  considerable  extent. 
At  present  they  had  73,000 — not  counting 
women  necessarilvfranchised — tenements 
which  would  entitle  their  owners  to  the 
franchise,   and    they  had   only  52,000 
absolutely  on  the  register.    That  was 
five-sevenths  of   the  constituents.     He 
wanted  to  impress  upon  the  House  that 
in  England  the  number  of  the  consti- 
tuents had  been  trebled  without  danger 
and  with  advantage,   and   when    they 
asked  for  similar  laws  to  be  applied  to 
Ireland,  they  were  told  that  in  Ireland 
it  would  be  a  revolutionary  change — it 
would  swamp    the  constituencies,   and 
introduce  Communism.     The  fact  was, 
by  no  possibility  could  they  effect  in 
Ireland  such  a  change  as  was  effected 
by  the  Beform  Act  of  1867  for  England. 
There  were  really  only  two  arguments 
against  the  proposal  that  was  before 
them.    It  had  been  said  that  they  most 
provide  for  the  re-distribution  of  seata. 
That  was  the  business  of  the  Qorem^ 
ment,  not  the  business  of  private  Mem- 
bers.   If  a  re-distribution  of  seats  vara 
necessary,  let  the  Gbvemment  take  it 
up.    It  was  an  enormous  qaestioo,  bol 
there  were  Members  of  the 
with  abilify  •gual  to  it.     I^ 
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merely  a  question  of  w^tX  justice  and 
not  of  how  Party  poktioe  would  be 
aflbcted  by  the  results,  he  submitted 
that  there  would  not  be  the  slightest 
difficulty.  In  England  the  Reform  Act 
of  186/  was  accompanied  by  the  re- 
distribution of  45  seats.  That  same 
proportion,  if  applied  to  Ireland,  would 
gire  some  10  or  12  seats  at  the  out- 
side. Was  that  a  thing  to  affect  one 
of  the  strongest  Ooyemments  ?  If  that 
were  the  insuperable  impediment  which 
was  to  stand  in  the  way  of  a  concession 
— the  giving  of  a  right  to  Ireland  which 
they  could  not  resist-— such  an  argument 
as  that  was  unworthy  of  a  great  Legis- 
latiye  Body  dealing  with  a  serious 
subject.  There  was  one  argument  hA- 
da€^.  It  was  said  that  the  niimbers  of 
poor  householders  in  Ireland  bore  a 
much  larger  proportion  to  the  whole 
than  England,  and  that  consequently  if 
they  granted  household  franchise  they 
would  introduce  a  large  class  which 
they  did  not  introduce  in  England. 
That  was  a  specious  argument,  and 
fallacious,  because  it  was  based  on  the 
want  of  knowledge  of  the  places  dealt 
with.  With  the  exception  of  the  laree 
towns,  such  as  Dublin  and  Belfast,  the 
population  of  all  the  boroughs  in  Ire- 
land had,  for  a  series  of  years,  been 
declining,  though  it  was  not  so  now,  the 
tide  haying  turned  in  the  last  few  years. 
The  consequence  was,  that  in  those 
places  where  a  diminution  had  taken 
place,  the  rents  had  been  yastly  lowered, 
and  the  same  dass  of  people  would  liye 
in  a  house  of  £2  or  £8  rental  in  Ireland 
as  would  occupy  a  £10  or  £12  house  in 
England.  That  might  possibly  .be  the 
case  in  Belfast,  Tralee,  and  Kilkenny, 
but  not  in  most  boroughs.  The  policy 
In  England  with  regard  to  the  franchise 
had  l^en  to  extend  the  facilities  for  its 
exercise ;  but  the  reyerse  had  been  done 
in  Ireland.  The  representation  in  Ire- 
land was  in  a  totally  anomalous  position. 
The  counties  of  England  returned  a 
small  proportion — half  the  number ;  the 
oonntief  in  Scotland  less  than  half;  and 
the  counties  in  Ireland  more  than  half. 
Irish  Members  had  brought  forward 
yarious  proposals  for  the  amelioration 
of  Ireland,  and  they  had  been  told  that 
they  were  reyolutionary,  and  could  not 
ba  tolerated  at  alL  They  were  anxious 
Olte  with  England  in  the  bond  of 
and  to  form  an  integral 
the  United  Kingdom ;  and  if 


Englishmen  were  anxious  to  sweep  away 
all  differences  and  treat  them  as  under 
one  Constitution,  and  with  equal  rights 
and  equal  priyileges,  that  was  an  oppor- 
tunity of  showing  their  sincerity.  If 
the^  did  not,  then  Irishmen  would 
belieye  that  there  was  good  ground  for 
the  belief  that  it  was  utterly  useless  to 
come  to  Parliament  to  ask  even  for  the 
commonest  meet  of  justice,  or  ask  for 
the  redemption  of  pledges  which  were 
giyen,  to  extend  equal  laws  to  Ireland. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  QueitioD,  in  order  to  add  the  worda 
**  the  restricted  nature  of  the  Borough  Franchise 
of  Ireland,  aa  compared  with  that  existing  in 
England  and  Scotland,  is  a  subject  deserving 
the  immediate  attention  of  Parlmment,  with  a 
view  of  estahliahing  a  fair  and  just  equality  of 
the  Franchise  in  the  three  Countries,"— (if r. 
MeldoHf) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'' 

Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON,  in  supporting 
the  Hesolution,  said  hon.  Members 
opposite  had  often  come  to  that  House 
asking  for  equal  laws  ;  and  on  every 
occasion  that  a  revolutionary  measure 
was  proposed,  he  had  raised  bis  voice 
against  it,  but  he  considered  that  this 
was  a  moderate  request — a  fair  demand 
— and  it  ought  to  be  conceded  by  the 
Conservatiye  Party.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kildare  (Mr.  Mel- 
don)  had  supported  his  Motion  in  a 
very  temperate  and  able  speech,  and  he 
(Mr.  Johnston)  trusted  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  would  gracefully  yield  to 
the  demand.  He  was  supposed  to  repre- 
sent the  Tory  opinions  in  the  North  of 
Ireland,  and  he  had  been  always  anxious 
to  have  fair  and  equal  rights ;  and  an 
equal  franchise  for  both  countries  was 
certainly  what  was  wanted  in  Ireland. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  he  should  meet 
with  some  condemnation  on  his  own  side 
of  the  House  for  the  course  that  be  was 
taking ;  butputting  that  aside,  ho  hoped 
that  the  House  would  concede  that 
moderate  proposal.  He  trusted  that 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment,  the  right 
hon.  Oentleraan  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  who  had  given  his  extreme 
attention  to  all  Irish  matters,  and  had 
treated  hon.  Members  in  a  most  fair 
and  conciliatory  manner,  and  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
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General  for  Ireland,  would  approve  of 
this  Motion.  He  (Mr.  Johnston)  re- 
presented the  largest  constituency  in 
Ireland,  and  on  the  part  of  the  Pro- 
testant population  of  that  borough,  he 
had  to  say  that  they  had  no  fear  of  their 
fellow-countrymen  in  other  parts  of 
Ireland.  He  asked  from  the  Imperial 
Parliament  equal  and  fair  justice  for  all 
portions  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  he 
therefore  supported  the  measure  most 
cordially. 

Mr.  STACPOOLE  suggested  that 
whatever  measure  the  Government  might 
bring  in,  they  should  bear  in  mind  the 
rights  of  property  in  boroughs  as  well 
as  in  counties,  and  that  they  should  also 
take  into  consideration  the  desirability 
of  establishing  a  class  of  freeholds  simi- 
lar to  voters  in  all  the  boroughs,  as 
at  present  in  cities  and  counties  of  towns. 
He  hoped  they  would  g^ant  this  small 
concession,  as  it  would  be  received  as 
a  boon  by  the  people  of  Ireland.  If 
the  borough  franchise  of  both  countries 
had  been  assimilated  in  the  last  Beform 
Act,  there  might  have  been  a  larger  Con- 
servative majority  than  there  now  was. 

Mb.  BEUEN  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  House  ought  to  reject  the 
Besolution  now  before  it.  The  legiti- 
mate consequence  of  adopting  it  would 
be  that  the  Government  should  drop  all 
their  business,  bring  in  a  new  Reform 
Bill  without  delay,  and  dissolve  Par- 
liament. ["No,  no!"]  He  held  no 
system  of  representation  could  fully 
and  fairly  express  the  intelligence  and 
genuine  wish  of  the  nation  that  did  not 
recognize  a  diversity  of  interests  and 
classes,  or  that  vested  the  control  of  the 
representation  in  a  single  class.  A  very 
erroneous  argument  had  been  advanced 
upon  the  idea  that,  in  Ireland,  people 
were  actually  disfranchised,  because  the 
rates  were  not  compounded.  He  en- 
tirely denied  the  accuracy  of  that  state- 
ment. He  did  not  think  the  time  had 
come  when  household  suffrage  could  be 
extended  to  Ireland  with  advantage, 
either  to  the  electors,  or  the  country  at 
large.  The  effect  of  extending  house- 
hold suffrage  to  Ireland,  as  this  Besolu- 
tion proposed  to  do,  would  be  to  vest 
the  control  of  the  representation  in  a 
single  class  in  the  great  majority  of  the 
constituencies.  While  the  total  number 
of  houses  in  the  Parliamentary  boroughs 
in  Ireland  was  130,000,  the  total  number 
exceeding  £4  was  73,000.    But  in  this 
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matter  the  large  towns  of  Dublin,  Bel- 
fast, and  Cork  occupied  on  entirelj 
different  position  from  that  of  the 
boroughs  in  the  rest  of  Ireland.  Of  28 
boroughs  with  31  seats  in  that  House, 
the  total  number  of  houses  exceeding 
£4  was  only  21,277,  while  the  totd 
number  not  exceeding  £4  was  29,809, 
so  that  by  extending  to  these  28  borouglu 
household  suffrage,  they  would  more  than 
double  the  constituency,  and  have  the 
new  electors  all  of  one  class — a  olasa  the 
most  liable  to  be  acted  upon  bj  design- 
ing persons,  because  they  had  not  suffi- 
cient education  to  enable  them  to  wei^ 
the  arguments  of  those  who  would  le^id 
them  astray.  He  denied  the  cogency  of 
the  argument  that  the  franchise  ought 
to  be  given  to  a  number  of  persona  not 
qualified  to  exercise  it,  in  order  to  edu- 
cate them  in  political  duties.  The  fran- 
chise ought  to  be  given  only  to  thoee 
who  proved  themsdves  entiUed  to  it 
They  had  already  some  experience  of 
the  effect  of  reducing  the  qualification. 
A  few  years  ago  a  Biu  was  passed  which 
reduced  very  much  the  qualification  for 
jurors,  and  which  it  was  said  would 
have  the  very  best  effect.  But  what 
were  the  results  ?  In  the  interest  of  the 
administration  of  justice  it  was  found 
absolutelv  necessary  that  the  qualifica- 
tion which  had  been  lowered  should  be 
raised  again.  That  was  a  warning 
which  they  ought  not  to  overlook.  He 
admitted,  with  pleasure,  that  the  dasa 
of  his  countr3rmen  to  which  he  referred 
was  making  great  progress.  Within 
the  last  few  years  they  had  advanced  in 
intelligence  and  independence,  in  their 
social  habits,  their  domestic  life,  and  in 
every  other  respect,  and  he  believed 
that  progress  would  before  long  make 
them  fit  fbr  the  franchise.  But  if  they 
were  to  confer  it  prematurely  and  with- 
out consideration,  they  should  delay  that 
day.  As  long  as  he  sat  in  that  House 
he  had  a  right  to  state  his  honest  opinion, 
and  for  the  reasons  he  had  given  he 
could  not  agree  to  the  Besolution. 

Captain  PROLAN  remarked  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carlo w  (Mr.  Bruen) 
had  told  the  House  that  if  they  assented 
to  the  Besolution  they  would  he  raising 
up  an  homogeneous  dass  of  voters,  who 
would  be  arrayed  against  the  preaent 
voters.  The  hon.  Member  for  Tippe* 
rary  (Mr.  Gray)  had  shown  them  tnat 
the  addition  which  would  be  made  to  the 
voters  in  Ireland  by  this  propoaal  would 
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be  only  as  two  to  one  compared  with  the 
number  of  existing  voters ;  whereas,  by 
the  Reform  Bill,  the  number  of  voters 
in  England  were  increased  three-fold. 
Bat  what  would  be  the  result,  even  if 
this  proposed  addition  were  made  to  the 
numDer  of  the  Irish  voters?  In  the 
last  Parliament  the  Liberal  Party  had 
received  the  idea  of  the  Conservative 
working  man  with  laughter,  but  he  must 
confess  that  during  the  last  Election  the 
Conservative  working  man  had  come  out 
rery  strongly,  otherwise  hon.  Members 
opposite  would  not  bo  sitting  on  that  side 
of  the  House.  But  he  would  ask  how 
long  would  the  new  electors  form  a 
homogeneous  body?  As  long  as  their 
grievances  remained  unredressed,  they 
might  possibly  remain  banded  together ; 
but  the  moment  they  had  obtained  re- 
lief the  same  distinctions  would  arise 
among  them  that  existed  among  the 
English  voters.  It  was  no  wonder  that 
the  Irish  people,  finding  themselves  left 
outside  tne  pale  of  the  Constitution, 
should  resort  to  unconstitutional  means 
of  obtaining  redress.  The  working 
classes  of  England  had  large  conces- 
sions made  to  them  in  the  extension  of 
the  franchise;  and  on  principles  of  jus- 
tice, the  franchise  ought  to  be  extended 
to  the  working  classes  of  Ireland  in  the 
manner  proposed  by  the  Hesolution. 

Mr.  FOKSYTH  said,  the  question 
bad  hitherto  been  discussed  by  the  Irish 
Members  alone,  but  he  saw  no  reason 
■why  it  should  be  confined  to  the  other 
side  of  the  Channel.  He  was  sorrv  to 
•ee  so  few  Irish  Members,  not  more  than 
a  dozen  of  them  beings  present  when  a 
question  that  should  be  of  the  gravest 
importance  to  them  was  being  discussed. 
[Captain  Nola5  :  There  are  52  present.] 
Be  repeated  that  he  believed  that  not 
more  than  a  dozen  were  in  attendance 
at  the  time.  He  had  always  thought 
that  in  dealing  with  Irish  subjects  the 
House  should  consult  the  opinions  and 
the  wishes  of  Irishmen  as  far  as  pos- 
sible. The  Hesolution  which  asked  the 
Oovemment  to  consent  to  the  franchise 
in  Ireland  being  lowered  was  caUed  re- 
volutionary ;  but  the  same  was  said  of 
the  English  Eeform  Bill  of  1832  when 
it  was  proposed,  and  yet  it  proved  not 
to  be  ao.  He  had  alwavs  opposed,  and 
always  would  oppose,  Iiome  Bule,  be- 
cause he  believed  it  would  lead  to  the 
dismemberment  of  the  United  Kingdom ; 
but  seeing  how  satisfactory  the  result  of 


lowering  the  franchise  in  this  country 
had  been,  he  thought  that  a  primd  facit 
case,  at  all  events,  had  been  made  out  in 
favour  of  the  Hesolution  ;  but  be  should 
wait  to  hear  what  arguments  could  be 
adduced  against  it  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  before  he  made  up  his  mind 
which  way  he  should  vote.  He  did  not 
profess  to  know  Ireland  as  intimately  as 
many  hon.  Members  who  sat  in  that 
House ;  but  he  had  some  acquaintance 
with  the  country  and  its  people,  and  he 
knew  that  they  deserved  conduct  towards 
them  on  the  part  of  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament which  should  have  the  effect  of 
rendering  them  contented  and  happy. 

Mr.  M*CULLAGH  TOREENS  said, 
that  as  a  Member  of  the  House  who 
had  sat  for  both  Irish  and  English 
constituencies,  he  was  competent  to  speak 
on  the  question,  and  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  Motion  should  be  adopted. 
Parliament  had  too  long  delayed  an  as- 
similation of  the  electoral  franchise  in 
the  two  countries.  If  there  was  any- 
thing certain  in  history,  if  there  was 
any  use  in  study,  or  anything  learned 
from  political  experience,  it  could  with 
certainty  be  said  that  if  the  spirit  of 
Mr.  Pitt,  the  g^eat  author  of  the  Union, 
could  find  utterance,  ho  would  not  stop 
to  listen  to  those  who  would  seek  to 
undermine  thefipreat  fabric  he  reared, 
by  making  the  Union  one  only  in  name. 
That  distinguished  statesman  would  not 
approve  the  long  continuance  of  the 
inequality  that  had  occurred. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  ad- 
mired the  straightforwardness  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had 
just  spoken,  but  could  not  look  with 
equal  favour  upon  the  indecision  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Marylebone  (Mr.  Forsyth),  who 
seemed  to  be  waiting  for  indications  as 
to  the  way  in  which  the  majoritv  of  his 
co-Members  would  vote  before  deciding 
as  to  the  Liobby  into  which  he  himself 
would  go. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said,  he  simply  in- 
tended,  in  the  speech  he  made,  to  inti- 
mate that  he  was  open  to  argument  be- 
fore deciding  upon  the  vote  which  he 
should  give. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT: 
There  was  one  argument  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kildare  (Mr. 
Meldon)  did  not  touch.  He  talked  about 
a  £4  franchise  for  Ireland,  and  of  house- 
hold franchise  in  England ;  but  he  did  not 
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say  a  word  as  to  the  fact  that  the  rates 
in  all  cases  in  Ireland  below  a  £4  rating 
were  paid  by  the  landlords,  nor  did  he 
say  a  word  as  to  the  fact  that  an  Irish 
Valuation  Bill  being  before  the  House, 
in  which,  if  he  wished  to  put  the  two 
countries  on  the  same  footing,  he  could 
propose  the  introduction  of  a  clause 
with  that  view.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  that  the  rating  and 
rental  of  houses  in  Irish  boroughs  were 
not  BO  low  as  many  persons  thought, 
but  could  it  be  denied  that  many  houses 
were  rated  at  5«.  and  10«.  ?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr.  Gray)  said 
that  in  many  Irish  towns — and  he  men- 
tioned Galway,  Limerick,  Kilkenny,  and 
others — the  population  had  decreased, 
but  the  consequence  of  that  must  be  to 
bring  down  the  rental  of  the  houses. 
His  belief  was  that  if  the  borough 
franchise  in  Ireland  were  lowered,  the 
logical  sequence  would  be  that  it  should 
be  followed  by  a  large  re-distribution 
of  seats  and  an  increase  of  the  county 
Itepresentatives.  Again,  if  they  went 
into  the  facts  and  figures,  and  remem- 
bering that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Greenwich  took  some 
seats  from  England  and  gave  them  to 
Scotland,  they  would  find  that  Ireland 
should  lose  at  least  20  seats.  Eighty 
would  be  nearer  the  proper  number  of 
her  Itepresentatives  than  her  present 
number.  It  should  also  be  remembered 
that  no  house  in  any  borough  in  this 
country  was  rated  at  less  than  £3  a-year, 
whereas,  as  he  had  said,  many  houses 
in  Ireland  were  to  be  found  which  were 
rated  at  d«.  and  10«.,  and  what  class  of 
persons  occupied  those  houses  ?  It  had 
been  stated  that  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  add 
56,000  to  the  number  now  on  the  re- 
gister. Why,  that  number  would  swamp 
the  present  constituencies  ;  and  with 
what  class?  Why,  the  very  lowest^ — 
those  who  were  most  open  to  influences 
he  would  not  stop  to  mention — those 
who  were  least  able  to  take  care  of 
themselves — those  who  were  most  likely 
to  be  influenced  by  others.  It  had  been 
most  detrimental  to  Ireland  that  all 
classes  in  that  country  were  not  fairly 
and  honestly  represented,  and  the  hap- 
piness and  prosperity  of  a  country  de- 
pended upon  all  classes  being  fairly  and 
honestly  re2)resented.  He  opposed  the 
crude  and  ill-considered  Kesolution  of 
the   hon.  and    learned   Member,    and 
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thought  it  would  be  unwise  and  impm* 
dent  to  adopt  it.  The  riffht  hon.  <i«n- 
tleman  the  Member  for  weenwich  h*d 
advocated  an  extension  of  the  houaeliold 
su&age  to  countiee ;  but  no  one  knew 
better  than  the  right  hon.  Oentlemaa 
that  a  great  measure  of  that  kind  oonld 
not  be  carried  in  a  hurry — that  it  re- 
quired that  the  voice  and  feeling  of  the 
country  should  be  in  its  favour.  It  had 
not  been  attempted  to  be  shown  that 
Ireland  would  be  benefited  in  proportion 
to  the  difficulty  of  dealing  with  the 
question,  and  believing  that  she  would 
not  be  benefited,  and  that  on  the  other 
hand  the  change  would  be  detrimental 
to  her  interests,  he  would  heartily  op« 
pose  the  Besolution. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'EENNA  altogether 
denied  that  the  change  proposed  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Fnend  the  Member 
for  Kildare  (Mr.  Meldon),  if  taken  with 
regard  to  the  existing  population,  would 
have  the  effect  of  lessening  the  number 
of  Irish  Bepresentatives,  as  had  been 
asserted  b^  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
who  had  lust  spoken  (Sir  Walter  Bart* 
telot).  On  the  contnoy,  Ireland  would 
receive  a  considerable  accession  of  Mem- 
bers. On  the  principle  of  population, 
Ireland  was  at  the  present  moment  in- 
adequately represented.  England  and 
Wales,  with  a  population  of  22,60O,O0(», 
returned  484  ;  whereas  Ireland,  with  a 
population  of  5,500,000,  returned  only 
103  Members — a  number  considerably 
smaller  than  that  which  she  was  entitled 
to,  if  they  were  to  be  guided  by  the  rule 
of  proportion.  He  thought  the  ail- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  gfOlant  Baronet 
appeared  to  be  equally  as  fallaoions  as 
his  figures. 

.  Mb.  GOLDNEY  opposed  the  Motion. 
There  were  in  the  Irish  borough  consti- 
tuencies only  50,000  voters,  and  they 
returned  35  Members  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  If  those  seats  were  iairly 
distributed,  a  great  number  of  them 
would  ffo  to  the  counties.  In  1867  and 
1868  the  question  was  discussed,  and  it 
was  contended  that  there  ought  to  be  a 
considerable  re-distribution  of  seats  in 
Ireland,  if  anv  alteration  were  made 
in  the  borough  franchise,  some  eight 
or  10  ought  to  be  taken  from  boroughs 
and  given  to  counties.  On  that  eround 
he  objected  to  the  Besolution  as  dealing 
with  the  franchise  only ;  and  he  objaotsd 
to  it  ftirther  because  it  pointed  to 
milation,  which  would  involve  the  s 
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duotion  into  Ireland  of  livery  and  free- 
men firanohises.  The  real  difiiculty  in 
the  way  of  reducing  the  franchise  for- 
merly, was,  that  for  houses  under  £4  the 
rates  were  paid  by  the  landlords ;  and  if 
we  were  to  alter  the  ratine ,  principle 
which  existed  in  Ireland  for  the  purpose 
of  bringing  down  the  franchise,  it  would 
be  necessary  to  institute  an  inquiry 
which  would  extend  over  a  very  con- 
siderable penod  of  time. 

8tB  HGNRY  JAMES  said,  he  was 
encouraged  to  take  part  in  this  debate 
by  the  statement  he  had  heard  the  other 
night— that  the  Oonservative  Party  had 
no  wish  to  restrict  the  franchise  in  Ireland, 
and  therefore  he  hoped,  if  he  should  be 
able  to  show  a  good  case  for  the  exten- 
sion of  the  Irish  franchise,  they  would 
be  induced  not  to  vote  against  the  Mo- 
tion of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Meldon).  If  the  House  had  listened  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot)  alone,  they  would  have  sup- 
posed that  the  question  was,  whether  the 
representation  of  Ireland  bore  a  fair 
proportion  in  relation  to  its  population 
as  compared  with  England.  He  (Sir 
Henry  James)  should  have  thought  that 
by  increasing  the  number  of  electors 
there  would  have  been  a  decrease  in  such 
comparison.  In  the  present  system  there 
was  an  absolute  injustice  towards  the 
Irish  elector.  The  question  might  be 
divided  into  two  parts  —  first,  whe- 
ther the  House  was  not  disposed  to  think 
that  absolute  justice  should  be  done 
to  the  Irish  elector,  bv  giving  him  the 
same  franchise  which  the  English  elector 
now  had ;  and,  secondly,  whether  it 
would  not  be  wise  and  well  that  the 
same  step  should  be  taken  with  regard 
to  Ireland  as  was  taken  in  1867  with 
regard  to  England.  He  thought  there 
were  special  reasons  why  they  should  en- 
deavour, if  they  could,  to  make  their 
laws  equal  as  between  England  and 
Ireland,  especially  in  relation  to  the 
Parliamentary  franchise.  Was  the  com- 
plaint made  of  the  inoqualitv  of  the 
firanchise  substantial  and  woll-munded  ? 
He  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  one  g^eat  difference  in  the 
power  of  expression  of  English  and  Irish 
opinion,  ana  the  difference  between  the 
firianohise  established  by  the  two  Reform 
Bills  of  1867.  In  England  the  suffrage 
mm  household  sufiVage ;  while,  in  Ireland, 
Am  ftuUflcation  was  an  occupation  of  a 


house  rated  at  £4.  The  effect  of  that 
change  in  England  from  the  £10  house- 
hold qualification  to  household  suffrage, 
speaking  in  round  numbers,  was  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  electors  from 
600,000  to  1,500,000  voters,  or  nearly 
treble  the  number ;  whereas  the  change 
which  it  was  calculated  would  be  effected 
by  the  proposed  alteration  in  the  Irish 
franchise,  taking  the  number  of  Irish 
voters  at  52,000,  would  not  be  more 
than  105,000.  What  had  been  the  effect 
of  this  restriction  of  the  franchise  in 
Ireland  as  compared  with  England  and 
Scotland  ?  Dublin,  with  a  population  of 
267,000,  had  1 2,300  electors,  while  Leeds, 
with  a  population  of  259,000,  had  49,000 
electors ;  and  Edinburgh,  with  a  popula- 
tion of  196,000,  had  27,000  electors. 
Cork,  with  a  population  of  100,000,  had 
only  4,445  electors,  while  Qreenock,  with 
a  population  of  50,000,  had  7,614  elec- 
tors. Limerick,  with  a  population  of 
49,000,  had  1,800  electors;  while  Gates- 
head, with  about  the  same  population, 
had  11,500  electors.  The  whole  of  the 
31  Irish  boroughs,  with  a  population  of 
881,000,  had  only  58,000  electors,  while 
Glasgow,  with  a  population  of  477,000, 
had  60,000  electors,  more  than  all  the 
Irish  boroughs  put  together.  Liver- 
pool, with  a  population  of  493,000,  had 
59,000  electors  ;  and  Manchester,  with 
a  population  of  379,000,  had  63,000 
electors.  These  were  inequalities  which 
must  be  justified.  Primd  facts  there 
was  a  wrong ;  and  those  who  supported 
the  inequality  had  to  show  wny  one 
part  of  the  Empire  should  not  have  the 
name  electoral  rights  as  the  other  parts, 
England  and  Scotland.  The  only  practi- 
cal argument  against  the  proposal  was 
that  brought  forward  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  the  Member  for  West 
Sussex,  who  said  that  as  the  landlord  in 
Ireland  paid  the  rate  on  all  houses  under 
a  rental  of  £4,  the  occupier  of  such  a 
house  ought  not  to  be  entitled  to  have 
a  vote.  But  that  was  no  reason  why  the 
occupiers  should  be  deprived  of  their  fVan* 
chise.  When  the  dispute  about  the  com- 
pound householder  was  settled  in  1869,  the 
landlord  received  an  allowance  of  25  per 
cent  as  an  encouragement  to  bear  the 
burden  of  the  rates  of  his  tenants  who 
compounded,  and  Parliament  gave  the 
franchise  to  all  occupiers,  whether  rated 
below  £4  or  not.  Another  argumont 
had  been  used  as  to  the  value  of  the 
houses  below  £4  rental;  but  it  had  been 
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Ibwh  wore  good  and  wise,  but  thai  he 
should  have  no  voioe  in  decting  the 
BepresentatiTea  by  whom  thoae  lawa 
were  made  ?  If  the  inequality  exiated, 
Bs  the  figures  cited  in  the  conne  of  the 
debate  amply  prored,  then  there  was  bat 
one  argument— a  conolusive  one,  if  btia, 
against  giving  Ireland  the  same  lawa  aa 
England.  It  was  that  the  Irishman  waa 
not  fit  to  exercise  the  franchiee.  That 
argument,  however,  had  not  eran  been 
urged  by  the  opponents  of  the  Motion, 
and  it  ooutd  not  be  sustained.  Bat  it 
was  the  old  argument  on  the  one  aide,  to 
say  that  men  were  not  fit  for  the  fran- 
chise, and  it  was  an  equally  old  reply  on 
the  other  side,  to  say  that  if  they  kapt 
the  franchise  from  men  and  baniahed 
them  from  the  area  of  political  thought, 
they  gave  them  no  means  of  fitting  them- 
selves for  the  discharge  of  a  high  politi- 
cal duty.  Believing  that  it  had  not  been 
shown  that  Irishmen  were  not  aa  fit  tn 
exercise  the  franchise  as  Englishmen, 
and  that  they  ought  not  to  be  denied 
equal  rights  with  ourselves,  he  shoold 
give  that  Motion  his  hearty  support. 

Thb  attorney  OmE&AL  roa 
IRELAND  ^Mr.  Qibsoh)  remarked  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Taun- 
ton (Sir  Henry  Jamee)  appeared  to  have 
forgotten  that  he  was  a  Member  of  a 
strong  Qoverament,  which  though  it  nm.% 
in  office  for  soma  five  or  six  yean,  had 
never  dreamt  of  introducing  a  measure 
on  that  subject,  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  now  treated  as  one  of 
the  gravest  importance,  and  one  which 
he  would  lead  the  House  to  believe  had 
always  been  present  to  his  mind.  The 
Motion  had  been  very  skilfully  and  q>e- 
ciously  framed,  but  the  House  ought  tu 
look  beneath  its  mere  phraseology,  and 
to  inquire  what  was  its  real  substance. 
"  maintained,  and  would  endeavour 
a  few  observations  to  show,  that 
there  was  more  diversitr  in  words 
than  in  reality — that  the  franchise  waa 
not  so  very  difierent  in  the  two  countries. 
The  House  was  asked  to  affirm  that  a 
broad  and  radical  change  in  the  balance 
of  electoral  power  in  Ireland  was  not 
only  desirable,  but  that  it  demanded  tha 
immediate  attention  of  Parliament.  But 
had  it  been  shown  that  the  peopla  of 
Ireland  generally  now  took  a  ritu  and 
active  interest  in  that  question  t  Anj 
whn  had  the  slio-hteat  BnanalBiaaii* 
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shown  that,  in  consequence  of  emigra- 
tion, there  were  houses  in  Ireland  for 
ivhich  a  landlord  was  gtad  to  receive  any 
rent  whatever.  But  the  value  of  the 
house  or  the  rental  paid  was  no  criterion. 
It  was  abolished  by  the  Act  of  1869, 
which  conferred  household  aufirage,  and 
he  knew  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be 
extended  to  Ireland.  It  should  be  re- 
collected that  when  household  franchise 
vas  accepted  by  the  Conservative  Party 
in  1S67,  we  had  got  rid  of  the  notion 
that  a  man's  fitness  to  exercise  the  fran- 
chise was  evidenced  by  his  ocnupjing  a 
house  the  value  of  which  was  at  least  of 
a  certain  amount.  The  principle 
which  the  Prime  Minister  then  suggested 
the  franchise  bad  better  be  discnssed,  was 
not  whether  a  man  was  entitled  to  the 
franchise  because  he  occupied  a  house 
the  rent  of  which  waa  £10,  or  £6,  or  £5; 
but  whether,  as  the  head  of  a  family, 
irrespective  of  the  rent  he  paid,  he  did 
his  duty  as  a  citizen  of  this  country. 
But  was  that  which  was  good  for  Eng. 
land  not  good  also  for  Ireland?  They 
had  been  discussing  whether  £4  in  Ire- 
land represented  the  same  value  aa  in 
England,  They  were  told  that  houses 
might  be  obtained  in  Ireland  at  a  rental 
of  only  25«.  or  30«.,  and  that  persons  who 
obtained  houses  so  cheaply  were  not  fit 
to  exercise  the  franchise.  According  to 
that  argument,  the  franchise  should  be 
conferred  on  the  house.  When  we  were 
endeavouring  to  give  an  Irishman  the 
idea  that  he  had  equal  laws  with  our- 
selves, what  must  be  his  feeling  when 
he  was  told  that,  although  he  fulfilled 
his  duty  as  a  citizen  in  his  own  country, 
he  could  not  have  a  vote  because  his 
rental  was  below  £4  ;  and  yet  if  he  came 
to  England  a  mere  wanderer,  and  became 
the  occupier  of  a  house  of  less  value  than 
£4,  in  whatever  town  in  En^and,  he 
would  have  the  franchise?  He  asked 
hon.  Mt^mbera  opposite  to  consider  well 
what  would  be  the  eSect  of  their  reject- 
ing this  Motion.  In  every  borough  in 
Ireland,  excepting  in  the  Northern  Pro. 
vinco,  a  strong  deling  existed  against 
English  rule,  and  against  the  applica- 
tion of  the  laws  of  the  Imperial  Parlia. 
ment  to  Ireland.  Did  hon.  Members 
opposite  expect  they  would  remove  that 
feeling,  which  he  believed  to  be  an  erro- 
neous one  on  the  part  of  the  Irish  elec- 
tors, if  they  refused  to  mv«  Animl  Uw* 
to  Irishmen?  What 
absurd  than  to  tell  an  I 
Sir  Smry  Jamu 
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be  familiar  with  this  questioiii  and  know 
well  that  it  was  one  of  those  in  which 
there  was  the  utmost  indifference  in 
Ireland.  [*'  No,  no !  "]  That  was  his 
opinion,  and  he  was  entitled  to  express 
it.  He  spoke  from  his  knowledge  of 
Ireland  and  from  what  appeared  in  the 
newspapers  of  that  country,  which  dis- 
cussed nearly  every  topic  which  inte- 
rested the  people.  Moreover,  at  the 
very  last  Election  in  Ireland — namely,  at 
Tipperary,  where  there  existed  one  of 
the  largest  constituencies  in  that  country, 
comprising  nearly  9,000  electors — 
although  it  was  said  that  the  contest 
commanded  the  greatest  possible  inte- 
rest, only  a  fraction  over  5,000  of  the 
electors  went  to  the  poll.  Surely,  that 
showed  that  Ot  considerable  degree  of 
apathy  prevailed  in  the  public  mind  as 
to  that  question.  Was  there  no  test 
inside  the  House?  The  hon.  Member 
for  Gavan  (Mr.  Biggar),  who  had  taken 
so  active  a  part  with  reference  to  other 
Bills,  had  obtained  the  First  Order  of  the 
Day  about  three  weeks  ago  for  his 
Franchise  Extension  Bill  for  Ireland; 
but  he  had  to  postpone  it,  because  he 
had  not  taken  the  trouble  to  have  it 
printed.  That  was  a  fair  test  inside  the 
House,  and,  therefore,  on  the  plea  of 
substance,  he  considered  that  there  was 
not  such  a  strong  interest  in  Ireland  as 
to  demand  the  immediate  attention  of 
Parliament  to  the  subject.  This  was, 
no  doubt,  an  important  question.  It 
would  be  idle  to  deny  that,  but  it  was 
only  part  of  an  important  question,  and 
was,  in  fact,  part  and  parcel  of  the  ques- 
tion of  the  re-distribution  of  seats.  That 
topic  had  been  urged  before,  and  the 
House  could  not  take  one  part  of  the  ques- 
tion without  the  others.  The  re-distribu- 
tion of  seats  was  even  in  some  respects 
the  more  urgent  question  of  the  two.  He 
hoped,  as  an  Irishman,  that  when  they 
came  to  deal  with  the  question  of  re-dis- 
tribution of  seats,  it  would  be  found 
that  Ireland  had  not  more  than  her  fair 
share  of  Bepresentatives ;  but  it  might 
be  considered  that  she  had  more  in  pro- 
portion to.  population  than  Scotland  and 
England,  ana  in  that  case  it  would  be 
discussed  whether  Galway  and  Water- 
ford  were  entitled  to  two  Members  each. 
Viewed  in  that  light,  certainly,  the 
question  was  most  important  to  Ireland. 
A  constituency  like  Waterford  would 
be  in  a  terrible  dilemma,  when  they  had 
to  consider  by  which  of  their  distin- 


guished Members  they  should  be  repre- 
sented. [Major  0'GK>RHAK :  Not  at  all.] 
Again,  anyone  who  looked  at  the  list  of 
boroughs  would  see  that  many  of  them 
were  very  small.  They  would  have  to 
compare  those  in  the  South  with  those 
in  the  North  of  Ireland,  and  they  would 
hear  that  some  were  decaying  and  some 
were  flourishing.  That  might  make 
some  very  considerable  transfer  of  elec- 
toral power  necessary.  It  was  urged 
that  the  Bill  of  1868  was  not  a  final 
settlement  of  the  question;  but  what 
could  be  a  final  settlement?  Still,  as 
the  whole  matter  had  been  considered 
so  recently  as  1868,  when  a  very  large 
measure  of  Parliamentary  reform  was 
granted,  he  could  not  think  that  it  was  as 
yet  very  urgent.  ["  Hear,  hear ! "]  That 
was  a  fair  observation  to  make.  [''  No, 
no !  "]  Well,  that  Reform  Bill  reduced 
the  ftttnchise  qualification  to  one-half, 
and  the  measure  added  to  the  electoral 
lists,  a  very  considerable  number  of 
voters.  A  good  deal  had  been  said 
about  rating  in  Ireland,  which  it  had 
been  stated  was  not  at  present  satisfac- 
tory, because  in  Dublin  and  elsewhere 
there  were  a  great  many  more  people 
entiUed  to  be  rated  than  were  actually 
rated.  Was  not  that  a  necessary  in- 
gredient of  any  system  of  rating  ?  In 
England,  where  the  system  was  said  to 
be  nearly  perfect,  did  the  number  of 
people  who  were  entitled  to  be  rated 
anything  like  correspond  with  the  num- 
ber actually  rated  ?  He  would  point  to 
Norwich,  where  the  number  rated  was 
3,000  or  4,000  under  the  number  en- 
titled to  be  rated,  and  to  Salford,  where 
the  difference  was  6,000  or  7,000.  It 
would  be  easy  to  show  that  the  argu- 
ment which  had  been  applied  to  Ireland 
as  evidence  of  an  imperfect  system 
mifi^ht  just  as  well  be  appUed  to  England. 
This,  however,  was  only  a  small  part  of 
the  question,  and  he  would  not  go  fur- 
ther into  it.  The  substantial  question 
raised  was,  whether  the  present  limit — 
that  of  the  £4  franchise— should  be 
taken  away  and  household  suffrage  in- 
troduced. Before  household  si:&age 
was  adopted  in  England,  there  was  a 
very  careful  inquiry,  which  was  quite 
wanting  in  the  present  case;  and  the 
result  of  the  inquiry  was  to  show  that 
the  number  of  male  occupiers  of  houses 
paying  rent  under  £4  was  only  about 
one-ninth  of  the  number  occupying 
houses  at  higher  rentals.    That  was  a 
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broad  ingredient  which  must  have  en- 
tered the  mind  of  Parliament  when  the 
change  was  made.     A  fair  voice  was 

Siren  to  every  class,  without  a  prepon- 
erating  voice  being  given  to  any.    It 
ought  dso  to  be  considered  that  Eng- 
land was  a  manufacturing  dountry,  and 
that  the  great  proportion  of  the  people 
who  dwelt  in  great  boroughs  consistea  of 
artizans    and    skilled    laoourers.      He 
should  like  to  know  in  how  many  towns 
in  Ireland  that  was  the  case.    A  Parlia- 
mentary   Betum    presented   last    year 
showed  that  in  50  boroughs  there  were 
something  under  70,000  male  occupiers 
whose  rental  was  under  £4,  while  there 
were  300,000  who  paid  a  higher  rental, 
the  poorer  class  beinff,  therefore,  in  a 
deoiaed  minority.    Ireland,  on  the  other 
hand,  was  an  agricultural  country,  and 
many  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  smaller 
boroughs  were,  in  reality,  agricultural 
labourers.    In  Limerick  there  were  as 
many  as  1,700  houses  rated  at  £1  and 
under,  and  in  a  town  in  Gbdway  there 
were  342  houses  rated  at  5«.  a-year. 
Was  there  a  single  borough  in  England 
where  there  was  a  house  rated  so  low  as 
5«.  ?     And  yet  it  was  suggested  that 
they    would   be   introducing   practical 
equality  by  giving  a  vote  to  a  person 
occupying  a  house  rated  at  5$.    In  Bel- 
fast,  on  the  other  hand,  which  more 
nearly  resembled  an  English  town  than 
any  other  town  in  Ireland,  out  of  over 
30,000  houses,  considerably  under  100 
were    rated    under    £1.      The    effect, 
therefore,  of  adopting  household  suffirage 
in  Ireland  would  be  that  you  would  at 
once  and  immediately  in  29  out  of  31 
boroughs  give  the  whole  representation 
to  those  who  occupied  houses  under  £4. 
That  would  introduce  a  change  abso- 
lutely different  from  any  which  had  been 
made  in  England.    There  was  a  Bill  at 
present  among  the  Orders — he  meant 
the  Valuation  Bill — the  effect  of  which, 
when  passed,  would  be,   among  other 
things,  to  operate  as  a  moderate  Keform 
Bill,  and  thus  to  add  many  thousands  to 
the  electoral  roll  of  both  counties  and 
borouffhs  in  Ireland.    It  was  obvious, 
as  he  bad  alreadv  said,  no  matter  what 
might  be  the  conoition  at  present  of  the 
boroughs  in  Ireland,  that  the  question 
could  not  be  considered  by  itself,  but 
must  be  considered  in  conjunction  with 
a  re-distribution  of  seats.    It  was  a  part 
of  a  great  question  which  must  be  dealt 
with  as  a  whole,  and  when  the  matter 

The  Attorney  Gemralfor  Ireland 


was  ripe,  it  would  be  so  dealt  with*  The 
Resolution  said  that  this  was  a  question 
which  deserved  "the  immediate  atten- 
tion of  Parliament.''  Applying  the  test 
of  opinion  either  in-doors  or  out-of- 
doors,  he  could  see  no  symptom  of  any 
such  urgency.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt)  bad 
taken  great  interest  in  this  subject,  and 
had  kept  it  before  the  country,  but  had 
not  succeeded  in  attracting  so  mnch 
attention  to  it  as  to  other  questions.  For 
these  reasons  it  would  not  be  possible 
for  him  (the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land) to  assent  to  a  Motion  which  de- 
clared that  this  was  a  question  which 
deserved  "the  immediate  attention  of 
Parliament." 

Mk.  butt  said,  that  if  the  House 
would  favour  him  with  a  hearing  at  that 
late  hour,  he  would  endeavour  to  give 
a  few  reasons  for  the  adoption  of  the 
Besolution  now  before  the  House.  When 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  oppo- 
site (the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 
talked  of  his  (Mr.  Butt's)  having  £uled 
to  interest,  either  the  country  or  Parlia- 
ment in  this  question,  he  must  have  for- 
gotten that  last  year  the  Government 
defeated  a  Motion  on  this  question  only 
by  the  narrow  majority  of   13.     Was 
that  evidence  that  Parliament  took  no 
interest  in  the  question  ?    And  in  what 
position  did  that  place  the  House  of 
Commons?    In  that  division  55  Irish 
Members  recorded  their  votes  for  ex- 
tending  the  franchise,  and  only  14  were 
found  hardy  enough  to  vote  against  it — 
a  dear  proof  that  those  in  Ireland  who 
desired  to  share  political  power  with 
their  countrymen,  who  did  not  possess 
it,  were  overruled  by  a  majority  of  Eng- 
lish Members.    If,  then,  the  House  of 
Commons  had  any  regard  for  the  opi- 
nions of  Irish  Members,   would   they 
place  themselves  in  the  invidious  posi- 
tion of  refusing  to  allow  them  to  snare 
political  power  with  their  fellow-country- 
men ?    He  could  not  help  thinking  that 
the  riffht  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
might  have  spared  his  allusion  to  the  late 
Gk)vemment.    He  (Mr.  Butt)  was  not  a 
defender  of  that  Oovemment;  but  he 
could  not  forget  what  the  Oovemment 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich 
had  done  for  Ireland.  It  had  established 
religious  equality  and  laid  the  founda- 
tion of  full  justice  to  the  tenant.    Were 
not  the  Irish  Ohuroh  Bill  and  the  Land 
Bill  occupation  enough  for  a  GK)vem* 
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ment  ?  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  aUo  attempted  to  settle 
the  Univerei^  education  question,  and 
carried  the  Ballot ;  and  was  it  any 
wonder  that  he  was  not  able  to  attend 
'  to  the  ft^anohise?  He  would  now  briefly 
allude  to  the  history  of  the  Irish  fran- 
chise firom  the  days  of  King  John.  From 
that  period,  when  the  English  obtained 
their  power  over  Ireland,  the  franchise 
and  tne  electoral  law  in  Ireland  had 
been  the  same  as  it  was  in  England 
down  to  the  time  of  the  Union.  Still 
the  40«.  freehold  franchise  was  retained 
until  the  time  of  the  Emancipation  Bill, 
when  it  was  abolished.  Here  he  would 
say  that  there  was  never  a  concession 
made  to  the  Irish  people  that  was  not 
accompanied  by  an  unfair  diminution  of 
their  electoral  privileges.  What  they 
DOW  wanted  was  the  restoration  of  those 
privileges — that  they  might  be  placed  in 
a  position  of  equality  with  the  people  of 
England.  Were  they,  he  would  ask, 
entitled  to  the  same  privileges,  or  were 
thev  not?  [Cr%e$  of  ''NoP'  /rom  ih$ 
hack  Miniitertal  benchM,']  Was  tiiat  their 
answer  ?  Was  that  their  regard  for  the 
engagements  into  which  they  entered 
at  the  time  of  the  Union?  If  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  not  entitled 
to  tnese  franchises,  then  the  people  of 
England  were  not  fit  to  govern  them. 
He  would  now  come  to  the  question  of 
household  suffrage,  which  was  a  far 
higher  and  a  far  grander  thing  than  these 
petty  objections  about  houses,  whether 
rated  at  5«.  or  at  £500.  [•'  Oh,  oh  !  "1 
What,  had  they  come  to  hate  household 
suffrage  ?  What  did  it  mean  ?  It  meant 
that  every  father  of  a  family  who  was 
able  to  keep  a  house  over  his  head  for 
one  year,  should  be  entitled  to  the  fran- 
chise; and  when  Lord  Beaconsfield 
granted  it  to  the  people  of  England,  he 
was  able  to  go  down  to  the  Mansion 
House,  and  tell  the  country  that  it  was 
to  that  he  attributed  the  contented  and 
peaceful  attitude  of  the  English  people 
when  the  inhabitants  of  other  countries 
were  in  a  condition  of  disaffection  and 
revolt.  Why  should  they  not  try  the 
same  experiment  with  the  people  of  Ire- 
land ?  But  after  all  there  was  no  real 
force  in  what  had  been  said  about  the 
low  rating  of  the  houses  in  the  Irish 
boroughs,  for,  naturally,  in  a  poor  countiy, 
the  rents,  and  consequently  the  rating, 
must  be  always  low.  In  Ireland  the 
franchise    was    given    to    occupiers  of 


houses  rated,  not  at  £4,  but  at  more 
than  £4.  The  franchise  would  have, 
been  much  more  extended  if  it  had  been 
given  to  houses  rated  at  £4.  In  the 
city  which  he  represented  (Limerick)  the 
number  of  electors  under  the  new  sys- 
tem was  less  than  under  the  old  one, 
and  the  general  increase  of  electors  in 
Ireland  in  consequence  of  the  last  He- 
form  Act  was  very  slight.  In  Youghal 
the  number  had  been  increased  from  240 
to  270,  and  this  miffht  be  taken  as  a 
fair  illustration  of  the  increase  of  the 
constituencies  of  Ireland.  Well,  was  it 
intended  by  that  Act  to  increase  the 
number  of  electors  ?  Because,  if  so,  it 
had  failed.  He  contended  that  there 
was  not  a  single  town  in  Ireland  in 
which,  tested  by  the  numbers  entrusted 
with  the  franchise,  there  was  a  fair  re- 
presentation of  the  people.  The  lowness 
of  the  rental  had  been  alluded  to,  and 
it  was  said  there  were  houses  let  at  rents 
from  £5  to  £1.  He  confessed  he  had 
often  inquired  for  these  low -rented 
houses  of  £1 ;  but  had  never  been  able 
to  find  them.  If,  however,  the  houses 
were  let  at  a  low  rental,  that  was  a 
reason  why  Ireland  ought  to  have  a 
lower  franchise.  The  statement  that 
the  lowering  of  the  rating  qualification 
would  add  thousands  to  the  electoral 
roll  was  a  condemnation  of  the  present 
state  of  things.  The  rent  of  a  house 
was  not  the  only  test  of  a  man's  position. 
If  a  ship  carpenter  in  Limerick  could 
live  in  as  good  a  house  at  5$.  a*year  as 
one  at  Liverpool  could  get  for  £10,  that 
did  not  lower  the  social  status  of  the 
former.  If  the  value  of  a  house  was  to 
be  evidence  of  a  man's  status,  the  stan- 
dard must  be  lower  in  the  poor  country 
than  in  the  rich.  If  there  was  to  be  a 
concession  at  all,  it  ought  certainly  to  be 
made  in  favour  of  the  poorer  country ; 
besides  which,  the  fusion  of  the  whole 
body  of  householders  with  the  present 
electors  would  do  away  with  undesirable 
anomalies  like  that  which  existed  in 
Portarlington,  where  the  constituency 
returning  a  Member  was  scarcely  100. 
He  'admitted  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  every  disposition  to  treat 
his  country  fairly,  but,  unfortunately, 
their  good  intentions  were  all  expressed 
in  the  paulo  poit  fuiuro  tense.  Their 
promisee  were  always  prosi>ective  and 
indefinite.  Household  franchise  in  Eng- 
land meant  something  higher,  better, 
greater  than  giving  a  man  a  vote  be- 
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cause  he  lived  in  a  house  of  a  certain 
rent ;  and  when  it  was  given  in  England, 
whj  should  it  be  refused  in  Ireland  ? 
How  could  we  talk  of  being  a  united 
Empire,  when  the  bases  of  Parliamentary 
representation  were  different  in  the  two 
countries?  There  was  no  re-distribution 
of  seats  based  upon  enfranchisement  in 
England.  Could  they  not  rectify  this 
monstrous  injustice  until  they  had  pre- 
pared some  elaborate  scheme  for  the  re- 
adjustment of  the  representation?  Who 
was  to  prepare  that  scheme?  Who  was 
to  bring  it  forward?  Was  this  not 
an  excuse  for  indefinite  postponement? 
Were  they,  or  were  they  not,  prepared 
to  give  them  household  franchise  in 
Ireland,  as  they  had  given  it  with  the 
happiest  results  to  England  ?  If  they 
refused  this  concession,  it  would  tend 
still  further  to  alienate  the  affections  of 
the  Irish  people  from  that  House.  He 
should  regpret  it ;  but  that  would  be  the 
effect.  On  the  other  hand,  he  held  that 
the  adoption  of  the  Eesolution  would  be 
a  pledge  to  the  people  of  Ireland  that 
they  had  abandoned  the  theory  of  treat- 
ing Ireland  as  a  conquered  countnr,  and 
Irishmen  as  an  inferior  race,  and  were 
about  to  enter  upon  a  course  of  concilia- 
tion to  Ireland;  and  if  they  did  that, 
bitter  memories  would  pass  away,  and 
under  one  Constitution  and  by  tne  en- 
joyment of  common  privileges,  a  union 
would  be  effected  between  llngland  and 
Ireland  which  would  not  be  broken  or 
disturbed  by  either  internal  disturbances, 
or  external  influences. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  he  was  anxious  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  importance  of  the 
issues  which  appeared  to  him  to  be 
involved  in  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kildare.  This  was 
no  mere  question  of  the  increase  of  a 
few  thousand  votes — no  technical  point 
of  rating  or  registration.  It  was  practi- 
cally a  proposiu  to  adopt  househola  fran- 
chise in  Irish  boroughs.  It  was  in  itself 
a  greater  change  with  regard,  at  any 
rate,  to  29  out  of  the  31  Irish  boroughs, 
than  was  inaugurated  in  England  by  the 
English  Reform  Bill  in  1867.  He  did 
not  say  that  it  was  a  greater  change  in 
the  actual  number  of  persons  on  whom 
it  would  confer  votes;  but  it  was  a 
greater  change  in  the  actual  distribu- 
tion of  political  power,  if  any  regard 
were  to  be  paid  to  the  position  of  the 
persons  who  would  be  enfranchised  by 
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it.  Although  the  English  Beform  Act 
of  1867  enfranchised  many  persons  b«- 
low  £10,  a  very  considerable  proportion 
of  them  belonged  to  the  lower  middle  and 
artizan  classes ;  but  this  proposal  would 
make  an  infinitely  greater  change,  for 
those  whom  it  would  introduce  would 
almost  entirely  consist  of  the  vexy  poorest 
of  the  labouring  classes.  On  what  argu- 
ments was  this  proposition  supported  ? 
First,  they  were  told,  because  the  law  in 
England  should  be  the  law  in  Ireland  ; 
but  that  really  was  no  argument  at  alL 
It  was  notorious  that  in  abolishing  the 
Church  Establishment  and  in  passing 
the  Land  Act— -questions  not  lesa  im- 
portant than  Parliamentary  representa- 
tion— that  House  saw  fit  to  deal  with 
Ireland  in  a  way  in  which  it  never  would 
adopt  for  England.  It  was  even  more 
notorious  that  Irish  Members  had  during 
the  present  Session  pressed  Parliament 
to  deal  with  Ireland  in  other  important 
points  as  England  would  never  wish  to 
be  dealt  with.  The  only  subject  with 
reg^ard  to  which  the  argument  for  iden- 
tical laws  could  be  used  were  those  in 
which  the  circumstances  of  the  two 
countries  were  identical.  That  this  ques- 
tion was  not  among  those  subject  nught, 
he  thought,  be  inferred  from  the  general 
practice  of  Parliament  as  to  Keform 
during  the  present  century.  The  40«. 
fhtncMse  had  been  abolished  in  Ire- 
land ;  it  had  not  been  abolished  in  Eng- 
land. The  county  franchise  in  Ireland 
was  at  one  time  fixed  at  one  figure, 
when  in  England  it  was  fixed  at  another. 
Up  to,  and  including  the  Acts  of  1867 
and  1868,  ;the  practice  of  Parliament 
had  been  to  deal  with  the  representa- 
tion of  the  people  in  a  different  way  in 
England  and  in  Ireland.  And  when 
they  looked  into  the  circumstances  of 
the  two  countries,  it  was  not  difficult  to 
find  the  reason.  It  was  clear  that  the 
valuation  of  the  houses  occupied  by  the 
great  mass  of  the  persons  whom  it  was 
that  evenine  proposed  to  enfranchise, 
was  very  different  from  the  valuation 
of  the  houses  occupied  by  the  persons 
who  had  been  enfranchised  in  England. 
He  did  not  wish  to  press  this  question  of 
valuation  too  far.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  because  a  man  happened  to 
live  in  a  house  of  the  value  of  £1,  ha 
ought  never  to  have  the  franchise.  He 
admitted  there  was  force  in  the  arsu- 
ment  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt),  that  in  a  poor 
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country  a  lower  yaluation  might  not  un- 
fairly correspond  with  a  higher  yaluation 
in  a  richer  country ;  but,  in  this  case, 
the  yaluation  statietios  proyed  that  the 
yotere  who  would  be  added,  if  the  Be- 
Bolution  were  carried,  were  almost  en- 
tirely composed  of  the  poorest  class  of 
day-labourers.  They  had  been  told  in 
this  debate  that  it  was  wise  to  endeayour 
to  wean  these  people  from  reyolutionary 
agitation,  to  wnich  some  of  them  in  past 
times  had  been  too  ready  to  resort,  and 
by  'including  them,  as  it  was  said, 
**  within  the  pale  of  the  Constitution, " 
to  lead  them  to  seek  for  the  redress  of 
their  ffrieyances  by  constitutional  means. 
He  admitted  the  force  of  that  argument 
also  ;  but  it  ou^ht  not  to  outweigh  this 
proposition,  which  should  be  foremost  in 
their  minds  in  dealing  with  any  question 
of  Parliamentary  franchise — namely,  that 
their  duty  in  such  a  matter  as  this  was  to 
endeayour  to  obtain  a  real  representation 
of  all  classes  and  of  all  interests  in  the 
country.  Would  anyone  say  that  the 
interests  of  those  persons  whom  it  was 
proposed  to  enfranchise  were  the  least 
represented  at  this  moment  ?  He  thought 
it  might  fairly  be  argued  that  these  poor 
householders  had  their  wants  and  tneir 
wishes  often  more  fully  stated  to  the 
House,  and  perhaps  defended  by  a 
greater  number  of  Irish  Kepresentatiyes 
than  the  Irish  landlords,  the  Irish  mer- 
chants, or  the  learned  or  professional 
classes  in  Ireland.  The  Ballot  was 
adopted  as  a  remedy  against  undue  in- 
fluence. He  was  far  from  wishing  to  pre- 
serye  any  undue  influence  which  might 
haye  been  exercised  in  former  times  by 
landlords  in  Ireland.  But  was  it  entirely 
for  the  Rood  of  the  countrj;  that  the  ad- 
yice  and  opinion  of  an  educated,  actiye, 
energetic  landlord,  liyiug  among  his 
tenantxy  and  deyoting  himself  to  their 
welfare,  should  be,  as  now  constantly 
happened,  entirely  disregarded  by  that 
tenantxy  when  the  day  for  the  elec- 
tion of  a  Member  of  Parliament  came. 
p'No,  no!"]  The  hon.  Member  for 
Qalway,  who  said  ''No,"  was  one  of 
those  fortunate  Irish  landlords  whose 
feelings  happened  to  be  in  unison  with 
those  of  the  class  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred ;  and  it  woiUd  be  but  fair  in  that 
hon.  Member  to  remember  that  the 
opinions  which  he  held  were  entertained 
only  by  an  infinitesimal  minority  of  the 
owners  of  land.  Then,  as  to  the  mer- 
chants and  those  engaged  in  commerce 


in  Ireland,  who  in  many  things  were, 
after  all,  the  mainstay  of  the  country, 
had  they,  as  a  class,  the  same  oppor- 
tunities for  entering  that  House  which 
were  afforded  to  persons  holding  the 
same  position  in  England  and  Scotland  ? 
He  had  seen  in  The  FreemafCi  Journal^ 
which  had  been  writing  yery  strongly 
lately  in  support  of  that  measure,  that 
eyen  a  man  so  known  and  esteemed  by 
all  parties  as  the  hon.  Baronet  who  re- 
presented Dublin  (Sir  Arthur  Ouiuness) 
would  be  rejected  as  a  matter  of  course 
if  that  proposal  became  law.  [^LaughterJ^ 
Would  those  who  laughed  remember 
that  a  few  years  ago  a  Gentleman  occu- 
pying almost  as  high  a  position,  but  a 
Liberal  in  politics  (Mr.  Pim),  was  re- 
jected in  tne  City  of  Dublin,  simply 
because  he  was  unable  to  adopt  that  view 
of  Irish  politics  which  commended  itself 
to  hardly  one  in  a  hundred  persons  of 
wealth,  position,  or  education,  out  which 
had  been  adopted  by  a  majority  of 
Irish  yoters  ?  Again,  were  the  profes- 
sional and  educated  classes  in  Ireland 
adeouately  represented  in  that  House  ? 
He  did  not  argue  the  question  as  a  Party 
one ;  for  was  it  not  notorious  that  one 
result  of  the  Ballot  in  Ireland  had  been 
the  practical  ostracism  from  political  life 
of  what  used  to  be  an  important  and 
influential  Party — the  Whigs,  which 
comprised  within  itself,  though  few  in 
actual  numbers,  no  little  of  the  learning 
and  the  science  of  that  country.  It  was 
said  before  the  passing  of  the  Eng- 
lish Beform  Act  of  1868,  that  the  result 
of  admitting  so  large  a  preponderance 
of  the  poorer  labourers  to  the  franchise 
would  be  that  the  class  above  would  be 
swamped,  and  that  the  new  electors 
would  practically  control  the  representa- 
tion. That  had  not  been  found  to  be  the 
case,  because  there  was  no  such  division 
of  opinions  and  interests  between  classes 
in  England  as  had  been  supposed.  Hon. 
Members  who  represented  English  con- 
stituencies, on  whichever  side  of  the 
House  they  sat,  numbered  among  their 
supporters  both  the  rich  and  educated 
and  the  poor  and  ignorant.  Persons  of  all 
grades  were  found  voting  together.  On 
the  other  hand,  they  might  regret  the 
fact,  but  it  was  nevertheless  true,  that 
in  Ireland,  unhappily,  there  was  still  a 
broad  and  deep  line  of  religious  and 
political  distinction  between  the  different 
classes  of  the  population.  And  although 
that  was  known  to  be  the  case,  it  was 
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proposed — not  to  deal  with  the  oonsti- 
tuenoies  in  such  a  way  as  to  secure  a 
better  representation  of  all,  but  to  add 
to  them  on  one  side  only — to  add  a 
body  of  the  poorest  and  most  ignorant 
of  the  Irish  labourers  in  such  numbers 
as  would  control  the  whole  representa- 
tion, and  to  do  this  where,  as  had  been 
truly  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  and  eallant 
Baronet  the  Member  for  West  Sussex 
(Sir  Walter  Barttelot),  there  was  prac- 
tically no  middle  class,  and  but  few  of 
those  intelligent  artizans  or  tradesmen 
who  formed  so  large  a  proportion  of  the 
borough  constituencies  of  Great  Britain. 
He  did  not  doubt  that  at  some  time 
Parliament  would  deem  it  right  to  lower 
the  Parliamentary  borough  franchise  in 
Ireland;  but  he  yentured  to  say  that 
in  lowering  that  franchise,  the  other 
points  to  which  he  had  alluded  ought 
not  to  be  neglected.  Such  a  proposal 
as  that  now  before  the  House  would 
be  a  reform  of  Irish  representation — if 
it  could  be  called  a  reform  —  in  the 
direction  in  which  it  was  least  of  all 
needed,  and  would  ignore  the  most 
pressing  wants  of  the  case.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  made  light  of  the 
arguments  used  with  reference  to  a  re- 
distribution of  seats ;  but  it  ought  not  to 
be  forgotten  that  in  1866,  Parliament 
distincdy  laid  down  the  principle  that 
a  large  extension  of  the  franchise  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  re-distribution  of 
seats.  The  franchise  in  Ireland  had 
often  been  considered  since  the  Union — 
perhaps,  if  considered  less  often,  it  might 
naye  been  more  satisfactorily  dealt  with 
— but  he  belieyed  that  no  re-distribution 
of  seats  had  eyen  taken  place,  although 
in  many  points  the  circumstances  of  the 
constituencies  had  materially  changed ; 
and  if,  as  was  admitted  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  there  was  any  force  in  the 
argument,  that  the  wealth  as  well  as  the 
population  of  a  district  was  entitled  to 
representation,  then  certainly  there  were 
purts  of  Ireland  which  reauired  more 
representation  than  they  had  at  present, 
well,  if  that  was  so,  if  the  borough 
frandiise  could  not  properly  be  dealt 
with  alone,  what  was  it  that  the  House 
was  asked  to  do  this  eyening  ?  It  was 
asked  to  reoord  the  opinion-^ 

"That  the  restricted  nature  of  the  Borough 
franchiae  of  Ireland,  as  compared  with  that 
existing  in  England  and  Scotland,  is  a  subieot 
deserring  the  immediate  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment P" 

Sir  Michael  Eicti^B0ach 


What  did  that  imoly  ?  If  it  be  taken 
to  imply  what  he  had  stated ;  if  there 
was  any  agreement,  as  he  thought  there 
was,  that  other  questions  besides  the 
borough  franchise  required  to  be  dealt 
with,  it  was  quite  clear  that  the  adop- 
tion of  that  Besolution  would  pledge  ita 
supporters  to  an  Irish  Beform  bill.  He 
asked  hon.  Members  to  consider  what 
that  meant.  A  Beform  Bill  must  necee- 
sarily  take  precedence  of  eyery  other  sub- 
ject that  could  engage  the  attention  of 
Parliament.  Engush  and  Scotch  mea- 
sures must  be  put  in  the  background; 
Imperial  questions  must  be  for  the 
moment  shelyed ;  such  Irish  Busineee  as 
the  Goyemment  might  haye  desired  to 
proceed  with — though  they  had  neyer 

fretended  to  occupy  the  attention  of 
Parliament  exoessiyely  with  Irish  Busi- 
ness— must  be  dropped,  and  their  first 
work  next  year  must  oe  an  Iriah  Befonn 
Bill.  WeU,  they  had  had  this  Seoaion 
some  experience  of  the  time  that  might 
be  spent  by  the  exertions  of  two  or  three 
Irish  Members  on  an  English  Friaona 
Bill. 

Mr.  butt  rose  to  Order.  Was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  Order  in  re- 
ferring to  former  debates  ? 

Mr.  SPEAEEB  said,  hon.  Members 
were  not  permitted  by  the  Bules  of  the 
House  to  refer  to  former  debates  in  the 
current  Session  on  the  same  subject; 
but  they  mia^ht  refer  to  former  debates 
by  way  of  iUustration.  The  riffbt  hon. 
Gentleman  had  done  so,  and  therefore 
he  was  perfectly  in  Order. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEAOH: 
That  was  all  he  wished  to  do^to  illus- 
trate the  time  likely  to  be  consumed. 
They  had  had  during  former  discussions 
some  experience  of  Uie  time  that  might 
be  spent  upon  an  English  Prison  BiUbj 
two  or  three  Irish  Members.  Now,  he 
feared  that  any  Beform  Bill  for  Ireland 
that  might  be  proposed  by  the  presMxt 
Goyemment  would  not  be  ukely,  at  any 
rate,  in  all  its  details,  to  commend  itself 
to  hon.  Members  opposite,  and  judging 
from  past  experience,  it  could  scaroelT 
be  doubted  that  an  Irish  Beform  Bill 
would,  at  least,  be  sufficient  work  far  a 
Session.  Well,  it  waspoesible  that  snoh 
a  cessation  of  the  ordinary  Business  of 
the  House  might  be  required ;  but  did 
the  facts  of  the  case  warrant  any  audi 
opinion?  His  right  hon.  and  learned 
friend  the  Attorney  General  for  Irslaad 
had  already  alluded  to  the  singular  mis- 
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fortune  which  attended  the  Franohiae 
Extension  Bill  that  was  introduced  and 
withdrawn  in  the  present  Session  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan.  But  in 
the  last  three  Sessions  Bills  relating  to 
the  borouffh  franchise  had  been  intro- 
duced by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Limerick,  or  some  of  his  Supporters, 
which  had  never  been  pressed  to  a 
second  reading;.  Oarefullj  prepared 
measures  on  University  Education  and 
the  Tenure  of  Land  in  Ireland  had, 
instead,  been  pressed  on  their  notice 
as  the  particular  subjects  to  which  the 
attention  of  Ireland  was  most  devoted, 
and  on  which  le^slation  was  most 
urgently  reouired.  He  knew  of  nothing 
which  would  warrant  Parliament  in 
throwing  over  all  its  other  Business  for 
some  time  to  come  in  order  to  devote  its 
attention  solely  to  the  question  of  an 
Irish  Beform  Bill.  The  time  might 
come,  and  he  hoped  it  would  come, 
when  this  might  be  possible  and  ad- 
visable, for  he  thought  an  Irish  Be- 
form Bill,  properly  conceived  and  carried 
out,  would  be  a  mat  boon  to  the  ooun- 
tir;  but  he  did  not  think  that  the 
Iiouse  was  at  present  prepared  to  adopt 
such  a  course.  He  tnerefore  proposed 
to  support  the  original  Motion  that  the 
SpoaKer  do  now  leave  the  Ohair,  as 
tantamount  to  the  Previous  Question; 
and  he  trusted  that  the  House  woiUd 
not,  by  adopting  one  of  those  abstract 
Besolutions  whicn  were  never  conclusive 
and  generally  mischievous,  commit  itself 
to  a  precipitate  approval  of  this  partial 
and  unsatisfactory  mode  of  dealing  with 
a  great  and  important  question. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  289;  Noes 
166 :  Majority  74.— (Div.  List,  No.  181.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  ''That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair.'' 

Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

BANKRUPTCY  ACT  (1869)   AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

LiAvx.    FtBST  REAnnro. 

Mb.  SAMPSON  LLOTD,  in  movinff 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend 
''The  Bankruntoy  Act,  1869,"  said,  that 
as  it  was  still  uncertain  whether  the 
Oovemment  Bankruptry  Bill  would  pass 


that  Session,  the  Ohambers  of  Oommeroe, 
thinking  that  the  Act  of  1869  was  in  its 
main  features  a  good  one,  wished  to 
place  their  opinion  on  record  with  regard 
to  bankruptcy  legislation  by  means  of 
the  Bill  whidi  he  now  asked  leave  to 
introduce. 

Motion  offreed  to. 

Bill  to  amend  "  The  Bankmptoy  Act,  1869," 
wd$r$4  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Samp»on 
Lloyd,  Mr.  Norwood,  Mr.  Kiflbt,  and  Mr. 

Billpr#i#nr«^,  and  read  the  flnt  time.  [Bill  199.] 

House  a^ioumed  at  a  quarter 

before  Two  o'clock  till 

Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OP    LOEDS, 

Monday f  X^thJunet  1877. 

MINUTES.]  — Sat  Pibst— The  Lord  Blthop 
of  Saint  Albana— Took  the  Oath. 

Public    Bills — Fir$t   i^MM^ifi^— Metropolitan 

Oommoni  Provisional  Order ^  (111),  uid  r»- 

ferr$d  to  the  Ezaminen ;  Pier  and  Harbour 

Orders  Confirmation  (Nos.  1  and  2)  *  (112  and 

118),  and  referred  to  the  Examiners.* 

Second  Reading — Local  Government  Board's 
Provisional  Orders  Ck)nfirmation  (Belper 
Union.  &c.)  •  (87). 

(^mf^<«#— Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries  Order 
Confirmation  ♦  (73) ;  Tramways  Orders  Con- 
firmation (Barton,  fto.)  *  (61). 

Cemm%tt$0-^M9pori'''P\et  and  Harbour  Orders 
Confirmation  fNo.  3)  •  (100). 

Rtport — Burial  Acts  Consolidation  (80). 

Third  R$ading — City  of  London  Improvement 
IVovisional  Order  'Confirmation  |(Qolden 
I^ne.  &c.)  *  (82^ ;  Metropolis  Improvement 
Provisional  Oraers  Confirmation  ^  (72)  ; 
Greenock  Improvement  Provisional  Oraer 
Confirmation  *  (83) ;  General  Police  and  Im- 
nrovement  (Scotland)  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation (Dumbarton)*  (68),  and/Nuim/. 

SAT  FIRST. 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Saint  Albania 
Took  the  Oath. 


BURIAL  ACTS  CONSOLIDATION   BILL. 

(Th$  Lord  Pr$9idemt.) 

(irO.   80.)      BXPORT  OF  AMIKDMUrrS. 

Amendments  reported   (acoording  to 
Order). 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
when  a  Bill  came  before  their  Lordships 
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at  this  stage,  the  praotioe  was  that 
Amendments  should  be  taken  in  the 
order  in  which  thej  stood  upon  the 
Notice  Paper;  but  if  there  were  any 
new  clauses  or  Amendments  to  be  pro- 
posed which  interfered  with  the  principle 
of  the  measure,  the  usual  course  was  to 
consider  such  new  clauses  first.  The 
reason  for  that  course  was  obvious.  The 
introduction  of  a  new  clause  or  clauses 
into  the  Bill  might  affect  such  an  altera- 
tion in  its  character  as  to  require  Amend- 
ments in  its  other  provisions. 

The  Makquess  of  BRISTOL  said, 
that  in  deference  to  what  had  just  been 
stated  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  he  would 
postpone,  for  the  present,  a  Motion  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice,  to  the  effect 
that  until  such  time  as  existing  church- 
yards or  consecrated  burial  grounds 
should  be  closed  by  the  action  of  Par- 
liament or  otherwise,  they  should  be 
available  for  the  interment  of  those  who 
should  not,  during  life,  have  belonged 
to  the  Church  of  England  as  by  law 
established,  with  such  Christian  and 
religious  services  conducted  by  autho- 
rized ministers  as  might  be  approved  of 
by  Parliament. 

The  Abohbishop  of  TOEK  proposed, 
after  Clause  4,  to  insert  Clauses — 

(Power  to  convey  a  portion  of  burial 
ground  for  widening  of  roads.) 

(Power  to  convey  a  portion  of  burial 
g^und  for  a  mortuary.) 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  and 
GORDON  said,  he  saw  no  objection  to 
the  proposal  of  the  most  reverend  Pre- 
late. 

Clauses,  with  verbal  Amendments, 
affr$ed  to,  and  inserUd  in  the  Bill. 

The  Abohbishop  of  TORK  rose  to 
propose  the  insertion  of  the  clause  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice,  and  which 
he  thought  no  more  than  a  reasonable 
concession  to  the  consciences  of  the 
clergy. 

Ifovid,  after  Clause  73,  to  insert  the 
following  clause: — 

'*Ko  incumbeiit  or  cnrmte  of  the  Church  of 
England  shall,  after  the  paaaing  of  this  Act,  be 
Uable  to  any  penalty  for  refusing  or  omitting  to 
perform  the  burial  service  of  the  CShurch  at  the 
funeral  of  any  deceased  person,  if  it  can  be  shown 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  oourt  that  in  such 
refusal  or  omission  he  acted  under  a  reasonable 
belief  that  grave  scandal  and  offence  would  be 
oocasionod  to  the  parishioners  by  the  use  of  the 

Th$  Lord  ChmoiUor 


said  service :  Provided  that  in  er^  such  <mm  H 
shall  be  the  duty  of  the  minister  dedinini;  to 
perform  such  serrice,  if  he  would  otherwise  be 
required  in  law  to  perform  it,  to  gire  nolioe  of 
his  refusal  to  the  relatives  or  peraooa  takinc 
upon  Uiem  the  duty  of  providing  for  the  bmiu 
of  such  deceased  person,  in  such  manner  and 
within  such  time  as  to  enable  proper  provision 
to  be  made  for  such  burial :  IVovided,  further, 
that  the  incumbent  or  curate  so  refusu&g  shall 
at  the  time  transmit  a  statement  of  such  re- 
fusal, and  of  the  grounds  thereof,  to  the  Bishop 
of  the  diocese.'*— (!r*#  Urd  ArcAhuki^  cf  Ymrk) 

The  Dtoe  of  RICHMOND  axd 
GORDON  said,  the  most  rev.  Prelate 
who  had  just  spoken  advocated  the  claoae 
he  had  now  proposed  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  the  wish  of  the  Lower  House 
of  Conyocation  that  the  clause,  or  some 
provision  of  a  similar  nature,  should  be 
allowed  to  form  part  of  the  BilL  He 
trusted  that  when  they  came  to  consider 
another  clause  which  was  to  be  proposed 
by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby  )« 
the  most  rev.  I^late  would  be  found 
among  those  who  regarded  the  wishes 
of  the  parochial  clergy.  On  a  former 
stag^  of  the  Bill  this  clause  was  sub- 
mitted in  yery  bad  English ;  on  this 
occasion  its  English  was  somewhat  im- 
proved; but  he  thought  that  when  its 
effect  came  to  be  understood  out-of-doon 
it  would  not  receive  vexy  general  sup- 
port. The  clause  gave  power  to  a  clergy- 
man to  decline  to  perform  the  burial 
service  over  a  deceased  person  if  he  had 
reasonable  belief  that  grave  scandal  and 
offence  would  be  occasioned  to  the 
parishioners  by  the  use  of  such  service. 
If,  however,  the  clergyman  had  power 
to  decline  to  bury  the  body,  some  other 
person  must  have  power  to  inter  it.  He 
asked  their  Lordships  to  consider  what 
might  be  the  effect  of  this  provision  in 
the  agricultural  districts.  If,  for  ex- 
ample, the  clergyman  declined  to  per- 
form the  service  over  the  relative  of  an 
ag^cultural  labourer,  it  was  not  pro- 
bable that  any  neighbouring  clergyman 
would  perform  that  service,  and  the 
labourer  would  have  to  get  a  lawyer  to 
apply  to  a  Bishop's  Court.  A  more 
unhappy  state  of  things  he  could  not 
conceive,  and  he  hoped,  therefore,  that 
their  Lordships  would  reject  the  dauee. 

Ths  Abohbishop  of  CANTERBURY 
said,  he  coiild  not  agree  with  the  noble 
Duke  the  Lord  President.  He  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  have  some  regard 
to  those  4,000  clerical  petitioners  who 
some  years  ago  urged  upon  their  Lord- 
ships substantially  the  same  proposal 


1931 


Burial  Aeti 


I  JuNB  1 8, 1 877  j         ComoUdation  Bill  1 922 


AS  that  which  was  now  made  by  his 
most  r«T.  Brother ;  and  the  Bitual  Com- 
mission, after  four  years  of  labour  and 
intense  attention,  suggested  the  adoption 
of  a  provision  very  similar  to  this.  The 
noble  Duke  seemed  to  fear  that  if  a 
clergyman  declined  to  read  the  service 
over  a  person  who  had  died  in  the  com- 
mission of  a  scandalous  offence,  no 
proper  provision  could  be  made  for  his 
interment.  When  this  Bill  was  last 
before  their  Lordships,  it  contained  a 
provision  for  the  silent  interment  of 
those  who  dissented  from  the  Ohurch  of 
England ;  and  if  that  was  sufficient  for 
the  most  religious  and  best-condilcted 
Dissenters,  it  would  surely  be  enough 
for  those  who  died  in  the  commission  of 
notorious  crime.  The  matter  was  not 
by  this  clause  left  to  the  discretion  of 
the  incumbent  or  the'Bishop — the  clergy- 
man must  be  able  to  prove  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  Court  that  he  was  justified 
in  refbsing  to  read  the  service.  The 
eases  whidi  this  clause  was  meant  to 
meet  were  not  unfrequent.  In  one  case 
a  man  reeled  out  of  a  public-house  in  a 
state  of  absolute  intoxication,  and  died 
in  a  ditch.  The  clergyman  was  required 
by  law,  in  the  presence  of  those  who 
knew  the  whole  transaction,  to  declare 
that  it  was  srood  that  this  man  had  been 
taken  out  of  the  world,  and  to  express 
over  him  those  words  of  hope  which 
were  contained  in  the  Burial  Service. 
He  did  not  believe  that  any  difficulties 
would  arise ;  and  in  those  cases  where 
the  clergyman  used  the  power  ffiven  by 
this  clause,  the  relatives  of  the  deceased 
might  avail  themselves  of  the  previous 
clause  introduced  into  this  Bill.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  their  Lordships 

would  accept  this  clause. 

Tn  LOBD  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  he  was  sensible  of  the  exceUence  of 
the  motives  which  had  led  the  most  rev. 
Prelates  to  propose  and  advocate  this 
clause,  and  of  those  extreme  cases  in 
which  it  must  be  most  painfol  to  a 
clergyman  to  read  the  Burial  Service  of 
the  Uhuroh  over  a  deceased  person.  He 
did  not  say  that  a  remedy  was  not  well 
worthy  of  the  attention  of  their  Lord- 
shipsy  and  hoped  that  at  some  future 
stage  a  proposal  might  be  made  to  meet 
the  difficulties  of  the  case.  But  he  asked 
their  Lordships  to  pause  before  they 
accepted  a  danse  which  might  have  con- 
•equenoes  more  serious  than  the  evils 
which  it  was  intended  to  remedy.    This 

VOL.  OCXXXnr.    [third  swu*s.] 


clause  gave  power  to  the  clergyman  to 
refuse  to  read  the  Burial  Service  in  cases 
which  he  reasonably  believed  would  oc- 
casion g^ave  scandal.  There  would  no 
doubt  arise  more  than  isolated  cases  in 
which  the  opinion  of  the  clergyman 
would  be  challenged,  and  in  which  some 
of  the  relatives  of  the  deceased  would 
call  upon  the  clergyman  to  justify  the 
step  which  he  had  taken.  Clergymen 
were  but  men,  and  thoy  often  took  an 
exaggerated  and  overstrained  view  with 
regard  to  the  character  of  their  own 
parishioners.  Could  their  Lordships 
conceive  anything  more  undesirable, 
more  likely  to  occasion  scandal,  than 
that  when  a  man  was  in  his  grave  there 
should  be  opened  over  his  body  a  fresh 
litigation — not  as  to  whether  some  defi- 
nite charge  was  proved  or  not,  but  a 
ffeneral,  roving,  vag^e,  and  undefined 
inquiry — not  as  to  whether  his  cha- 
racter was  bad  but  as  to  whether  the 
clergyman  acted  under  the  reasonable 
belief  that  scandal  would  be  occasioned 
to  the  parishioners  by  r/sading  the  Burial 
Service  over  him  ?  Suppose  the  Court 
was  of  opinion  that  the  clergyman  was 
wrong,  and  that  there  was  no  reasonable 
ground  for  the  conduct  which  he  pur- 
sued, was  the  man  to  lie  there  with  the 
stigma  that  he  had  been  buried  without 
the  Burial  Service,  or  was  the  serrice  to 
be  read  over  him  long  after  he  had  been 
in  his  grave  ?  There  nad  never  yet  been 
a  pubnc  investigation  which  could  be 
compared  to  such  an  one  as  this.  Again, 
was  it  contemplated  that  if  one  clergy- 
man sought  the  reading  the  Burial 
Service  in  this  particular  case  would 
occasion  grave  scandal,  another  clergr- 
man  was  to  be  sought  who  would  be 
less  scrupulous  ?  He  appealed  to  their 
Lordships  not  to  put  in  the  power  of  the 
clergy  so  dangerous  an  authority,  and 
not  to  shock  the  morals  of  the  com- 
munity by  opening  such  a  flood  of  in- 
dignation as  would  be  occasioned  by  a 
clause  of  this  kind. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  no 
doubt  there  was  much  to  be  said  on  both 
sides.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack  had  admitted  that  there 
was  a  g^evance,  and  suggested  that 
they  should  consider  whether  it  should 
be  remedied  at  another  stage  of  the 
Bill.  But  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
did  not  give  any  intimation  whether  the 
Oovemment  had  reallv  taken  into  con- 
sideration how  the  grievance  was  to  be 

3  Q 


1923 


Burial  AeU 


(LOBDS) 


ContoMaii^  Bitt. 


tM4 


remedied,  or  explain  what  was  the 
general  character  of  the  remedy  which 
thej  proposed  to  adopt.  He  hoped  that 
some  noble  Lord  opposite  would  give 
them  some  intimation  upon  that  point 

The  Bishop  of  LICHFIELD  said, 
that  the  only  Church  in  this  country  that 
had  no  power  to  determine  who  had  and 
who  had  not  belonged  to  her  com- 
munion was  the  Church  of  England. 
The  difficulty  in  this  case  arose  chiefly 
because  the  Church  had  not  sufficient 
powers  of  discipline  over  her  members. 

Thb  Bishop  of  OXFOED  put  it  to 
their  Lordships  whether  it  was  really  a 
spectacle  which  could  be  regarded  by 
any  body  of  Christian  people  as  desirable 
that  a  minister  should  be  compelled  at 
the  grave  side  to  say  strong  Christian 
words  while  believing  them  to  be  utterly 
untrue  in  the  particular  case  to  which 
he  was  applying  them  ?  As  the  law  at 
present  stood,  the  clergyman  at  the 
grave  side  was  compelled  to  utter  words 
which  he  and  everyone  who  heard  him 
knew  to  be  a  lie.  It  was  nothing  more 
nor  less  than  that.  Nor  was  it  right  to 
treat  this  difficulty  as  a  merely  clerical 
grievance ;  it  was  full  of  danger  to  the 
Church.  The  Nonconformist  literature 
of  the  last  40  or  50  years  showed 
that  no  topic  had  been  urged  so  much 
against  the  Church  of  England  as  that 
she  buried  indiscriminately  the  greatest 
saint  and  the  greatest  sinner,  with  a 
service  not  intended  for  the  one  or  for 
the  other.  

Viscount  CARD  WELL  said,  that  the 
gprievance  had  been  admitted  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Wool- 
sack, and  therefore  it  would  be  a  waste 
of  time  to  be  urging  it  on  their  Lord- 
ships. The  sole  question  was  as  to  a 
remedy,  and  their  Lordships  ought  to 
have  some  declaration  on  that  head 
from  Her  Majesty's  Ch>vemment  before 
they  were  called  on  to  go  to  a  division 
on  the  clause  of  the  most  rev.  Prelate. 

The  Eaklof  HARROWBY  approved 
of  the  principle  of  the  clause,  but  feared 
practical  difficulties  would  present  them- 
selves. He  hoped  that  the  ability  of 
the  noble  Duke,  strengthened  by  the 
legal  knowledge  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  would  find  a 
remedy  that  could  be  carried  out^ 

The  Eael  of  BEAC0N8FIELD 
thought  their  Lordships  ought  to  dovote 
their  attention  to  the  clause  immedi- 
ately before  them,  and  not  to  a  question 

Earl  Ch-anvilk 


which  involved  ooncideratioiit  of  th* 
very  ^vest  oharaoter.  The  noble  £aH 
opposite  (Earl  Granville)  had  imputed 
to  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  th» 
Woolsack  ezpressionB  of  a  much  more 
precise  nattire  than  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  used.  Certainly  he  thon^t 
it  was  not  the  intention  of  his  noUa 
and  learned  Friend  to  intimate  to  the 
House  that  the  Qovemment  ware  going 
to  deal  with  the  question  in  the  praeent 
BilL  Whether  Uiey  would  be  able  to 
deal  with  it  at  any  time  and  under  mar 
circumstances  was  very  doubtful.  It 
involved  the  whole  question  of  Chnrdi 
discipline ;  and  he  was  quite  oertain  thai» 
when  the  principles  invc^ved  in  a  ajstem 
of  Church  discipline  became  the  aabjeol 
of  discussion  in  their  Lordships'  Hoose, 
noble  Lords  would  be  unanimous  in  at 
least  one  opinion — that  the  matter  oonld 
not  be  treated  by  a  casual  clause  in  a 
Bill  of  this  kind.  With  regard  to  the 
proposal  of  the  most  rev.  Prelate  he  wae 
entirely  opposed  to  it.  He  believed  it 
wotdd,  if  aaopted,  lead  to  great  diasen* 
sions  and  heartburnings  in  the  ooontiy 
amongst  laymen,  and  be  a  blow  at 
the  legitimate  respect  and  influence  of 
the  clergy. 

LoBD  SELBOENE  expressed  hia 
regret  that  the  Ooveniment  were  not 
likely  to  give  any  assistanee  with  regard 
to  this  part  of  the  question.  He  believed 
the  eflect  of  the  clause,  coupled  with 
that  already  introduced  into  the  Bill, 
would  be  that  the  clergyman  would 
know  he  could  not  safely  refuse  to  read 
the  Burial  Service  except  in  very  groM 
and  extreme  cases,  whidi  he  should  be 
able  to  justify  to  a  Court  if  afterwards 

grosecuted  for  his  refusal.  On  the  other 
and,  in  such  cases,  the  rdativee  and 
friends  would  be  much  too  wise  to  insti- 
tute proceedings.  If  the  most  rev.  Pre- 
late went  to  a  division,  he  would  support 
the  clause. 

The  Abohbishop  of  YOBK  said,  that 
Her  Mi^'esty's  Qovemment  seemed  to 
have  ffreatly  changed  their  minds  with 
regard  to  suent  burial.  They  now  ob* 
jected  to  it  in  cases  in  which  to  read  the 
Burial  Service  of  the  Church  waa  a 
scandal ;  but  when  the  Bill  waa  intro- 
duced they  thought  it  sufficiently  good 
for  Dissenters,  who  objected  to  the 
Church  service.  The  question  of  the 
Burial  Service  of  the  Ohuroh  oonld  not 
be  touched  without  some  refisrenoe  to 
points  of  Church  discipline.    He  did 
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not  Mmrdieiid  that  tuoh  inooBTenienoe 
wcmld  D6  asoMd  to  flie  friMuls  of  tke 
deceased  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  the  Woolsack  and  the  noble  Duke 
lesmsil,  to  anticipate  in  *  case  In  which 
tka  dergynan  of  the  parish  might  de- 
dime  to  read  the  Ohoroh  serrioe,  beoanse 
the  dergyman  would  hare  to  gire  them 
timdj  notice,  and  they  could  make  other 
anaagements.  If  a  dersyman  should 
be  brooght  into  Ck)urt  and  be  proved  to 
have  acted  unjustly  in  reftising  to  read 
the  Burial  Smrice,  a  penalty  might  be 
inflicted  on  him  for  the  neoleot  of  that 
doty,  and  the  decision  of  the  Oourt 
would  re-establish  the  character  that 
had  been  assailed.  This  clause  applied 
to  *  particular  class  of  cases — ^namely, 
to  cases  where  a  whole  parish  had  been 
eoaadaUsed.  Their  Loraships  had  heard 
a  good  deal  about  the  Nonconformists 
ana  about  the  Olergy.  The  Olergr  in 
the  most  legitimate  way—- namely,  by  a 
vote,  which  was  unanimous,  of  the  Lower 
House  of  Oonyocation  of  Oanterbury — 
had  adced  their  LordsUps  to  remedy 
tfadr  grieranee  on  this  subject.  Would 
their  Lordships  send  bask  to  the  Ohuroh 
this  answer-***  We  are  about  to  modify 
tlie  law  of  Christian  burial  and  change 
it  from  what  it  has  been  for  centuries  ? 
The  only  persons  to  whom  we  will  gire 
no  relief,  the  only  persons  whom  we 
cannot  trust,  are  the  Olergy  of  the 
Ohurch  of  England."  Tms  was  a 
matter  on  which  he  fdt  bound  to  ask 
Lorddiips  to  divide. 


On  Question?  Their  Lordships  i%- 
M^M:— Oontents  89;  Not-Oontents  146: 
Majority  67. 


OONTBNT& 


CuittfVurf, 


,  Ardip. 
p. 


ISdat  Albsoa,  D. 
WeiftaixwUr,  D. 

IfOftllSfBptOfl,  II. 

Abinadfla»  K. 

BdnoFB,  A. 
GSsmdoo,  S. 
Dsrtr«T,E. 
DaticB. 
Tilng^ia,  £> 
Bms,E. 
Qn&TiIli,V. 
Hsitowby,  a. 
IkhMlsftk 


Liohfl6ld,E. 
Lot«Uo»,E. 
Bdkirk,B. 


•nUsm,  K 


OvdiViU,V. 
FalmooiL  V. 
Hslifax/V. 
Loinitflr,  V.  (D.  X#ffi- 

t44rA 
Lflflbvd,  V. 
V. 


Ba&ffor,  L.  Bp. 
CttiUs,L.Bp. 
Kly,  L.  Bp. 


Exeter,  L.  Bp. 
OkmoetUr  sail  Bristol, 

L.Bp. 
Hereford,  L.  Bp. 
Llandaff,  L.  Bp, 
liOndon,  li.  Bp. 
Oxford*  L.  Bp. 
St.  Aiaph,  L.  Bp. 
Winohetter,  L,  Bp. 


Annaly,  L. 


OrinftesdfL.  {S.EnHis* 

kilUn) 
Qwydir,  L. 
Hawke,  L. 
Kenry,   L.    (JT.  />»«•- 

rwen    tma     Jfount* 

Earl,) 
Lawrenoo,  L. 
LeiglL  L. 
Lyveaen,  L. 
Heldruxn,  L.  (if.  HunU 

/y.)     , 

Barrogill,  L.  {E,  On'^A-  Monson,  L. 

net*)  Mont   Sagla,    L.   (M, 
Beaumont,  L.  SUgo. ) 

Blantyre,  L.  Moatyn,  L. 

Boyle,  L.  (iP.  Cork  i  Penzance,  L. 

Orrtry.)  RomiUy,  L. 

Brottgham  and  Vaax,L.  Roeebery,  L.  {E.  Eott* 
Caltborpe,  L.  bery.) 

Camoyt,  L,  Sandhurst,  L. 

Oarew,  L.  Sandys,  L. 

Oaryefort,  L.  (E,  C«try$-  Beaton,  L. 

fort.)  Sefton,  L.  (if.  Sefton.) 

CaiUemaine,  L.  Selbomo,  L. 

CburcbUl,  L.  Strafford,  L.  (K.  JSr»- 
01iffordofChudleigh,L.       JUld.) 

Olonbrock,  L.  Truro,  L. 

Colchester,  L.  Vaux  of  Harrowden,  L. 

Coleridge,  L.   [TMm',']  Vernon,  L. 

Congleton,  L.  Willoughby  d#  Broke, 
Crewe,  L.  L. 

Crofton,  L.  Wolverton,  L.  \T$lUrA 

Daore,  L.  Worlinghani,    Jj.    (-^ 
Belamere,  L.  Oosford.) 

Fitaluurdinge,  L.  Wrottetley,  L. 

N0T-C0NTENT8. 
Cairns,   L.   (X.   Chtm*    Haddington,  E. 


Beaufort,  D. 
Bedford,  D. 
Grafton,  D. 
Leeds,  D. 
Manchester,  D. 
Marlborough,  D. 
Korthumberlaad,  D. 
Richmond,  D. 
Somerset,  D. 

Abergavenny,  M. 
Bristol,  M. 
Hertford,  M. 
Lansdowne,  M. 
Salisbury,  M. 

Amherst,  £. 
Beaconsfield,  E. 
Beauchamp,  E. 
Bradford,  K. 
Cadegao,  £. 
Camperdownu  E. 
Carnarvon,  E. 
Cathoart,  E. 
ClonmeU,  B. 
Coventry,  S. 
De  U  Warr,  £. 
Psrby.E. 
Durham,  E. 
EldoQ,  E. 


Hardwicke,  E. 
Harewood,  E. 
Jersey,  E. 
Kimberley,  E. 
Lanesborough,  E. 
Lindsey,  E. 
Lucan,  E. 
Macclesfield,  E. 
Malmesburv,  E. 
Manvers,  E. 
Mar  and  Kellie,  E. 
Minto,  E. 
Morley,  £. 
Morton,  E. 
Kelson,  £. 
Northbrook,  E. 
Onslow,  £. 
Portarlington,  E. 
Portsmouth,  £. 
Powis,  E. 
Radnor,  E. 
Redesdale,  E. 
Romney,  £. 
Stanhope,  £. 
Stradbroko.  £. 
Suffolk  and  Berkshire, 

E. 
TankerviUe,  B. 
Vane,  £.  (if.  Imd0it- 

tUriy.) 
Waldegrave,  E. 
Wsftmorland,  E. 
WnanciuVs,  E. 
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Bangor,  V. 
Bridport,  V. 
Clancarty,  V.  (E,  Clan- 

carty.) 
Hardinge,  V. 
Hawarden,  V.  [T^lUrA 
Hutchinson,     V.     (JB?! 

D(moughmor$,) 
Powerscourt,  V. 
iSidmouth,  V. 
Templetown,  V. 

Chichester,  L.  Bp. 
Lichfield,  L.  Bp. 
St.  Albans,  L.  Bp. 

Abercromby,  L. 
Airey,  L. 

Ashfcrd,  L.  (T.  Bury.) 
Ayeland,  L. 
Bagot,  L. 
Blackburn,  L. 
Bolton,  L. 
Braybrooke,  L. 
Brodrick,  L.  (  V,  MidU^ 

ton.) 
(^arlingford,  L. 
Clanbraasill,     L.     (£. 

Rodtn.) 
Clermont,  L. 
Clinton,  L. 
Cloncurry,  L. 
Colville  of  Culross,  L. 
Cottesloe,  L. 
de  Ros,  L. 
De  Saumarez,  L. 
Digby,  L. 
Dinevor,  L. 
Dorchester,  L. 
Dunmore,  L.  (E.  Dun- 

mart.) 
Dunsandle  and    Clan- 

conal,  L. 
Eliot,  L. 
Ellenborough,  L. 
Elphinstone,  L. 
Forbes,  L. 

Gage,  L.     (V.  Oaye.) 
Gormanston,    L.     {V, 

Oormantton.) 


Grey  de  Raddiffe,  L. 

(F.  Gr0ud$  miton.) 
Hammond,  L. 
Hampton,  L. 
Hanmer,  L. 
Harlech,  L. 
Hartismere,     L.      (X. 

Henniker.) 
Heytesbury,  L. 
Houghton,  L. 
Inchiqnin,  L. 
Kenlis,L.  {M.Htadfort.) 
Lovel  and  Holland,  L. 

{E.  Effmont.) 
Manners,  L. 
Moncreiff,  L. 
Moore,  L.   (if.  Ihoy* 

heda.) 
Penrhyn,  L. 
Raglan,  L. 
Ramsay,  L.   {E.  DaU 

housie^ 
Rivers,  L. 
Robartes,  L. 
SackviUe,  L, 
Saltersf ord,  L.  (E.  Cour* 

town.) 
Scarsdale,  L. 
Sherborne,  L. 
Silohester,  L.  {B.  Long* 

ford) 
Sinclair,  L. 
Skelmersdale,  L. 

[Ttlier.] 
Sondes,  L. 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  L. 
Stewart  of  Garliet,  L. 

{E.  Oalloway.) 
Strathspey,  L.  (E.  5m- 

Talbot  de  Malahide,  L. 
Templemore,  L. 
Tredegar,  L. 
Tyrone,  L.  (M,  Waters 

ford.) 
Ventry,  L. 
Vivian,  L 
Walsingham,  L. 
Waveney,  L. 
yWinmarleigh,  L. 
AVynford,  L. 
Zouche    of     Haryng- 
worth,  L. 


ReMohed  in  the  Negative. 

The  Dtjke  op  RICHMOND  and 
GORDON  proposed  the  insertion  of  a 
new  clause  after  Clause  74  to  obviate 
certain  legal  difficulties  which  might 
arise  in  cases  where  persons  seized  or 
entitled  in  fee,  in  tau,  or  for  life,  or 
having  the  beneficial  interest  in  any 
land  or  manor,  wished  to  give  lands  for 
the  making  of  burial  grounds.  The 
clause  enabled  such  persons  by  way  of 
gift  to  grant  and  convey  in  fee-simple 
any  quantity  not  exceeding  one  acre  for 
such  purpose,  without  the  consent  of  the 


person  next  in  remainder  where    the 
grantor  had  a  limited  interest. 

Clause  Of^reed  to. 

The  Ejlrl  of  HABBOWBY  begged 
to  assure  their  Lordships  that  he  would 
not  have  troubled  them  with  the  repeti- 
tion of  a  disouflsion  noon  an  Amend- 
ment, which  he  would  not  say  that 
they  had  rejected,  but  that  th^  had  not 
accepted  in  a  former  stage  of  the  Bill, 
which  was  before  them,  if  he  had  not 
received  expressions  of  their  regret  that 
they  had  not  been  able  to  attend  on  a 
former  occasion,  and  were  very  deeirooa 
of  having  an  opportunity  of  recording 
their  opinions.  For  hiinself,  he  could 
only  say  that  reflection  had  only  confirmed 
him  in  the  conviction  that  it  was  deeirabla, 
in  the  interest  of  the  Church  itself,  to 
dose  this  controversy  as  soon  as  possible, 
and  that  in  the  manner  which  he  had 
ventured  to  suggest.  He  did  not  rest, 
and  he  never  had  reated,  this  opinion  on 
the  admission  of  a  right  on  the  part  of 
Nonconformists  to  burial  within  the 
precincts  of  the  parish  churchyard,  with 
other  rites  than  those  of  the  Church  of 
England.  He  could  never  see  the  trmoe 
of  such  a  right  in  law  or  history.  To 
interment  they,  in  common  with  others 
in  the  like  predicament,  had  a  right, 
but  with  no  other  rites  than  those  of 
the  National  Church.  He  rested  his 
plea,  in  the  first  place,  upon  the  desira- 
bleness of  welcoming  to  our  parochial 
burying-ground  the  remains  of  our  Non- 
conforming brethren  with  the  religious 
rites,  which  would  have  been  most  agree- 
able to  their  own  feelines  when  living, 
unless  it  could  be  proved  that  such  licence 
would  be  dangerous  to  the  religions 
character  of  the  place ;  and  in  this,  he 
believed,  a  great  number  of  those  who 
objected  to  me  proposed  change  would 
concur.  But  they  imagined  to  them- 
selves dangers  of  disorder  and  irrelig^on, 
which  he  could  not  but  conceive  arose 
from  not  having  read  the  proposed  clause, 
which  made  greater  provision  for  the 
character  of  the  proceedings  at  the  grave 
than  any  which  now  existed ;  provisions 
which  he  had  borrowed,  with  the  per* 
mission  6f  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  from 
his  proposed  Amendment  If  any 
stronger  could  be  found,  he  was  ready 
to  adopt  them ;  but  he  was  satisfied  <n 
their  efficiency  for  their  purpose.  Bnt^ 
farther,  he  would  press  upon  his  Churoh 
the  expediency  of  making  this  concession 
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*t  onoe,  and  at  the  present  moment. 
The  Ohoroh  of  England  was  never  po- 
liticaUj  stronger  than  at  present — both 
Houses  of  Paniament  being  strongly  de- 
Toted  to  her  interests.  But  it  might  not  be 
always  so.  If  advantage  were  not  taken 
of  the  opportunity  now  presented,  what 
would  be  the  result  ?  The  grievances  of 
the  Dissenters  were  now  fully  admitted 
by  the  proposal  of  the  Government. 
The  remedy  had  been  withdrawn. 
What  must  ensue  ?  Agitation  continued, 
and  bitter  on  one  side ;  resistance, 
equally  bitter  and  exasperated,  on  the 
otner  side ;  but  would  any  noble  Lord 
have  the  courap^e  to  come  forward  and 
say  that  concession  must  not  be  the  ulti- 
mate result  ?  No  longer,  however,  con- 
cession, in  character  with  all  its  healing 
influences,  but  the  result  of  defeat,  when 
concession  could  no  longer  be  with- 
held. He  recollected  an  expression  of 
the  late  Dr.  Chalmers,  in  regard  to  the 
abolition  of  the  Oom  Laws.  After  enu- 
merating the  economical  efifect  of  aboli- 
tion, he  said  that  he  expected  some- 
thing from  it  still  more  valuable — that  it 
would  sweeten  the  breath  of  civil  so- 
ciety— and  BO  it  had.  Grant  this  con- 
cession for  the  feelings  of  Noncon- 
formists, and  he  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby) 
was  satisfied  that  it  would  sweeten  the 
breath  of  ecclesiastical  society  and 
breathe  peace,  when  it  ought  never  to 
be  disturbed.  He  would  now  move 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice 

Jfovsdf  to  insert,  after  Olause  76,  the 
following  clause : — 

**  Wh<m  tho  relative  or  friend,  having  charffe 
of  the  funeral  of  a  porson  dying  in  any  parian, 
or  having  had  a  right  of  interment  m  any 
parish,  tluU  ngnif  y  in  writing  to  tho  incumbent 
of  sach  pariah,  or  to  the  curate  in  charge  of  the 
Mme,  that  it  is  his  detiro  that  the  burial  of  tho 
«id  perion  ahall  take  place  without  the  burial 
MTvioe  of  the  Church  of  England,  tho  said  rela- 
tive or  person  shall  thereupon  be  at  liberty  to 
inter  the  deceased  with  such  Chriatian  and  or- 
derly mligioua  services  at  tho  grave  as  he  may 
think  fit,  or  without  any  religious  service ;  pro- 
vided«  that  all  regulations  as  to  the  position  and 
m«>""g  of  the  grave  which  would  bo  in  forco  in 
the  case  of  a  person  interred  with  the  service  of 
the  Church  of  England  shall  be  in  force  as  to 
such  interment;  Provided  further,  that  notice 
of  the  time  when  it  is  the  wish  of  the  relatives 
or  other  persons  as  aforesaid  to  conduct  the  said 
interment  shall  be  given  to  the  incumbent  or 
curate  in  charge  at  latest  some  time  the  day 
before :  Providied  further,  that  tho  noid  inter- 
ment shall  not  take  place  at  the  time  of  or 
within  half  an  hour  before  or  after  any  lorvico 


in  the  churoh,  or  of  anv  funeral  already  ap- 
pointed in  the  churchyard: 

**  If  any  person  shall  in  any  churchward  use 
any  observance  or  ceremony  or  dehver  any 
address  not  permitted  by  this  Act  or  otherwise 
bv  any  lawful  authority,  or  be  guilty  of  any 
disorderly  conduct,  or  conduct  calculated  to 
provoke  a  breach  of  the  peace,  or  shall  under 
colour  of  anv  rcligio.us  observance  or  otherwise 
in  any  churchyard  wilfully  endeavour  to  bring 
into  contempt  or  oblo(^uy  tho  Christian  religion, 
or  the  belief  or  worship  of  any  church  or  deno- 
mination of  Christians,  or  the  ministers  or  any 
minister  of  any  such  church  or  denomination, 
he  shall'  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor. — {The 
Earl  of  Harrowby.) 

The  Dukb  of  RICHMOND  and 
GOEDON  said,  he  had  no  objection  to 
make  to  the  course  which  the  noble  Earl 
had  adopted; — he  thought  that,  from 
what  had  taken  place  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, the  noble  Earl  was  fiilly  justified  in 
asking  their  Lordships  to  give  their 
opinion  again  on  this  question.  He  did 
not  think  it  necessary  to  repeat  the  argu- 
ments which  he  had  used  before,  further 
than  to  say  that  the  grievance  was  a  very 
small  one,  and  only  applied  to  a  very 
limited  section  of  the  community,  and 
that  it  was  constantly  diminishing.  Ho 
desired,  however,  to  point  out  that  if 
this  Amendment  was  carried  the  Church 
of  England  would  bo  the  only  body  in 
the  country  which  could  not  set  apart 
a  portion  of  ground  for  exclusive  in- 
terment of  persons  of  their  communion. 
Were  the  rMonconformists  the  only  body 
of  men  who  were  to  have  liberty  of  con- 
science ?  Was  the  Church  of  England 
not  entitled  to  the*  same  freedom  of  con- 
science? The  proposal  of  the  noblo 
Earl  entirely  iffnorod  the  consoionce  of 
the  Churoh  of  England,  and  tho  reli- 
gious equality  which  ought  to  prevail 
as  regaraed  that  body.  The  Amendment 
of  the  noble  Earl,  taken  by  itself,  could 
not  possibly  work.  In  the  first  place, 
since  tho  abolition  of  the  church  rates, 
the  Nonoonformbts,  not  having  equal 
rights  in  the  churchyards  so  far  as  tho 
burial  of  their  dead  was  concerned,  had 
not  been  called  upon  to  contribute  to 
the  maintenance  and  upholding  of  the 
churchyards;  yet  the  noble  Earl  pro- 
posed to  give  them  an  equal  right  with 
the  members  of  the  Church  of  England 
for  the  interment  of  the  dead  in  the 
churchyards.  One  of  the  defects  in  the 
proposed  clause  waa  that  no  provision 
was  made  in  the  event  of  a  Noncon- 
formist minister  refusing  to  read  the 
burial  service  over  one  of  his  congrega* 
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tion.  Was  it  proposed  that  in  such  case 
the  clergyman  attached  to  the  church 
should  he  compelled  to  perform  the 
Ohuroh  Servioe  ?  These  were  difficulties 
which  the  nohle  Earl  should  have  pro- 
vided against)  if  he  wished  his  clause  to 
pass. 

Eabl  OBANYILLE  reminded  the 
nohle  Duke  that  the  maintenance  of  the 
churchyards  by  Dissenters  was  entirely 
voluntary.  If,  however,  the  clause  were 
adopted,  and  if  the  noble  Duke  pro- 
posed an  additional  rate  for  the  impo- 
sition of  a  common  rate  upon  all  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  churchyard,  such  a 
clause  should  have  his  support.  With 
regard  to  the  other  objection  of  the 
noble  Duke,  it  should  be  remembered 
that  a  clergyman  was  now  under  an 
obligation  to  bury  a  Dissenter  if  called 
upon  by  his  relatives  to  do  so. 

Eabl  nelson  observed  Ihat  the  oni- 
nion  of  the  Clergy  on  the  subject  of  tne 
clause  had  been  taken,  and  it  appeared 
that  no  fewer  than  1 1 ,500  had  signed  ade- 
claration  against  it.  There  was,  it  was 
true,  a  proviso  at  the  end  of  the  clause  to 
prevent  scandals ;  but  as  there  was  no 
prosecutor,  he  feared  the  proviso  would 
have  very  little  effect.  For  his  part,  he 
believed  that  if  the  Bill  passed  the 
landed  proprietors  of  England,  being 
enabled  to  do  so,  would  by  making 
grants  of  land  remove  whatever  g^ev- 
ance  now  existed. 

Th^  Marquess  of  BEISTOL  was  un- 
derstood to  support  the  clause. 

Lord  DINEVOH,  in  supporting  the 
clause,  said,  he  had  received  a  letter 
from  a  clergyman  of  the  Church,  in 
which  he  said  that  but  for  Dissenters 
Wales  would  be  a  heathen  country.  He 
had  himself  had  much  intercourse  with 
the  Nonconformists  of  Wales,  and  had 
learned  to  regard  them  as  brethren; 
and  he  held  that  they  had  a  Just  right 
to  have  a  funeral  service  performed  by 
their  own  ministers  over  tneir  relatives 
and  friends  in  the  parish  churchyards. 
He  hoped  their  Loxoships  would  agree 
to  the  clause. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  ^ 
vided  .'—Contents  127 ;  Not-Oontents  U 1  : 
Majority  16. 

C0NTKNT8. 

Canterbury,  L.  Archp.    OlevelABd,  D. 

Deronahirs,  D. 
Bedford,  D.  Ortfton,  D. 

The  I>Hk$  of  Richmond  and  Oordon 


adntAlkin%D. 
SomerMi,  D. 
WeetmiBiter,  D. 

Aileebnry,  M. 
Lanedowiie,  M. 
Kortham^on,  H. 
Bipoii,M. 

Abingdon,  E. 
AirUe,  E. 
C^unperdown,  £. 
Cathoart^B. 
Chioheeter,  E. 
Clarondon.  £. 
Cowper,  E. 
Dartrey,  E. 
Puoie,  E. 
Durham,  £. 
Effingham,  B. 
EaaeXfE. 
Qranville,  E. 
Harrowby,  E. 
Ilcheeter,  £. 
Jersey,  B. 
Kimbnrley,  E. 
Lichfield.  E. 
Lucan,  B. 
Ifinto,  E. 
Moriey,  E. 
Northbrook,  E. 
Portsmouth,  E. 
Selkirk,  E. 
Shaftesbury,  E. 
Stradbroke,  £. 
Straffoid,E. 
Suffolk  and  Berkshire, 

E. 
Sydney,  E. 
Verulam,  B. 

Bangor,  Y. 
Cardwell,  V. 
Eversley,  V. 
Falmouth,  V. 
Halifax,  V. 
Leinster,  y.  (D.  X«ni. 

iter,) 
Lifford,  V. 
Poweraoourt,  V, 

Exeter,  L.  Bp. 
Oxford,  L.  Bp. 
St.  Asaph,  L.  Bp. 

Abercromby,  L. 
Aberdare,  Xi. 
BaHour  of  Buriey,  L 
Barro§nU,  L  (JP.  Otiih^ 

Boteman,  L. 
Beaumont,  L. 
Bladibum,  L. 
Bovl^  L.  (S,  Chrk  tmd 

Orrtfy.)    [THUrA 
Breadalbane,    L.    \B, 

Brodriac,L.(r.JRA». 
Oalthotpe,L. 


Caa»y%  L. 
QtffliagtodtL. 
Garringtoov  L. 
Gastiefnaina,  L. 
CharehUlfL. 
denDootfL. 
niffm  d  fif  fTiadkith  J  ■ 
ClonlnDck,  L. 
Ooleridge^  L. 
Congleton,  L. 
Oottesloe,L. 
Ijrewe,  \j» 
Qrofton,  L 
Delamere,  L. 
DX'IsleandDQdley.L. 
De  Mauler,  L. 
Dineror,  L. 
Dorehester,  L. 
Donaer,  L. 
Elgin,  L.     {K    El$im 

tmd  KimMrdim$.) 
Emir,  L. 
Fitabardings,  L. 
QrinstaadjL(. 

ih'Om.) 
Owydir,  L. 
Hammond,  L. 
Hanmer,  L. 
Hare,  L  (J?.  XmAmM.) 
Hatherley,  L. 
Houghton.  L. 
Konmare,  L.   ( JL 

mare.) 
KenrT,L.(JK. 

MiM»tmU£mrL) 
LawrsBce^  L 
Leigh,  L. 
LyUelton*  L. 
Lyreden,  L 
Monoreifl^  L. 
Honson,  L.    [TUfar.] 
Mont    Ea^    L   (if. 

Sliffo.) 
Mostyn,  L 
0'Hagan,L 


lOonLL. 
tnoe,  MM 


BibbkMlale,  U 
Robartes,  L 
Romilly,  L 
Roeebery,  L  (X, 

W) 
Sandhurst,  L. 
Seaton,  L. 
Sdbome,  L 
fflierbonie,  T*, 

L.  (M.  Jfer. 


Stafford,  l 

Strafford,  L.  (F.  Ak 

Strathspey,  L.(JL  8em^ 
JMdA 

cSttffi^ldt  *^ 

mbot  de  MariaJa,  U 
V  aux  of  Hmttovvmi,  L* 
Ventiy,  L. 

Wareoey,  Ij. 
Wolvsi^UB,  Ij* 
Wiottwley.  L. 
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N0T.C0NTENT8. 
(kirna,  L.    (X.  Chan'    Aahford,  L.  (T.  ^r^.) 
t$U9r,)  Bagot,  L. 

Bruioepeth,     L.     ( V, 
Hanchafter,  D.  Boyne.) 

Hmrlboroogh,  D,  Braybrooke,  L. 

NoTthomb^land,  D.        ClanbraasiU,    L.     {E. 
Rachmond,  D.  Roden,) 

Olinton,  L. 
Abergarenny,  M.  Glonourry,  L. 

Bath,  M.  Colchester,  L. 

Bristol  H.  ColviUe  of  CulrosB,  L. 

Hertford,  H.  de  Ros,  L. 

fialisbory,  M.  De  Saumares,  L. 

Dunmore,  L.  {E,  Dtm» 
Amherai.  B.  mor$.) 

Beaconani 


leld,E. 


Dimsandle  and  Clan- 


Beaochamp,  E.  conal,  L. 

LE. 


Bradford, 
Oadogan^E. 
Gamarvoo,  E. 
ClonmeU,  £. 
CoTcntry,  E. 
Be  La  Warr,  E. 
licroy,  J5. 
FererBham,  E. 


Ellenborongh,  L. 
Elphinstone,  L. 
Forbes,  L. 
Forester,  L. 
Oage,  L.    ( r.  Oage.) 
Oroy  de  Radcliffe,  L. 
(K.  Oreyde  Wilton.) 
Hampton,  L. 


Graham,  £.  (/>.  Mont*  Haiiech,  L. 

rose.)  Hartiainere,L.'(X.ir#n* 
Haddington,  E.  niker.) 

Hardwicke,  E.  Hawke,  L. 

Harewood,  E.  Heytesbory,  L. 

Harrington,  E.  Howard  de  Walden,  L. 

LAnesborough,  £.  Kenlis.  L.    (if.  Head* 
Lindsey,  E.  f<*rt.) 

Manrers,  E.  Ker,  L.  (M".  Lothian.) 

Mar  and  KeUie,  E  Lovel  and  Holland,  L. 
Morton,  K  (E.  Egmont.) 

Nelson,  £.  Manners,  L. 

Onslow^  E.  Moore,  L.   (if.   Drog* 
Portarlington,  E.  heda.) 

Powis,  E.  O'Neill,  L. 

Redeedale^E.  Oriel,    L.    (F.  Matse^ 
Romney,  £.  reett$.) 

8tanhope,  E.  Ormonae,  L.   (if.  Or* 
TankerriUe,  E.  numde.) 

Vane,  £.  (U,  London-  Penrhyn,  L. 

derry.)  Raglan,  L. 

Waldograve,  E.  Ramsay,  L.  (E,  DaU 

Wicklow,  E.  hoiuif.) 

n^^.,^^  V  8ackrille,  L. 

ru«^ \  (KCLu^  Saltersford, L.  (^.  Cour. 
Clan«»rty,  V.  (E.  CUm^        ^^^. 

n^H    V  Soandale,  L. 

J^^^j^'  ^;  BUchester,  L.  (E.  Long. 

lUiwdwi,  V.r7>tf#r.l  Jj^f'lr 

Hotchinso;!,     V.     U  l^^^^^.,  T 

Bon^hmon.)  ^M^iST^®'  ^• 

Tompletown,  V.  ^^  Qallotcag.) 

Banffor,  L.  Bp.  Tredegar,  L. 

Carlisle,  L.  Bp.  TjTone,  L.  {M,  VTater- 

Chichester,  L.  Bp.  J/^^') 

Ely,  L.  Bp.  Walsingbam,  L. 

Henford,  L.  Bp.  Willoughby  de  Broke, 

Lichfield,  L.  Bp.  L. 

Uandaff,  L.  Bp.  Winmarleigh,  L. 

8t  Albans,  L.  Bp.  Wynf  ord,  L. 

Zooche    of     Haryng- 
Ainy,  L.  wcurth,  L. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 


The  Dukb  of  MOHMOND  ato 
GORDON :  After  the  division  which  has 
now  been  taken  upon  the  clause  moved 
by  the  noble  Earl,  I  shall  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  adjourn  the  further  considera- 
tion of  this  Bill  until  this  day  week,  in 
order  that  I  may  consult  my  Colleagues 
as  to  the  course  we  shall  take. 

Further  consideration  of  the  Beport 
put  off  to  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  halfpast  Seven 

o'clock,  'till  To-morrow, 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  nthJuns,  1877. 


MINTJTES.] — Supply — considered  in  Committee 

— Navt  b4timatb«. 
Public  Bills  —  First  Reading  —  Proviaional 

Orders  (Ireland)  Confirmation  (Artizana  and 

Ijabourers    Dwellings)*    [201];    Provisional 

Orders  (Ireland)  Confirmation  (Ennis,  &c.)  * 

[202]. 
Second  Reading — Marriages  Legalisation,  Saint 

Peter's,  Almondsbury  ♦  [197]! 
Committee  —  Legal    Practitioners*    [43] — jlp.  ; 

Solicitors  Examination,  &c.  •  [100] — r.p. 
Third    Reading — Universities   of    Oxford   and 

Cambridge  [  1 83],  and  passed. 
Withdraum^^ilediad  Act   (1868)  Amendment 

(No.  2)  [172]. 

QUESTIONS. 


PARLLIMENT— ORDER— SALE  OF  IN- 
TOXICATING LIQUORS  ON  SUNDAY 
(IRELAND)  BILL.— QUESTION. 

OB8BRVATION8. 

Thb  O'DONOQHUE  eaid,  he  wished 
to  ask  a  Question  upon  a  point  of  Order 
in  relation  to  a  Question  on  the  Paper 
that  daj  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Londonderry  (Mr.  R.  Smyth). 
He  wished  to  know.  If  that  Question  did 
not  violate  the  Rule  of  the  House  that 
no  Question  should  contain  any  debat« 
able  matter?  The  Rule  was  enforced 
so  that  hon.  Members  might  not,  under 
the  cover  of  Questions,  make  statements 
which  would  appear  to  command  gene- 
ral  assent  owing  to  the  silence  which  at 
Question  time  was  imposed  by  the  Rules 
of  the  House.    If  their  debates  were  not 
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reported,  this  would  not  be  of  any  con- 
sequenoe;  but  as  thej  were  reported, 
and  the  public  generally  were  not  ac- 
quainted with  their  Eules,  a  very  erro- 
neous impression  might  be  produced 
and  injurious  consequences  might  follow 
from  statements  in  regard  to  which  there 
was  a  difference  of  opinion  out-of-doors 
being  received  without  any  articulate 
dissent.  The  question  raised  by  his 
hon.  Friend  did  not  appear  to  him  to 
command  anything  approaching  general 
acquiescence  in  Ireland,  and  he  begged 
to  ask,  whether  upon  the  Rule  of  the 
House,  to  which  he  had  referred,  it 
would  be  allowable  for  the  hon.  Member 
to  put  it? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  In  answer  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
observe  that  the  Notice  standing  on  the 
Paper  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Londonderry  (Mr.  R.  Smyth)  is  in 
these  terms — **To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  will,  on 
an  early  day,  afford  an  opportunity  for 
the  moving  of  a  Resolution?''  That 
seems  to  me  a  perfectly  simple  Ques- 
tion.   

The  O'DONOGHXJE  remarked  that 
the  Question  did  not  stop  there. 

Afterwards, 

Mr.  RICHARD  SMYTH  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
he  will,  on  an  early  day,  afford  an  op- 
portunity for  the  moving  of  the  follow- 
ing Resolution : — 

'*  That,  having  regard  to  the  action  taken  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  to  the  decision 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Sale  of  Intoxi- 
cating Liquors  on  Sonday  (Ireland)  BiU,  in  the 
present  S^sion  of  Parliament,  this  House  is  of 
opinion  that  it  will  be  highly  detrimental  to  the 
public  interest  should  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment allow  the  question  involved  to  remain  un- 
settled for  another  year  F  *' 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  It  appears  to  me,  Sir,  that  the 
discussion  of  such  a  Resolution  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  proposes  would  involve 
a  considerable  consumption  of  time,  and 
would  after  all  not  lead  to  any  practical 
result.  I  am  therefore  afraid  1  cannot 
offer  to  g^ve  any  assistance  by  setting 
apart  a  day  for  the  discussion  of  such  a 
Resolution.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  I 
may  say  this — the  Government  are  ready 
to  co-operate  as  far  as  they  can  properly 
do  80  in  enabling  the  House  to  discuss 
this  measure.    As  I  suggested  the  other 
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day,  I  think  the  oonyenientooorae  would 
be,  if  an  arrangement  could  be  made 
with  other  hon.  Members  whohaveNotioaa 
upon  the  Paper,  by  which  Wednesday, 
the  27th  instant,  could  be  taken  for  that 
discussion;  the  GoTemment  would  be 
quite  prepared,  in  that  case,  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  puts  down  his  Bill  for  that 
day,  to  move  that  the  Orders  of  the  Day 
be  postponed  in  its  favour.  If  tiie  di»> 
cussion  were  held  in  that  way,  and  it 
appeared  that  the  one  day  was  not  suffi- 
cient. Government  would  be  prepared  to 
^ve  another  day — a  Morning  Sitting — 
for  the  purpose. 

Mr.  RICHARD  SMYTH  thanked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  his  sug- 
gestion, and  would  do  everything  in  his 
power  to  ensure  its  being  carried  out. 

COOLIE    IMMIGRATION    TO    QUEEXS- 
LAND.-QUESTION. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  there  exists  in  Queensland  any 
systematic  reffistration  of  the  number 
and  names  of  the  Pacific  Islanders,  or 
Coolies,  who  are  imported  for  servile 
labour  in  that  Colony;  whether  any 
registration  is  maintained  of  the  births 
and  deaths  which  take  place  among 
them  ;  and,  whether,  if  sucn  registration 
does  not  exist,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  taking  any  steps  to  est*bli»h 
it? 

Me.  J,  LOWTHER :  Sir,  I  find  that 
under  the  regulations  in  force  in  Queens- 
land in  accordance  with  the  Act  of  1868, 
that  all  imported  Coolies  arriving  at 
Brisbane  are  registered  at  the  Immigra- 
tion Office  at  that  port,  and  in  the  oaao 
of  arrivals  at  other  ports  in  the  Ookm  j 
the  reg^istration  is  effected  at  the  Custom 
House,  and  a  copy  of  the  register  for- 
warded to  the  Immigration  Office  at 
Brisbane  by  the  next  maiL  As  regards 
births  and  deaths,  no  special  provision 
is  made  respecting  births,  the  registra- 
tion of  which  is  conducted  in  a  similar 
manner  to  that  adopted  in  the  case  of 
the  population  generally.  With  respect 
to  deaths,  however,  an  immediate  report 
must  be  made  to  the  nearest  ben^  of 
magistrates  and  also  to  the  Immigration 
aeent.  The  reason  why  no  special  int>- 
vision  is  in  force  with  reference  to  births 
is  that,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  no 
doubt  aware,  the  Polynesians  do  not  im« 
mights  in  families. 
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nn)IA— COMMERCIAL   TREATY    WITH 
PORTUGAL.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  QBANT  duff  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether  a 
Treaty  is  in  course  of  negotiation  be- 
tween the  Oovemments  of  India  and 
Portugal  under  which  the  concession  to 
a  prirate  company  of  power  to  make  a 
Railway  in  British  India  under  the 
jpiarantee  of  the  Portuguese  Goyemment 
IB  proyided  for;  if  so,  what  securities 
are  to  be  taken  for  economical  and  effi- 
cient construction  and  management; 
and,  whether  before  a  final  decision  is 
come  to,  the  draft  of  any  such  Treaty 
and  a  copy  of  the  Concession  will  be  laid 
before  Parliament  f 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  Sir, 
articles  ad  referendum  for  a  Commercial 
Treaty  between  the  Goyemments  of 
India  and  Portugal  are  now  under  dis- 
cussion in  India  between  delegates  of  the 
two  Gknremments.  When  agreed  upon 
between  the  delegates,  the^  will  be 
referred  home  for  consideration  by  the 
Home  Goyemments,  and  any  Treaty 
based  upon  them  will  be  negotiated  here, 
or  at  I^sbon,  and  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment. The  Portuguese  Goyemment  is 
anxious  to  place  its  port  of  Murmaeom 
in  connection  with  the  British  Inoian 
Trunk  Line  of  Railway,  at  or  near  Bel- 
lary,  by  a  line  to  be  constructed  by  a 
private  company.  The  Indian  Goyem- 
ment is  willmg  to  g^ant  facilities  for  the 
construction  of  that  part  of  the  line 
which  passes  through  British  territory, 
but  will  haye  no  responsibility  in  the 
matter.  I  am  not  aware  whether  any 
guarantee  is  proposed  to  be  giyen  to  the 
company  by  the  Portuguese  Goyem- 
ment. 

PRESTON  COUNTY  COURT. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  HERMON  asked  the  First  Com- 
missioner  of  Works,  Whether  the  ar- 
rangements contemplated  by  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  as  stated  to  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  17th  June 
187d,  for  proyiding  adequate  accommo- 
dation in  the  County  Court  Office  at 
Preston,  and  for  obyiating  the  great 
inoonyenienoe  arising  to  suitors  and 
others  in  consequence  of  the  Offices  and 
Court  being  nearly  a  mile  distant  from 
each  other,  are  likely  to  be  now  carried 
out ;  and,  what  steps  are  proposed  to  be 


taken  in  consequence  of  the  lease  of  the 
present  offices  haying  expired  ? 

Mb.  GERARD  NOEL:  The  Board 
of  Works  tenancy  of  the  present  offices 
of  the  County  Court  of  Preston,  Sir,  will 
not  expire  until  the  Ist  of  May  next,  and 
measures  are  being  taken  with  a  yiew  to 
offices  beinpp  proyided  from  that  date  in 
closer  proximity  to  the  building  in  which 
the  sittings  of  the  Court  are  held. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— DELAGOA  BAY. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  a.  M 'ARTHUR  asked  the  Under 
Secretanr  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther, before  the  South  African  Confede- 
ration Bill  is  brought  on  for  Second 
Reading  in  this  House,  he  will  lay  upon 
Uie  Table  any  Correspondence  which  nas 

Sassed  between  the  Colonial  or  Foreign 
office  and  the  Portuguese  Goyemment, 
or  the  GoyeruQr  of  the  Cape  Colony, 
with  reference  to  Delagoa  Bay? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER:  Sir,  there  has 
been  no  correspondence  between  the 
British  and  Portuguese  Goyemments 
which  it  would  be  of  adyantag^  to  pub- 
lish subsequent  to  that  presented  in  1875 
with  reference  to  Delagoa  Bay.  A  few 
informal  communications  haye,  howeyor, 
passed  between  the  respectiye  Goyem- 
ments, from  which  there  is  eyery  reason  to 
belieye  that  the  Goyemment  of  Portugal 
will  continue  to  be  desirous  to  co-operate 
in  a  friendly  manner  as  heretofore  with 
ourselyes  in  securing  the  welfare  and 
adyancement  of  the  adjacent  districts  of 
South  Africa. 

POLYNESIAN    LABOURERS  —  NEW 
CALEDONU.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  ERRINGTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  any  reports  haye  been  receiyed 
from  Mr.  Layara,  British  Consul  in  New 
Caledonia,  as  to  irregularities  in  the  im- 
portation or  treatment  of  Poljmesian 
labourers  in  that  French  Colony ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  there  would  be  any  objection 
to  lay  these  reports,  or  abstracts  of  them, 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  BOURKE,  in  reply,  said,  that 
two  Reports  had  been  receiyed  at  the 
Foreign  Office  on  the  subject  from  Mr. 
Layara,  the  British  Consul.  He  had 
read  the  Reports,  and  they  did  not  ap- 
pear to  bear  out  the  allegation  as  to 
irregularities   and    ill-treatment  which 
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had  been  made.  It  was  not  worth  while 
to  print  the  Beports;  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  would  call  at  the  Foreign  Office 
he  might  see  them. 

METROPOLIS— RICHMOND    PARK. 

QUK8TI0N. 

Sir  OEOBOE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether, 
now  that  Bichmond  is  brought  within 
the  direct  service  of  the  Metropolitan 
Bailways,  he  will  consider  the  expedi- 
ency of  abolishing  the  rabbits,  which 
make  the  Park  ut^rly  imsafe  for  riders, 
and  of  opening  some  footpaths  through 
the  copses,  like  those  in  the  Bois  de 
Boulogne  ? 

Me.  GEBABD  NOEL :  Sir,  I  should 
be  extremely  sorry  to  see  the  rabbits  in 
Bichmond  Park  abolished.  I  think  they 
afford  much  amusement  and  enjoyment 
to  the  public  who  eo  for  what  is  called 
an  ''outing''  to  the  Park,  and  who  have 
not  the  sameopportunity  asthehon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kirkcaldy  has  for  seeing  mme. 
I  cannot  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Park  is  imsafe  to  ride  in.  Oreat 
care  is  taken  by  the  keepers  to  ferret 
out  the  rabbits  and  stop  up  the  holes  in 
the  open  spaces,  so  that  there  may  be 
no  danger  to  persons  on  horseback. 
With  regard  to  opening  footpaths  in  the 
copses,  i  fear  that  woiud  be  impossible. 
They  are  planted  to  beautify  the  Park 
and  to  replace  trees  which  in  the  course 
of  time  perish.  If  paths  were  cut 
through  the  plantations  great  expense 
would  be  incurred  from  me  amount  of 
fencing  which  would  be  reqiiired  to  keep 
out  the  deer,  and  after  the  lessons  on 
economy  I  have  this  year  experienced 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  I  hardly 
like  to  embark  in  fresh  expenditure  on 
the  Parks. 

ARMY   (INDIA)— SHORT  SERVICE. 
QXTEsnoif. 

Sib  HENBT  HAVELOCK  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
any  arrangement  has  yet  been  arrived 
at  with  the  Lidia  Office  by  which  the 
system  of  short  service,  necessary  for 
forming  a  reserve,  has  been  made  com- 
patible with  the  demands  of  Lidian 
military  service ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  lay  the  papers  on  this  subject  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  before  &e  Anny 
Estimates  are  taken  ? 

Mr,  Bourk$ 


Me.  QATHOENE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  last  year  he  had  made  a  pro* 
position  to  the  authorities  of  the  India 
Office  with  a  view  oi  bringing  the  short- 
service  system  into  harmomous  action 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Indian 
Military  Service.  The  proposition  had 
been  submitted  to  the  authoritiea  in 
India,  and  they  had  subeeouently  made 
another  proposition  on  tnat  subject. 
This  would,  he  believed,  in  no  long  tim« 
lead  to  a  solution  of  the  questioD. 


METROPOLIS-HYDE   PARK. 
QUSSnOK. 

Sm  H.  DBXJMMOND  WOLFF 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Worics,  Whe- 
ther he  intends  to  place  gravel  for  OQ^ee- 
trians  on  the  road  from  Hyde  nrk 
Comer  to  the  Marble  Arch  ? 

Mr.  GEBABD  NOEL :  Sir,  the  answer 
to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Christ- 
church  is  a  very  simple  one.  I  stopped 
the  gravel  beine  put  down  between  the 
Marble  Arch  and  Hyde  Park  Comw  be- 
cause I  had  received  numerous  and  earn- 
est complaints  from  ladies  who  do  not 
ride,  but  walk  between  the  Marble  knk 
and  Botten  Bow,  that  thev  had  been  bo- 
spattered  with  dirt  from  head  to  foot  by 
persons  galloping  backwards  and  for- 
wards. Sir,  this  is  hardly  fair.  The 
persons  who  walk  in  the  Park  must  be 
considered  as  well  as  those  who  ride. 
The  equestrians  are  well  provided  for. 
for  they  have  the  whole  of  Botten  Bow, 
also  the  ride  opposite  the  Knightsbridge 
Barracks,  and  from  the  Magazine  along 
the  north  side  of  the  Park,  where  they 
can  gallop  as  much  as  they  please.  I 
hope,  therefore,  now  my  hon.  Frirads 
have  my  reasons  for  not  putting  down 
the  ffravel,  they  will  cheenully  submit 
to  riae  at  a  reduced  pace  and  allow  the 
ladies  to  enjoy  their  shadv  walk  without 
suffering  inconvenience  from  the  dirty 
gravel  beinff  splashed  over  tiieir  dresses. 
As  I  have  been  asked  why  the  gravel 
was  put  down  as  far  [as  Stanhope  Gate 
and  not  continued  to  tiie  Marble  Arch,  I 
may  peihaps  be  permitted  to  say  that 
this  was  done  without  my  knowledge, 
and,  once  put  down,  I  thought  it  hiudly 
worth  the  expense  of  removmg  it;  but  it 
has  not  been  renewed.  I  have  only  one 
object  in  view,  and  that  is  to  make  the 
Parks  as  agreeable  and  ei^ojable  as 
possible  to  everyone. 
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ARMY  (AUXnJAKY  FOBCES)— 
ADJUTANTS  OF  MILITIA  AND  VOLUN- 
TEERS.—QUESTION. 

Sm  HENRY  HAVELOCK:  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Wliy  Brevet 
Majors  are  deprived  of  their  brevet  pay 
of  two  shillings  a-day  while  serving  as 
Adjutants  of  Militia  and  Volunteers, 
that  brevet  rank  and  pay  being  gpranted 
either  for  long  service  or  for  service  in 
the  field  ? 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HAEDY,  in  renly, 
said,  the  pay  in  question  had  doubuess 
been  taken  away,  but  since  then,  he  had 
had  time  to  re-consider  the  matter,  and  he 
had  recently  decided  that  Adjutants  of  the 
class  described,  who  had  been  appointed 
since  Eebruary  2,  1871,  should  receive 
the  pay,  dating  &om  April  1  this  year. 

PERU— ACTION  WITH  THE  "  HUASCAR." 

QUESTION. 

SiK  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Krst  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  the  Admi- 
ralty has  received  any  information  as  to 
the  reported  attack  by  Her  Majesty's 
Ships  "Shah"  and  "Amethyst"  on  the 
Bebel  Peruvian  Ironclad  "Huascar;" 
and,  whether,  in  consequence  of  this 
occurrence,  it  is  the  intention  to  revert 
to  the  practice  of  stationing  an  ironclad 
ship  in  the  Pacific  ? 

Mb.  hunt,  in  reply,  said,  the  only 
information  he  had  received  on  the  sub- 
ject was  that  which  had  been  sent  to  the 
newspapers  over  a  fortnight  ago.  That 
information  had  been  received  by  tele- 
graph, and  was,  therefore,  very  brief. 
It  was  to  the  efiPect  that  the  rebel  Peru- 
vian ship  JSuasear  had  been  successfully 
engaged  by  the  Shah  and  the  Amethyst, 
and,  after  bein^  totally  disabled,  had 
fallen  into  the  hands  of  the  Peruvian 
Government  ships.  There  was  no  Bri- 
tish casualty.  He  hoped  to  receive  fur- 
ther information  before  long,  which  he 
would  at  once  communicate.  It  was  not 
at  present  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  send  an  iron-dad  ship  to  the 
Pacific. 

TURKEY— MR.  LAYARD.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AfSam, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  a  letter  published  in  the  '*  Times"  of 
June  15,  and  alleged  to  be  written  by  a 


person  of  rank  in  the  Turkish  capital, 
dated  << Constantinople,  May  29,  1877," 
in  which,  after  detailing  the  representa- 
tions made  to  the  Sultan  by  his  brother 
Nourredeen  Effendi,  as  to  the  negligence 
of  the  Sultan's  ministers  in  conducting 
the  war,  the  writer  asserts  that 

"  the  next  day  your  Ambassador,  Mr.  Layard, 
went  to  the  Sultan  and  spoke  much  in  the  same 
sense,  mentioning,  too,  the  fleet  remaining  at 
anchor,  and  Horart  Pasha  being  here.  His 
Miigesty  appeared  astoniahed  at  learning  that 
the  Admiral  was  still  here,  and  said  he  thought 
he  was  gone  long  since.  He  immediately  called 
his  Aide-de-Qunp,  Mehemet  Fiasha,  and  sent 
him  with  orders  that  the  Admiral  diould  take 
the  fleet  at  onoe  to  sea :" 

and,  whether  there  is  any  foundation  for 
this  statement  as  to  the  course  pursued 
by  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  at  Con- 
stantinople r 

Mb.  BOUBKE:  Mr.  Speaker,  we 
have  reoeiyed  no  information  upon  this 
subject. 

MR.  BYLANDS  subsequently  asked 
whether  the  Goyemment  would  take 
means  to  ascertain  whether  there  was 
any  foundation  for  the  statement  re- 
ferred to  ? 

Mb.  BOUBKE  said,  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  give  Notice  of  his  Question 
he  would  answer  it. 


ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORGES)— 

ADJUTANTS   OP    ENGINEER    VOLUN- 

TEER8.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  PALMEB  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If  he  would  explain  to 
the  House  why  the  Adjutants  oi  Engi- 
neer Volunteer  Corps  are  not  placed  in 
the  same  position  as  regards  pay  as  the 
Adjutants  of  BifLe  Corps,  and  why  the 
allowance  for  forage  is  altered  under  the 
Army  and  Beserve  Forces  Circular  of 
1877 ;  and,  why  they  are  debarred  from 
the  privilege  of  recruiting  ? 

ifii.  GATHOBNE  HAB.DY :  Sir,  the 
course  pursued  in  Engineer  Volunteer 
Corps  is  the  same  as  that  pursued  in  the 
Volunteer  Force  generally — namely,  to 
fill  the  post  of  adjutant  as  vacancies 
occur  from  captains  on  full  pay  of  the 
Begular  Army.  The  pay  and  allow- 
ances of  adjutants  of  volunteers  have 
been  assimilated  to  those  of  captains  in 
the  Army ;  but,  owing  to  the  fact  that 
the  present  adjutants  of  Engineer  Volun- 
teers are  either  late  officers  of  Infantry 
of  the  line  or  non-oommissioned  officers 
of  Boyal  Engineers,  they  are  precluded 
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from  receiving  either  the  rank  or  pay  of 
captains  in  the  Eoyal  Engineers.  It  is, 
however,  proposed  to  offer  such  of  them 
as  are  eligihle  adjutancies  of  Infantry 
Volunteers,  when  they  will  draw  the  in- 
creased rates  of  pay.  As  to  forage,  an 
adjutant  of  Volunteers  is  a  mounted 
officer,  and  until  July,  1876,  he  was 
granted  2s,  a-day  to  cover  forage,  &c. 
Some  did  not  keep  horses,  and  therefore 
the  amount  was  all  gain.  Adjutants  who 
keep  horses  now  get  2«.  Ad,  a-day  (a 
gain  of  Ad,\  and  those  who  do  not  are 
allowed  horse  hire  not  exceeding  \i,  Kid. 
a-day.  With  regard  to  recruiting,  when 
recruiting  duties  were  first  imposed  on 
adjutants  of  Militia,  some  of  the  old 
adjutants,  who  were  not  receiving  an 
increased  rate  of  pay,  complained  of  the 
additional  duty  thus  thrust  on  them; 
accordingly,  when  it  was  decided  that 
the  pay  of  adjutants  of  Engineer  Volun- 
teers was  to  remain  at  the  old  rates,  it 
was  considered  desirable  to  exempt  them 
from  any  additional  duty  in  the  way  of 
recruiting,  in  order  to  remove  any  pos- 
sible complaints  on  that  ground. 

H.M.  STATIONERY  OFFICE— APPOINT- 
MENT OF  CONTROLLER— QUESTION. 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  making 
the  recent  appointment  to  fill  the  office 
of  Controller  of  the  Stationery  Depart- 
ment, Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
in  view  the  recommendation  made  by 
the  Select  Committee  of  this  House  in 
1 874,  to  the  effect  that 

*  *  This  officer  should  be  charged  with  the  duty, 
subject  to  the  control  of  the  Treasury,  of  mak- 
ing all  the  necessary  contracts  and  arrangements 
for  the  supply  of  the  stationery  and  printing 
required  by  Parliament  and  the  public  Depart- 
ments, and  with  the  management  of  the  London, 
Edinburgh,  and  Dublin  Gkizettes  "  and,  further, 
that  **  when  a  vacancy  occurred  in  this  office, 
provision  should  be  omde  for  imiting  the  con- 
trol of  the  Stationery  Office  and  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Gazettes  under  one  officer  possess- 
ing the  requisite  technical  knowledge  of  sta- 
tionery and  printing ;  '* 

and,  whether  he  can  inform  the  House 
if  there  was  no  officer  in  the  Stationery 
Department  capable  of  fulfilling  the 
duties  of  Controller,  what  efforts  were 
made  by  the  Government  to  obtain  a 
practical  man  of  business  possessing 
technical  knowledge  of  stationery  and 
printing,  and  if  Uie  Government  can 
give  an  assurance  that  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott, 
who,  it  is  said,  has  received  the  appoint- 
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ment,  does  possess  sooh  technical  know* 
ledge  of  stationery  and  printing,  and  is 
a  practical  man  of  business  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith,  in  reply,  said, 
that  before  the  recent  appointment  to 
the  office  of  Controller  of  Stationery  was 
made  a  careful  consideration  was  given 
to  the  recommendations  of  the  Select 
Committee  of  1874,  and  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was 
not  desirable  to  add  to  the  office  of  Su- 
perintendent of  the  "  Ghucettes  "  that  of 
Controller  of  the  Stationery  Department. 
It  might  be  desirable  to  add  the  office  of 
Superintendent  of  "Qazettes"  to  that 
of  Controller  of  Stationery,  but  not  the 
larger  office  to  the  smaller.  The  gentle- 
man selected  for  the  post  had  done  good 
service  to  the  State  in  the  War  Depart- 
ment, and  had  proved  himself  to  be  a 
most  able  and  practical  man  of  bosineas. 
Although  he  did  not  possess  a  technical 
knowledge  of  stationery  and  printing, 
the  Treasury  had  perfect  confidence  that 
he  would  discharge  the  duties  of  the 
post  with  efficiency.  In  making  this 
appointment  there  was  no  reflection  cast 
on  the  officers  of  the  Stationeiy  Depart- 
ment, more  than  one  of  whom  were  veiy 
able.  It  ought  to  be  added  that  Mr. 
Pigott  would  hold  the  office  on  the  un- 
derstanding that  when  the  post  of  Super- 
intendent of ''  Gazettes  "  became  vacant, 
he  might  be  called  upon  to  undertake 
its  duties  without  additional  salair. 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS  gave  Notice  that  on 
the  earliest  opportunity  he  would  draw 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  this  sub- 
ject and  move  a  Besolution. 


ARMY  PROMOTION  AND  RETIREMKNT 
—ROYAL  WARRANT.— QUESTION. 

Major  O'GOBMAN  asked  the  Seoro- 
tary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  the 
Eoyal  Warrant  on  Army  Promotion  and 
Retirement  will  be  issued  before  the 
Parliamentary  Session  of  1877  con- 
cludes? 

Mr.  gathorne  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  he  must  repeat  what  he  had  said 
on  a  former  occasion — that  every  means 
had  been  taken  to  urge  the  parties  con- 
cerned in  it  to  get  through  their  bosineee 
as  soon  as  possible,  for  his  sincere  desire 
was,  having  in  view  the  interests  of  the 
officers,  to  bring  the  (Government  sdione 
on  the  subject  before  the  House  without 
any  unnecessary  delay. 
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Oattaut  FIU  uked  the  Seoretuy  of 
8t&t«  for  Wkt,  If  he  would  explain  the 
caoH  of  oloaing  the  rifle  range  at  Den- 
ton, Milton  next  Qraveeend,  which  ooca- 
mionB  great  inconvenience  to  the  local 
volonteers  and  Iom  to  the  borough ;  and 
whether  he  can  hold  out  any  hope  that 
the  range  will  shortl;  be  re-opened  for 
practice? 

Ua.  GATHOENE  HABDT,  in  reply, 
aaid,  the  reaeon  why  the  range  in  ques- 
tion had  been  closed  was  that  the  owners 
and  occupiers  of  land  in  the  localitv 
found  that  the  bullets  occiuionally  fell 
in  their  fields,  to  the  danger  of  them- 
•elTei  and  their  families.  Under  the 
oiroumatances,  there  woe  no  option  loft 
but  to  close  the  range,  and  it  would  not 
be  opened  until  some  arrangement  was 
made  with  the  local  oooupiera.  That 
would  be  effected  aa  soon  ae  possible. 

NAVT— H.M.8.    "  THETIS.  •■—QUESTIOK. 

Captain  PIU  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  has  any 
and,  if  so,  what  objection  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  a  Copy  of  the 
L05  of  H.M.8.  "Thetis"  from  the 
period  of  her  leaving  the  Suez  Canal  up 
to  the  time  of  her  arrival  at  Ifalta,  and 
Copy  of  any  Report  of  the  Officer  in 
command  explaining  bow  it  was  that, 
notwithstanding  the  breakdown  of  her 
machinery,  he  was  unable  to  navisate 
his  vessel  under  her  sails  into  Malta 
harbour? 

Mr.  hunt,  in  reply,  said,  he  had 
no    objection   to   lay    the  document  in 

auestion  upon  the  Table  of  the  House, 
'  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  would 
move  for  it.  It  was  not,  he  might  add, 
a  fact  that  the  officer  in  command  was 


would,  no  donbt,  in  the  ordinary  oourse 
have  reached  Malta  bad  she  not  been 
nicked  np  by  the  Ihvattalton,  which  had 
oeea  sent  ont  to  meet  her. 


OATTLR  TRAFFIC  (IRELAND), 

aUUTIOK. 

Mr.  peel  asked  the  Viae  Prendent 
of  the  Council,  Whether  his  attention 
faas  been  directed  to  the  tram ' 


from  Ireland  to  the  ports  of  this  Country, 
and  to  alleged  cruelties  and  ill-nsage 
practised  on  such  cattle  on  board  the 
vessels ;  and,  whether,  if  he  has  no  special 
information  on  the  subject,  he  will  direct 
the  inspectors  to  make  inquiries  and  to 
report  on  the  condition  of  the  trade  in 
regard  to  the  feeding,  watering,  and 
general  treatment  of  the  animals  bo 
carried  ? 

TisooDMT  8AND0N,  in  reply,  said, 
the  attention  of  the  Veterinary  depart- 
ment had  been  called  to  the  alleged 
cruelties,  and  they  had  received  orders 
to  make  inquiries  and  to  report  from  time 
to  time  as  regarded  the  general  treatment 
of  the  animals.  Several  prosecutions 
had  been  instituted  against  shipping 
companies  for  neglecting  to  comply  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Order  in  CounoU 
which  regulated  this  trade.  The  de- 
partment would  take  every  possible  care 
in  future  that  the  provisions  of  the  Order 
were  etrioUy  carried  out,  so  that  all 
needless  suffering  might  be  avoided. 

CRIMINAL  LAW-PEISON  LABOUE- 
PRI80NER8.— QUESTION. 

SiE  GEORGE  JENKINSON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  with  reference  to  a  state- 
ment made  by  Mr,  George  Potter  at  a 
Deputation  to  Mr.  Secretary  Cross,  on 
Tuesday  15th  Mav,  &ODI  Chatham  and 
Rochester  Trades  Council  (as  reported 
in  the  "  Times"  of  16th  May,  and  re- 
peated in  a  leading  article  of  the 
"Times"  of  ITthMay):— 

"TItft,  in  the  United  Kingdom,  wo  b«d 
Danrly  a  million  of  priBonon,  who  are  let  to 
work  to  manufactiLTa  uticliH,  tha  nle  of  which 
entered  into  competition  with  hone«t  Ubonr :" 

What  foundation  is  there  in  fact  for  the 
above  statement ;  and,  if  correct,  where 
are  these  million  prisoners  confined  and 
at  work  ;  whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that 
the  total  number  of  prisoners  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  including  convicts, 
scarcely  exceeds  30,000  instead  of  a  mil- 
lion r— thus  :  Gaols  (English),  1 8,487  ; 
Convict  Prisons,  9,867  ^  Gaols  (Irish), 
3,790;  Prisons  (IHsh),  1.161;  Total 
Scotch,  2,960;  Total  United  Kingdom, 
36,261  ;  and,  whether  he  will  grant  a 
Return,  showing  in  detail  and  in  totals 
all  the  prisoners  of  all  kinds  confined 
in  all  gaols  and  prisons  in  the  United 
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Mb.  ASSHETON  OBOeS,  in  reply, 
fiaid,  the  statement  in  question  was  on- 
true,  for  the  fact  was  toat  the  number 
of  prisoners,  including  oonyiots  in  the 
Umted  Kingdom,  scarcely  exceeded 
85,000.  He  did  not  think  it  necessary 
to  grant  any  Betums  of  the  number  of 
prisons  employed  in  the  prisons  of  the 
country  in  manufacturing  articles  which 
competed  with  honest  labour.  The 
Prisons  Bill,  which  would  deal  with  the 
matter,  would  he  hoped  be  law  in  a  short 
time,  and  there  was  therefore  no  neoes- 
sity  to  comply  with  the  hon.  Baronet's 
request. 

SOUTH  AFRICAN  CONFEDERATION— 
THE  TRANSVAAL  REPUBLIC. 

QUESTIOK. 

Mr.  GOUBTNEY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AStm, 
Whether  any  protest  ajrainst  the  an* 
nexation  of  the  South  Amcan  Bepublic 
has  been  receiyed  at  the  Foreign  Oflioe ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  lay  it  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB :  Sir,  if  the  hon. 
Oentleman  will  allow  me,  I  will  reply 
to  his  Question,  instead  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Under  Secretaiy  for  Foreim 
Affairs,  as  all  matters  relating  to  the 
States  of  South  Africa  have  been  as  a 
matter  of  general  practice  referred  from 
the  Foreign  to  the  Oolonial  Office. 
I  mention  this,  as  the  practice  to  which 
I  refer  had  been  in  force  previous  to  re- 
cent events.  I  find  that  two  protests 
have  been  received  at  the  Foreign  Office 
against  this  annexation — one  m>m  ex- 
I^sident  Burgers,  and  the  other  from 
the  late  Executive  Council  of  the  South 
African  Bepublic.  They  are  identical 
with  those  which  appear  in  the  Papers 
already  presented  to  the  House.  I  ought 
to  add,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  be 
glad  to  receive  the  information,  that 
subsequent  information  has  made  it  dear 
that  these  protests  are  not  in  accordance 
with  the  general  feeling  of  the  popula- 
tion, who  appear  to  have  cordially  ac- 
cepted the  appointment  of  Sir  Theo- 
philus  Shepstbne. 

In  reply  to  a  fruiher  Question  from 
Mr.  OouBTHSY, 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB  said:  I  hoped  I 
had  made  myself  clear,  but  if  I  failed  to 
do*so  I  must  apologize  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man.   What  I  intended  to  convey  was 
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that  the  only  protests  which  had  been 
received  by  Her  Miy esty's  Oovemment 
at  any  office,  Foreign  or  Oolonial,  were 
the  two  I  named,  and  Oopiee  of  whidi 
are  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 

SOUTH  APmOA—NATAL.— QUESTION. 

Sm  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether,  having  reference  to  the 
report  in  the  <' Times"  of  Friday  the 
15th  inst.  of  an  interview  granted  by 
Lord  Oamarvon,  Her  Majesty's  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  to  a  de* 
nutation  which  waited  upon  him  on 
Thursday,  his  Lordship's  observatioiis 
are  to  be  taken  as  indicating  any  appre- 
hension regarding  the  present  finiuwnal 
position  and  the  eeneral  prosperity  of 
the  Colony  of  Natal  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB :  Sir,  the  remarks 
of  Lord  Carnarvon  to  which  reference 
is  made  were  addressed  to  a  deputatioa 
representing  a  Natal  land  company,  and 
were  applied  almost  entirely  to  the 
question  of  the  occupation  of  waste  land* 
and  to  financial  considerations  arimng 
therefrom,  and  they  must  not  be  taken 
as  indicating  the  slightest  doabt  of  the 
financial  prosperity  of  the  Colony  of 
Natal.  The  satisfactotr  solution  of  these 
difficulties  would,  no  doubt,  still  farther 
advance  the  existing  prosperity  of  the 
country;  but,  so  far  frx>m  oonsidering 
the  present  time  to  be  one  of  depreesiaa, 
nor  from  anticipating  any  decreaee  in 
the  revenue  or  ^ade  of  Natal,  there  is 
every  reason  to  believe  that  the  happy 
settlement  of  the  difficulties  in  tLe 
Transvaal  has  already  given  a  decided 
im^tus  to  business,  and  that  a  period 
of  moreased  activi^  and  progress  has 
been  entered  upon. 


NAVY— HOBART  PASHA— QUESTION. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  asked  the  Seere- 
tary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  Hobart 
Pasha,  who  is  ennged  in  active  warfkre 
against  a  friendly  Power,  retains  Us 
rank  and  pay  as  a  British  officer  ? 

Mb.  a.  F.  BOEBTON,  in  refdy, 
said,  no  answer  had  been  received  from 
Captain  Hobart  to  the  intimation  which 
had  been  sent  him  that  he  must  elect 
between  remaining  in  the  Turkish  or 
the  British  Serviee.  As  the  time  whidi 
had  since  elapsed  was  sufieiently  long 
to  admit  of  an  answer  having  been 
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oeiyed  to  that  intimation,  and  no  Boeh 
answer  had  reached  the  Admiralty, 
Captain  Hobart's  name  had  been  etrudc 
off  the  list  of  the  British  Navy. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  in  eon- 
sequence  of  the  infonnation  he  had  now 
reoeiyed,  he  wonld  not  proceed  with  the 
Motion  on  this  subject. 


PARLIAMENT  —  PTJBLIO  BUSINESS  — 
SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  (IRELAND)  {r^-commitUd)  BILL. 

RE-OOMMITMKNT. 

8nt  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  that  as  Chairman  of  the  Select 
Committee  to  which  this  Bill  had  been 
referred,  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  make 
a  proposal  in  regard  to  the  further  pro- 
ceedings with  respect  to  it,  which  nad 
been  rendered  necessary  by  the  fact  that 
the  Select  Committee  had  exceeded  their 
powers  in  introducing  into  the  Bill  two 
clauses  which  were  held  not  be  covered 
by  the  Preamble.  In  addition  to  other 
Amendments  in  the  Bill,  they  had  in- 
serted Clauses  4  and  5,  the  first  of  which 
gave  power  to  the  police  to  supervise 
refireshment-houses  ;  aud  the  second  of 
which  imposed  increased  penalties  for 
keeping  houses  open  for  the  sale  of  in- 
toxicating liquors  without  a  licence. 
Those  provisions  seemed  to  the  Com- 
mittee to  be  necessaiy,  in  order  that  the 
BiU,  if  it  were  passed  into  law,  might  be 
properly  carried  into  effect.  It  was, 
however,  obviously  difficult  to  make  such 
alterations  as  affecting  Sunday  without 
extending  their  operation  to  the  other 
days  of  the  week,  and  it  appeared  to 
him  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee  that 
this  extension  might  be  made.  He  had, 
however,  been  informed  by  the  highest 
authority  that  the  Committee  had  no 
power  to  do  so,  and  he  wished,  there- 
fore, to  move  formally  that  the  Order 
for  the  Consideration  of  the  Bill  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  Wed- 
nesday next  should  be  discharged,  and 
that  it  be  re-committed  to  the  former 
Committee  upstairs.  He  was  glad  to 
say  that  the  hon.  Members  for  Deny 
and  Dublin,  as  well  as  other  Irish  Mem- 
bers whom  he  had  consulted,  were  not 
disposed  to  offer  any  objection  to  the 
Motion. 

Motion  offreed  to. 


Order  for  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  on  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  (r^-Mwi- 
mUUd)  Bill,  upon  Wednesday  next,  read, 
and  dieehargea. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  re-committed  to  the 
former  Committee,  in  respect  of  ClauBes  4  and 
6  of  the  said  Bill,  as  amended  in  Gonmiittee. 

Sib  WILFEID  LAWSON  said,  he 
could  not  agree  to  the  proposal  made  a 
few  days  ago  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  that  the  27th,  the  day 
he  (Sir  Wi]frid  Lawson)  had  secured  for 
the  Permissive  Bill,  should  be  handed 
over  to  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry (Mr.  Smyth)  for  his  Irish  Sunday 
Closing  Bill.  Since  that  proposal  was 
made,  the  situation  had  materially 
changed,  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
having  stated  that  the  Sunday  Closing 
Bill  was  to  go  again  before  a  Select 
Committee.  It  was  impossible  for  any- 
one to  know  when  the  Bill  would  come 
back  to  the  House  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  therefore  the  situation  was 
totally  different  from  what  it  was  when 
the  Leader  of  the  House  spoke  on  Friday. 
["  Order,  order !  "]  The  House  wanted 
to  know  the  position  in  which  the  Bill 
at  present  stood,  and  he  thought  the 
best  thing  to  do  in  the  circumstances 
was  to  move  the  Adjournment  of  the 
House.  It  was  rather  a  strong  thing, 
he  thought,  to  be  asked,  in  the  circum- 
stances in  which  the  matter  stood,  to 
g^ve  up  his  Wednesday.  The  subject  of 
his  BiU,  like  the  Iridi  Sunday  Closing 
Bill,  was  one  which  excited  a  great  deed 
of  interest  out-of-doors ;  and  he  objected 
to  the  arrangement  in  the  interests  of  a 
large  number  of  hon.  Members  who  had 
arranged  to  come  down  to  support,  of  a 
large  number  who  were  coming  to  oppose 
him,  and  of  hon.  Gentlemen  from  the 
country  who  were  coming  up  to  hear  the 
eloquence  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Leeds  (Mr.  Wheelhouse).  Be- 
sides, an  Amendment  involving  impor- 
tant questions  had  been  moved  to  his 
Bill,  and  if  he  gave  up  his  Wednesday 
there  would  be  no  chance  of  that  Amend- 
ment being  brought  forward.  He  did 
not  see,  therefore,  that  he  was  called 
upon  in  the  circumstances  to  act  on  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Onffinally,  he  offered  to  give  up  his  day, 
if  the  Government  would  take  up  the 
Sunday  Closing  Bill,  and  make  efforts 
to  pass  it  into  law  this  year.    He  still 
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stuck  to  his  offer,  and  would  make  no 
other.  The  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
was  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  so  was  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  he  belieyed. 
It  was  practically  a  Government  Bill, 
and  supported  by  Ireland.  [*'  No,  no ! "] 
Certainfy  a  majority  of  six  to  one  of  the 
Irish  Members  supported  it.  [''No, 
no ! "  ]  The  (Government  had  better  make 
a  free  breast  of  it,  and  say  that  they 
did  support  the  Bill,  and  put  an  end  to 
all  these  disputes.  There  never  was 
such  a  strong  case  for  a  Government  to 
support.  The  interest  taken  in  the 
question  was  shown  by  the  fact  that  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Enniskillen 
(Viscount  Crichton),  when  he  went  down 
to  be  re-elected,  on  taking  office  under 
the  Government,  was  told  that  one 
great  reason  for  his  taking  a  position  in 
the  Government  was  that  he  should  be 
able  to  carry  the  Irish  Sunday  Closing 
BiU.    ['*  Oh,  oh !  "] 

Mb.  speaker  suggested  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  was  going  beyond  the 
limits  of  discussion  on  the  question  be- 
fore the  House  in  dealing  with  matters 
connected  with  the  merits  of  the  Bill. 

Sm  WILFRID  LAWSON,  whUe 
bowing  to  the  decision  of  the  Chair, 
observed  that  he  thought  he  was  dis- 
cussing, not  the  merits  of  the  Bill,  but 
the  merits  of  the  noble  Yiscount.  How- 
ever, all  he  wished  to  say  was,  that  he 
could  not  accept  the  proposal  of  the  Qo- 
vemment,  ana  give  up  nis  Wednesday. 
[Cru*  of  ''Order!"]  To  put  himself 
m  Order,  he  would  move  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Sir  Wilfrid  Lawion,) 

Mb.  M.  brooks  desired  to  correct 
a  statement  of  the  hon.  Baronet  which 
was  calculated  to  mislead  the  House- 
namely,  that  there  was  a  majority  of  six 
to  one  of  the  Irish  Members  in  favour 
of  the  Sunday  Closing  BiU.  He  denied 
that  there  was  anythmg  like  that  pro- 
portion in  favour  of  the  Bill.  He  also 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  Bill  had 
been  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  for 
the  purpose  of  considering  the  claims  of 
several  large  towns ;  but  when  the  BIU 
got  into  Oommitteie  the  exemptions 
claimed  never  received  any  considera- 
tion. 

Thb  CHAN  UELLOR  OF  THB  EXCHE- 
QUER  remarked  that  while  the  House 
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always  listened  with  ^easure  to  the  ob- 
servations of  the  hon.3aronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle,  the  speech  whidi  h« 
had  just  made  on  the  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment seemed  rather  an  abuse  of 
the  Forms  of  the  House.    The  position 
in  which  the  matter  stood  was  this.    He 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  was 
asked  the  other  niffht  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Londonderry  (Mr.  K.  Smyth)  whether 
the  Government  would  afford  any  fadH- 
ties  for  proceeding  with  the  Bill.    He 
then  stated  that  in  consequence  of  the 
difficulties  which  the  Government  experi- 
enced in  transacting  their  Business  they 
were  unable  to  make  anv  offer  on  the 
subject.   But  he  sugffested  that  if,  as  he 
believed,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  the 
support  and  sympathy  of  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  House,  he  might  find  it 
possible  to  g^t  a  day  on  which  he  would 
be  able  to  make  some  progress  with  the 
BilL      Therefore  he  suggested  at  the 
moment,  not  seriously,  but  rather  throw- 
ing it  out  as  a  suggestion  to  be  taken 
for  what  it  was  worth,  that  perhaps  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Mqmiber  for  Cmisle 
might  give  up  his  own  Wedneeday  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry.  Since 
then  the  position  had  so  far  altered  that 
considerable  progress  had  been  made 
with  the  Government  Business — as  in 
the  case  of  the  Universities  Bill  and  the 
Prisons    Bill — the  Government   conse- 
quently finding  themselves  in  a  better 
position  than  they  were  before.     The 
Government,  therefore,  considered  what 
would  be  a  fair  and  reasonable  proposal 
to  make,  and  the  proposal  was,  that  if  a 
day  could  be  found  for  the  discussion  of 
the  measure,  and  the  discussion  was  not 
finished,  they  would  give  another  day 
at  a  Morning  Sitting.    They  did  not 
think  they  were  called  upon,  and  they 
were  not  inclined,  to  go  f^irther.    The 
referring  of  the  Bill  back  to  the  Select 
Committee  would  not  alter  the  possi- 
bility of  proceeding  with  the  BilL    AU 
the  proceedings  of  the  Select  Committee 
were  somewhat  beyond  the  powers  whidi 
the  Committee  had  had  entrusted  to  them 
by  the  House,  and  it  was  necessary  there- 
fore, if  the  alterations  in  the  Bill  were 
to  be  maintained,  that  the  Committee 
should  receive  fresh  instructions.    The 
arrangement  which  the  Government  pro- 
posed was  one  which  they  thought  uir, 
and  the^  adhered  to  it  in  spirit ;  and,  no 
doubt,  if  the  hon.  Memb^  for  London- 
derry could  not  make  an  arrangement 
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the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
CarUalei  he  would  be  able  to  make  an 
arrangement  with  somebody  elie. 

Thb  Mabqubss  of  Hi^TINOTON 
aneed  to  a  oertain  extent  with  his  hon. 
^end  the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson).  He  did  not  altogetlier 
understand  the  position  of  the  Qorem- 
ment  with  respect  to  the  Bill — whether 
thej  meant  to  support  it,  oppose  it,  or 
take  up  a  neutral  position;  but  the 
action  of  the  Qoremment  in  the  matter 
would  probably  be  more  conyeniently 
discussed  when  the  House  came  to  deid 
with  the  Bill  itself.  He  had  only  risen 
to  appeal  to  his  hon.  Friend  not  at  once 
to  press  his  point,  but  to  giye  a  little 
more  time  for  consideration.  He  quite 
admitted  that  the  hon.  Baronet  was  not 
subject  to  any  contract  whatever  to  give 
up  his  Wednesday,  but  still  he  ho^ed 
that  he  would  not  persist  in  his  Motion 
and  reftue  to  giye  way. 

Mn.  BIOBARD  SMTTH  said,  he  had 
understood  the  arrangement  to  be  that 
if  he  failed  to  make  a  priyate  Member's 
day  effectiye  for  the  purpose  of  his  Bill 
the  Ooyemment  undertook  to  find  him 
a  day  for  Uiat  purpose ;  but  a  Morning 
Bitting,  for  obyious  reasons,  was  not 
equiyalent  to  a  Ooyemment  day.  He 
trusted  that  while  he  should  exert  him- 
nelf  to  get  the  hon.  Baronet  to  giye  way, 
the  Ooyemment  would  supplement  their 
ntatement  by  Mjing  that  they  woidd 
endeayour  to  find  a  Ooyemment  day  for 
proceeding  with  the  Bill. 

Mb.  CBULUYAN  protested  against 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Carlisle  that  a  large  majority 
of  the  Irish  Members  were  in  fayour  of 
the  Bill,  and  maintained  that  three- 
fourths  of  the  people  of  Ireland  opposed 
it.  He  did  not  see  any  use  in  the  Qo- 
yemment  giyinff  a  day  for  the  Bill,  be- 
cause he  alone  had  10  Amendments  on 
the  Paper,  which  woidd  occupy  at  least 
a  day ;  and  then  there  were  six  or  seyen 
other  Irish  Members  whose  Amendments 
would  take  up  another  day. 

Motion,  by  leaye,  withdrawn, 
ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


SUPPLY.    OOMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  nroposed. 
That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the 
Chair." 

YOL  OOXXXIY.  [thou)  snixs.] 


41 


NAVY— NOMINATION  OF  CADETB. 
REsoLunoir. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE,  in  rising  to 

call  attention  to  the  results  of  the  changes 

made  in  1875  in  the  nomination  of  Cadets 

to  the  Nayal  Seryice ;  and  to  move— 

"  Thftt,  in  the  opinion  of  thiB  Houfld,  the 
Abolition  of  limited  oompeiition  for  the  appoint- 
menta  of  Oadete  to  the  Navy  haa  been  i^jurioof 
to  the  interefta  of  the  Public  Berrice/' 

referred  to  the  Motion  which  he  had 
made  in  the  House  on  this  subject  in 
1876,  which  although  defeated  by  the 
usual  GK>yemment  majority  had  created  a 
yery  strong  feeling  in  the  country.  Every 
newspaper  in  the  country  had  denounced 
the  change.  His  object  in  taking  tho  step 
he  had,  was  based  upon  the  fact — which 
he  was  ready  to  nroye— that  the  system 
of  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Hunt)  was  an  absolute  failure,  and  the 
official  Beports  showed  the  fact.  It  was 
identical  with  the  system  in  force  until  the 
year  1869,  when  competition  had  been 
cautiously  introduced.  About  that  time, 
too,  the  number  of  officers  was  slightly 
reduced,  so  that  the  quality  of  the  juniors 
was  a  matter  of  the  hiffhest  importance. 
This  limited  competition  worKed  yery 
well,  and  improyed  the  character  of  tho 
young  men  who  obtained  appointments ; 
but,  unfortunately,  in*  an  evil  hour,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  ap- 
pointed a  Committee  to  inouire  into  the 
state  of  things  on  board  the  Britannia, 
where  it  was  said  that  the  cadets  were 
oyerworked,  and  that  Committee  had 
reported  on  the  whole  subject  of  Naval 
Eaucation.  The  Committee  was,  in  his 
opinion,  a  weak  one,  and  not  properly 
competent  to  deal  with  so  important  a 
subject ;  and  he  ventured  to  say  that  the 
evidence  taken  before  it  in  no  way  sup- 
ported its  conclusions.  The  Committee 
nad  found  that  limited  competition  was 
hurtfW  to  the  Service.  WithroBpccttothe 
evidence  on  which  this  decision  was  based, 
he  would  notice  that  of  tho  four  surgeons 
on  board  the  Britannia,  three  had  pro- 
nounced strongly  in  favour  of  the  phy- 
$iqu$  of  the  boys,  whose  height  and 
weightwaswelluptotheaverago.  Captain 
Foley  and  Dr.  Woolloy  gave  it  as  their 
opinion  that  the  health  of  the  boys  had  not 
been  affected  by  hard  work,  or  by  com- 

Setition.  However,  the  Committee  con- 
emned  competition,  and  on  the  strength 
of  their  Beport  the  system  of  pure  nomi- 
nation was  restored,  limited  only  by  a 
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test  oxamination.  The  result  had  been 
that  of  48  cadets  appointed  in  July,  as 
many  as  30  obtained  at  the  following 
half-yearly  examination  less  than  30  per 
cent  of  the  possible  total  of  marks, 
whereas  under  the  previous  system  only 
about  10  per  cent  acquitted  themselves 
so  ill.  This  was  quite  unprecedented, 
and  it  was  reoommended  that  those  who 
had  not  gained  a  certain  percentage  of 
marks  should  be  made  to  stay  half-a- 
year  longer  in  the  training  ship.  Un- 
fortunatdy,  that  advice  was  not  acted 
upon,  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  opposite 
probably  not  wishing  to  admit  the  total 
failure  of  his  system.  Of  the  following 
half-yearly  examination  Dr.  Hirst  said — 

"The  marked  inferiority  displayed  by  the 
cadets  who  entered  the  Britannia  in  Jul^,  1876, 
in  all  the  mathematioal  subjects  is  as  stnlong  as 
in  December  last.  It  would  appear  that  the 
attempt  to  push  on  those  whose  case  is  hopeless 
has  retard^  the  progress  of  those  whose  ad- 
vancement might  otherwise  have  been  satisfac- 
tory, and  I  fear  many  have  proceeded  to  the 
more  advanced  parts  of  mathematics  without 
ever  having  been  properly  grounded  in  the  ele- 
mentary puts." 

Another  half-vear  elapsed,  and  another 
examination  of  those  boys  who  had  beg^un 
their  third  term  on  board  the  Britannia 
was  held,  while  two  of  the  batches  of 
boys  had  been  nominated.  Meantime 
Mr.  Goodwin  had  temporarily  replaced 
Dr.  Hirst,  as  Director  of  Studies,  and 
this  was  his  Beport,  dated  January  6, 
1877,  on  the  third-term  cadets — 

**  It  will  be  seen  from  these  tables  that  the 
cadets  of  the  third  term  continue  to  show  signs 
of  the  same  inferiority  which  was  commented 
upon  at  the  examination  of  their  first  and  second 
tarns.  The  averages  obtained  are  low  almost 
beyond  precedent,  and  it  is  hardly  too  much  to 
say  that  a  considerable  proportion  of  the  cadets 
of  this  term  are  quite  unfit  to  proceed  to  the 
study  of  the  fourth-term  subjects." 

Therefore  we  had  direct  comparison  of 
the  boys  appointed  under  the  new  svstem 
with  those  appointed  under  the  ola,  and 
we  had  conclusive  testimony  that  the 
boys  appointed  under  the  new  system 
wore  by  no  means  comparable  with  the 
boys  appointed  under  the  old.  From  a 
table  lowing  the  result  of  the  examina- 
tions for  two  years,  it  appeared  that  of 
195  cadets  appointed  unaer  the  system 
of  competition,  14  only,  or  one  in  14, 
obtained  less  than  40  per  cent  of  the 
marks ;  while  of  252  apj^inted  under 
the  new  system  128,  or  just  one-half, 
obtained  less  than  40  per  cent  of  the 
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marks.  These  ooold  not,  bofweiver,  be  a 
more  oonduaive  oondemnatioo  of  the  neir 
^stem  than  what  was  oontemed  in  the 
Keport  of  the  gallant  Admiral  in  charge 
of  Greenwich  Hospital  itMlf.  In  far- 
warding  the  Beport  of  the  Direolor  of 
Naval  Studies  to  the  Admiralty,  Admiral 
Fanshawe  said — 

**  These  results  appear  to  me  to  call  for  rmj 
serious  consideration,  partioulariy  as  reeards  taa 
third  term,  at  this  exsmination.  Sbonld  Umm 
cadets  pass  out  of  the  BriUmmim  thev  wiU,  ac- 
cording to  the  existing  system,  enter  the  ColUev 
as  acting  sub-lieutenants  about  five  yean  aftv- 
wards.  It  appears  inooncelTable  thai,  erea 
should  they  get  through  the  Britmmim^  thay 
can  have  the  solid  foundation  of  eleiasetaty 
knowledge  that  will  enable  them  after  fire  jeun 
at  sea  to  come  to  the  College  with  any  reason* 
able  prospect  of  passing  Uie  sub-U<Mitnuuit*s 
examination.  Thouj^h  t^  failure  appean  man 
distinoUy  probable  in  the  case  of  the  daM  re- 
ferred to,  I  would  submit  that  the  knowledge 
acquired  by  the  classes  Junior  to  this  daas,  as 
compared  with  that  obtained  by  previous  cadets, 
affords  no  good  hope  that  they  will  be  prcpam 
for  the  snb-lieutenant*8  examinatinn,  I  offsr 
these  remarks  for  their  liordahips*  ooocidsra- 
tion,  as  the  matter  seems  to  me  of  very  aetioas 
importance  in  its  relation  to  the  future  supply 
of  moderately  weU-edncated  ofBcera." 

He  wonld  be  glad  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  turn  back  to  the  debate  which 
occurred  two  years  ago,  and  oompare 
the  results  which  he  Md  read  with  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite. That  right  hon.  Gentleman  toti 
the  House  that  the  cadets  under  the  old 
system  had  been  injured,  not  only  phvsi- 
cally,  but  mentally,  and  that  they  had 
acquired  a  superficial  habit  of  etndy 
&t)m  which  they  found  it  difficult  after- 
wards to  escape.  But  it  appeared  that 
the  cadets  under  the  new  system  never 
acquired  any  habit  of  study  at  aO. 
Well,  if  that  were  so,  it  was  inoombent 
on  them  to  inquire  what  was  the  cause 
of  this  deterioration  in  the  quality  of  the 
cadets  who  entered  themselves  for  naval 
service ;  why  was  it  that  so  very  inferior 
a  batch  of  cadets  had  been  appointed 
under  the  nomination  as  compaxed  with 
the  competitive  ^stem?  Tnere  were 
two  causes  for  it.  In  the  first  place, 
under  the  system  of  competition,  it  was 
never  worth  while  for  parents  to  obtain 
a  nomination  for  a  stupid  boy,  as  they 
knew  he  would  fail  in  competition  wita 
others.  On  the  other  hana,  thev  could 
always  hope  that  a  stupid  boy  ought  be 
crammed  sufficiently  for  a  mere  test  ex- 
amination. On  the  one  side,  therelbre^ 
there  was  a  natural  selection  of  clever 
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tejrt ;  on  tiie  other,  a  natural  ieleotion 
•f  etapid  bojv.  That  was  no  n«w  theory 
of  bis,  for  in  1876  he  nrnde  thie  predio* 


**  Tyy^v^g  to  tlia  extent  to  wbloh  eompetitio& 
bured  the  entry  to  to  miny  other  profeifione» 
ke  tered  they  inight  expeet  that  in  thoee  haxd* 
hm  f  oitonete  enough  to  ohtein  a  nomination  lor 
th«  NftTy,  the  itupid  boy  of  the  family  would 
he  reeerred  for  the  Nary?'— [3  Samara^  oczzi 
456.] 

The  reeoU  of  two  years'  experience 
ehowed  the  prediction  wae  jaatified. 
The  oUier  cause  was  that  nnder  a  eye- 
tem  of  this  kind  it  was  totally  impos- 
sible to  maintain  a  high  standara  of 
examination.  Lord  Macaolay  in  1868, 
in  reporting  in  faTOur  of  competition  for 
the  Indian  Oinl  Berrice,  clesrly  ex- 
plained how  a  system  of  oompe^tiTO 
examination  by  an  infallible  and  self- 
aotiaff  proeess,  maintained  and  OTcn 
raieea  the  standard  of  excellence,  and 
bow  a  system  of  pass  examination  tended 
sordy  and  constantly  to  lower  it.  Lord 
Macanlay's  argument  ran  thus — 

**  Under  a  lyttem  of  competition  every  boy 
etmgglee  to  do  hie  beet,  and  the  oonaequenoe  ii 
that,  withoat  aar  effort  on  the  nart  of  the  exa* 
■liBm,  the  etanoard  keepe  itself  up.  But  the 
moment  you  lay  to  the  examinen,  not  *  Shall  A 
or  B  hare  the  nomination  ?  *  but '  Here  ia  A,  ie 
he  fit  for  the  nomination  f '  the  queetion  beoomee 
altogether  a  different  one.  The  examiner's  com- 
paJon,  hii  good  nature,  hie  unwilHngnoM  to 
UMt  the  proi^ecta  of  a  bcnr,  lead  him  to  etrain  a 
po^  in  Ofdwto  let  a  oaadidate  in  if  he  poeeibly 


He  quite  admitted  that  the  First  Lord 
had  endearoured  somewhat  to  raise  the 
standard  of  examination ;  but  the  testi- 
mony of  the  Chief  Lu^ctor  of  the 
jffrt^sMiiMi  itself  went  to  proye  that  this 
was  a  failure.  One  of  the  chief  objec- 
tions constantly  urged  against  competi- 
tion was  that  it  led  to  cramming.  Tnere 
miglU  be  some  foundation  for  that  state- 
ment But  in  spite  of  that,  he  (Mr.  Shaw 
Leferre)  innsted  that  if  competition  were 
properly  carried  on,  it  must  inevitably 
baa  to  the  selection  of  the  best  boy.  AU 
that  was  wanted  was  to  reform  the  system 
of  examination  itself.  Those  whose  duty 
it  was  to  examine  would  not  have  any 
real  difficulty  in  detecting  and  deciding 
between  cases  of  cram  and  the  cases  of 
honest  stndy.  But  let  it  not  be  supposed 
that  they  got  rid  of  "  cramming  "  by  sub- 
stituting we  nomination  for  the  competi- 
tion system.  He  was  informed  that 
"cramming"  had  not  only  gone  on,  but 


was  flourishing  still  more  since  the  in- 
troduction of  the  new  •yftein   hy  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman.    There  was  an- 
otner  matter  to  which  he  wished  to 
allude,  and  that  was  the  suitability  of 
competition  for  boys  of  the  age  of  13. 
There  was   considerable   difference  of 
opinion  on   that  subject  among  many 
competent  persons.    It  might  possibly 
be  desirable  to  extend  the  age  one  year, 
and  not  idlow  boys   to   compete  with 
those  of  the  Britannia,  till  the  age  of  14. 
But  they  had   the  experience  of  the 
effects  of  competition  on  boys  of  12  and 
1 8  in  the  public  schools  to  guide  them. 
At  Eton,  Winchester,  Eupby,  Harrow, 
and  other  public  schools,  he  thought  it 
would  be  impossible  to  obtain  tho  con- 
demnation of  that  system.     lie  believed 
it  would  be  found  on  a  comparison  of 
the  boys  at  the  public  schools  that,  in 
almost  all  cases,  the  boys  who  were  at 
the  head  of  the  classes,  and  who  obtained 
scholarships  by  competition,  were  slightly 
superior  in  physique,  both  as  regarded 
and  weight,  to  the  ayerage  boys  of  the 
same  age.    It  was  a  delusion  to  suppose 
that  boys  were  injured  by  hard  work 
only;  he  belieyed  that  a  far  greater 
number  of  boys  were  injured  by  indo- 
lence and  sloth,  and  eyen  in  oyer  addiction 
to  cricket  and  foot-ball,  than  were  injured 
by  oyer  work.  But  eyen  leaving  all  these 
considerations  out  of  sight,  it  was  suffi- 
cient for  him  to  base  his  case  upon  the 
right  of  the  public  to,  and  the  desirability 
or  the  Naval  authorities  having,  a  wider 
area  of  choice  of  boys  than  was  at  all  pos- 
sible under  a  mere  system  of  nomination. 
Under  the  system  which  the  right  hon. 
GenUeman  opposite  had  restored,  the 
only  entry  to  the  Navy  was  by  either 
personal  or  political  favour.    The  public 
mterest  reouired  that  the  area  of  selec- 
tion shoula  not  be  so  limited.    In  his 
speech  delivered  two  yeitrs  affo  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman   opposite  hardly  ex- 
pressed his  own  opinion  at  all,  but  relied 
mainly  on  the  Report  of  the  Oommittee. 
He  would  suggest  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  forego  the  advantage 
he  might  gain  by  dividing  against  the 
Motion,  and  frankly  admit  that  he  had 
been  misled  by  the  Committee,  and  that 
the  present  system  had  been  a  failure. 
It  was  impossible  to  exaggerate  the  im- 
portance to  the  Navy  of  that  question. 
if  an    iron-clad  was  lost,  they  could 
replace  her  by  a  Tote  in  that  House ; 
but  if  a  mistake  was  made  in  the  ap- 

3  B  3 


1959 


No^^Nminatiim        [  COMMONS  J 


ofCai$U. 


1960 


pointment  of  a  Naval  officer,  it  might 
not  show  itself  for  years  afterwards.  The 
boys  they  now  admitted  would  not  prac- 
tically come  into  responsible  positions  till 
some  15  years  hence ;  and  if  a  mistake 
were  now  made,  its  effects  might  then 
prove  irremediable.  It  was,  therefore, 
especially  in  these  days,  a  matter  of  the 
most  vital  importance  to  the  country 
that  the  system  of  entering  naval  cadets 
should  be  one  which  would  secure  for 
our  Navy  officers  of  the  very  best  abili- 
ties and  intelligence.  The  hon.  Oentle- 
man  concluded  by  moving  the  Eesolution 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Mb.  GORST,  in  seconding  the  Motion, 
besides   admitting   its  importance,   in- 
sisted that  it  was  not  a  Party  question 
in  any  sense  whatever.    The  efficiency 
of  the  Navy  was  a  matter  involving  the 
interests  of  the  country,  and  that  could 
not  be  secured,  unless  we  saw  that  our 
officers  were  men  not  only  of  courage 
and  character,  but  of  high  intellectual 
abilibr;   and  that  not  merely  because 
the  uiips  they  had  to  manage  and  the 
system  of  modem  warfare  required  them 
to    possess  more   scientific   knowledge 
than  were  formerly  demanded,  but  also 
because  officers  who  had  scientific  men 
under  them  could  not  command  proper 
respect  from  those  whose  inferiors  they 
were  in  intellectual  ability  and  attain- 
ments.    Moreover,  he  contended  that 
our    Naval    Service   was    so    popular 
that  lit  could  easily  secure  the  pick  of 
the  intellect  of  the  country  to  officer  it. 
He  agreed  with  what  had  been  said  that 
the  area  of  selection  ought  not  to  be 
limited,   as  was   the   tendency    where 
nomination  was  substituted  for  competi- 
tion.   He  did  not  blame  the  First  liord 
of  the  Admiralty  for  his  administration 
of  patronage ;  but  the  area  of  selection 
ought  not  to  be  confined  to  those  who 
happened  to  be  the  personal  or  political 
Friends  of  the  Minister,  and  they  could 
not  without  an  examination  judge  of  the 
intellectual  qualification  of  boys  of  12 
or  14.    Again,  that  patronage  was  not 
administered  under  any  check  of  public 
criticism.    The  only  fault  in  the  Kesolu- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Oentleman   opposite 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  was  that  it  pro- 
posed to  revert  to  the  system  of ' '  limited  " 
competition,  a  system  often  used  to  per- 
petrate very  gross  jobs.    In  his  opinion, 
the  right  course  to  pursue  was  to  resort 
to  open  competition,  because  he  thought 
that  a  system  of  limited  competition 
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would  be  only  a  shade  bettor  than  ibm 
system  of  patronage.  Was  there  anj 
real  objection  to  the  system  of  ojpmk 
competition?  The  boys  who  entmed 
the  public  schools  in  tnat  way  headed 
the  classes,  and  distinguished  themaelTea 
at  the  University.  Again  he  believed 
that  if  &ey  asked  the  opinion  of  the 
elder  officers  upon  the  subject,  thej 
would  find  that,  in  general,  the  preaeno* 
of  voung  officers  on  board  was  a  great 
nuisance,  and  that  they  destroyed  the 
discipline  and  efficiency  of  the  crew. 
He,  therefore,  did  not  see  why  they 
should  take  boys  for  the  Navv  at  so  early 
an  age  as  12  or  13;  and  if  the  Admi- 
ralty would  lav  down  the  kind  of  mathe- 
matical and  other  knowledge  which  thej 
required  to  qualify  for  a  commisnon  in 
the  Navy,  he  believed  that  the  publie 
schools  could  easily  undertake  to  teach 
it  to  lads  who  wished  to  prepare  them- 
selves for  the  Navy.  What  was  taught 
them  on  board  the  BriUmnim  ooold 
not  be  easily  learned  by  youths  of  16 
or  17  when  they  joined.  In  Oennmny 
the  cadet  joined  at  1 7,  and  in  no  country 
did  they  join  at  so  early  an  age  am  in 
England.  In  view  of  all  these  con- 
siderations, they  should  select  them 
from  the  best  possible  dassee  and  from 
the  whole  of  the  country. 

Amendment  proposed, 

Toleaye  oat  from  the  word  "That "to  th* 
end  of  the  Quettion,  in  order  to  add  the  word* 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoom,  the  abolitioo  of 
limited  oompetition  for  the  appointmenU  of 
Cadets  to  the  Navyhaa  been  injiirioas  to  tbe 
interests  of  the  PabHo  Service,*'^— (ifr.  AAsv 
Ltfevrtf) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Mr.  a.  F.  EOERTON,  before  going 
into  the  merits  of  the  question,  irhi(£ 
he  admitted  to  be  an  important  one, 
begged  to  say,  on  behalf  both  of  his 
rirat  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  and  himself,  that  they  were 
not  opposed  to  the  principle  of  oompeti- 
tion. Mis  right  hon.  Friend  had  shown 
this  in  various  ways,  more  espeoially  in 
reference  to  the  admission  of  Manns 
officers.  The  real  question,  however^ 
was,  whether  that  principle  was  rightly 
applied  to  the  admission  of  bovs  of  11 
or  12  years  of  age.  But  the  hon.  and 
learned   Member   for    Chatham   (Mr. 
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Gbrst)  had  raised  even  a  larger  question 
than  that,  for  he  had  raised  the  question 
what  ought  to  be  the  age  at  which 
officers  should  enter  the  Service.  It  was 
true  that  in  foreign  Navies  officers  were 
admitted  from  the  ages  of  15  to  17, 
while  in  our  Service  they  were  admitted 
up  to  13^  or  14.  In  this  case,  however, 
they  must  be  judged  by  results.  He 
thought  we  might,  with  justice,  plume 
ourselves  on  the  fact  that  we  had  the 
best  officers  of  any  Power  in  the  world ; 
and  surely  that  said  something  in  favour 
of  the  age  at  which  they  were  admitted. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Beading  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  began  his  remarks  by 
referring  to  the  causes  which  had  led 
his  right  hon.  Friend  to  make  this 
change,  and  he  said  it  all  depended  on 
an  error  made  by  a  clerk  on  board  the 
Britannia,  That,  he  (Mr.  i^erton) 
would  admit,  had  something  to  do  with 
it,  but  there  was  something  else.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  went  down  to  the 
Britannia^  and  he  was  struck  by  the 
want  of  physical  power  in  the  cadets ; 
they  looked  rather  puny  and  weak,  and 
he  therefore  instituted  a  Committee  to 
consider  the  subject.  That  Committee 
the  hon.  Member  for  Beadine  had  at- 
tacked. He  said  they  were  cQl  against 
competition ;  but  from  their  Eeport,  he 
(Mr.  Egerton)  woidd  say  they  were  any- 
thing but  opposed  to  competition.  They 
referred  to  the  number  of  hours  daily 
which  the  boys  studied  before  entering 
the  Britannia^  and  they  considered  the 
principle  as  applied  to  young  boys  mis- 
chievous. The  new  system  was  estab- 
lished consequent  on  the  Beport  of  the 
Committee;  but  their  Beport  was  cor- 
roborated by  much  older  evidence.  On 
this  point  he  would  quote  the  evidence 
of  Sir  James  Qraham  in  1861,  who  said, 
''  that  naval  cadets  were  rightly  ex- 
tremely young,  and  he  was  afraid  if 
naval  cadetships  were  thrown  open  to 
unlimited  competition,  there  would  be 
a  system  of  cramming,  injurious  to  the 
health  of  the  individuals  and  not  calcu- 
lated to  produce  efficient  officers."  What 
was  the  practice  of  foreign  States?  The 
United  States  Nayy  was  well  officered ; 
did  they  admit  by  competition?  No; 
but  by  a  test  examination.  The  age  of 
admission,  however,  was  between  14 
and  18.  So  in  the  French  Navy,  they 
were  admitted  after  examination;  and 
the  age,  which  was  higher  than  with 
us,  was  between  14  and  17.    In  the 


Russian  Nayy  the  age  was  between  15 
and  18,  and  a  system  prevailed  by  which 
all  candidates  were  sent  to  sea  on  a  trial 
cruise ;  and  if  they  liked  the  sea,  they 
were  admitted  to  the  Naval  College 
on  a  test  examination.  It  would  be 
seen,  therefore,  that  the  system  of  un- 
limited competition  did  not  exist  in  any 
foreign  Navy.  With  regard  to  patron- 
age, under  the  old  system,  two  candi- 
dates were  entered  for  every  vacancy,  so 
that  if  there  were  40  vacancies  in  the 
year  80  candidates  would  be  entered, 
and  from  these  the  First  Lord  selected 
just  as  he  selected  now.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Pontefract, 
and  others  who  had  filled  the  office  of 
First  Lord,  must  have  selected  in  the 
same  manner  when  the  names  were  sub- 
mitted to  them  without  previous  exami- 
nation. Examination  in  that  case  took 
place  after  nomination.  In  fact,  there 
must  be  some  system  of  selection  for  the 
Navy  as  for  the  Army,  and  for  the  Navy 
still  more  than  for  the  Army,  because 
the  nominations  were  fewer.  The  ques- 
tion of  patronage  entered  very  little  into 
the  question  now  before  the  House.  He 
had  stated  that  under  the  old  system, 
80  candidates  were  named  for  40  vacan- 
cies, and  under  the  new  system  60  were 
nominated,  so  that  patronage  had  been 
rather  restricted  than  otherwise.  Now, 
as  to  the  results,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Beading  said  the  system  had  been  ex- 
tremely injurious  to  the  Service.  He 
thought  that  conclusion  was  erroneous. 
It  was  quite  true  that  a  certain  number 
of  cadets  had  turned  out  badly;  but  that 
was  not  the  case  with  the  gpreater  num- 
ber of  cadets.  The  fact  was  that  when 
the  old  system  was  changed,  a  certain 
number  of  cadetis  was  entered  under  a 
test  examination,  which  was  not  properly 
conducted.  It  did  not  include  mathe- 
matics. The  first  batch  admitted  under 
that  examination  was  inferior  to  those 
admitted  subsequently.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  took  the  proper  steps  to  improve 
the  test  examination;  it  had  been  im- 
proved ;  and  the  effect  of  that  improve- 
ment was  only  just  becoming  apparent. 
The  boys  could  not  enter  under  an  im- 
proved test  examination  without  notice, 
and  the  Eeport  of  the  Chief  Instructor 
stated,  with  respect  to  those  admitted 
last  year,  the  first  batch  after  the  full 
notification  of  the  change  were  lads  of 
much  stronger  mental  power  than  their 
j  predecessors.    The  list  was  more  satis* 
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factory.  Ten  were  of  first-olasa  ability, 
15  of  second-olass  ability,  ten  were 
inferior — ["Hear,  hear!"]--and  three 
were  quite  weak.  [**Hear,  hear!"] 
Did  bon.  Oentlemen  who  oried  "  Hear 
hear,"  think  that  it  would  be  possible 
in  any  group  to  secure  an  equality  of 
either  mental  or  physical  strength,  or 
that  the  cadets  entered  the  Naval  Col- 
lege in  the  same  relative  position  as 
that  in  which  they  were  admitted  on 
board  the  Britannia  f  A  certain  num- 
ber of  boys  were  bound  to  fail,  and  it 
could  not  be  contended  that  because  a 
boy  passed  a  certain  competitive  exami- 
nation, he  should  be  equally  successful 
in  everything  he  undertook.  Bearing 
this  in  mind,  he  looked  upon  the  letter 
as  very  satisfactory.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  was  not  wedded  to  the  present 
system ;  but  it  should  not  be  forgotten 
that  it  had  not  yet  been  fairly  tried. 
The  new  test  examination  had  not  been 
long  enough  in  operation  to  furnish  any 
oondusive  data  as  to  its  efficacy.  It 
only  came  into  operation  in  November, 
and  a  year  or  so  would  show  that  the 
officers  who  came  in  under  the  new 
system  were  not  at  all  inferior  to  those 
who  came  in  under  the  old  test.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  trusted  the 
House  would  support  him  in  opposing 
the  Resolution  of  the  hon.  Meniber  for 
Beading. 

Mb.  OHILDEBS  said,  that  when  hehad 
succeeded  Mr.  Corry  in  the  Admiralty, 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  impressed 
upon  him  the  great  anxiety  he  felt  as  to 
the  future  of  the  officers  of  the  Navy,  in 
consequence  of  the  unsatisfactory  condi- 
tion of  the  young  men  who  had  left 
the  Britannia^  and  had  also  begged  and 
entreated  him  to  introduce  some  reform 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  turning 
out  a  better  class  of  young  officers  than 
had  been  previously  obtained.  Accord- 
ingly, in  1B69,  he  appointed  a  Committee 
of  six  most  able  and  experienced  men  to 
inquire  into  the  subject,  and  they  arrived 
at  the  conclusion  that  some  limited  com- 
petition ouffht  to  be  introduced  in  the 
selection  of  boys  for  the  Britannia,  The 
result  was,  that  since  the  beginning  of 
1870  to  the  beginning  of  1875,  the  whole 
of  the  boys  in  the  Britannia  had  been 
admitted  after  a  moderate,  indeed  almost 
an  insignificant,  amount  of  oompetitioa, 
and  had  passed  tiirough  the  BriUmnia 
under  the  system  of  education  prescribed 
by  that  valuable  Conunittee,  and  which 
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the  present  First  Lord  had  aboliihad. 
Stating  the  results  of  the  «zperi«u»  of 
those  five  years,  he  said,  that  of  M6 
young  men  who  had  been  admitted 
under  the  system  of  thisvetydimiaiflkad 
competition,  and  who  had  passed  ont  of 
the  BriUmma^  only  8,  or  2  per  oent»  had 
failed  to  past  at  &e  end  of  their  tans ; 
only  30,  or  6  ]^  oent,  had  ei&er  damd^ 
or  been  dismissed  fbr  misoondoct^  or 
from  ill-health,  or  ftnr  some  other  rea- 
son; and  817,  or  92  out  of  100,  had 
passed  satisikotorily,  and  were  worn 
offioers  of  the  Navy.  There  was  this 
further  interesting  &ct  to  be  stated — 
that  of  the  number  who  passed,  no  Iswar 
than  169  went  out  at  tne  end  6i  their 
time  within  five  places  of  the  place  at 
which  they  were  admitted  Everybody 
knew  how  valuable  that  result 


showing  the  excellenee  of  the 
of  adnussion  to  the  BriUnmim,  In  view 
of  these  facts,  the  history  of  the  five 
years  of  limited  competition  might  be 
regarded  aa  highly  satisfactory.  13ie 
health  of  the  cadets  during  the  same 
period,  according  to  the  Beport  of  the 
Committee,  had  improved  remarlraMy. 
Inouiry  showed  that  there  was  no^iBg 
unfavourable  to  health  in  reoidenoe  on 
board  the  Briimmia^  and,  moreover,  a 
Return  of  the  heights  and  weighta  of 
midshipmen  now  serving  in  tha  Chan- 
nel Squadron  showed  tlmt  their  health 
was  tnoroughly  satis&otoiy,  and  their 

Ehysioal  development  better  than  the 
ealth  and  development  of  boys  at  our 
best  public  schools.  Still  there  was  a 
grievance.  The  right  of  nomination  had 
been  looked  upon  as  a  valuable  pieoe  of 
patrona^ ;  and  every  officer  wno  had 
enjoyed  it,  thought  himself  injured  if  his 
patronage  was  interfered  with,  no  matter 
now  great  a  dunce  the  youth  nominated 
might  be.  In  consequence  of  thia  fcel- 
ing,  the  svstem  of  oompetition  had  been 
distasteful  to  the  body  of  naval  offioeta. 
Except,  however,  in  so  fisr  aa  it  had  been 
distasteful  to  many  officers,  that  system 
had  worked  well.  When  his  ridbt  hon. 
Frigid  (Mr.  Hunt)  oame  into  otBoo,  ho 
arrived  at  a  veiy  ourious  opinion  with 
regard  to  the  cadeta  on  the  BritmuUm 
namely,  that  their  education  had  been 
vexy  much  overstrained,  and  that,  in 
consequenoe,  tiieir  health  had  data* 
riorated — and  on  this  account  he  ap- 
pointed the  Committee  of  1874,  which 
entirely  negatived  that  opinion.  Tha 
systenit  however,  was  ohanged,  althoogh 
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10  of  the  officers  who  gave  eyidence  were 
in  favour  of  the  principle  of  competition^ 
and  only  three  were  opposed  to  it.    One 
of  these  had  since  changed  his  mind,  and 
the  other  two  had  given  the  most  extraor- 
dinary reasons  for  the  resolution  to  which 
they  had  come.    One  suggested  that  in 
order  to  secure  satisfactory  nominations, 
a  solemn  declaration  shotud  be  obtained 
from  whoever  asked  for  a  nomination, 
that  the  boy  was  likely  to  make  a  good 
naval  officer,  as  if  every  parent  in  the 
country  would  not  be  ready  to  make 
that  solemn  declaration.      Another  of 
those  who  objected  to  competition,  said 
that  somebody  might  work  out  a  scheme 
giving  the  House  of  Commons  so  many 
nominations,    and  that    would    satisfy 
everybody.    On  the  Committee  of  1869, 
there  were  persons  of  the  greatest  expe- 
rience in  the  education  of  boys  and  young 
men;  but  on  the  Committee  of  1874, 
although  there  were  two  gentlemen  from 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  well  versed  in 
University  systems  that  particular  ex- 
perience was  altogether  wanting.     To 
compare  the  two    Committees   was  to 
compare  men  who  had  to  grope  their 
way  in  learning  the  subject,  with  men 
who  were  eminently  qualified  to  report 
on  a  question  of  this  kind.    Tet  it  was 
upon  the  decision  of  these  gentlemen 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
had  upset  the  resolution  that  had  been 
come  to  on  the  recommendation  of  gentle- 
men who  had  passed  their  whole  Hves  in 
the  study  of  the  education  of  young  men 
for  the  Navy.     Had  the  change  been 
successful?     His  hon.  Friend  had  al- 
ready given  some  figures,  but  he  would 
ask  hon.  Members  to  read  carefully  the 
two  Beports  on  the  Table,  in  which  the 
results  of  the  four  last  examinations  were 
given  in  detail.  He  would  only  quote  one, 
which  stated  that  out  of  41  boys  alto- 
gether who  had  had  passed  three  terms 
on  board  the  Britannia,  the  examination 
of  23  was   unsatisfactory,   and  that  3 
more  were  sick  during  a  portion  of  the 
examination,  showing  that  in  a  year  and 
a-half  26  out  of  41  had  failed  as  candi- 
dates for  the  Navy.    Now,  could  there 
be,  he  would    ask,   a  worse  state  of 
things?    But  what  was  proposed  as  a 
rem^y  ?   The  Admiralty  being  in  great 
distress  as  to  how  they  shotdd  deal  with 
this  state  of  things  held  a  sort  of  Com- 
mittee, the  result  of  which  was  disclosed 
in  the  papers.    One  member  suggested 
that  there  should  be  no  outside  exami- 


nation at  all  until  the  cadets  passed  out, 
and  that,  meanwhile,  the  boys  should 
be  examined  by  their  own  tutors.    This 
had  been  wisely  rejected.    Another  sug- 
gestion was  that  there  should  be  no 
examination  till  the  end  of  each  year. 
But  against  this  it  was  said  that  a  large 
proportion  of  the  boys  were  so  unfit, 
under  the  present  system,  to  remain  in 
the  Navy,  that  it  was  undesirable  they 
should  stay  even  for  a  half  year  to  pre- 
vent others  coming  in,  in  place  of  those 
rejected !    And  this  after,  under  the  old 
system,  only  2  per  cent  failed  in  the 
whole  of  their  two  years.     This   was 
not  a  question  of  patronage.    His  right 
hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty was  anxious,  he  (Mr.  Childers) 
knew,  to  distribute  his  patronage  with 
the  strictest  impartiality;  but  from  the 
desire  of  naval  officers  to  retain  their 
patronage,  pressure  had  first  been  put 
on  the  Committee,   and  next    on  the 
Admiralty,  and  the  system  which' had 
been  established  in  1870,  and  which  had 
been  entirely  successful,  had  in  conse- 
quence been  overthrown.     As  to  the 
American  Navy,  it  afforded  an  example 
of  the  working  of  patronage  in  its  worst 
form,   and  nothing   would  be  gained 
by  a  reference  to  the  Navies  of  other 
foreign  countries.      All    he  could  say 
was  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  most  un- 
wise to  go  back  to  the  system  which  the 
present  Government  had  again  set  up. 

Mb.  hunt  said,  he  was  in  hopes 
that  it  might  not  be  necessary  for  him 
to  address  the  House  that  evening,  in- 
asmuch as  the  state  of  his  foot  was  such 
as  to  render  standing  upon  it  painful, 
but  he  felt  bound,  after  the  speech  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  to  say  a  few  words 
on  the  subject  under  consideration.  The 
gentlemen  he  had  selected  to  inquire 
into  the  state' of  the  Britannia  were,  he 
thought,  highly  competent  to  perform 
that  duty.  Tl^ee  of  them  were  naval 
officers  of  reputation,  and  there  were 
two  other  gentlemen,  one  from  Oxford 
and  one  from  Cambridge,  of  the  greatest 
experience,  one  of  them  having  been 
for  years  employed  by  the  Government 
in  competitive  examinations  in  other 
branches  of  the  Service.  Now,  the  Com- 
mittee which  had  been  appointed  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  who  had  just  sat  down 
(Mr.  Childers)  went  into  the  question  of 
general  education  and  made  a  Eeport. 
The  Committee  which  the  present  Admi- 
ralty appointed  saw  the  result  of  the 
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changes  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
effected,  and  it  was  with  that  experience 
they  had  made  the  recommendation 
which  he  had  adopted.  As  had  been 
stated  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secretaiy 
to  the  Admiralty,  the  principle  of  gene- 
ral competition  was  not  at  all  at  stake 
in  the  present  instance.  He  had  main- 
tained the  principle  of  competition  with 
regard  to  the  Civil  clerkships  as  before, 
and  had  introduced  the  system  of  com- 
petition, which  did  not  exist  with  respect 
to  the  Marine  officers.  The  question  was 
whether  the  late  Government  did  a  wise 
thing  in  introducing  competition  amongst 
boys  of  tender  years,  not  because  com- 
petition in  itseU  was  injurious,  but  be- 
cause the  preparation  for  the  competi- 
tion was  such  as  to  throw  a  great  strain 
on  the  brains  of  the  children.  It  was 
dealt  with  by  the  late  Sir  James  (}raham, 
who  gave  it  as  his  opinion  before  a  Com- 
mittee that  such  competition  ouffht  not 
to  be  applied  to  such  young  children. 

The  MABQtEss  of  HAETINOTON  : 
It  is  quite  evident  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tieman  is  suffering  a  gpreat  deal,  and  I 
dare  say  I  shall  not  be  out  of  Order,  if 
I  move  that  he  be  heard  from  his  place 
sitting.     [Hear,  hear ! "] 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  he  was  much  obliged 
for  the  kind  consideration  of  the  House, 
but  he  would  continue  for  the  present  to 
address  the  House  standing.  If  he  found 
it  necessary  he  would  address  them 
sitting.  The  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee went  to  show  that  the  boys  no- 
minated to  compete  had  to  study  9  and 
10  hours  a-day  for  six  months  before 
the  day  of  examination  ;  and  the  evi- 
dence of  some  of  the  successful  boys  was, 
that  they  did  not  recover  the  strain  upon 
their  strength  for  two  or  three  months 
after  they  returned  on  ship  -  board. 
These  were  serious  facts,  and  upon  them 
the  Committee  recommended  that  the 
competition  examinations  should  be  done 
away  with.  He  had  been  veiy  much 
struck  a  few  months  ago,  when  visiting 
Oxford,  by  a  remark  which  had  been 
made  by  a  most  able  and  very  experi- 
enced tutor,  who  told  him  that  he  had 
noticed  that  many  more  young  men 
came  up  to  the  University  than  formerly 
wearing  spectacles.  That,  he  said,  was 
on  account  of  the  great  pressure  put 
upon  them  by  competitive  examinations, 
and  the  members  of  the  Committee  had 
taken  the  same  view  in  thinking  that  so 
severe  a  strain  was  injurious  to  the  boys 
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in  this  case.    He  had  adopted  their  sug^ 
gestion  in  consequence  of  the  reason  they 
gave,  and  all  that  he  wanted  was  to  o\y- 
tain  the  best  possible  boys  for  the  Ser- 
vice.   As  for  the  results  of  the  change, 
he  thought  it  ought  to  be  made  dear  to 
the  House   that   the  tests   had   beeo 
altered,  and  that  the  preliminaiy  eicmim- 
nation  now  was  not  as  weak  as  it  had 
been.    At  one  time,  however,  some  bora 
had  been  admitted  by  passing  the  week- 
test  examination  oidy,  but  th^  were 
then    much    wanted    in    the    oenrioe. 
Naturally,  each  Beport  waa  much  against 
those  boys,  and  he  granted  that  their 
admission  had  been  a  mistake.    Bat  the 
present  system  was  quite  different.    He 
had  asked  the  class-mastera  of  the  Brt- 
tannia  their  opinion  of  the  boys  who 
came  in  under  the  new  system,  and  they 
had  replied  that  the  boys  themeatres 
were  as  promising  aa  ever,  thoogh  not 
so  well  prepared.    The  time  of  study 
had  not  been  sufficient  for  them  to  ac- 
quire the  proper  amount  of  mathematios, 
and  the  masters  recommended  that  ma- 
thematics should  be  added  to  the  snV 
jects  of  the  test  examination.   That  had 
been  done,  and  the  present  test  was  a 
vexy  stringent  one,  as  the  Beport  of  the 
Chief  Naval  Instructor  showed.     The 
system,  however,  had  not  been  really 
tried  as  vet,  inasmuch  as  it  was  cmly  es- 
tablished last  November.    One  batch  of 
cadets  had  been  admitted  without  the 
preliminaiy  test ;   two  under  the  new 
test  before  mathematics  was  added,  and 
one  batch  afterwards.       He  felt  sore 
that  the  existing  test  woidd  not  lose  iu 
strinffenoy ;  and  the  question  really  was, 
whether  one-half  of  the  bovs,  or  one- 
third,  were  to  be  rejected.    A  good  deal 
had  been  said  about  the  appdntment  of 
boys  to  the  Navy  being  governed  by 
political  considerations.    Now  he  quite 
agreed  with  those  who  thought    that 
ought  not  to  be  the  case.    Precisely  the 
same  applications  were  made  to  hun  as 
to  his  Predecessor ;  Liberal  and  Conser- 
tive  Ministers  nominated  from  the  same 
list ;  in  the  one  case  at  the  request  of 
the  Liberal  friends,  and  in  the  other  of 
the  Conservative  friends  of  the  candi- 
dates.   That  would  always  be  the  oase 
with  respect  to  every  Oovenunent^  for 
whatever  (Government  mi^ht  be  in  power 
made  not  the  slightest  difference.    The 
same  number  of  applications  came  in  on 
behalf  of  boys  who  "  had  a  passion  fur 
a  sea  lifci"  or  from  parents  who  wished 
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their  sonB  to  enter  the  Naval  Service. 
On  this  subject  he  spoke  for  himself, 
and  he  was  sure  his  Predecessor  in  the 
office  would  agree  with  him,  that  the 
patronage  attadied  to  it  was  one  of  their 

freatest  pests.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  he 
ad  generaUy  bestowed  it  on  the  sons  of 
officers  of  the  Navy,  of  the  Army,  or  of 
the  Civil  Service,  who,  from  what  their 
fathers  had  done  in  the  service  of  the 
State,  might  be  supposed  to  become 
good  officers.  He  quite  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Beading  that  com- 
petition at  a  later  period  might  be  de- 
sirable ;  but  the  period  of  training  in  a 
ship  was  neoessanly  short,  and  he  had 
long  been  anxious  for  an  entire  change 
in  the  plan  of  education,  and  for  the 
establishment  of  a  OoUege  on  shore,  in 
which  cadets  could  devote  three  years 
instead  of  two  to  their  studies ;  and  he 
believed  that  such  a  change  would  be 
very  beneficial  to  the  Naval  Service. 
But  so  long  as  training  ships  were  used, 
he  did  not  see  how  the  time  for  educa- 
tion could  be  extended.  They  might, 
however,  at  any  rate,  look  forward  to  a 
scheme  which  would  include  a  three 
years'  education  and  competition.  He 
was  not  in  the  least  wedded  to  the  pre-, 
sent  system,  and  if  he  found  that  it  did 
not  produce  boys  of  superior  ability,  he 
should  be  perfectly  willing  to  constitute 
another.  In  conclusion,  he  had  only  to 
thank  the  House  for  the  attention  they 
had  given  to  him. 

Mb.  QOSCHEN  said,  he  felt  it  his 
duty  briefly  to  call  attention  to  the  ob- 
servations made  by  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  (Mr.  Himt),  who  had,  he  was 
^lad  to  see,  made  lus  appearance  again 
m  the  House.  He  was  sure  that  mey 
were  all  sorry  that  he  was  still  suffering 
from  indisposition.  He  was  glad,  how- 
ever, that  the  right  hon.  Genueman  had 
been  able  to  state  his  case  with  that 
clearness  which  always  distinguished 
him.  He  could  not  entirely  accept  the 
arguments  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman; 
and  he  wished  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  of  the  four  batches  of  boys 
entered  since  the  new  system  came  into 
operation,  one  batch  was  admitted  after 
a  weak  test.  Eighty  had  been  admitted 
who  were  found  to  be  totally  incapable. 
On  the  whole  128  were  admitted,  30 
per  cent  of  whom  were  incapable  of 
passing  in  a  competitive  examination. 
That  was  oonfesseoly  a  mistake,  and  he 
would  say  no  more  about  it.    It  would 


have  been  better  even  to  have  post- 
poned the  entries  altogether  until  these 
Doys  had  qualified  themselves,  rather 
than  admit  cadets  on  a  test  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Colleagues  admitted  to  be  insufficient. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  recent  test 
would  be  sufficient,  and  he  hoped,  there- 
fore that  the  House  would  support  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Eeading 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  and  would  enable 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  overcome 
any  difficulty  which  might  exist  at  the 
Admiralty  in  opposition  to  open  com- 
petition. The  present  system  was  so 
unsatisfactory  that  he  thought  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  ought  to  be  called  to 
it,  and,  whatever  might  be  the  fate  of 
the  Motion  now  before  the  House,  he 
trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  the  House  an  opportunity,  on  some 
future  occasion,  of  ^scussing  and  de- 
ciding the  whole  question  of  the  admis- 
sion of  officers  to  the  Service. 

Captain  PBICE  said,  he  should  vote 
against  the  Besolution,  because  he  was 
opposed  to  admitting  children  of  12  or 
13  years  of  age  to  the  Service  by  com- 
petition. At  the  same  time,  he  was  in 
favour  of  limited  competition. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  171 ;  Noes 
130 :  Majority  41.--(Div.  List,  No.  182.) 


NAVY— THE  ROYAL  MARINES— PRO- 
MOTION AND  RETIREMENT. 

OBSERVATIONS.      QUESTIOIT. 

Admiral  EGEBTON  rose  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  want  of  information 
relating  to  the  promotion  and  retire- 
ment of  the  Boyal  Marines.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  said,  the  present 
system  was  highly  unsatisfaictoiy.  The 
Force  in  question  had  been  pushed 
about  from  pillar  to  post,  and,  in  fact, 
they  had  been  treated  as  if  they  did 
not  entirely  belong  to  one  Service  or 
the  other.  He  must,  therefore,  urge 
that  both  justice  and  economy  required 
that  some  remedy  should  be  found  for 
the  present  state  of  things.  He  wished 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Hunt),  if  there  was  any  scheme  ripened 
or  in  contemplation  with  regard  to  pro- 
motion and  retirement ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther it  would  be  laid  on  the  Table  before 
it  was  finally  presented  to  the  House  ? 
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The  Admiralty  admitted  that  what  had 
been  done  was  not  Batisfaotorj,  for  a 
sum  of  £5,000  had  been  taken  in  the 
Votes  this  year  to  improve  matters.  It 
would  be  muoh  better  that,  in  respect  of 
promotion  and  retirement,  the  Boyal 
Marines  should  be  separated  from  the 
Army  and  attached  to  the  Navy,  to  which 
they  naturally  belonged.  No  hi^h  com- 
mand had  ever  been  given  to  Marine  offi- 
cers beyond  the  ranS  of  colonel,  no  Staff 
appointment  had  been  ever  given  to 
tnem,  and  they  were  entirely  shut  out 
from  the  pecuniary  advantages  of  Service 
in  India.  He  fdt  perfecUy  sure  that 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  was  ex- 
tremely anxious  that  every  advantage 
should  be  given  to  the  Boyal  Marines, 
and  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  encourag- 
ing the  right  hon.  Qentleman  that  he 
had  put  on  the  Paper  the  Besolution 
which,  by  the  Rules  of  the  House,  he 
was  now  prevented  from  moving. 

QENsnAL  SiE  OEOBOE  BMiFOUB 
said,  with    regard  to   the  Betirement 
Scheme  for  the  Army,  we  had  entered 
into  a  great  experiment  involving  great 
expen£ture   and  many  chanees  of  a 
novel  and   totally  untested    character, 
and  no  one  knew  what  the  result  would 
be ;  but  the  question  with  respect  to  the 
Marines  was  very  simple.  It  was  simply 
one  involving  a  few  promotions  in  the 
seniors  of  each  grade.     It  needed  no 
actuarial  calculations,   for  the  obvious 
remedy  was  so  clearly  shown  by  the 
Marine  List  that    the    most    ordinary 
mind  could  at  once  dictate  the  remedy. 
All  we  had  to  dp  was  to  allow  the  senior 
officers  of  the  Marines  to  retire  upon 
increased  pensions,  and  by  that  way  to 
make  room  for  the  captains  and  sub- 
altern  officers  below   them,    many  of 
whom  had  been  in  the  service  30  years, 
of  those  in  the  captain  grades  and  in 
that  of  subaltern  20  years  without  having 
a  chance  of  promotion.   That  retirement 
would  involve  none  of  that  heartbreak- 
ing svstem  which  the  Army  system  con- 
templated of  making  officers  go  on  half- 
pay,  long  before  their  physical  powers 
were  impaired,  and  whilst  this  simple 
mode  of  retiring  senior  offioers  of  Ma- 
rines on  improved  pensions  would  give 
general  satLxfiaotion,  and  secure  for  cap- 
tains and  subalterns  their  promotion  in 
the  manner  and  in  the  exact  course  to 
which  the  Marines  had  been  aoouBtomed, 
the  country  would  be  spared  trom  the 
vast  outlay  which  the   unknown  and 
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doubtftd   plan   for   the    Army   would 
entail. 

Sm  JOHN  HAY  wished  to  nnr  i^  <^ 
words  in  favour  of  the  Boyal  Marinas. 
The  mode  in  which  they  had  been 
treated  during  the  last  two  yean  had 
been  unfortunate  even  for  the  Oovera* 
ment  The  idea  of  baaing  the  oonsiderm- 
tion  of  what  was  to  be  done  for  the 
promotion  of  the  Boyal  Marines  upon 
the  B^port  of  the  Armv  Commission  waa 
entirely  a  mistake.  The  Bo3ral  Marines 
were  a  seniority  corps,  the  same  as  the 
Boyal  Artillery  and  the  Boyal  Engineers. 
A  Oommittee,  presided  over  by  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Ponte- 
fraot,  had  inquired  into  the  petition  of 
these  three  corps,  and  while  their  recom- 
mendations had  been  acted  upon  in  the 
case  of  the  Boyal  Artillery  and  Bojal 
Engineers,  the  Boyal  Marines  never 
received  any  of  the  benefits  whidi 
had  been  received  by  Ae  other  two 
corps. 

Mn.  ANDEBSON  said,  he  had  never 
been  able  to  understand  why  ^e  claims 
of  Ae  Marines  should  be  postponed  till 
theBoyal  Oommissionhadpresentedtheir 
Beport  He  should  like  now  very  much 
to  xnow  what  was  to  be  done  for  the 
Marines.  He  knew  there  was  consider^ 
able  difficulty  in  dealing  with  the  Ma- 
rines ;  it  was  far  frt>m  easy  to  cause  a 
flow  of  promotion  in  so  small  a  fovoe 
with  so  few  hish  appointments,  but 
still  he  hoped  Uie  attempt  would  be 
made. 

Sib  MASSET  LOPES,  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  said,  he  was  verj 
glad  to  inform  the  hon.  Oentleman  that 
for  some  weeks  past  a  Oommittee  of 
three  Gentlemen,  one  representing  the 
Admiralty,  a  second  the  Marines,  and  a 
third  the  Treasury,  had  been  sitting 
four  days  in  the  week  at  the  Admiral^, 
and  giving  their  time  and  attention  to 
this  subject  Whenever  their  Beport 
was  made,  his  right  hon.  Friend  would 
be  most  anxious  to  give  effect  to  it,  and 
he  hoped  the  result  would  be  satiaiSiO- 
tory  to  the  House.  To  show .  that  the 
Admiralty  were  really  anxious  to  cmxvj 
out  this  arrangement,  he  might  state 
that  a  Vote  of  £5,000  had  been  taken 
in  the  Estimates  with  that  view. 

Mn.  SAMPSON  LLOYD  gave  credit 
to  the  Admiralty  for  its  intentioiis,  bvit 
was  dismayed  to  hear  of  another  Oom- 
mittee on  this  subject  That  meant 
obstruction   and    delay,    whereas   the 


197S        NitvySspart  of  H4        {Jtoi  18,  1877J        AreHe  Commiiiee.         1974 


whole  matter  was  simple  and  easy.  He 
should  have  thought  there  was  sufficient 
actuarial  skill  in  the  City  of  London  to 
have  framed  a  satisfiustory  sohmne  of 

Eomotion  and  retirement  for  the  Boyal 
arinea  without  delay.  Li  the  mean- 
time, a  feelinff  of  despair,  if  not  disgust, 
had  been  produced  in  the  minds  of  many 
of  the  officers.  How  could  it  be  other- 
wise when  men  had  been  lieutenants  in 
the  Sernce  for  18  years  without  promo- 
tion? He  protested  against  making 
the  interests  of  the  Marines  with  respect 
to  promotion  and  retirement  subservient 
to  those  of  the  Army,  and  hoped  the 
Session  would  not  be  allowed  to  pass 
without  substantial  justice  being  cu>ne 
to  them. 

Oaptaik  PDf  said,  the  question  was 
a  Teiy  simjde  one,  and  he  much  regretted 
the  Admiralty  had  not  shown  as  much 
seal  in  dealing  with  the  claims  of  the 
Marines  as  they  had  exhibited  in  for- 
warding the  promotion  of  the  Arctic 
explorers,  lliey  really  ought  out  of 
gratitude,  because  the  Marines  were  a 
very  Taluable  body  of  men.  If  it  had 
not  been  for  the  Marines  there  would 
hare  been  a  fearful  mutiny  on  board  the 
AUxtmdr0  the  other  day — [iAr»iMr«]— 
the  mutiny  would  haye  become  reaUr 
bad. 

Mb.  HUNT  said,  he  must  repudiate 
any  such  statement  as  that  made  by  the 
hon.  and  gaUant  Member.  There  was 
no  mutiny,  and  the  information  on  the 
subject  received  at  the  Admiral^  in  no 
way  confirmed  the  statement  he  had 
made. 

CAPTAnf  PIM  said,  the  information 
which  reached  him  was  that  the  Marines 
had  saved  the  ship  from  a  mutiny. 

Mb.  WHITWOETH,  as  a  matter  of 
common  sense,  supported  the  claims  of 
the  Marines. 

NAVY— CLAIMS  OF  MB.  JOHN  OLABE. 
OBSVBVATIONS. 

Mb.  BIGK^AB,  in  calling  attention  to 
the  claims  of  Mr.  John  Clare  on  the 
Qovemment  for  compensation  for  inven- 
tions and  desiffns,  alle^^  to  have  hwn 
supplied  to  we  Admiralty  in  connec- 
tion with  metal  shipbuiloing  and  the 
construction  of  ships  of  war,  observed 
that  the  claims  bemg  disputed  by  the 
Admiral^,  the  case  was  referred  to  a 
Oourt  of  Law  in  1866  and  1866.  The 
Oeuii  decided  that  the  Admiralty  were 


not  bound  to  give  compensation.  The 
evidence  as  to  whether  the  inventions 
were  or  were  not  new  was  contradic- 
tory. He  hoped  that  if  the  Oovem- 
ment  thou||^ht  Mr.  Glare  was  entitled  to 
compensation  they  would  give  him  com- 
pensation. 

NAVY— REPORT  OF  THE  ARCTIC  COM- 
MITTEE.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  LYON  PLATtAIR,  in  rising 
to  call  attention  to  the  Beport  of  the 
Admiralty  Arctic  Committee,  said :  My 
object  is  to  point  out  that  the  lessons  to 
be  derived  from  that  Expedition  are 
vastly  important  to  the  welfare,  not  only 
of  our  naval,  but  also  of  our  land  Forces, 
in  many  conditions  when  limited  food 
is  accompanied  with  heavy  labour.  I 
thought  these  lessons  were  so  obvious 
that  the  Admiralty  would  have  at  once 
proceeded  to  act  upon  them ;  but  when 
I  asked  the  Question  in  this  House,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Admiralty  calmly  in- 
formed us  that  no  other  Arotio  Expedi- 
tion was  in  contemplation,  but  if  another 
were  thoup;ht  of,  then  would  be  the  time 
for  a  consideration  of  what  produced  the 
breakdown  of  the  late  Expedition  from 
scurvy.  This  want  of  power  of  ^ne- 
ralization  from  an  important  expenenoe 
is  my  justification  for  now  askinff  the 
attention  of  the  House.  The  expenence 
of  this  Arotio  Expedition  may,  however, 
produce  ffreat  benefits  to  the  future  of 
our  combatant  Services,  as  well  as  to 
those  civil  emplo3rments  in  which  labour 
has  to  be  peru>rmed  under  conditions  of 
imperfect  food.  Scurvy  is  not  confined 
to  ships;  armies  in  the  field  suffer  from 
it  severely.  Our  own  troops  in  the 
Crimea  were  attacked  bv  it,  and  the 
French  troops  especially  felt  this  terrible 
scourge.  Now,  if  our  Admiralty  are  to 
go  to  sleep  upon  this  important  subject 
until  a  prospective  Arctic  Expedition 
wakens  them,  much  human  suffering 
and  unavoidable  miseiy  will  result, 
which  miffht  have  been  avoided  by  ac- 
cepting the  lessons  of  the  late  Arctic 
Expedition.  Let  me  state  the  case  very 
shortly.  Two  vessels,  the  Alert  and  the 
IHtoovery,  were  sent  out  in  1875  to  make 
discoveries  in  the  Polar  regions.  Their 
officers  and  crews  were  selected  with 
scrupulous  care,  and  were  men  of  ex- 
perience and  vi^ur.  The  ship  dietaries 
were  sufficient  m  quantity  and  varied  in 
quality,  except  that  die  ordinary  supply 
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of  one  oz.  of  lime  joioe  daily  was 
scarcely  sufficient  for  such  a  service. 
The  hygienic  condition  of  the  ship  and 
its  ventilation  are  much  praised  by  Sir 
Oeorge  Nares,  the  commander,  though 

1  think  the  evidence  proves  the  ven- 
tilation to  have  been  deplorably  bad. 
At  night  the  state  of  the  air  in  the 
sleeping  deck  was  much  worse  than 
it  has  been  found  in  any  of  the 
lowest  class  of  theatres  in  London  at 
11  o'clock,  for  it  generally  contained 
from  five  to  eight  times  as  much  car- 
bonic acid  as  good  air  does.  No  means 
were  provided  for  warming  the  outer  air 
necessary  to  ventilate  the  lower  decks, 
and  without  such  means  efficient  venti- 
lation was  impracticable.  In  our  bar- 
racks 600  cubic  feet  of  clear  space  is  the 
regulation  allowance  for  each  man,  but 
the  Alert  had  only  107,  and  the  Discovery 
140  cubic  feet.  In  consequence  of  the 
want  of  circulating  air,  the  moisture  con- 
densed along  with  the  organic  effluvia, 
and  often  flowed  back  on  the  bed- 
clothes. When  the  spring  came,  the 
men  were  examined  for  sledging,  and 
pronounced  to  be  strong  and  well.  But 
all  the  witnesses,  both  medical  and  nau- 
tical, agree  that  this  long  confinement 
probably  predisposed  the  men  to  the 
attacks  of  disease.  We  now  come  to  the 
spring  sledeing.  The  men  were  pro- 
nounced fit  for  sledging  about  the  begin- 
ning of  April,  1876.  The  subject  of 
sledge  dietary  had  been  discussed  by  the 
Arctic  Committee  in  England.  On  no 
subject  has  more  knowledge  been  ob- 
tained in  recent  years  than  in  regard  to 
the  science  of  food.  Science  has  taught 
us  how  to  supply  food  in  direct  propor- 
tion to  the  labour  to  be  performed,  for 
the  co-^dent  of  food  with  respect  to 
labour  can  now  be  calculated.  But  no 
chemist  or  hygienist  of  eminence  was 
called  into  council  on  the  subject  of  diet- 
aries in  this  Arctic  Committee.  A  scheme 
of  sledge  dietary  was  prepared  and  fur- 
nished to  Captain  Nares.    It  was  alto- 

f ether  different  from  the  ship  dietary, 
ts  main  substance  was  pemmican,  a 
very  nutritious  compound  made  of  dried 
flesh  and  fat.  Of  this,  1  lb.  was  the 
ration  for  each  man.  Besides  this  he 
had  14  oz.  of  biscuits,  4  oz.  of  bacon,  and 

2  oz.  of  preserved  potato,  and  some  other 
accessaries.  The  characteristic  of  this 
sledee  dietary,  as  compared  with  the 
ship's  dietary,  is  the  omall  Quantity  of 
vegetables,  amounting  to  only  2  oz.  of 
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potatoes.  Nothing  is  more  elementary 
m  dietetics  than  that  a  defidenoy  of 
vegetables  promotes  scurvy.  Where 
vegetables  cannot  be  procured,  lime 
juice  is  used,  and  since  its  introdnotion 
into  our  Navy  scurvy  has  almost  ceased 
to  exist.  Of  course,  the  Admiralty  au- 
thorities could  not  forget  this  fact.  The 
Medical  Director  (General  of  the  Admi- 
ralty pointed  it  out  in  a  stronglv-worded 
Memorandum  which  the  Lotqs  of  the 
Admiralty  enclosed  to  Captain  Nares  in 
his  sailing  directions.  Cm  the  foroe  of 
this  act  I  am  not  qualified  to  speak ;  but 
as  I  observe  various  distinguished  officers 
of  the  Navy  apparentlv  m  readiness  to 
follow  me,  I  leave  it  to  them  to  sav  whe- 
ther the  sailing  directions  in  referring 
to  the  medical  Memorandum  gave  an 
order  or  merely  a  reoommendatian. 
However,  there  is  no  doubt  that  the 
importance  of  lime  juice  to  sledging  par- 
ties was  brought  before  the  Commanders 
of  the  Expedition.  When  they  were 
about  to  start  without  it,  the  doctors, 
both  of  the  Alert  and  Dieeovery,  drew 
the  attention  of  the  captain  to  the  omis- 
sion. They  were  told  that  the  inconve- 
niences of  carrying  it  were  greater  than 
its  advantages.  Do  not  let  me  under- 
rate the  inoonveniencee.  Each  man 
ought  to  have  had  as  a  minimum  one 
oz.  of  lime  juice  per  day.  Indeed, 
two  oz.  would  not  have  been  too 
much.  But  the  lime  juice  was  frozen 
into  a  solid,  and  besides  its  own  weight, 
it  would  have  required  extra  f^el  to  melt 
it.  This  miffht  have  been  done  at  the 
mid-day  hsdt,  but  it  involved  addi- 
tional expenditure  of  time.  Well,  these 
difficulties  appeared  to  Captain  Naree 
so  formidable,  that  he  preferred  to  act 
on  his  own  responsibihty,  and  rejected 
the  advice  of  the  medical  authorities. 
He  was  encouraged  in  this  by  the  re- 
membrance that  uiere  had  been  frequent 
sledffing  parties  of  other  Expeditions 
which  had  g^ne  without  lime  juice,  and 
returned  eitiier  with  no  scurvy,  or  with 
little  scurvy.  But  Captain  Nares  necMl 
not  have  had  to  contend  with  these  diffi- 
culties at  all,  if  a  little  foresight  and 
science  had  been  brought  into  council 
before  the  Expedition  started.  His  chief 
difficulty  was  the  increased  weight  of 
the  lime  juice.  As  90  parts  out  of  100 
of  lime  juice  consist  mainly  of  water, 
why  was  it  not  sent  out  in  a  concentrated 
form  for  the  sledging  expedition  when 
its  importance  had  been  urged  ?    If  '  ~ 
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had  never  been  thought  of  before,  Borelj 
this  idea  of  concenfoation  would  have 
suggested  itself  to  any  man  of  science 
had  he  been  consulted  in  regard  to  it. 
But  more  than  a  century  ago,  Dr. 
Lind  showed  how  lime  juice  may  be 
concentrated  by  evaporating  its  water, 
and  that  it  can  be  carried  in  about  a 
twentieth  part  of  its  bulk  and  weight. 
Since  then,$^many  improvements  have 
been  made  in  concentrating  vegetable 
juices  at  moderate  temperatures  by  eva- 
porating them  in  vacuo.  Carrying  out 
Dr.  Lind's  idea,  lime  juice  could  have 
been  so  concentrated  that  three  lozenges 
a-day  sucked  by  each  man  would  have 
given  him  the  contents  of  one  oz.  of 
Hme  j  nice.  But  it  was  not  Obtain  Nares' 
duty  to  know  about  this.  That  was  an 
actual  fault  in  fitting  out  the  Expedition. 
I  ought  to  state  that  Captain  Nares  had 
given  the  men  a  double  amount  of  lime 
juice  for  some  time  before  they  started. 
His  intentions  were  good,  for  he  seems 
to  have  thought  it  possible  to  saturate 
the  men  wiw  lime  juice  as  one  can  do 
with  calomel.  But  lime  juice  is  a  food, 
and  not  a  medicine.  One  might  as  well 
try  to  saturate  navvies  with  beefsteaks 
and  then  set  them  to  heavy  work  upon 
gruel,  as  to  send  men  on  a  long  and 
arduous  Expedition  without  lime  juice 
to  complete  an  imperfect  diet.  We  are 
now  at  the  point  when  the  sledging  ex- 
pedition started  in  April,  with  only  two 
ounces  of  preserved  potatoes  to  represent 
vegetable  diet,  and  no  lime  juice.  The 
sledge  crews  were  put  upon  tne  new  diet 
without  preparing  them  for  the  change. 
The  labour  is  at  once  arduous  and  the 
cold  is  intense.  But  the  stomachs  of  the 
men  rebel  against  the  new  food,  and 
they  are  unable  to  take  their  full  rations. 
The  dietetic  value  of  their  food,  inde- 
pendently of  its  want  of  vegetables,  or  its 
equivalent  of  lime  juice,  was  sufficient 
for  ordinary  labour,  but  was  not  suffi- 
cient for  the  extraordinary  labour  which 
these  brave  men  then  had  to  undergo. 
But  even  if  it  had  been  sufficient,  the 
men  could  not  for  some  time  accustom 
their  stomachs  to  consume  the  whole 
rations.  Under  any  drcumetances  their 
health  must  have  suffered,  but  that  most 
depressing  of  all  sufferings,  scurvy,  need 
not  have  appeared  if  the  vegetable  had 
been  there  in  due  proportion  to  the 
animal  diet.  On  ship-board,  imder  such 
circumstances  of  defective  food,  scurvy 
appears  in  about  six  weeks ;  but  in  these 


dedffing  parties  it  attacked  the  men 
mu<£  earlier.  The  northern  sledging 
party,  which  experienced  the  greatest 
difficulty,  got  it  in  about  10  days ;  the 
eastern  i^arty,  which  had  similar  but 
somewhat  fewer  difficulties,  in  17  days; 
and  the  western  party,  with  a  better  line 
of  march,  in  27  days.  Had  it  not  been 
for  the  gallant  and  judicious  exertions  of 
Oaptain  Nares  and  his  officers  and  men 
in  the  rescuing  parties,  far  more  than 
three  deaths  would  have  represented  the 
mortality  resulting  irom  these  Expedi- 
tions. Out  of  60  cases  of  scurvy,  58  oc- 
curred among  the  men  in  the  sledging 
parties.  Upon  this  point  it  is  sufficient 
to  quote  Oaptain  Nares — 

<<  Had  there  been  no  sledging  work,  I  believe 
that  the  disease  would  not  have  betrayed  its 
presence  among  us,  and  had  the  officers  been 
called  npon  from  the  first  to  perform  as  severe 
labour  as  the  men,  I  think  they  would  have 
been  equally  attacked." 

At  this  time  Sir  Oeorge  Nares  believed 
that  the  men  started  with  the  seeds  of 
disease  in  them,  and  that  these  seeds 
fructified  under  labour.  It  had  not  then 
struck  him  that  the  absence  of  lime  juice 
from  the  diet  might  be  the  cause  of  the 
scurvy.  But  he  thinks  otherwise  on 
reviewing  the  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry,  because  he  says  in 
answer  to  Question  170 — ''I  consider 
now  lime  juice  to  be  an  essential  article 
of  sledging  diet ; "  and  he  repeats  that 
opinion  in  other  words  at  Question  496. 
I  mention  this,  because  Oaptain  Mark- 
ham  denies  its  value,  and  scouts  at  the 
evidence.  The  Admiralty,  in  their  letter 
to  Sir  G-eorge  Nares,  printed  a  few  days 
ago,  regret  that  he  did  not  follow  the 
medical  coimsels  on  the  subject,  but 
admit  that  he  had  serious  difficulties  to 
contend  with.  With  my  strong  views 
of  the  dietetic  error  committed,  I  would 
not  have  expressed  myself  in  any 
stronger  terms  as  to  the  error  in  judg- 
ment. There  has  been  too  severe  public 
condemnation  of  an  error  of  judraient 
which  many  of  us  might  and  probably 
would  have  committea  under  like  cir- 
cumstances. As  to  censuring  the  G-o- 
vemment  for  conferring  honours  on  these 
brave  Arctic  explorers  on  account  of 
their  gallantry  in  an  Expedition  never 
exceeded  in  its  dangers  and  hardships, 
I  should  feel  ashamed  of  myself  if  it 
could  be  believed  that  my  object  in 
drawing  attention  to  this  subject  was  to 
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ohftllenge  th«  propriety  of  these  hononrsi 
or  to  lessen  tne  lustre  of  their  aohiere* 
inents.  Mj  sole  purpose  is  to  entreat 
both  the  Departments  whioh  hare  charge 
of  the  Army  and  Navy  of  this  oountry 
to  lay  to  heart  the  teachings  of  this  Ex- 
pedition. I  do  not  wish  them  to  wait 
another  100  years,  as  they  hare  done 
since  the  time  of  Dr.  lind,  before  they 
try  on  a  large  and  sufficient  scale,  whe« 
tiier  concentrated  lime  juice  will  not 
answer  the  purposes  of  ordinary  lime 
juice.  We  neea  not  in  future  expose 
our  armies  to  attacks  of  scunry,  if  two  or 
three  lozenges  containing  a  day's  supply 
can  be  carried  in  each  man's  pocket. 
We  may  also  profit  by  the  experience  of 
the  Expedition  in  the  knowledge  that 
protracted  marches  and  heavy  labour 
cannot  be  undertaken  by  men  who  have 
lonff  been  kept  under  me  bad  hygienic 
conditions  of  a  vitiated  atmosphere  due 
to  bad  ventilation.  Our  knowledge  both 
as  to  hynene  and  food  has  g^reatly  im- 
proved in  late  years  by  the  discoveries 
of  science,  and  it  will  not  do  for  our 
public  Departments,  or  for  the  officers 
whom  they  employ,  to  ignore  the  teach- 
ings of  science,  and  to  be  satisfied  by 
the  more  empirical  eneriences  gathered 
in  past  Expeditions,  lor  it  was  that  re- 
liance which  proved  the  sunken  rook 
that  wrecked  the  Arctic  Expedition  in 
spite  of  the  gallant  and  intelligent  officers 
who  commanded  and  served  in  it. 

Db.  CAMERON  shared  to  the  fullest 
extent  the  admiration  of  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Lyon  Playfair)  on  the 
conduct  of  these  Arctic  explorers.  But 
he  must  say  that  in  this  case  the  Admi- 
ralty was  scarcely  entitled  to  so  much 
credit  as  he  was  inclined  to  give  to  them. 
Looking  at  the  Beport  of  the  Oommittee, 
there  appeared  to  have  been  a  terrible 
want  of  foresight.  A  Committee  was 
appointed  before  the  Arctic  Expedition 
went  out ;  but  it  would  seem  from  the 
evidence  of  Captain  Stevenson  that  this 
Committee  dia  not  fully  impress  upon 
Sir  George  Nares  the  necessi^  for  lime 
juice.  The  Medical  Director  Oeneral  of 
the  Navy,  Sir  Alexander  Armstrong, 
was  entiUed  to  be  heard  on  the  subject ; 
but  his  advice  had  been  neglected  in  the 
matter  of  diet  and  exercise.  He  recom- 
mended that  the  men  should  have  2  lbs. 
of  meat  per  day,  but  it  was  only  given 
them  for  dinner.  They  were  not  exer- 
cised, as  he  advised,  five  or  six  hours  a- 
day,  and  whilst  he  recommended  that 
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meat  preserved  otiier  than  by  sah  should 
have  De(Mi  supplied  to  the  Expedition, 
it  was  proved  m  evidence  that  the  ma«t 
supplied  was  exceptionally  Bah  and 
haxa.  He  also  recommended  that  th« 
men  should  be  practised  to  eat  pemmioan 
beforehand.  This  was  not  done.  Tb« 
want  of  lime  juice  was  positively  in«z« 
plicable.  Sir  Alexander  Armstrong  had 
specially  mentioned  that  it  should  be 
taken  on  sledging  parties,  but  it  was 
not  taken,  even  as  a  modicine.  Captain 
Markham,  however,  took  several  bottlea 
with  him,  and  was  able  to  melt  it,  and 
by  administering  it  to  men  who  had 
sourvTi  to  alleviate  their  sufferings. 
Another  remarkable  fact  was  that  the 
surgeons  of  the  Expedition  gave  in- 
structions to  the  officers  in  command  of 
the  sledge  parties  onl^  for  the  various 
small  accidents  that  might  occur.  They 
did  not  appear  to  have  thought  of  tha 
danger  of  scurvy.  The  consequence  was 
that  the  officers  did  not  even  reoognise 
the  siffna  of  Uie  disease.  It  was  stated 
that  the  reason  why  they  did  not  oarrj 
lime  juice  was  because  of  its  weiffht; 
but  it  should  be  remembered  that  tmers 
were  other  articles  carried  which  were 
of  equal  or  g^reater  weight  Bum,  fStyr 
instance,  was  carried^  and  some  of  it 
used  for  fuel,  although  spirits  of  wine 
would  have  answered  the  purpose  better. 
It  was  stated  that  lime  juice  could  not 
be  carried  in  bottles,  because  they  would 
burst.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  bottles 
taken  by  Ci^tain  Markham  d^  not  burst; 
and,  in  any  case,  it  could  have  been 
carried  in  skins.  The  fact  appeared  to 
be  that  an  outbreak  of  scurvy  was  not 
anticipated  during  the  first  year.  Then, 
again,  the  ventilation  of  the  ships  was 
defective,  but  that  was  a  matter  which 
should  not  have  been  left  to  the  surgeons 
when  they  neared  the  North  Pole,  but 
should  have  been  arranged  beforehand. 
It  would  have  been  perfectly  easy  to 
introduce  heated  air.  As  it  was  the 
means  adopted,  though  defective,  were 
very  creditable  to  Captain  Nares  and 
his  surgeon.  Another  point  was  the 
comparative  immunity  of  the  officers. 
The  officers  had  a  much  more  varied  diet 
than  the  men,  and  a  much  smaller  pro- 
portion,  if  any,  of  them  were  attacked 
with  scurvy,  very  little  firesh  meat  was 
carried  in  tne  Expedition,  and  there  were 
no  eggs,  thouffh,  by  a  well-known  pro- 
cess, eggs  could  be  kept  firesh  for  several 
months.    Neither  was  there  any  oon^ 
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densed  milk  taken  out  In  iSaot,  flM 
zationB  of  the  men  appeared  to  be  nxuoh 
on  a  par  with  what  oooorred  25  years 
ago.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
done  good  servioe  in  showing  what  was 
to  be  done,  and  what  to  be  avoided  in 
the  future,  and  had  proved  that,  if  ever 
we  were  to  have  another  Arctic  Expe- 
dition, we  should  test  the  efficiency  of 
such  things  as  condensed  lime  juice  and 
other  anti-scorbutics  without  loss  of 
time.  He  had  also  proved  that  the 
failure  of  the  Expedition  did  not  establish 
the  fact  that  all  further  investigation  was 
hopeless  and  ought  not  to  be  entered 
upon. 

Mr.  GOUELEY  said,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  Sir  G«oree  Nares  was  not 
entirely  free  from  blame.  He  was, 
however,  justified  in  not  sending  lime 
juice  wiih  the  sledge  parties.  No  doubt, 
in  not  doing  so,  he  went  against  the 
opinion  expressed  by  medical  men  at 
home  and  that  of  his  own  medical  offi- 
cers. There  were,  however,  two  opi- 
nions on  the  subject,  audit  should  oe 
remembered  that  he  had  had  experience 
of  hot  as  well  as  cold  countries,  and  in 
the  latter  men  were  very  rarely  attacked 
by  scurvy,  being  more  subject  to  frost- 
bite. Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  departed 
from  established  customs  in  the  Bed 
Biver  Expedition  by  abstaining  from 
the  usual  use  of  alcoholic  stimulants-— 
substituting  tea,  coffee,  and  milk,  and 
to  that  he  attributed  the  fact  that  he 
had  scarcely  a  single  case  of  sickness 
from  the  time  he  left  Montreal  to  that 
of  his  return.  There  was,  however,  in 
all  changes  nothing  like  success.  He 
thought  they  had  been  too  hasly  in 
conferring  rewards  on  Sir  Georee  Nares 
and  the  Expedition.  He  thou^t,  how- 
ever, that  there  should  have  been  a 
thorough  investigation  into  the  subject 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  and  had 
that  been  done  the  honour  which  had 
been  conferred  on  Oaptain  Nares  might 
perhaps  have  been  deferred.  He  trusted 
that  the  experience  now  gained  would 
be  remembered,  in  order  that  the  use  of 
lime  juice  might  be  more  carefully  at- 
tended to  on  future  occasions. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  thought  the  Admi- 
ralty had  rather  put  themselves  into  a 
difficulty  by  the  method  they  h|kd  em^ 
ployed  of  dealinff  with  this  matter.  The 
hon.  Member  who  had  last  spoken  (Mr. 
Gourley)  had  hinted  at  the  probability 
of  the  honour  conferred  on  Sir  Geoi^ 


Nares  having  been  withheld  if  the  in- 

Jniry  had  taken  place  sooner.  He  (Mr. 
l-osohen)  must  confess  he  could  see 
nothing  in  the  letter  that  had  been  ad« 
dressed  by  the  Admiralty  to  Sir  George 
Nares,  or  in  the  result  of  the  investiga- 
tion by  the  Committee,  which  could 
justify  the  belief  that  Sir  George  Nares 
would  have  been  deprived  of  the  honours 
justly  given  to  him,  even  if  the  inquiry 
had  occurred  at  an  earlier  date.  The 
purport  of  the  letter — which  had  not 
been  circulated  amongst  hon.  Members 
— was,  no  doubt,  that  the  Admiralty  ac- 
cepted the  conclusions  arrived  at  by  the 
Committee,  and  while  they  thought  there 
had  been  an  error  in  judgment  in  not 
issuing  lime  juice,  they  felt  the  force  of 
the  reasoning  that  had  guided  Sir  George 
Nares,  and  did  not  wish  to  censure  him, 
or  to  destroy  the  satisfaction  he  had  de- 
rived from  the  honours  he  had  received 
from  his  Sovereign.  Some  soreness  had 
been  expressed  either  by  Sir  George 
Nares  or  his  friends  as  to  the  Order  of 
Beference  of  the  Committee  which  was 
appointed  to  consider,  amongst  other 
things,  **  whether  the  orders  issued  by 
the  Oonmiander  of  the  Expedition  were 
proper  orders,"  and  it  was  contended 
that  that  was  really  placing  Sir  George 
Nares  on  his  trial,  and  that  he  ought  to 
have  had  notice  of  the  charges  that  were 
to  be  brought  against  him,  whereas  he 
was  not  informed,  until  he  was  tmder 
examination,  that  the  orders  issued  by 
him  were  called  in  question.  It  was 
further  represented  that  if  his  conduct 
was  to  be  inquired  into,  it  should  be  by 
officers  on  active  servioe  and  in  the 
mode  in  which  such  charges  were  ge- 
nerally dealt  with.  That  might  be 
owing  to  the  inquiry  having  been  so 
long  postponed  by  the  Admiralty,  and 
he  could  not  even  now  understand^why  it 
had  not  been  instituted  at  a  much  earlier 
date.  He  trusted,  however,  that  Sir 
George  Nares  would  not  attach  too  much 
importance  to  this  question  of  procedure, 
though  the  two  questions  with  which 
the  Committee  were  appointed  to  deal 
— namely,  the  scientific  matter  and  the 
administration  of  an  officer  on  active  ser- 
vice— were  seldom  mixed  up  together 
and  referred  to  a  Committee,  as  in  the 
present  ease.  He  hoped,  too,  it  to  be 
pointed  out  by  the  Government  that  the 
error  of  judgment  in  the  case  was  com- 
mitted under  very  difficult  circumstances, 
and  did  not  detract  from  the  general 
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oharaoter  of  the  oommander  of  the  Expe- 
dition. The  House  knew  how  sensitiye 
naval  officers  were  to  everything  like  a 
reflection  upon  their  professional  action ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Admiralty 
were  quite  justified  in  calling  attention 
to  this  error  in  judgment,  although  it 
was  one  which,  in  the  circumstances,  any 
officer  might  have  made. 

Db.  Lush  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  everyone  was  to  be  whitewashed 
connected  with  the  Expedition.  Some 
one,  however,  had  been  to  blame.  No 
one  had  expected  the  Expedition  to  re- 
turn within  one  year  without  having 
accomplished  its  object.  The  House 
ought  to  go  somewhat  deeper  into  the 
matter,  and  the  question  K>r  them  to 
decide  was  whether  it  should  be  in  the 
power  of  any  officer  to  be  allowed  to 
run  counter  to  the  express  directions 
that  he  carried  with  him.  If  a  naval 
officer  were  allowed  to  run  counter  to 
the  lessons  of  scientific  investigation 
which  experience  had  conclusively  proved 
to  be  true,  there  would  be  no  security 
against  similar  failures  in  future,  and 
he  hoped  that  not  one  farthing  of  the 
public  money  would  ever  be  votra  for  an 
Arctic  Expedition  again  without  taking 
some  guarantees  that  the  rules  laid  down 
should  be  strictly  observed.  The  country 
had  expected  that  the  Expedition  would 
be  a  success ;  and,  in  his  opinion,  it  was 
owing  to  a  dereliction  of  duty  on  the 
part  of  the  managers  of  the  Expedition 
that  it  was  not  a  success. 

Mr.  hunt  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Lyon  Playfeur) 
began  by  complaining  that  a  Question 
he  had  put  did  not  receive  the  answer 
he  had  expected;  but  he  (Mr.  Hunt) 
did  not  regret  that  there  had  been  some 
misapprehension  as  to  its  purport ;  for  if 
there  nad  not,  they  woula  probably  not 
have  heard  the  interesting  statement  he 
had  lust  made,  which  would  be  very 
valuable  on  account  of  his  scientific 
treatment  of  the  subject,  and  also  for 
the  generous  expressions  he  had  used 
with  reference  to  the  commander  ot  the 
Expedition.  He  was  very  glad,  also, 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Ooschen)  had  expressed  himself  in  the 
same  sense  with  regard  to  Sir  (George 
Nares.  It  had  b^n  said  there  was 
some  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  friends 
of  Sir  (George  Nares  as  to  the  nature  of 
the  tribunal  to  which  this  matter  had 
been  referred.    That  was  the  first  time 
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he  had  heard  of  the  existence  of  subh  a 
feeling.  There  was  no  bharge  made  in 
the  terms  of  the  Beferenoe  against  Sir 
Qearge  Nares.  In  settling  its  terms,  he 
(Mr.  Hunt)  considered,  not  that  there 
was  any  charge  of  disobeying  orders  to 
be  inquired  into,  but  that  the  question 
was  wnether  Sir  Oeonre  Nares  had  pro- 
perly exercised  the  <uscretion  veetaa  in 
him  in  framine  the  dietary  of  the  sled^ 
parties.  He  did  not  consider  that  in 
the  letter  the  Admiralty  addressed  to 
him  there  was  any  serious  reflection 
upon  him,  although  it  was  stated  that 
he  ougl\t  to  have  ffiven  more  weight  to 
the  recommendations  of  the  Medical 
Director  (General — a  view  which  he  be- 
lieved was  ^eneraUy  entertained*  He 
considered  Sir  Oeorge  Nares  was  placed 
in  a  difficult  position;  but  if  he  had 
disobeyed  orders  a  very  difierent  tribu- 
nal would  have  triea  the  case.  Sir 
Oeorge  Nares  did  not  disobey  orders. 
[Captain  Pnc:  Sir  (George  Nares  did 
most  decidedly  disobey  orders.]  He 
was  not  ordered  by  the  Admiral^  to 
follow  the  recommendations  of  the  Me- 
dical Director  Oeneral;  perhaps  the  Ad- 
miralty was  to  blame  for  not  giving 
that  order,  but  it  was  not  given,  and  aU 
that  was  done  was  to  give  him  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Medical  Director 
Oeneral,  expecting,  of  course,  that  he 
would  ffive  due  weight  to  them.  [Dr. 
Lush  desired  to  explain  that  he  nad 
spoken  on  the  understanding  that  the 
order  had  been  given.l  It  might  be 
said  the  Admiralty  ought  to  have  given 
the  order,  but  they  left  a  l^rgo  discretion 
to  the  commander  of  the  ^bcpedition. 
They  furnished  him  with  instructions 
prepared  by  the  most  experienced  Arctic 
officers,  and  with  the  recommendations 
of  the  Medical  Director  (General;  and, 
although  these  might  have  been  carried 
out  to  a  certain  extent,  he  could  not  say 
that  it  was  possible  to  carry  them  out 
fully.  As  to  the  statement  of  the'hon. 
Oentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Oourley)  that 
they  were  too  hasty  in  awarding  honours, 
the  officers  who  had  received  promotion 
and  honours  were  well  entitlea  to  them, 
and  he  should  be  ^r^  if  that  were  not 
the  opinion  of  the  House  and  of  the 
public.  The  question  given  to  Captain 
Nares  to  solve  was  a  most  difficult  one 
— as  difficult  a  one  as  could  be  given  to 
a  man.  The  amount  of  weight  to  which 
he  was  obliged  to  limit  the  sledge  bur- 
dens was  swih  that  it  was  impossible 
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fbr  thmu  to  carry  the  quantity  of  lime 
jnioe  that  otherwise  would  have  been 
supplied  to  them.  No  doubt,  he  was 
influenced  in  his  decision  by  the  experi- 
ence of  other  sledging  expeditions,  wnioh 
took  no  lime  juice,  and  escaped  the  out- 
break of  scurry ;  that  fact,  coupled  with 
the  great  difRculties  that  would  arise 
from  increasing  the  burden  of  the 
sledges,  no  doubt  induced  him  to  start 
without  the  lime  juice.  All  these  con- 
siderations, in  his  mind,  overbore  the 
recommendations  of  the  Medical  Director 
Oeneral,  particularly  when  he  remem- 
bered that  the  condition  and  endurance 
of  the  men  had  been  more  severely 
tested  than  had  those  of  men  who  had 
dispensed  with  lime  juice  without  in- 
curring risk.  No  man  could  be  put  in 
a  more  difficult  position,  and,  though  it 
was  to  be  regretted  that  he  did  not  give 
more  weight  to  the  recommendations, 
every  allowance  must  be  made  for  him 
in  the  circumstances ;  and  he  should  be 
sorry  that  aujrthing  like  censure  should 
be  pronounced  upon  him,  when  all  credit 
was  due  to  him  for  the  successful  way 
in  which  he  had  conducted  the  arduous 
undertaking  with  regard  to  every  other 
matter.  Those  who  had  read  the  nar- 
rative of  the  Expedition  must  admire 
the  groat  readiness  of  resource  displayed 
by  Sir  George  Nares  and  by  the  second 
in  command,  and  the  ability  with  which 
the  ships  were  extricated  from  great 
dangers  and  brought  home  almost  m  as 
sound  a  condition  as  they  were  in  at 
startinjf.  To  say  that  the  Expedition 
failed  in  its  primary  object  on  account  of 
the  outbreak  of  scunrr  was  to  misrepre- 
sent the  facts,  for  if  there  had  been  no 
outbreak  the  Expedition  could  not  have 
reached  the  Pole.  The  Pole  was  im- 
practicable ;  therefore,  it  was  wrong  to 
sa^  the  Expedition  failed  in  its  main 
object  by  reason  of  the  outbreak  of 
scurvy.  It  was  quite  possible  that  more 
of  the  coast  of  Greenland  might  have 
been  charted  if  the  outbreak  of  scurvy 
had  not  occurred;  but  the  Expedition 
never  could  have  reached  the  Pde.  The 
appearance  of  delay  in  issuing  the  order 
for  the  Committee  only  needed  an  expla- 
nation of  the  cause.  The  matter  was 
first  referred  to  the  Medical  Director 
General,  who  called  for  a  great  deal  of 
information,  and  made  a  report  which 
was  referred  to  Sir  George  Wares,  who 
wrote  a  brief  letter,  in  which  he  ex- 
pressed a  desire  to  make  a  farther  com- 

VOL.  OCXXXIV.     [thieo  smies.] 


munication,  and  the  second  letter  raised 
the  issue  whether  it  was  possible  for  the 
sledge  parties  to  have  carried  the  lime 
juice;  it  was  not  merely  a  medic^ 
question,  but  it  was  whether  the  lime 
juice  could  have  been  carried.  He 
thought  that  was  a  matter  that  might 
fairly  be  inquired  into,  and  he  was 
anxious  to  have  a  Oommittee  on  which 
reliance  could  be  placed,  and  which 
would  command  the  confidence  of  the 
public.  It  was  important  to  have  medi- 
cal men  on  the  Committee ;  but  it  was 
not  easy  to  find  gentlemen  not  in  prac- 
tice who  would  command  public  confi- 
dence. There  was,  therefore,  some 
trouble  in  constituting  the  Committee, 
and,  though  its  Report  was  short,  what 
was  substantially  a  part  of  it — the  paper 
written  by  the  medical  Members  of  the 
Oommittee — was  an  elaborate  and  valu- 
able document,  which  it  was  a  great  ad- 
vantage to  the  countrv  to  possess.  The 
Committee  was  fairly  constituted ;  it 
was  presided  over  by  an  Admiral  of 
g^eat  distinction ;  there  were  upon  it 
two  other  Admirals  of  Arctic  experience; 
and  there  were  also  medical  gentlemen 
connected  with  the  Naval  Service.  He 
believed  the  tribunal  was  as  fair  a  one 
as  could  have  been  constituted,  and  that 
it  was  practically  judicial  in  character. 
He  was  sorrv  if,  in  accepting  its  conclu- 
sions, they  should  be  thought  to  detract 
from  the  very  g^eat  merits  of  Sir  George 
Nares  as  commander  of  the  Expedition. 
It  was  certainly  unfortunate  that  he 
did  not  ffive  proper  attention  to  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Medical  Director 
General  as  to  the  lime  juice,  but  he  be- 
lieved that  very  few  men  placed  in  Sir 
George Nares's  position  would  have  made 
fewer  mistakes  than  he  had.  With  re- 
gard to  the  claims  of  Mr.  John  Clare, 
ever  since  he  had  been  in  that  House 
Mr.  Clare  had  persistently  made  claims 
on  the  Admiralty.  They  had  been  ex- 
amined by  successive  Lords  of  the  Ad- 
miralty and  by  a  Court  of  Law,  and  had 
not  been  sustained,  and  he  was  afraid 
that  those  who  took  them  up  now  would 
find  that  the^  were  only  beatinff  the  air. 
He  was  not  m  a  position,  at  aU  events, 
to  reverse  the  decision  which  had  al- 
ready been  pronounced  in  regard  to 
them. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,''  put,  and 
agr$€d  to. 
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SUPPLY— NAVY  ESTIMATES- 
H.M.8.  "  INFLEXIBLE." 

Supply — eomidend  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  hunt,  in  proposing  Vote  No.  6, 
said,  it  was  bis  duty  to  make  a  short  ex- 
planation with  regard  to  certain  changes 
which  had  been  made  in  the  Programme 
submitted  to  the  House  on  a  former 
occasion,  which  the  Committee  would 
probably   like    to    hear   of.     If  those 
changes  had  not  been  of  a  very  simple 
character,  he  should  not  have  proposed 
to  take  that  Vote  to-night,  but  the  al- 
terations related  more  to  the  time  to  be 
taken  up  by  certain  works  than  to  any- 
thing else.  Under  the  original  Programme 
it  had  been  intended  to  commence  by 
contract  certain  unarmoured  ships.  They 
would  not  have  been  completed  in  this 
year,  with  few  exceptions.    They  had 
also  proposed  in  the  Dockyards  to  un- 
dertase  the  repair  of  the  boilers  and  the 
machinery    of   certain    iron-clads.     In 
the  ordinary  course  of  things  the    re- 
pairs for  those  iron-olads,  being  spread 
over  a  longer   time,    would   not  have 
interfered    with    the    requirements    of 
the  Service ;  but,  at  the  present  time, 
they  had  a  larger  number  of  ships  than 
usual  afloat,  and  he  thought  it  desirable, 
in  the  present  posture  of  affairs,  that 
they  should  have  more  iron-clads  ready 
sooner  than  mi^ht  have  sufficed  if  no 
European  disturbance  had  existed.    It 
was  now  proposed  to  g^t  the  boilers  put 
in,  in  the  case  of  five  ships,  by  contract, 
and  thus  save  a  certain  charge.    If  they 
had  proposed  to  accelerate  that  operation 
in  the  Dockyards  it  would  have  involved 
taking  on  more  men.     Such  a  step  was 
always  followed  by  the  discharge  of  the 
men,  and  the  usual  consequence  of  that 
was  bad  feeling  and  other  evils,  which 
it  was  well,  so  far  as  they  could,  to 
avoid.    Therefore,  the  unarmoured  ships 
in    the    original    contract    Programme 
would  be  postponed  for  the  sake  of  what 
was  more  desirable — the  having  the  re- 

fairs  of  their  iron-clad  ships  accelerated, 
t  had  been  proposed  to  construct  and 
complete  in  the  year  certain  torpedo 
lighters  intended  to  be  used  by  the  War 
Office  in  connection  with  the  protection 
of  harbours.  Such  vessels  might  be 
wanted;  but  they  were  not  of  special 
constmotion,  and  they  oould,  if  needed, 
be  hired.    He  therefore  wished  to  poet- 


pone  their  oonstniotion  for  the  present, 
and  to  substitute  for  them  what  oonld 
not  be  hired — namely,  some  ikst  veaifi!> 
for  torpedo  purpoeea.  Acoordingly,  hm 
had  taken  out  of  the  contract  Prommma 
those  torpedo  vessels  of  a  minor  deacrip- 
tion  which  oould  be  obtained  if  there 
was  an  emergency,  and  inserted  thota 
which  they  must  have  specially  oon* 
structed.  Airain,  they  were  at  inreMat 
in  want  of  a  oespatch  vessel,  and  there- 
fore it  was  desirable  to  hasten  the  repairs 
o{thelAV0ly,  Thoee  changes  would  make 
some  difference  with  regard  to  the  ton* 
nage.  The  work  in  the  Dockyards  was 
left  the  same  as  before,  and  the  iron-<dad 
work  by  contract  remained  unaltered ; 
but  there  was  a  loss  of  1,840  tons  on  the 
unarmoured  ships  to  be  built  bv  contraoi. 
The  original  proposal  was  to  build  alto- 
gether 20,488  tons,  while  the  amended 
arrangement  showed  onlv  18,648  tons  to 
be  built;  but  then,  on  tide  other  hand« 
they  would  secure  the  earlier  readinees 
for  sea  of  the  iron-dads.  That  would 
cause  some  re-adjustment  of  the  fignrea 
of  Vote  10,  Section  2,  partly  in  oonae- 
quence  of  their  not  having  to  order  the 
machinery  for  the  unarmoured  siiipa 
which  they  did  not  intend  to  oommenoe. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  bj 
moving  the  Vote  for  Dockyards  and 
Naval  Yards  at  Home  and  Abroad. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*'  That  a  sum,  not  ezoeeding  £l,S4l,680,  b« 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  tke  EzMOMi 
of  the  Dockyardi  and  Karal  Tarda  at  aom^ 
and  Abroad,  which  will  come  in  oourte  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slet  day  of 
March  1878." 

Mb.  OOSOHEN  said,  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  go  into  the  question  of  the  ori- 
ginal Programme  at  great  length ;  bnt 
he  should  prefer  to  give  spwial  pro- 
minence to  one  or  two  questions  wnidi 
he  desired  to  put  to  the  riffht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  which  he  shomd  be  sorry  to 
see  lost  flight  of  in  the  wider  range  whidi 
the  discussion  might  take  hereafter. 
With  respect  to  the  amended  Programme 
just  described,  he  thought  there  might 
be  very  food  reasons  tor  hastening  on 
the  iron-dads,  instead  of  proceeding  with 
the  building  of  unarmoured  ships.  He 
understood  that  abont  1,800  fewer  tons 
than  were  at  first  contemplated,  or  18,000 
odd  tons,  instead  of  30,400,  were  to  be 
built  in  the  course  of  the  present  year, 


J 


1989 


Supplff — 


(Jcnrs  18,  1877)  Navff  Sttimaist.  1990 


with  the  Tiew  of  acoelerftting  the  repair 
of  the  machinery  of  the  iron-olads.    He 
oommended  the  decision  of  the  Admi- 
ralty to  the  special  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee,  and  trusted  that  both  the  Oom- 
mittee  and  the  country  would  see  in  the 
altered  proposals  of  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  some  cause  for  satisfaction.    If 
in  the  present  state  of  affairs  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  was  able  to  pro- 
pose, on  his  responsibility,  and  without 
detriment  to  the  Service,  the  reduction 
of  the  tdnnaffe  he  had  originally  in- 
tended to  buud  by  nearly  2,000  tons, 
tifiey  might  reasonably  infer  that  the 
Navy,  so  far  as  shipbuilding  was  con- 
cerned, was  in  a  tolerably  fair  position, 
and  that  there  was  no  necessity  for  the 
increased   Estimates   which   had  been 
thought    requisite    in    some    quarters, 
where   considerable  apprehension  had 
apparently  existed.    The  two  questions, 
however,  to  which  he  desired  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  riffht  hon.  Oentleman, 
and  that  very  speciaUy,  were,  in  the  first 
place,  as  to  the  stability  of  the  InJUxibUf 
and  other  ships  designed  after  her  model ; 
and,  in  the  next  place,  the  question  of  tor- 
pedoes. With  regard  to  the  question  of  tor- 
pedoes, he  thought  the  Committee  would 
decide  that  it  might  be  wise  to  increase 
the  number  of  fast  torpedo  vessels  by 
two,  as  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  now  pro- 
posed to  do.    Eecent  events  had  called 
the  attention  of  the  public  and  the  Press 
very  prominently  to  the  subject  of  tor- 
pedoes.   He  had  seen  comments  in  the 
newspapers  which    implied   that  what 
had  lately  occurred  on  the  Danube  had 
taken  the  Admiralty  by  surprise— that 
events  had    occurred  they  had    never 
thought  of,   or   which,   at  all   events, 
might  not  have  come  within  the  range 
of  their  past  experiments.    It  had  been 
suggested  that  they  must  bestir  them- 
selves about  resisting  the  attack  of  tor- 
pedoes which  were  now  in  use,  and  so 
forth.    Now,  if  he  (Mr.  Qoschen^  was 
not  mistaken,  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
opposite  would  be  able  to  inform  the 
Committee  that  all  those  matters  had 
been  already  considered  by  the  Admi- 
ralty for  years  past — that  experiments 
had  been  conducted  with  the  view  of 
testing  the  efficiency  of  all  the  various 
modes  of  usingr  torpedoes  in  warfare; 
and  that,  therefore,  the  countrv  need  be 
under  no  apprehension  that  those  con- 
tingencies had  not  been  foreseen.    The 


lished  before  the  First  Lord  came  into 
office,  had  been  already  doing  good  work 
for  years,  and  it  had  devoted  much  of 
its  attention  to  destroying  torpedoes  in 
rivers  and  in  forts  by  various  ingenious 
contrivances,  and  in  protecting  ships, 
whether  in  motion  or  at  anchor.     He 
was  quite  sure  the  Committee  would  not 
expect  any  details  which  it  would  not  be 
proper  for  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  to 
g^ve ;  but  if  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
was  MtQ  to  state,  as  he  (Mr.  Ooschen) 
should  have  been  able  to  state  some 
years  back,  that  this  question  of  de- 
fending ships   against    torpedoes    had 
been  for  many  years  under  the  thorough 
and  careful  consideration  of  the  Admi- 
ralty and  its  officers,  he  would  be  saying 
something  which  would  be  most  satisfac- 
tory to  the  public.     With  respect  to  the 
other  subject,  a  statement  had  appeared 
in  the  leading  journal  of  that  morning 
with  regard  to  the  InJUxihle  which  was 
calculated  to  alarm  the  public  as  much 
as  those  had  done  which  had  been  made 
respecting  that  most  efficient  ship  the 
Dwoitation,      No    vessel    had    passed 
through    so  severe  a  criticism  as  the 
latter ;   but  it  was  now  generally  ad- 
mitted that  she  and  the  Thunderer  were 
most  efficient  ships,   and  he    believed 
the  Devastation    had  shown  herself  to 
be  a  thoroughly  sea-going  ship  during 
the  time  she  had   been  in  service  in 
the  Mediterranean.      He  believed  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  himself  had  re- 
tracted the  doubt  which  he  expressed 
when  he    came    into  office  as  to   tho 
sea-g^ing  qualities   of  the  Devattation, 
[Mr.  Huht:    Hear,   hear!]      The  /n- 
Jlexihle  carried  four  80-ton  guns,  and  was 
defended  by  2  feet  of  armour  in  certain 
parts;  she  was  a  ship  of  great  power, 
and  with  the  Agamemnon  and  Jjax  fol- 
lowing, was  so  important  to  the  country 
that  it  was  most  essential  that  any  doubt 
with  regard  to  her  should  be  cleared  up 
at  once  in  the  frankest  and    clearest 
manner  possible.    The  statement  which 
had  appeared  in  The  Timee  of  that  morn- 
ing was  to  the  effect  that  if  her  un- 
armoured  ends  should  be  penetrated  by 
shell  she  would  not  have  sufficient  re- 
serve of  buo)  ancy  to  preserve  her  from 
sinking.     He  trusted  his  hon.  Friend  be- 
hind him  (Mr.  E.  J.  Reed)  would  not 
accept  that  statement  as  correct,  and 
that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  would  be 
able  to  hold  clear  language  with  regard 


School  for  Torpedoes,  which  was  estab- 1  to  it.    The  Inflexible  was  a  ship  which 
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was  designed  during  his  (Mr.  Oosohen's) 
tenure  of  office  at  the  Admiralty,  and 
the  principle  on  which  she  was  con- 
structed was  that  the  whole  of  her 
armour  was  concentrated  in  the  centre. 
She  carried  her  guns  in  a  sort  of  central 
tower,  which  was  defended  by  enor- 
mously thick  armour,  and  to  enable  her 
to  carry  that  weight,  and  also  to  g^?e 
her  the  necessary  reserve  of  buoyancy, 
notwithstanding  the  penetration  of  her 
unarmoured  ends,  she  had  been  made 
with  a  beam  of  75  feet.  His  scientific 
advisers  at  the  time  the  ship  was  under 
oonsideration,  advised  him  as  follows : — 

"  We  hope,  by  sub-division  and  oeUuUr  sides, 
to  prevent  any  appreciable  increase  of  immer- 
sion or  decrease  of  stability,  but  we  should  not 
be  satisfied  with  the  ship  if  we  could  not  say,  as 
we  now  can,  that  with  any  possible  amount  of 
damage  to  the  unarmoured  ends  by^ot  or  shell, 
the  ship  will  continue  to  float  in  perfect  safety 
before  any  damages  are  made  good. — [iVir/.  P. 
293 


ore  any 
,  p.  3.] 


They  further  said  that — 

*<  It  was  possible  that  both  cork  and  canvas 
would  be  used  to  some  extent  outside  the  battery 
or  citadel ;  but  that  the  security  of  the  ship 
would  not  be  dependent  on  them.*' 

And  that — 

"Should  the  parts  of  the  ship  before  and 
abaft  the  armour  become  wholly  water-logged, 
the  ship  would  sink  one  foot  deeper  than  ner 
normal  fighting  draft'* — [Ibid,  p.  7.] 

He  would  now  ask  whether  the  scientific 
Constructors  were  able  to  express  with 
satisfaction  that  they  had  carried  out 
that  which  was  the  original  Progpramme 
of  the  ship.  Looking  at  what  he  said  in 
that  House  on  the  24th  July,  1873,  upon 
the  authority  of  his  scientific  advisers, 
he  would  be  glad  to  know  how  far  the 
promises  made  to  him  had  been  carried 
out? 

Mr.  hunt  said,  he  should  not  under 
the  circumstances  have  risen  at  that 
period  of  the  discussion ;  but  the  right 
non.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  GFosohen) 
had  put  to  him  questions  of  such  erave 
importance  that  ne  thought  it  desirable 
that  the  Committee  should  be  re*assured 
as  soon  as  possible  in  regard  to  the 
matters  at  issue.  In  common  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  he  had 
read  the  statement  to  which  he  referred, 
and  also  the  leading  article  founded  upon 
it  in  Th$  Timu  of  that  morning.  Me 
oould  only  say  that  when  a  statement  of 
such  a  grave  character  was  put  forward 
with  regard  to  the  most  powerful  ship 

Mr,  Goschen 


which  was  afloat,  it  should  be  signed  b  j 
the  person  making  it,  so  that  it  miffhi 
be  seen  whence  the  writer  obtained  his 
information.  The  riffht  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  it  was  on  Uie  faith  of  a  atate- 
ment  furnished  by  officers  of  the  Ad* 
miralty  that  he  nve  orders  that  tk« 
ship  should  be  laid  down,  and  th« 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  know 


whether  the  opinions   of  the   praeeoi 
Board  of  Admiralty  confirmed  the  pro- 
priety of  the  orders  he  gave.    He  (Mr. 
Hunt)  oould  assure  die  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  that  the  opinion  of  the  prsaent 
Board  unhesitatingly  confirmed  ue  de- 
cision that  he  gave.    The  design  that 
was  adopted  for  the  InJUanhk  had  the 
sanction,  in  addition  to  soientifio  gentle- 
men concerned  in  making  desiffna,  of 
the  eminent  naval  gentlemen  ^riio  ad- 
vised the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  th« 
Board  of  Admiralty.    The  ship  waa  now 
far  advanced  towards  oompletioa,  and 
there  had  been  everv  opportunity,  bj 
means  of  a  model,  of  testing  the  i^p* 
not  only  theoretically  but  praotioally. 
It  had  been  said  that  if  the  unarmoored 
ends  of  the  ship  were  seriously  damaffed 
in  action,  and  if  she  merely  depended 
upon  her  centre  armour,  she  must  cap- 
sice.    Now,   that   was  a   very  sarioos 
accusation  to  make  against  a  ship.    The 
matter  had  been  dufy  examined  by  his 
naval  Colleagues.    Thej  were  satisfied 
that  it  was  impossible,  if  the  ship  were 
in  action,   a  destruction  of  her  unar- 
moured ends  oould  take  place.    They 
were  also  satisfied  that  if  the   unar- 
moured ends  were  blown  out,  she  would 
not  capsice.    Therefore,  he  hoped  the 
Committee  and  the  public  woula  be  re- 
assured on  this  subject.    The  present 
Board  of  Admiralty  entirely  accepted 
responsibility  for  the  ship.     With  the 
sanction  of  the  (Committee,  he  had  laid 
down  the  Ajms  and  the  Agamemnon  on  the 
same  principle  as  the  InJUxtbU^  thoogfa 
they  were  smaller  than  the  Infi4xikU: 
and  if  the  InJUxihU  ought  to  oe  con- 
demned or  distrusted,  then,  of  oonree, 
the  Ajax  and  the  Jcmmimnon  ought  to 
be  distrusted  too.    He  was  asking  the 
Committee  that  evening  t6  sanction  the 
construction  of  a  third  ship  of  the  same 
character,  and  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
recommending  the  Committee  to  sanotton 
the  laving  down  of  another  ship.    The 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  had  askea  him  a 
question  with  regard  to  toipedoes,  and 
some  writers  had  thought  that  the  ex- 
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perience  of  the  war  now  going  on  ought 
to  make  a  difference  in  our  Tiews  as 
regarded  shipbuilding  in  connection 
with  their  use.  He  must  say  he  thought 
we  had  learnt  yery  little  by  the  war  now 
going  on  as  to  torpedoes.  If  we  had 
learnt  anything,  he  thought  we  must 
have  learnt  that  they  were  not  so  formid- 
able as  we  thought.  A  Turkish  monitor 
had  been  blown  up  by  a  torpedo.  Well, 
several  accounts  had  been  g^yen  as  to 
how  that  was  done,  and  they  did  not 
agree;  but  he  thought  they  aU  came 
to  this — it  was  done  by  stratagem. 
The  most  circumstantial  account  was 
that  the  ship  was  approached  by  a  boat 
manned  by  men  in  a  certain  uniform 
and  commanded  by  an  officer ;  that  they 
approached  as  friends,  and  that  while 
conversation  was  going  on  an  explosive 
substance  was  attached  to  the  cable  of 
the  ship.  Another  account  was  that 
they  stole  by  night,  under  the  cover  of 
darkness,  and  attached  this  infernal 
machine  to  the  ship.  He  ventured  to  say 
that  if  the  ship  had  been  a  British  ship 
such  vigilance  would  have  been  exhibited 
that  this  could  not  have  taken  place. 
We  had  had  in  the  last  few  days  an 
account  of  an  attempt  on  the  part  of  the 
Russians  to  destroy  certain  iron-clads, 
and  we  found  that,  an  Englishman  being 
in  command,  such  vigilance  was  dis- 
played that  the  attack  of  €he  torpedo 
boat  was  entirely  frustrated.  He  thought 
this  was  rather  re-assuring,  and  that  it 
showed  that  the  time  was  not  come  for 
dispensing  with  iron-dads.  His  own 
surprise  had  been  that  torpedoes  had 
played  so  little  a  part  in  engagements. 
We  were  told  that  torpedoes  had  been 
laid  down  at  all  the  ports  and  fortified 
places  in  the  Black  Sea.  Then  we  had 
heard,  on  the  other  hand,  that  Turkish 
divers  had  been  fishing  up  torpedoes  or 
cutting  the  wires  which  conveyed  the 
electric  fluid.  In  his  opinion,  torpedoes 
up  to  the  present  had  played  a  very 
unimportant  part  in  the  present  war. 
We  iiad  for  years  been  carrying  on 
experiments  with  regard  to  torpedoes. 
One  unfortunate  ship  had  been  repaired 
over  and  over  again  for  the  purpose  of 
being  knocked  to  pieces  by  torpedoes,  in 
order  that  we  might  know  at  what  dis- 
tance a  certain  charge  would  take  effect 
on  that  ship,  and  he  believed  we  had 
obtained  precise  knowledge  on  that 
subject.  A  vast  number  of  officers  were 
aecjuiring  skill  in  the  torpedo  practice 


which  was  instituted  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  believed  that  great 
perfection  had  been  attained  by  our 
officers  in  the  practice  of  mining  and 
counter-mining.  It  was  said  the  torpedo 
was  so  formidable  a  weapon  that  the 
building  of  iron-clad  vessels  ought  to  be 
abandoned.  He  could  not  bring  himself 
to  that  conclusion.  No  doubt,  the  weapon 
was  one  of  a  very  destructive  character, 
but  of  the  use  of  it  in  actual  warfare  we 
had  no  experience  whatever.  Certainly 
its  employment  required  great  judgment 
and  very  careful  manipulation.  We  had 
come  to  be  very  perfect  in  its  use  in  the 
canal  at  Woolwich,  and  in  certain  basins 
at  the  dockyards  and  in  similar  places ; 
but  we  had  yet  to  learn  whether  it  would 
be  efficient  in  the  sea-way.  It  would  be 
a  bold  thing  to  depend  on  its  efficient 
use  as  a  certainty  in  circumstances  of 
which  we  had  had  no  experience.  Then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  him 
whether  any  steps  had  been  taken  to 

Protect  the  ships  from  this  machine, 
'his  was  one  of  the  most  anxious  ques- 
tions he  had  had  to  consider  during 
the  time  he  had  been  at  the  Admiralty, 
and  experiments  had  been  going  on 
continuidly  in  connection  with  it.  One 
of  the  means  of  protection  was  the 
electric  light,  which  could  be  so  used  on 
board  ship  as  to  illumine  an  immense 
expanse  of  water,  and  in  that  way  reveal 
the  approach  of  torpedo  boats.  Another 
question,  and  one  which  had  not  been 
lost  sight  of,  was  that  of  producing 
special  ordnance  for  the  destruction  of 
those  boats  when  approaching.  There 
was  also  the  question  of  wire-netting 
for  the  same  purpose.  Experiments  in 
connection  with  these  matters  were  still 
going  on,  for  it  was  a  matter  that  we 
could  not  afford  to  lose  sight  of.  It  was 
said  that  one  blow  from  a  torpedo  pro- 
perly charged  would  sink  any  of  our 
iron-clads.  He  was  informed,  however, 
by  his  scientific  advisers  that  that  was 
not  the  case,  because  the  number  of 
compartments  into  which  our  modern 
iron-clads  were  divided  would  be  a  pro- 
tection, to  a  certain  extent,  against  that 
result.  Of  course,  in  these  matters  one 
ought  not  to  be  too  positive ;  but  he  was 
told  that  the  Inflexible  might  receive 
three  successful  blows  from  the  White- 
head torpedo,  and  still  retain  its  fighting 
|K>wer.  If  that  was  the  case,  he  thought 
it  might  go  far  to  re-assure  them  as  to 
the   propriety   of  continuing  to   build 
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iron-olads.  Much  had  been  said  about 
the  desirableness  of  building  a  great 
many  fast  vessels  for  the  discharge  of 
torpedoes.  No  doubt  these  would  be 
valuable  vessels,  and  in  his  Estimates  he 
had  provided  for  some ;  but  it  must  be 
remembered  that  they  would  have  but  a 
limited  use,  inasmuch  as  they  could  not 
serve  as  general  sea-going  vessels.  The 
Admiralty  was  taunted  sometimes  with 
not  ordering  as  many  as  other  countries. 
Perhaps  those  countries  required  such 
vessels  to  protect  their  estuaries  and 
harbours ;  but  the  Admiralty  had  ascer- 
tained that  the  fish  torpedo  could  be 
fired  from  any  of  our  men-of-war ;  and 
so  far  as  the  Whitehead  torpedo  was 
concerned,  he  did  not  think  mere  was 
any  Navy  more  completely  equipped 
than  that  of  England  was  at  this 
moment.  He  had  been  anxious  to  show 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
Committee  that  the  question  of  torpedoes 
had  received  due  consideration  from  the 
Admiralty,  and  that  it  had  been  gone 
into  with  regard  both  to  the  offensive 
and  defensive  part  of  it.  He  hoped  the 
statement  he  had  made  would  be  deemed 
satisfactory. 

Mr.  E.  J.  HEED  said,  that  in  re- 
ference to  what  the  ricrht  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
had  noticed  about  certain  articles  which 
had  appeared  in  The  2\m$8  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Inflexible^  and  in  particular  to 
the  remark,  that  the  author  of  the  state- 
ments they  contained  ought  to  have  put 
his  name  to  them,  he  (Mr.  Heed)  thought 
it  right,  as  it  was  he  who  had  been  the 
first  to  point  out  the  real  state  of  the 
Inflexible,  to  inform  the  Committee  that 
the  articles  had  not  been  written  by  him ; 
and  he  must  add  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  fail  to  know,  if  he 
had  used  his  memory,  that  he  (Mr.  Keed) 
was  not  in  the  habit  of  shrinking  from 
putting  his  name  to  what  he  wrote.  If 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  had 
been  as  fully  informed  on  the  subject  as 
he  ought  to  have  been,  he  must  have 
known,  indeed,  that  he  had  been  doing 
his  best  for  some  weeks  to  keep  the  dis- 
cussion in  question  out  of  tne  news- 
papers. He  wished  to  tell  the  Committee 
what  he  knew  of  the  matter.  The  dis- 
cussion had  been  brought  to  the  nar- 
rowest point  by  the  extracts  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Goschen)  had 
read  to  the  House  from  papers  which 


had  been  submitted   to  him.     If  th« 

E remises  made  in  those  extracts  had 
een  carried  out,  then  his  (Mr.  Beed's) 
view  of  the  Inflexible  was  wrong ;  but  be 
was  equally  entitled  to  say  that  if  hia 
calculations    were    correct,   then    ihomB 

E remises  had  not  been  fulfilled*  It  had 
een  the  rule,  to  which  there  had  been 
only  one  or  two  exceptions,  thai  the 
iron-dad  ships  had  been  so  constructed 
that  while  the  armour  remained  intaot 
the  ship  was  safe  from  deetmctioD  bj 
shot  or  shell  fire ;  but  this  rule  had  been 
departed  from  in  the  case  of  the  InflexihU^ 
which  might  be  destroyed  without  touch* 
ing  the  armour  at  all.  When  this  roaiol 
was  described  at  the  Institution  of  Naval 
Architects,  the  riffht  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stamford 
(Sir  John  Hay)  and  another  gallant 
officer  questioned  the  officer  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, and  asked  this  very  question. 
The  answer  given  was  not  of  the  most  ex- 
plicit kind ;  but  it  amounted,  snbatan- 
tially,  to  what  the  First  Lord  had  stated 
to-night — namely,  that  with  the  oitadd. 
alone,  the  ship  would  have  the  neoessaxy 
buoyancy  and  stability,  however  mock 
injury  might  be  done  to  the  unarmoured 
ends.  On  visiting  the  Inflexible  from 
time  to  time,  he  (Mr.  Reed)  found  that 
the  unarmoured  ends  were  so  very  large 
in  proportion  to  the  citadel,  as  to  raise 
in  his  mind  a  doubt  as  to  this  important 
condition  being  fulfilled.  Observing  thia* 
and  also  the  introduction  of  the  corked 
chambers,  he  designed  an  Inflexible  ia 
his  own  office,  and  had  the  whole  of  the 
calculations  made,  the  result  showing 
that  when  these  corked  chambers  were 
destroyed  the  vessel  would  have  little 
or  no  stability,  but  would  be  in  a  con- 
dition to  capsize.  He  had  intended  to 
read  a  paper  on  the  subject  before  a 
professional  institution ;  but  he  thoo^it 
the  matter  was  so  serious  that  he  with- 
drew that  paper  and  entered  into  a  pri-  • 
vate  correspondence  with  the  present 
Constructor  of  the  Navy,  who  was  a  doae 
connection  of  his  own.  That  oorreepon* 
dence  with  the  Admiral^  was  very  un- 
satisfactory in  spirit  and  in  substance. 
In  the  course  of  it  he  was  allowed  the 
privilege  of  seeing  the  document  which 
would  be  sent  to  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty, in  r^ly  to  the  doubts  he  had  ex- 
pressed. That  document,  he  thought, 
was  wrone  in  almost  every  paragraph, 
and  was  of  a  nature  to  mislead  the  minds 
of  civilians  and   naval  officers.    Thia 
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beinff  bo,  he  was  placed  in  a  difficulty, 
and  ne  defcermined  that  when  this  Vote 
came  on,  and  when  the  Committee  was 
asked  to  sanction  the  laying  down  of 
a  fourth  ship  with  these  features  in  it, 
he  would  not  formally  oppose  the  Vote, 
because  that  would  be  a  very  delicate 
thing  for  him  to  do  in  the  circumstances, 
but  would  state  his  objections  to  the 
Committee.  At  that  time  it  came  to  his 
knowledge,  in  an  indirect  manner,  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  an  important 
journal  to  publish  an  article  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  had  no  connection  whatever 
with  the  journal  in  question ;  but  he  did 
what  he  could  to  prevent  the  matter 
from  being  made  puolic  until  the  Admi- 
ralty had  had  an  opportunity  of  tho- 
roughly considering  it.  They  had  now 
taken  it  into  consideration,  and  he  never 
gathered,  until  the  First  Lord  made  his 
statement  to-night,  that  his  position  was 
questioned  as  to  the  "  capsizeability  "  of 
the  ship  when  the  unarmoured  ends  were 
destroyed.  He  must  assure  the  First 
Lord  that  if  he  desired  to  get  to  the 
bottom  of  this  matter  he  must  not  be 
content  with  the  statements  which  he 
had  sustained  to-night,  as  those  state- 
ments were  in  distinct  discordance  with 
facts  and  figures  which  attached  to  the 
Inflsxihle,  U  ntil  to-night  he  understood 
that  the  only  difference  between  the  Ad- 
miralty and  himself  was  as  to  whether 
the  corked  chambers  were  incapable  of 
destruction  by  modem  shells.  The  naval 
advisers  of  the  Admiralty  believed  that 
they  were,  and  it  was  not  his  intention 
to  ask  the  Committee  to  take  any  action 
in  the  matter.  He  would  suggest  that 
the  Admiralty  might  have  adopted  the 
following  course  for  their  own  satisfac- 
tion. They  might  have  had  a  target  of 
a  similar  kind  made,  and  have  called  on 
the  gunners  at  Shoeburyness  to  say 
whether  they  could  not  readily  destroy 
it.  Or,  again,  they  might  have  insti- 
tuted some  inquiry  in  which  the  evidence 
of  persons  outside  the  Admiralty  could 
be  taken.  They  had  not,  however, 
adopted  either  of  those  courses,  and  he 
did  not  go  so  far  as  to  blame  them  for 
not  doing  so.  But  he  deeply  regretted 
that  the  ship  beinff  what  she  undoubtedly 
was,  that  fact  had  never  been  stated  to 
the  House.  All  the  documentary  evi- 
dence which  had  been  brought  forward 
had  tended  to  eive  hon.  Members  great 
confidence  in  ue  ship.  He  had  acted 
in  this  matter  because  he  believed  the 


plan  of  constructing  this  ship  was  en- 
tirely wrong ;  and  that  being  so,  it  was  a 
consideration  for  the  Committee  whether 
some  farther  inquiry  was  not  necessary. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Pembroke  (Mr. 
Beed)  was  scarcely  justified  in  express- 
ing regret  that  the  question  should 
arise  now,  because  it  was  of  the  greatest 
importance  that  it  should  arise  at  the 
present  time  and  not  later. 

Mr.  E.  J.  EEED  explained  that  he 
had  distinctly  stated  that  it  was  his  in- 
tention to  raise  the  question  to-night. 
He  did  not  wish,  however,  to  raise  it 
before  the  Admiralty  had  had  a  proper 
opportunity  of  considering  the  matter. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  meant  to  say  that 
his  hon.  Friend,  instead  of  being  to 
blame  for  raising  the  discussion,  had 
only  done  his  duty  in  expressing  his 
doubts  to  the  Committee.  The  matter 
could  scarcely  be  allowed  to  rest  in  its 
present  position.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
said  that  no  public  statement  had  been 
made  in  regard  to  this  ship ;  but  here 
he  thought  his  hon.  Friend  was  slightly 
in  error,  because  he  (Mr.  Ooschen)  had 
himself  stated,  when  the  ship  was  first 
sanctioned  by  the  House,  that  the 
requisite  of  buoyancy  would  be  secured 
after  the  unarmoured  ends  had  been 
shot  away.  The  naval  advisers  of  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  had  asserted  that 
the  stability  of  the  citadel  was  sufficient, 
and  that  the  suggestion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  was  wrong.  He  trusted  that 
th^e  was  no  misunderstanding  with  re- 
specr  to  the  words  stability  and  buoy- 
ancy ;  but  it  had  been  suggested  that  as 
the  unarmoured  ends  were  honeycombed 
into  compartments  they  would  be  safe 
from  shot  or  shell.  He  never  knew  that 
his  hon.  Friend  was  investigating  the 
matter,  and  he  imagined  that  they  were 
dealing  only  with  anonymous  criticism ; 
but  the  Committee  would  think  it  very 
satisfactory  if,  at  a  later  stage,  docu- 
ments could  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  which  would  re-assure  them 
beyond  all  doubt  that  the  necessary 
amount  of  stability  and  buoyancy  was 
secured.  The  matter  was  one  which  was 
capable  of  being  settled  with  mathe- 
matical accuracy;  and  their  alarm  would 
not  be  allayed  unless  these  assurances 
were  given. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  that  when  the 
Inflexible  was  designed,  the  right  hon. 
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Oentleman  had  yery  wisely  permitted  a 
discussion  on  its  merits  at  the  United 
Service  Institution.  On  that  occasion 
he  (Sir  John  Haj)  took  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion. There  were  two  questions  raised 
^-first,  whether  a  ship  of  this  kind,  if 
her  forecastle  and  stem,  unarmoured, 
were  attacked  and  destroyed,  would  she 
topple  over ;  and,  secondly,  if  her  centre, 
bemg  properly  armour-plated,  and  in 
good  condition  to  resist  shot  or  shell, 
would  continue  to  float  when  the  un- 
armoured  ends  were  destroyed;  whe- 
ther, in  fact,  she  had  buoyancy  and 
stability.  In  both  those  respects  the 
vessel  was  pronounced  satisfactory.  Now, 
this  ship  InJUxihU  cost  half  a  million 
of  money.  She  was  the  strongest  ship 
the  world  ever  saw,  and  before  further 
steps  were  taken,  with  respect  to  her, 
and  after  what  the  hon.  Member  ibr 
Pembroke  had  said,  it  might,  perhaps, 
be  desirable  that  the  House  should  hear 
these  assurances  from  some  other  inde- 
pendent Body  or  Conmiission.  He  could 
only  trust,  for  the  sake  of  alleviating  the 
anxiety  of  the  country,  and  of  its  ship- 
building credit,  that  the  hon.  Member 
might  be  wrong;  but  until  that  was 
proved  there  would  always  be  some  sus- 
picion as  to  her  seaworthiness  in  the 
minds  both  of  the  country  and  the 
vessel's  officers  and  men. 

Mr.  T.  BRASSEY  wished  briefly  to 
refer  to  the  opinions  of  eminent  foreign 
authorities.  A  careful  review  of  the 
arguments  advanced  by  the  most  com- 
petent naval  officers  ,  abroad  showed 
clearly  that  it  was  desirable  that  our 
armour-clad  ships  should  be  for  the 
most  part  of  smaller  dimensions  than 
those  already  built.  For  many  years 
past  there  had  been  so  g^eat  a  difference 
of  professional  opinion  on  the  subject, 
that  it  might  be  very  profitable  to  com- 
pare the  varieties  of  foreign  opinion 
with  a  view  to  forming  our  own.  He 
would  refer,  in  the  first  place,  to  the 
opinion  of  the  French  Constructors,  who 
were  second  to  none.  So  long  ago  as 
1873,  M.  Dislere,  an  able  Member  of 
the  staff  of  Constructors  in  the  French 
service,  had  expressed  an  opinion  that 
armour-plating  was  obsolete  for  sea- 
going cruisers.  M.  Dislere  thought  that 
enough  attention  was  not  paid  to  the 
new  weapons,  the  ram  and  tne  torpedo, 
against  which  the  iron-dad  Cohum  lost 
all  its  advantages.  The  difficulties  pro- 
duced by  torpedoes  were,  in  his  opimon, 
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not  yet  overcome,  and  it  was  on  that 
account  the  more  desirable  to  reduce  the 
dimensions  and  displacements  of  fighting 
ships.  Another  great  French  auuority 
laid  down  the  axiom  that  in  future  ship* 
would  fight  with  the  ram  alone.  Ad- 
miral Jurien  de  la  Oravi^re  said  thai 
naval  battles  between  iron-olads  would 
resemble  the  ancient  tournaments,  ina** 
much  as  they  would  consist  of  a  series 
of  charges.  After  two  fleets  had  thus 
advanced  upon  and  passed  through  eaoh 
other,  it  would  be  necessary  for  them  to 
turn  again  to  renew  the  attack,  in  the 
execution  of  which  manoBuvre  the  aloweet 
vessels  would  offer  their  broadsides  to  their 
assailants,  and  would  thereby  expose 
themselves  to  the  risk  of  being  destroyed 
by  ramming.  At  the  dose  of  the  War 
of  Secession  in  America,  the  most  die* 
tinguished  officers  were  invited  to  report 
the  result  of  their  recent  experienoes  to 
the  Naval  Department.  He  would  more 
particularly  refer  to  the  Beport  of  Ad- 
miral Oolosborough.  That  gallant  offi* 
cer  stated  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  ram 
was  the  most  effective  of  all  methods  of 
attacks,  but  that  its  value  depended  en- 
tirely upon  the  '^  handiness  of  the  at- 
tacking vessel.  Now,  to  attain  this 
essential  quality,  it  was  necessary  to 
avoid  the  construction  of  vessels  of  over- 
whelming size.  The  Austrian  offioen 
engaged  in  the  naval  battle  of  Lissa, 
where  the  ram  was  used  with  trium- 
phant effect,  were  unanimoudy  of  opinion 
that,  with  skill  and  pluck,  this  weapon 
of  attack  would  always  prove  invincible. 
The  Chief  of  the  Austrian  Constructor's 
Department  had  called  it  *'  the  bayonet 
of  naval  warfare."  Turning  from  the 
foreign  services  to  our  own  professional 
advisers,  we  found  that  the  Chief  Con- 
structor of  the  Navy,  Mr.  Bamaby,  at 
the  Institution  of  Naval  Architects,  had 
read  a  paper  showing  that  auxiliary 
squadrons  of  rams  and  torpedo  vessels 
afforded  the  best  means  of  defending 
our  large  iron-dads  against  attack  from 
similar  weapons.  This  paper  was  received 
with  the  highest  favour.  Sir  Spencer 
Eobinson  said  that  no  more  vuuable 
suggestion  had  ever  been  made  in  his 
experience.  He  regretted  that  the  First 
Lord  had  not  framed  his  Programme 
of  shipbuilding  in  accordance  with  these 
views.  He  could  not  see  in  it  a  proposal 
to  increase  the  number  of  such  vessels 
in  our  Navy.  He  (Mr.  Brassey)  also 
advocated  the  building  of  ships  carrying 
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A  larffer  number  of  gunt.  Our  lar^ 
iroa-mads  were  Iftmentably  defioient  m 
the  number  of  the  gunt  with  whioh  they 
were  armed.  In  addition  to  the  toit 
heaTj  gum  whioh  had  been  proposed, 
an  armament  of  non-armour-pieroing 
guna  should  be  provided.  There  was  a 
wide  difference  of  opinion  aa  to  the 
efficiency  of  armour  protection.  In  hit 
opinion,  a  large  proportion  of  the 
money  voted  should  in  future  be  ^ven 
to  the  weapons  of  attack,  of  the  efficiency 
of  whioh  there  could  be  no  doubt,  and  a 
smaller  proportion  to  the  means  of  de- 
fence, the  success  of  which  was  doubtful. 
Mb.  BENXmOK  said,  he  was  sort 
he  could  not  feel  the  satisfaction  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tiie  Member 
for  the  Oity  of  London  (Mr.  Qoschen) 
had  told  hun  he  ought  to  feel  with  the 
present  state  of  things  as  regarded  the 
Navy.  When  this  subject  was  last  dis- 
cussed, he  had  some  reason  to  think 
that  the  tone  of  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  anything  but  courteous  towards 
himself  in  remandnff  on  some  observa- 
tions that  fell  from  him.  But  courtesy 
was  like  poetry — it  must  be  innate ;  and 
therefore  he  need  not  further  descant 
upon  that  topic.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  entirely  misquoted  his  remarks 
and  argued  on  his  misquotation.  But 
be  was  quite  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  misquoted  inadvertently.  He 
(Mr.  Bentinck)  admitted  that  we  had  a 
large  number  of  fiill-rigged  ships ;  but 
they  were  quite  unmanageable  under 
canvas,  and  their  masts  and  yards  were 
in  consequence  a  mere  encumbrance. 
One  of  the  fpreat  problems  of  the  future 
was,  to  devise  how  best  to  construct  a 
ship  with  high  steam  power,  whose 
really  vulnerable  parts  would  be  safe, 
and  which  ship  would  yet  be  thoroughlv 
manageabler  under  canvas,  and  would, 
by  means  of  that  agency,  be  able  to 
go  to  any  part  of  the  world.  He  con- 
tended that  a  ship  which  could  not  be 
handled  under  canvas,  looking  to  the 
requirements  of  the  British  Navy,  ought 
not  to  be  sent  to  foreiji^  stations.  He 
objected  to  the  comparison  of  our  Navy 
with  the  Navies ot^other  countries,  be- 
cause some  of  these  countries  would 
gain  financially  if  their  Navies  were 
sunk,  while  we  depended  upon  ours  for 
the  defence  of  our  coast  and  Oobnies 
axMl  our  supply  of  food ;  and  it  might  be 
that  we  ought  to  be  able  to  contend 
against  the  Navies  of  the  world.    Was 


the  Navy  in  a  condition  to  do  these 
things  ?  If  not,  let  the  Navy  be  placed 
in  that  condition.  He  was  sure  that  the 
country  would  give  its  cordial  support 
to  any  Minister  who  would,  at  an^  ex- 
pense^  carry  out  those  p^eat  objects. 
We  were  not  in  the  condition  we  ought 
to  be— not  that  we  could  not  meet  any 
probable  contingency,  but  we  ought  not 
to  expose  cursives  to  the  necessity  of 
making  the  efforts  and  the  sacrifices  in- 
volved in  insufficient  preparation. 

Mb.  SAMUDA  said,  that  even  if  the 
worst  were  to  be  realized  that  was  pre- 
dicted by  such  hon.  Gentlemen  as  the 
Member  for  Pembroke  TMr.  Beed),  the 
catastrophe  would  not  oe  so  gpreat  as 
was  imagined.  With  respect  to  the 
InJUMU,  the  errors  could  be  corrected ; 
but  he  tiiought  it  was  disgraceful  that 
a  newspaper  should  have  published  such 
an  article  as  that  publisher  this  morning 
without  attaching  a  name  to  it.  No 
man's  professionslreputation  ought  to  be 
attacked  without  some  justification,  fie 
hoped  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
would,  by  a  Committee  or  some  other 
way,  satisfy  the  public  mind  that  there 
was  no  occasion  for  anxiety.  He  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hunt) 
in  thinking  that  there  was  nothing  really 
alarming  in  the  effects  of  the  torpedo  as 
shown  in  the  present  war,  the  Americans, 
in  their  Civil  War,  having  accomplished 
quite  as  much  with  that  weapon  as  the 
Bussians  had  done.  At  the  same  time, 
he  thought  the  evente  which  had  occurred 
on  the  Danube  ought  to  suggest  to  the 
Admiralty  the  expediency  of  adding  a 
number  of  small  vessels  to  our  Navy — 
vessels  which  would  be  less  liable  to 
torpedo  atUcks  than  gigantic  iron-dads. 
It  would  be  unwise,  however,  to  build 
vessels  of  the  Alpha  B$ia  class,  recom- 
mended by  the  hon.  Member  for  Has- 
tings (Bir.  Brassey),  because  having  a 
sp^  of  only  7^  knoU  an  hour,  it  was 
impossible  that  they  could  cope  with 
larffer  vessels  capable  of  making  18  or 
14  knots  an  hour.  As  for  the  ram,  it 
was  a  mistake.  It  was  only  useful  for 
attacking  ships  which  were  riding  at 
anchor  or  incapable  of  defending  them- 
selves. An  officer  could  not  make  an 
attack  with  a  ram  upon  a  vessel  which 
meant  to  elude  him,  unless  he  had  at 
least  50  per  cent  more  speed,  and  was 
capable  of  going  16  knots  to  his  enemy's 
10.  Then,  even  when  a  ram  could  come 
to  close  quarters  with  her  adversary,  the 
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danger  of  a  fatal  entanglement  was  rerj 
great.  Bat  although  a  perfect  ship  had 
not  yet  been  designed,  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  ought  not  to  cease  building, 
for  the  experience  of  the  Austro*Italian, 
the  Franoo-Qerman,  and  the  Busso- 
Turkish  wars  had  shown  that,  irrespec- 
tive of  the  merits  of  particular  yessels, 
the  larger  and  more  powerful  fleet  kept 
the  sea,  and  that  the  smaller  and  inferior 
one  did  not  venture  out  at  all. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  could  not  a^ree 
with  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  (Mr.  Samuda),  that  l^e  ''  ram  " 
was  not  a  formidable  mode  of  attack 
upon  an  enemy's  ships.  In  the  war 
between  Austria  and  Italy  the  Austrian 
Fleet — a  small  fleet — beat  the  Italian 
Fleet — which  was  a  large  one—by  means 
of  the  ''ram."  In  other  woxds,  the 
smaller  fleet,  bv  the  use  of  the  ram, 
beat  the  lander  fleet. 

Mb.  samuda  explained  that  his  in- 
formation on  the  subject  was  from  the 
very  highest  authority — namely,  Admiral 
Tegethoff,  who  was  in  command  of  the 
Austrian  Fleet.  That  gallant  officer 
gave  directions  to  his  men  to  approach 
the  Italian  Fleet  in  a  line,  and  on  a  cer- 
tain signal  to  turn  and  endeavour  each 
to  ram  the  ship  opposite  to  itself.  The 
orders  were  obeved,  but  the  only  ship  that 
rammed  any  of  the  Italian  vessels  was 
the  Admiral's  own,  and  he  said  the  effect 
upon  him  was  so  terrible,  that  nothing 
would  induce  him  ever  amin  to  ram  a 
vessel  though  he  should  live  100  years. 

Mb.  SE^Y  said,  that  all  our  interest 
ouffht  to  be  centred  in  the  ships  about 
to  be  built  The  hon.  Member  for  Pem- 
broke (Mr.  E.  J.  Beed)  having  pledged 
his  reputation,  which  was  European,  that 
the  InJUxihk  was  not  seaworthy,  he  (Mr. 
Seel^)  contended  that  in  a  question  in- 
volving so  much  the  value  of  our  Navy, 
and  the  lives  of  so  many  men,  some 
means  ought  to  be  taken  to  ascertain  the 
correctness  of  his  statements,  especially 
as  it  was  intended  to  build  another  ship 
on  the  same  principle,  besides  the  two 
alreadv  in  progress.  Such  a  procedure 
was  the  more  necessary,  seeing  that 
in  opposition  to  the  opimon  of  the  hon. 
Mem  oer  they  had  the  unanimous  opinion 
of  Mr.  Bamaby,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  and  certain  Naval  Lords.  It 
was  a  difficult  problem  to  be  solved,  but 
it  was  one  that  must  be  solved.  He 
thought  he  might  add  that  the  remarks 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
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Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Samuda^  with 
ference  to  the  article  which  haa  appeared 
in  theleading  journal  were  most  uncalled* 
for  and  most  unjust ;  for  had  it  not 
been  for  the  light  which  had  been  thrown 
on  the  subieot  of  naval  oonstmotioa  bj 
the  Press,  he  doubted  whether  our  Navj 
would  be  as  efficient  as  it  was  at  present. 
As  matters  stood,  he  felt  disposed  to  ob- 
ject to  the  passing  of  the  vote,  unleaa 
some  assurance  was  given  by  the  Adrni* 
ralty  that  the  question  at  issue  would  hm 
inquired  into.  There  were  several  ways 
in  which  that  might  be  done.  It  might 
be  done  by  means  of  a  Boyal  Oommie- 
sion,  which  would  have  many  advan- 
tages ;  but  which,  however,  was  open  to 
the  objection  that,  being  appointed  br 
the  Admiralty,  it  might  be  suspeotea 
of  not  being  altogether  an  impartial  tri- 
bunal. A^in,  a  Oommittee  might  b% 
appointed,  such  as  that  which  sat  upon 
the  designs  of  ships ;  but  that,  too, 
might  be  supposed  to  be  influenced  by 
professional  prejudices.  Perhaps,  there- 
fore, the  best  tribunal  would  be  a  Oom- 
mittee of  that  House;  and  he  trusted 
such  a  Oommittee  woiUd  be  appointed. 
It  might  be  urged  against  such  a  Oom- 
mittee that  its  Members  would  know 
nothing  about  ships,  and  he  admitted 
that ;  but  then  thev  would  bring  common 
sense  to  bear  on  the  subject,  their  mi^t 
take  any  evidence  thev  deemed  neoee- 
saiy,  and  they  would  bring  to  the  in- 

Suiry  unprejudiced  minds.  Entertaining 
lese  views,  he  should  move  that  Pro- 
gress be  reported,  in  order  that  the  Tote 
might  be  postponed ;  so  convinced  was 
he  of  the  necessity  of  inquiry. 

Thb  OHAIRMAN  said,  it  was  not 
competent  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
move  the  postponement  of  the  Yote. 

LoBD  ESLINaTON  pointed  out  that, 
with  the  exception  of  the  hbn.  Member 
for  Pembroke  (Mr.  E.  J.  Eeed)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Samuda),  there  was  scarcely  a 
single  Member  of  the  House  competent 
to  ^de  a  Oonmiittee  on  so  important  a 
subject  as  the  construction  of  snips,  and 
that  the  inquiry  could,  therefore,  scs^roely 
be  oommitted  to  a  more  unsatisfaototy 
tribunal  than  that  sugseeted  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lincoln.  The  con- 
struction of  ships  was  so  involved  a 
matter  that  it  ought  to  be  left  to  the 
responsibility  of  the  Government  of  the 
day.  It  was  a  question  as  to  which  men 
of  science  differed,  and   they  should, 
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therefore,  trust  with  respect  to  it  to  the 
Executive  Oovemment  If  the  Executive 
failed,  let  them  be  turned  out ;  but  while 
they  were  in  power,  to  them  and  to  their 
retpontibiiitj  the  matter  of  construction 
ought  to  be  left.  Unless  the  House 
gave  them  that  power,  Parliament  would 
sacrifice  the  right  they  now  had  of  con- 
trolling the  expenditure  with  regard  to 
the  construction  of  ships  of  war. 

Mr.  BYLANDS  ciuled  attention  to 
the  importance  of  the  Vote  after  the 
statements  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Pembroke  (Mr.  E.  J.  Eeed).  The 
Committee  were  asked  to  vote  a  sum 
on  account  of  an  expenditure  of  over 
£600,000  for  a  new  iron-dad,  in  the  face 
of  a  statement  that  that  type  of  vessel 
was  utterly  objectionable,  ^ut  the  Oom- 
mittee  were  invited  by  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite (Lord  Eslington^  to  submit  their 
consciences  and  their  judgment  to  the 
judgment  of  the  Admiralty.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers were  to  be  shut  out  from  all  criti- 
cism, because  they  knew  nothing  com- 
pared with  the  Admiralty,  to  whom  all 
was  known.  But  what  proof  was  there 
that  the  Admiralty  had  that  amount  of 
knowledge?  Had  the  noble  Lord  looked 
back  at  the  history  of  the  Admiralty 
for  the  past  25  years?  If  he  had 
looked  back,  he  would  find  over  the 
course  of  that  quarter  of  a  century  a 
succession  of  the  most  monstrous  blun- 
ders and  dangerous  mistakes.  Lookinff 
back  over  that  period  it  would  be  found 
that  when  everybody  with  judgment  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  our  old 
system  of  three-deckers  was  obsolete, 
when  as  was  said  by  naval  officers  in 
1 863,  after  the  destruction  of  the  Turkish 
Fleet  by  Bussian  shells,  **  there  was  an 
end  to  wooden  ships,  for  they  would  be 
blown  to  lucifer  matches,"  and  that  they 
were  nothine  better  than  slaughter- 
houses— in  the  teeth  of  the  judgments 
of  the  g^reatest  authorities  in  Europe — 
our  Boiud  of  Admiralty  after  the  French 
Administration  had  begun  to  oonstruct 
iron  vessels,  our  Boani  of  Admiralty 
from  both  Parties—for  the  course  was 
adopted  by  Sir  John  Pakington  as  well 
as  the  Duke  of  Somerset — alter  the  idea 
of  three-deckers  had  been  exploded, 
spent  millions  of  money  on  wooden  line- 
of-battle  ships  that  were  now  rotting  at 
Portsmouth,  if  they  had  not  long  since 
been  broken  up  for  firewood.  [|**No, 
no  I '']  These  were  facts  in  history. 
Perhaps  some  hon.  Members  were  not 


aware  that  after  the  period  he  had 
named,  we  actually,  in  1860,  spent 
£13,331,000  on  our  wooden  Navy.  And 
now  what  had  become  of  those  ships  ? 
Had  they  been  of  any  service  to  the 
nation  who  paid  for  them,  or  had  they 
done  any  good  to  the  country  ?  Not  a 
single  ship  had  been  of  real  service, 
out  of  those  built  by  the  wasteful  expen- 
diture of  many  millions  by  the  Duke  of 
Somerset  and  Sir  John  Pakin^n.  The 
next  step  taken  by  this  infalhble  Admi- 
raltv  Board  was  to  rush  at  once  into  the 
building  of  iron  ships  of  the  Warrior  and 
Black  Prince  U^e.  In  1861  they  proceeded 
to  b\iild  1 1  of  that  class  with  iron  armour 
4^  inches  thick !  1861  was  not  so  very 
long  since,  and  then  the  Admiralty  made 
that  great  mistake  and  found  their  ships 
with  4^  inch  armour  were  unserviceable. 
Why,  they  miffht  as  well  have  covered 
the  vessels  with  brown  paper.  No  doubt 
in  former  days,  when  Sir  John  Paking- 
ton  made  the  great  blunder  of  re-con- 
structing the  British  Navy  on  the 
**  wooden- walls''  principle,  when  wooden- 
walls  were  obsolete,  no  doubt  if  any 
criticism  had  been  ofiered  the  reply 
would  have  been  similar  to  that  just 
made  by  the  First  Lord  to  the  nght 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  (Mr.  Goschen)— *«  We 
entirely  accept  the  responsibili^  of  the 
course  we  are  prepared  to  take  in  the 
same  direction  K)llowed  by  yourselves." 
We  are  prepared  to  go  in  this  direction, 
said  the  First  Lord,  because  we  have 
the  sanction  of  the  eminent  naval  offi- 
cers of  the  Board.  Now,  a  short  time 
ago  he  saw  in  The  THmcs  an  interpreta- 
tion of  the  expression  **  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty." The  Board  was  described  as  a 
body  of  naval  men  who  by  no  means 
adopted  the  science  of  administration  as 
a  profession,  but  tried  their  prentice 
hands  at  it  for  two  or  three  years  during 
their  intervals  of  service  afloat.  fAd- 
miral  Sir  Wiluam  Edmomstons:  No.] 
Was  it  not  a  fact  ?  [*'  No !  "1  Surely 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  was  not 
able  to  say  that  they  were  placed  on  the 
Board  because  of  their  previous  know- 
ledge of  dockyards  ana  shipbuilding, 
and,  having  been  found  competent,  re- 
mained permanently  in  that  position? 
He  did  not  think  that.  Did  he  not 
know  they  were  shifted  every  few 
years  ?  fAdmtral  Sir  Wiluah  £DM02f- 
STONS:  No,  he  does  not.]  They  were 
continually  changed,  and  the  appoint- 
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ment  of  nayal  men  to  saoh  important 
offiees  as  that  of  the  management  of 
dookjarda  was  made  for  a  term  of  only 
five  years,  or  three  years  as  snggested 
by  an  hon.  Member.  In  three  years 
they  were  expected  to  learn  the  entire 
business  and  acquire  all  the  technical 
knowledge  of  this  difficult  question,  and 
the  House  was  told  to  bow  down  its 
intellect  to  their  superior  ability.  The 
First  Lord  thought  himself  justified  in 
making  a  complaint  of  the  article  in  The 
Timet  of  that  morning,  but  he  (Mr. 
Bylands)  thought  The  Timee  had  done 
a  great  public  service;  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Pembroke  (Mr.  E.  J.  Beed) 
had  added  to  the  many  good  services  he 
had  rendered  the  country  and  the  House 
in  having  brought  the  matter  before 
their  attention.  However  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  might  give  themselves  mutual 
support  by  quoting  one  another's  opi- 
nion, and  however  uiey  might  rely  on  the 
Board  of  Admiralty,  that  reliance  was 
not  shared  by  the  countiy.  He  thought 
at  the  present  time  there  was  no  doubt 
whatever  that  no  branch  of  the  Admini- 
stration of  this  country  stood  so  low  in 
the  opinion  of  the  country  as  the  Naval 
Service.  ["  No,  no  ! "]  He  was  stating 
what  he  believed  was  a  fact,  and  anyone 
who  had  watched  the  course  of  public 
opinion  which  found  expression  in  the 
Press  must  be  aware  that  there  was 
great  dissatisfaction  in  this  respect.  If 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lincoln 
(Mr.  Seely)  took  the  course  he  proposed, 
he  should  support  him ;  for  he  did  not 
think  the  Committee  should  allow  them- 
selves to  support  expenditure  for  vessels 
of  this  new  type  without  insisting  that 
the  Government  should  take  some  satis- 
factory means  to  assure  themselves  that 
it  was  wise  to  adopt  a  proposal  of  the 
kind.  Without  such  an  assurance  the 
Motion  to  report  Progress  would  have 
his  support. 

Mr.  HUNT  said,  that  in  the  speech 
they  had  just  heard  they  had  an  instance 
that  naval  subjects  were  not  discussed 
in  that  House  with  that  knowledge 
of  the  subject  which  hon.  Members 
should  possess.  He  should  like,  to  know 
the  names  of  the  wooden  three-deckers 
laid  down  by  Sir  John  Pakington  and 
the  Duke  of  Somerset.  Lord  Hampton, 
when  at  the  Admiralty,  distinguished 
himself  by  laying  down  a  new  class  of 
ship  which  was  quite  in  advance  of  the 
age,  and  which,  in  fact,  had  been  fol- 
iar, Rylande 


lowed  as  a  model  for  sabsequent  ships. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Bylands)  had  talked  of  brown  paper 
armour  defences,  but  he  could  not  have 
recollected  the  nature  of  the  ordnance 
then  brought  against  ships.  As  soon  as 
armour  of  a  certain  thickness  was  adop- 
ted guns  were  made  to  pierce  it,  and  the 
battle  between  iron  plates  and  guns  had 
been  going  on  ever  since.  The  hon. 
Member  ought  not  to  throw  a  slur  over 
the  able  men  who  had  formerly  presided 
over  the  Admiralty,  merely  because  they 
did  not  provide  armour-plating  of  double 
the  thickness  required  at  that  particular 
time.  The  hon.  Member  had  certainly 
not  contributed  much  to  the  information 
of  the  House.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Lincoln  (Mr.  Seely)  said  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Pembroke  (Mr.  £.  J.  Beed)  had 
staked  his  professional  reputation  upon 
the  InfUxibU  being  an  unsafe  ship.  He 

Six,  Hunt)  had  not  heard  the  hon. 
ember  say  that;  and  he  should  be 
very  much  surprised  to  hear  him  make 
such  an  assertion.  If  the  hon.  Member 
for  Pembroke  did  not  do  it  for  himself, 
he  did  not  see  why  anyone  should  do  it 
for  him.  He  complained,  not  that  the 
article  in  Ihs  Timet  was,  but  that  the 
statement  of  fact  was,  not  signed  by 
some  authority.  The  doubts  suggested 
in  The  Timet  had  previously  been  eon- 
veyed  to  the  Admiralty,  and  the  Admi- 
ralty, having  gone  into  the  question  of 
the  capabilities  of  the  ship  with  refer- 
ence to  the  points  there  mentioned,  had 
fully  made  up  their  minds  that  there  was 
no  ground  for  such  apprehensions. 
With  regard  to  the  suggestion  that  the 
matter  should  be  referred  to  a  Committee 
or  Commission,  he  might  point  out  that 
the  public  would  not  be  Hkely  to  have 
more  confidence  in  the  decision  of  a 
Committee  or  Commission  than  it  had  in 
the  decision  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 
Whatever  body  the  subject  was  referred 
to,  the  Admiralty  must  be  eventually 
responsible.  His  noble  Friend  below 
the  Gangway  hit  the  right  nail  on  the 
head  when  he  said — ''  You  must  either 
trust  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  or  dse 
get  rid  of  them."  That  was  what  he 
himself  said.  Whatever  fell  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Pembroke  on  such  a 
subject  was  of  course  well  worthy  of 
consideration.  As  he  had  t6ld  the  Com- 
mittee, the  hon.  Gentleman  had  corre- 
sponded with  the  Admiralty  on  this 
matter.    They  had  considered  what  the 
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hon.  Gentleman  had  to  say,  and  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  his  appre- 
hensions were  groundless.  No  doubt 
the  hon.  Member  was  an  authority  on 
these  matters,  but  he  was  not  at  the 
present  time  responsible  to  the  public. 
The  Admiralty,  noweyer,  had  respon- 
sible advisers,  and  they  could  not  accept 
the  hon.  Member's  doubts.  The  Admi- 
ralty stood  upon  their  own  responsi- 
bility, and  it  was  impossible  that  a  Oom- 
mittee  of  Supply  could  be  a  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  kind  of  ships  or  a 
Council  of  Construction.  The  question 
was  one  of  technicalities,  of  science,  and 
of  experiments,  and  the  Ezecutiye  must 
be  trusted  in  this  matter.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers did  not  trust  the  Ezecutiye,  they 
should  frankly  say  so  and  change  it; 
but  as  long  as  they  had  an  Ezecutiye 
they  must  trust  it  on  a  question  of  this 
sort,  and  he  could  not  consent  to  trust 
it  to  a  Committee  or  a  Commission.  The 
Admiralty  had  taken  the  g^atest  pains 
to  ascertain  the  truth,  and  had  come  to 
an  unanimous  decision.  As  Head  of 
the  Department,  he  fully  accepted  the 
responsibility  in  this  matter,  and  asked 
the  Committee  to  give  them  their  con- 
fidence. 

Mb.  E.  J.  EEED  hoped  nothing  had 
fallen  from  him  that  was  inoonmstent 
with  the  doctrines  laid  down  by  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Eslington) 
and  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 
He  entirely  agreed  that  it  would  be  a 
great  mistake  for  that  House  to  attempt 
to  override  the  well-considered  decision 
of  the  Admiralty  on  a  question  of  the 
kind.  But  he  was  sure  uie  Committee 
would  feel  it  was  vexy  desirable  to  have 
an  assurance  that  the  true  question  had 
been  considered  by  the  Admiralty.  In 
the  beginning  of  the  discussion  he 
thought  it  was  a  question  of  opinion, 
and  was  anxious  to  hear  the  decision  of 
the  Government ;  but  he  was  placed  in 
a  difficulty,  because  the  figures  pro- 
duced to-night  by  the  late  First  Lord, 
and  on  which  he  now  based  his  responsi- 
bility, were  distinctly  at  variance  with 
the  figures  which  were  at  this  moment 
recognized  within  the  Admiralty,  and 
which  were  handed  to  him  as  the  fig^ures 
relating  to  the  ship.  The  two  sets  of 
figures  were  entirely  inconsistent  with 
each  other.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
had  read  statements  to-night  in  which 
it  was  distinctly  laid  down  when  the 
ship  was  designed  that  if  her  unarmoured 


ends  were  destroyed  she  would  be  sub- 
merged 1  foot  extra.  He  had  seen 
statements  to  the  effect  that  the  ship 
with  800  tons  less  of  coal  was  submerged, 
not  1  foot,  but  more  than  2  feet.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  seemed  to  assume 
that  the  statements  read  to  the  House 
by  the  late  First  Lord  were  unquestioned ; 
whereas  he  maintained  that  they  were 
utterly  inconsistent  with  the  paper  which 
he  had  himself  seen  at  the  Admiralty. 
He  concluded  by  expressing  his  firm 
conviction  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  had  committed  his  responsi- 
bility to  a  decision  without  knowing  the 
actual  facts  at  issue. 

Mb.  hunt  explained  that  he  had 
said  nothing  about  fig^ures ;  but  that  the 
conclusion  come  to  was,  that  if  the  ends 
of  the  ship  were  completely  riddled  by 
shells  there  would  be  enough  of  her  left 
to  ensure  her  stability. 

Mb.  SEELY,  after  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  thought  they 
ought  to  have  a  clear  and  distinct  an- 
swer from  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Pembroke  to  this  question — ''  Do 
you  think  the  InJUxibU  is  a  safe  ship  ?  " 

Mb.  E.  J.  BEED  said,  that  what  he 
had  distinctly  stated  was  that  he  believed 
the  InflexihU  uii^i  go  to  sea  with  per- 
fect safety  for  any  length  of  time,  pro- 
vided she  did  not  enter  on  a  naval 
engagement ;  but  that  if  she  did  enter 
on  a  naval  engagement  and  was  attacked 
by  a  shell  fire  and  her  unarmoured  ends 
were  destroyed,  she  would  be  left  with- 
out stability,  and  would  then  capsise. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  231 
Noes    14  :    Majority  217.— (Div.  List* 
No.  188.) 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,207,300,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  tiie  Expense 
of  Naval  Stores  for  Building,  Repairing,  and 
Outfitting  the  Fleet  and  Coast  Oaard,  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  ox  March  1878." 

The  Oommittee  divided: — ^Ayes  229; 
Noes  5:  Majority  224.  — (Div.  List, 
No.  184.) 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro* 
posed, 

''  That  a  som,  not  exceeding  £1,042,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Ezpenas 
of  Steam  Machinery  and  Ships  built  by  Con« 
tract,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31  st  day  of 
March  1878.'^ 
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Mb.  PABNELL,  in  moving  that  the 
Chairman  report  Progress,  said,  that  he 
was  glad  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Waterford  (Major  O'Qtjrman)  had 
shown,  by  challenging  the  decision  of 
the  House  on  the  two  last  divisions, 
what  obstruction  really  meant  if  carried 
out  with  determination. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
(ifr.  Pam$ll) 

Mr.  hunt  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  persevere  in  the 
Motion,  as  the  Tote  now  before  the 
Committee  was  one  cognate  to  that 
which  immediately  preceded  it. 

Major  O'GOEMAN  said,  he  desired 
to  make  a  few  remarks,  though  he  tho- 
roughly believed  he  should  be  called  to 
Order.  It  was  often  difficult  to  know 
when  one  was  in  Order  in  the  House 
and  when  one  was  not.  His  reason  for 
the  proceeding  he  had  adopted  on  that 
occasion  was  mat  on  Friday  night  last, 
when  the  proposition  was  made  that 
Ireland  was  entitled  to  the  same  borough 
franchise  as  England — \Cr%$9  of  **  Ques- 
tion !  "  and  **  Order !  "]  Oh,  he  did  not 
want  to  speak  all,  if  hon.  Members  did 
not  wish  to  listen  to  him. 

Mr.  NEWDEOATE  said,  that  having 
been  offended  by  the  conduct  of  the 
House  on  a  former  evening,  when  the 
subject  under  discussion  was  quite  dis- 
tinct from  that  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee, the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
opposite  (Major  O'Gbrman)  had  bv  act- 
ing as  he  had  done  that  evening,  beine 
in  a  minority  at  one  time  of  15,  and 
another  of  5,  taken  a  course  which  prac- 
tically amounted  to  refusing  Supply, 
thus  abusing  the  forms  of  the  House  in 
a  way  which  almost  amounted  to  con- 
tempt of  the  House  and  its  proceedings. 
Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSYsaid,  he  had 
voted  for  the  Gbvemment,  and  not  with 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Water- 
ford,  in  the  two  divisions  which  had  just 
been  taken ;  but  he  must  protest  against 
the  views  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Newdegate).  It  must  not  be 
supposed  that  Irish  Members  were  not 
entitled  to  refuse  Supply  under  such  cir- 
cumstances as  they  might  deem  proper. 
Whenever  Irish  Members  thought  it 
necessary  to  take  a  particular  Une  of 
action,  they  would  not  be  precluded  from 
doing  80  by  any  smallness  of  numbers. 


Mr.  BIGOAB  hoped  the  Committee 
would  agree  to  report  Progress. 

Mr.  O'CONNOB  POWER  also  pro- 
tested against  the  doctrine  of  the  non. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire.  Any 
two  hon.  Members  had  a  right  to  divide 
the  House. 

Mr.  E.  J.  BEED  appealed  to  the 
hon.  (Gentleman  (Mr.  PamcU)  to  with- 
draw the  Motion,  as  the  Vote  was  one 
of  urgent  importance,  and  as  the  ri^t 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  had  evi- 
dently come  down  in  great  pain  to 
further  the  Public 


Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  a^0$d  to, 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-wtorrow, 
at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wmbtm- 
day, 

SOLDIERS,  SAILORS,  AND  MARINES 
(CIVIL  EMPLOYMENT). 

INSTRUCTION  TO   SXLBCI  COMMITTSS. 

MR.CHILDERS,  in  moving /rro/arsMi 
the  following  Resolution  : — 

"  That  it  be  an  Instraotion  to  the  Select  Coin- 
mittee  on  Soldiers,  Sailors,  and  Marines  (Ctril 
Employment),  That  thev  have  power  to  iibqvre 
into  the  enediency  of  employing  Naval  and 
Military  Offioers  in  Oiril  Departments,** 

said  that,  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee, 
he  moved  the  Resolution  in  obedience 
to  their  instructions ;  but  if  pressed  to 
to  a  division  he  should  vote  against  it, 
as  he  personally  disagreed  with  it. 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HARDY  said,  that 
if  the  Committee  did  the  work  referred 
to  it,  they  would  perform  a  g^ood  work ; 
while  if  thev  extended  their  inquiry, 
there  would  be  no  chance  of  reporting 
this  Session.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the 
Motion  would  not  be  pressed.  Any  in- 
quiry as  to  the  employment  of  oflloors 
in  the  Civil  Service  ought  to  be  eon* 
ducted  by  a  separate  Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question, 

*'That  it  be  an  Instraction  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  Soldiers,  Sailors,  and  Marines 
(Civil  Employment),  That  they  hare  power  to 
inouire  into  Uie  ezpedieDcy  of  emplo3ring  Naral 
and  Biilitary  Offioers  in  Civil  Departments,*'^ 
(ifr.  Childirt,) 

— ^put,  and  n$gativ$d. 

House  a4ioamed  at  half 
after  One  o*eloolt. 
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Supply— Fishery  Boards  in  Scotland,  1624 
Queen's   and    Lord    Treasurer's   Remem- 
brancer in  Exchequer,  Scotland,  Ac.  1616 


Afriea^  Sauih 

The  TVonmwZ.  or  South  African  RipubUe^ 
AnnenathHt  Qnestion,  The  Earl  of  Kimber- 
ley  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Carnarron  May  7, 
353  ;—The  ProclamatwOf  Observations,  The 
Earl  of  Carnanron  May  14, 828  ;  Question. 
Mr.  Knatchbull  -  Hugessen  ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  7,  865 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Rylands ;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 
Lowther  May  14,  864;— ProtwU  againit 
Annexation,  QuesUons,  Mr.  Courtney ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  J.  Lowther  June  18,  1947 

Delagoa  Bay^  Question,  Mr.  A.  M< AHhur ;  An* 
swer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  June  18, 1988 

Natal  —  Financial  Potition,  Question,  Sir 
Joseph  M'Kenna;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther 
June  18, 1948 


AHDBE80H,  Mr.  G.,  Glatgaw 

African  Exploration— Mr.  Stanley,  IIM 
Blind  and  Deaf  Mute  ChUdren(Edocntion),^^ 

Companies    AcU,    1862-1867,  Nomlmtion  ci 

Select  Committee,  1859 
Criminal  Uw— PoliUcal  Frieooera,  RelenM  U, 

1680 
Customs,  Inland  Rerenue,  and  Sa? inp  Baaki, 

Comm.  cL  7. 811 ;  Consld.  add.  cM  177 
Eastern    Question  —  Resolutions  (Mr.    Glnd- 

stone),  474,  707,  780.  771,  772 
Irish  Taxation,  Res.  1857  ^      ..  «         . 

MagUtraoy  (Ii«land)-Mr.  AnckettU,  CnM  oC 

Ras  825 
Naty— Royal  Marinei— PromotiMi  and  R«*ii#- 

ment,  1972  

Parliament— Public  BuiineM,  Arrangemenl  of, 

996 
Public  Works  Loans  (IreUnd).  2R.  1014 

Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland).  2R.  1867 
Supply— Lord  Ueutenant  of  Ireland,  H< 

hold  Expenses,  Ac.  1680 
Queen's  and    Lord    Treamirer's 

branoer   in    Exchequer,    Scotland, 

1619 
Secret  Serrioet,  Amendt.  1615 


WeHAfrioa 

We$t  Coast^The  Oambia— Chief  MagiitraU 
at  Bathurit,  Question,  Mr.  Hopwood  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  J.  Lowther  May  10,  615 
Appointment  of  Chief  Juttiee,  QuetUon,  Mr. 
Uopwood ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  June  7, 
1439 

African  Explorations-Mr.   StanUy^The 
BriiUh  Flag 
Question.  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
May  17, 1108 

AntLiE,  Earl  of 

Game  Laws  (Scotland)  Amendment,   Comm. 
1419 :  e{.  8,  1421, 1422 

Alexakdbb,  Colonel  C,  Ayrehire,  8, 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  2R.  1858 

Ancient  Monuments  Bill 

{Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr,  Bererford  Hope,  Mr, 
RuiteU  Oumey,  Mr.  Otbome  Moryan) 
e.  Committee  nominated  May  15 ;  List  of  the 
Committee,  1015 


Ansteuthbb,  Sip  E.,  Fif$eh¥r$ 

Eastern   Question  —  Resolutions  (Mr.   Glad- 
stone). 749,  75S  «   ^.    .     « 
Intemperance  (Sweden)— Mr.  Erskine'e   Re- 

port,  618  

RMds  and  Bridget  (Scotland),  2R.  1856, 18T9 

Aeotll,  Duke  of 

Eastern  Question— Tripartite  Treaty  of  15tk 
April.  1856,  841 

Game  Laws  (Scotland)  Amendment.  Comm. 
1416  ;  cl  3,  1421 ;  eh  4.  Amendt.  142«, 
1425 ;  et.  12,  1429 ;  Schedule  1, 1480 

India— The  Ameer  of  Afghanistan,  1829 


Abmt 

MisoBLLaraooa  Qonanon 

AboUtim  of  PwOmh  Aet^The  R^mtUtieme^ 

Question,  Mr.  CaUan ;  Aniwer,  Mr.   On- 

thome  Hardy  April  27.  85 

Command  ef  the  Home  Dietrict,  Qoestkw.  Mr. 

Stacpoole;   Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy 

May  8,  497  ,  „    . 

ComH  Martial  on  C<^ttenn  RoberU,  94th  Rey^ 

ment,  QueeUon.  Major  (yGorman  ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  April  27,  82 
Endieh   Ofieert  at   Turkieh  ffoad^tuartore. 

Question.  Sir  Henry  Hareloek ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Gathome  Hardy  May  10,  621 
Eicape  of  a  Defaulting  0§Mr.  Qneetioa.  Mr. 

E.  Jenkins ;  Answer,  Mr.  (Inthome  Hardy 

Jm/t  11, 1571 
^'QonimX  MffiMu   Return,'*    Question.    Sir 

Alexander  (3ordon ;  Answer*  Mr.  Galbeme 

Hardy  May  4, 817 
India^Shori   Seruioe,  QoeeUo%  Sir   Henry 

HaTclock:    Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy 

June  18,  1989 
JreUmd-The  B8th  Regimeni,  Question,  Cap- 

Uin  Nolan  :  Aniwer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy 

June  8, 1490 


ABjw  Ao8 
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MQitofy  and  Naval  PreparaHani,  Obierva- 
tiont,  Lord  Eloho,  Sir  0«orge  Campbell ; 
Reply,  Mr.  Gathonie  Hardy  May  SI,  1140 

Nott'Commitiioned  Ofieert,  Qoestion,  Captain 
d'Beine  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorae  Hardy 
May  8,  908 

PiwnaHan  and  BetiremetU—Th$  Royal  War- 
rant, Qoestion,  Mr.  Childert ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gathome  Hardy  May  17,  1106;  Question, 
Major  O'Qorman;  Answer,  Mr.  Qathome 
Hardy  Jum  18, 1044 

Beaimefital  LietUenatU  Cokmdi,  Question,  Mr. 
Kavanagb;  Answer,  Mr.  Gatbome  Hardy 
Jun€  14,  1763 

Sowd  Military  Atylum,  Qoestion,  General 
oir  George  Balfour ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gatbome 
Bardy  Jvm  7,  1438 

Sttryeant — The  Royal  Warrant,  1877,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Mitcbell  Henry ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ga- 
tbome Hardy  M^y  4,  816 

Tramport  and  Eotpital  ServieeM,  Question, 
Sir  Henry  Harelock ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gatborne 
Hardy  June  7, 1441 

Troopi  for  Service  Airoad,  Question,  Mr. 
Hayter  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gatbome  Hardy 
ifayS.  498 

AugiUary  Forces 

Adjutanti  of  Engineer  Volunteer  Corpt,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Palmer ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gatbome 
Bardy  June  18,  1942 

Adjutants  of  MHitia  and  Vdunteere  (Brevet 
Majors^  Question,  Sir  Henry  Harelock ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gatbome  Hardy  June  18, 
1941 

MiliHa  Adjutants,  Question,  Visoount  Emlyn  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  April  80,  108 

Mililia  Recruits,  Question,  Mr.  Briggs ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gatborne  Hardy  May  17,  1106 

Ri^  Range,  MUton-nemt-Oravesend,  Question, 
Captain  Pirn  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gatbome  Hardy 
June  18, 1945 

Ashley,  Hon.  A.  Evelyn,  PooU 

Eastern    Question—Resolutions   (Mr.    Glad* 

stone),  748 
Nayy— H.M.S.  «*Neweastle,"1098 

Aeia^  Central — Tashkend 
Question,  Mr.  C.  B.  Denison ;   Answer,  Mr. 
Bourke  May  10, 991 

Aiia,  Central — Appointment  of  a  Consul 
Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  allow  the  appointment 
of  a  Consul  to  some  town  in  Central  Asia 
which  may  be  selected  as  most  convenient 
for  him,  to  watch  over  the  commercial  and 
territorial  interests  of  British  India  "(7Ae 
IfOrd  De  Mauley)  June  11,  1561 ;  after  short 
debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

AssHETON,  Mr.  B.,  CUtheroe 

Blind  and  Deaf  Mute  Children  (Edooation), 

2R.  1295 
Publie  Reooid  04Sce,  dR.  1688 
Supply — Stationery,  Printing,  dto.  117X 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 

c2. 34,  uia 


Anistant  Connty  Snrreyors  (Irelaacl) 

BiU      (Mr.  WiUiam  Johnston,  Mr,  Chaxne, 

Mr,  S^ng^Harman) 

e.  Moved,   "  That   the  Bill   be  now   read  a« " 
May  2,  349 
Amende  to  leave  out  '* now," and  add  "upon 
this  day  six  months  "(Jfr.  Biggar);   after 
short  debate.  Question  put,  "  That  '  now/ 
Ac.;"  A.  211,  N.  32;  M.  179  (D.L.  110) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2P 
BiU  withdrawn  •  June  id  [BUI  106] 


AttobneyOenebal,  Tlie(Sir  J.  Holkeb), 

Preston 

County  Court  Jurisdiction  Extension,  3R.  597 

Crossed  Cbeqoeson  Bankers,  2R.  1788 

Eastern  Question — Resolutions  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone, 560,  561 

High  Court  of  Justice— Despatch  of  Business, 
1551 

Joint  Stock  Companies — "  Twycross  v.  Grant  *' 
— Humber  Ironworks  Company,  1438 

Liberal  and  Conserfative  Associations,  1578 

Patents  for  Inventions,  1237 

Penalty  of  Death,  Res.  1691,  1694 

Registration  of  Births,  Deaths,  dM>.  — Fees, 
1285 

Trade  Marks  Registration  Aot,  1492 


Australian  Colonies — Coolie  Immigration 

to  Queensland 
Question,  Mr.  £.  Jenkins ;    Answer,  Mr.  J. 
Lowther  June  18, 1936 


Baokhotjse,  Mr.  E.,  Darlington 
Crossed  Cheques  on  Bankers,  2R.  Amend t. 
1785 


Balfoxtr,  Major-Qeneral  Sir  0.,  ITin- 

eardineshire 
Army — Royal  Military  Asylum,  1438 
Channel  Islands — The  Laws  and  Judicature- 
Case  of  Colonel  De  Faby,  350 
Customs,  Inland  Revenue,  and  Savings  Banks, 

Connid.  add.  el,  1177 
Harbours  on  the  North-East  Coast,  Res.  1218 
Mercantile  Marine — ^North  Sea  Harbour  and 

Canal,  817 
Navy — Royal  Marines  —  Promotion  and  Re- 
tirement, 1971 
Public  Works  Loans,  Comm.  add.  cl.  1178 
Supply— Lord  Privy  Seal,  Office  of,  1164 
Mint,  <bc.  1166 
Patent  Office,  1168 
Public  Works  Loan,  1169 
Women's  Disabilities  Removal,  3R.  1898 


Baxifottr,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Hertford 
Derby   Corporation  (Extension  of  Borough, 

4bc.)Con8id.  144,  986 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 

el   11,  118;  ci.  16,  ISO,  140;  el.   17,  1000. 

1006;  el  $5,   1120,  1124;  add.  cl   1127, 

1128, 1180 

3  T  2 
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Bankmptoy  Act  (1800)  Amendment  Bill 

(M*.  Sampion  Llcydj  Mr,  Norwood,  Mr, 

Ripley,  Mr.  WhUweU) 

e.  Motion  for  LeaTt(lfr.  Sampson  Lloyd)  June  \6, 
1017;  Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  ordered; 
read  !•  •  [Bill  199] 

Bankrnptcy  Law  Amendment  Bill  [h.u] 

{The  Lord  Clumeellor) 

I.  Committee*  ;  Report  May  11  (No  41) 

Read  S^'lfay  17 

Banna  of  Xarriage  (Scotland)  BUI 

{Dr.  Caweron,  Mr.  Baxter,  Mr. Barclay, Mr, 
M*Laren,  Mr.  Edward  Jenkine,  Mr.  Emeet  Noel) 
e.  BUI  withdrawn  •  June  6  [BiU  31  ] 


Barclay,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forfarshire 

Cattle  Plague  and  Importation  of  LIto  Stock, 
Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  201,  203; 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  204.  305 
Customs,  Inland  Revenue,  and  Sarings  Banks, 

Consid.  add.  el.  1175 
Prisons,  Consid.  add,  d.  1056 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  2 R.  1875 
Supply— Fishery    Board    in    Scotland,    1621, 
1624,  1625 
Queen's    and    Lord    Treasurer's   Remem- 
hranoer    in    Exchequer,  Scotland,    Sc, 
1617,  1610 

Bar  Education  and  Biscipline  Bill  [hx.] 

( The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I.  Presented ;  read  I**  May  11  (No.  69) 

Read  2*,  after  short  dehate  June  7, 1431 
Committee  ^  ;  Report  June  8 

Ba&ikq,  Mr.  T.  C,  Eesex,  8. 

Universities  of  Oxford  and  Camhridge,  Comm. 
el.  15,  126;  el,  17.  1000  ;  el.  24,  1113; 
cl.  35,  1122 ;  add,  cl.  1277  ;  Consid.  el.  16, 
1808 

Bar  of  Eng^land  and  of  Ireland  Bill 

{Sir  Colwian  0*Loghlen,  Mir.  Downing,  Mr, 
WilUam  Johntton,  Mr,  Meldon) 

e.  Bill  withdrawn,  after   short   debate  May  9* 
599  [BiU  80] 

Babttelot,  Colonel  SirW.B.,  Sussex,  W. 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  1898 
Supplj — Local  GoTemment  Board,  1158 
Women's  DisabiUUea  Removal,  2R.  1387 

Bas8,  Mr.  M.  T.,  Berhy  Bo, 
Derby  Corporation  (Extension  of  Borongh,  Ao.X 
Consid.  986 

Bates,  Mr.  E.,  Plymouth 
Russia   and    Turkej— The    War  ~  Merchant 
Ships  in  the  Sea  of  Axof,  863 


Bath,  faU  of  a  Bridge  est 
Question,  Mr.  Paget ;  Aniwer,  Mr. 
Croat  June  8, 1489 


Bazteb,  Bight  Hon.  W.  R,  JUmOr—^^ 

Eastern    Queation  —  Reeolutioiis  (Mr.    QUd* 

stone),  546 
Ecclesiastical  Endowmenta  (Ceylon),  Roe.  157, 

164 

Bbaoh,   Bight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hioki- 

(Chief  Becretary  for  Ireland),  GUm- 

eestershire,  B, 
Assistant  County  Sunreyors  (Ireland),  9R.  SSI 
Cattle  Plague  and  Importation  of  Live  Stock. 

Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  903 
Ireland^Misoellaneotts  Qneetioos 

Cattle  Diseases  (Ireland)  Acta^Ordor  ia 

Council,  December  14,  1876,  1298 
Constabulary  Canteen  (Dublin) — Canteta 

Funds,  1848 
Criminal  Law— Daniel  Foran,Oaae  of,  1441 
Inland  Na?igation — Ballinamore  CaoaL  1 S49 
Irish    Consubulary    Act,    1874— Coottaa- 

ance,  1639 
Londonderry  Lunatio  Asylum,  103 
National    Education— National   School    of 

lUheera,  1101 
National  Schools — Monaghan,  1101 
Queen's  University,  1099 
Royal  Irish  ConsUbuUry,  1598  :»Caae  of 
ConsUble  Moloney,  1847 
Ireland— Administration  of  Irish  Aflain,  Rea. 

1501 
Ireland— Borough  Franchise,  Res.  1911,  1916 
IreUnd— Irish  Land  Act,  1870,  Motion  lor  a 

Select  Committee,  174 
IreUnd — Irish  Land  Question,  Boa.  98 
Ireland — Magistracy— Mr.  Ajicketellt  Caae  e^ 

Res.  326,  328 
Poor  Law  Guardians  Electiona  (IreUad),  2R. 

1036 
Prisons,  Consid.  add.  cl.  1472 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquora  on  Sm^ay  (Ire- 
land), Re-oomm.  1949 
Supply — Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Hooae 
hold  of;  Ao.  1629 

Bbaoh,  Mr.  W.  W.  B.,  Eempskire,  N, 
Derby  Corporation  (Extension  of  Boroqgb,  4e.), 

Consid.  147 
Poor  Law  Guardiana  Electiona  (Ireland),  2R. 

1035 

Bbaooitsfisld,  Earl  of  (First  Lord  of 
the  Treamuy) 
Burial  AoU  Consolidation,  Report,  edd,   eL 

1923 
India — Lucknow  Priie  Money,  622 
Railway  Accidenta,  Rea.  14 

BsAUOHAKP,  Earl  (Lord  Steward  of  the 
Household) 
Criminal  Law— Highway  Robberiea  on  Blaek- 

heath,  1567 
Industrial  Occupations,  Casualties  in.  Motion 
for  Retuma,  1482 
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BxufOBB,  Earl  of 

Irtland,  Uod  in,  U85 
lUilwaj  Aeoideota,  Rm.  26 
Railway  Ooropaniaa  Senranta,  2R.  718 
Railwaya,  Joint  Stationa  at,  Ret.  1998 
South  AfHoa,  Comm.  d,  13,  479  ;  d.  51,  480 ; 
Raport,98a 

BKinETT-SxAifTOED,  Mr.  V.  p.,  ShafUi- 
hwry 

Cattla  Plafat  and  Importation  of  LiTt  Stock, 
Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  188,  194 

Eastern  Question  — Reeolutiona  (Mr.  Glad- 
ttone),  907 

BKunifOK,  Mr.  G.  W.  P.,  Norfolk,  W. 

Cattle  Plaffiie  and  Importation  of  Lire  Stock, 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  191 

Eastern  Question  —  Resoloiions  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), 874,  886 

Harbours  on  the  NoHb-East  Coast,  Res.  1198 

Na?]r  Estimates^Dockyards,  Ac.  2001 

BiuuFORD,  Oolonel  P.  M.,  Soutkwark 
Opeoinf  of  National  Museums  and  Galleries  on 
Sunday,  Res.  1612, 1681 

BiooAB,  Mr.  J.  O.,  Cavan  Co. 
Assistant    County    Surreyors   (Irsland),  2R. 

Amendt.  260 
Bar  of  England  and  of  Ireland,  2R.  610,  61 1 
Cattle  PUffue  and  Importation  of  Li?e  Stock, 

Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  200 
Criminal  I^w— Political  Prisoners,  Release  of, 

1578, 1680 
Customs,  Inland  Refenue,  and  Savings  Banks, 
Comm.  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  476  ; 
add,  cL  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1131 
Ireland— Administration  ol  Irish  Aflkirs,  Res. 

1590 
Ireland— Dempsey,  Mr.  James,  Motion  for  Re- 
turns, 683,  684 
Irish   Land   Act.   1870,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  177 
Mercantile  Marine  Hospital,  2R.  1029 
Kavy— Clare,  Mr.  John,  Case  of,  103,  494, 

1973 
Navy  Estimates— Steam  Machinery,  Ac.  9012 
PriM>ns,  Consid.  add.  el,   1829,   1330,  1447, 
1462,  1462,  1463,  1469,  1640,  1641,  1660, 
1662, 1666, 1667, 1781 ;  eL  14, 1783 ;  d.  40, 
1790 
Summary   Jurisdiction    Amendment,    Comm. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  1881 
Supply — LfOcal  Gofemment  Board,  1 164 
Lord   Lieutenant   of    JreUnd,    Household 
of,  ^.  Motion  for  reporting  Progress, 
1632 
Mint,  Ac.  1167 

Queen's  and   Lord   Treasurer's    Remem- 
brancer  in    Exchequer,   Scotland,   Ac. 
1620 
Secret  8er?icee,  1614 
Sutionery,  Printing,  Ac.  1171 
▼otors  (Ireland),  2R.  611 

BiRUET,  Mr.  H.,  Manchoiior 
Eastern    Question  —  Resolutions  (Mr.  Glad- 

stone),  474 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Consid. 
cL  16, 1806 


Birth  and  Deaths,  lUgiitrar  of^^Driendlff 
8oe%$t%ei) 
Question,    Mr.    W.   Johnston ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Sclater-Booth  May  11, 725 


Birthi,  Deathif  SfC,  RegUUration  of-^F$$t 
Question,  Mr.  tiolt;   Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  Jum  4, 1235 


BilhOpriCS  Bill       (^-  Sseretary  Croii,  Sir 
Henry  Selwin-lbbetson) 

0.  Motion  for  Leafe  {3ir,  AttheUm  Crott)  May  1, 
180 ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 
Bill  ordered  :  read  1«  •  May  2        [Bill  153] 
Moved,  «'  That  the  Bill    be    now  read  2<» " 

Jun4  4.  1292 
Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
{Mr,  DUlwyn) ;  after  short  debate,  Question 
put  and  agreed  to  ;  Debate  adjourned 

Blaxx,  Mr.  T.,  Loomimter 
Opening  of  National  Museums  and  Galleries  on 
Sunday,  Res.  1635 


Blind  and  Deaf  Mate  Children  (Educa- 
tion) Bin       (Mr,  WheeUume,  Mr.  Jsaae) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  I''*  ifoy  17  [Bill  176 J 

Moved,    "That    the   BUI  be  now   read  2«»" 

June  4,  1294 
Moved,  *'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 

{Mr.  Dcddt);  afier  short  debate, .  Question 

put :  A.  24,  N.  53  :  M.  29  (D.  L.  151) 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to;    BUI 

read  2* 


BoxmKE,  Hon.  B.  (Under  Seoretaij  of 

Btate  for  Foreign  AfiEair8)i   Zynn 

R$g%9 
African  Exploration— Mr.  Stanley,  1 103 
Central  Asia— Tashkend,  992 
China— Margary  Expedition,  1106 
Diplomatic  Service—  Limited  Competition,  858 
Eastern  Question  — Misoellaneous  Questions 
Debate— Expls nation,  863 
Negotiations,  1103 
Roumania,  863 

The  Papers  and  Despatches— Prince  Gort- 

cbakoirs   Circular,   869— Lord  Derby's 

Answer,  1298 

Eastern    Question— Resolutions    (Mr.    GUd* 

stone).  Motion  for  Adjournment,  706,  732, 

799 

Ea*teni   Question— The  Despatches,  Motion 

for  an  Address,  1138, 1140 
Egypt,  Financial  Position  of,  1640 
Foreign  Enlistment  Act— Turkish  Iron-dad, 

660 
Foreign  OiBoe,  Commercial  Reports  of  the, 

1299 
Polynesian  Labourers    New  Caledonia,  1938 
Russia  and  1'urkey— Declaration  of   Paris- 
Sues  Canal,  1300,  1301 
RuMiaand  Turkey— Engliih  Shipping  in  the 
Danube,  991 

^eci4» 
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BUB 


BomuEB,  Hon.  K.-^eofU, 

Rassia  and  Tnrkey~The  War— Miieellaneons 
QoestionB 

BUck  Sea,  Blockade  in  the,  499,  618,  620, 
1105,  1583 

GoDtraband  of  War,  260,  262,  263 

Danube,  Blockade  in  the,  499.  500 

Egypt,  104.  105 

Merchant  Ships  in  the  Sea  of  Azof,  863 

Neutral  Interests,  108,  109 

Port  of  Odessa,  30 

Seizure  of  a  Greek  Vessel,  860 

Suez  Canal.  726, 1444 
Sugar  Convention,  30,  622 
Turkey — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Bosnia,  1106 

Uyard,  Mr.  1942 

Loan  of  1854,  364 

Military  Contributions  of  Egypt,  268 

BovYBR,  Sir  G.,  Wexford  Co, 

Eastern  Question — Resolutiont  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), 380,  827,901 

High  Court  of  Justice — Despatch  of  Business, 
1546 

Liberal  and  ConsenratiTe  Asaooiationa,  1671 

Parliament— Order,  1239 

Prisons,  Gonsid.  add.  el  1330 

Supply— Lord  Privy  Seal,  Office  of,  1 153 
Stationery,  Printing,  Ac.  1171 

Brand,   Eight   Hon.   H.   B.   W.,  {$ee 
Speakeb,  The) 

Brasset,  Mr.  T.,  JSiastingt 

Harbours  on  the  North-East  Coast,  Res.  1188, 

1216 
Navy    Estimates — Dockyards,  Ao.  1999 

Briogs,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Blackburn 
Army— Militia  Recruits,  1106 

Bright,  Eight  Hon.  J.,  Birmingham 
Eastern  Question — The  Debate — Mr.  Bourke 

and  Mr.  Cobden,  Explanation,  863 
Penalty  of  Death,  Res.  1698 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquort'on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), 1774 

Bright,  Mr.  J.,  Manchester 

Criminal  Law — Prison  and  Reformatory  La- 
bour, 1762 

Eastern  Question — Resolutions  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), 667 

Post  Office  Telegraphs— Charges,  1098 

Women's  Disabilities  Removal,  2R.  1401 

Bristol,  Marquess  of 

Burial  Acts  Consolidation,  Report,  1919; 
add,cl.nzi 

Bristowe,  Mr.  S.  B.,  N&wark 

Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 
el  13,  119  ;  el  14,  123 ;  d.  15,  125  ;  el  16, 
Amendt.  131, 136  vel  17, 1000, 1005  ;  el  19, 
1007,  1008  :  el  35, 1120 ;  add.  el.  1277 


Briiiih  Museum — Salaries 

Question,  Mr.  W.  CartwHght;    Ai 
W.  H.  Smith  June  4, 1236 


Mr. 


Brooks,  Mr.  M.,  Dublin 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  4m  Svodi^  (Ira- 
land),  1764, 1773  :  Re-comm.  1951 

Brown,  Mr.  A.  H.,   Wenloei 
Customs,  Inland  Revenue,  and  Savings  Banks, 

Comm.  476 ;  add.  el  477 
Supply—Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  HonielK^d 

of,  dbc.  1631 

Bruce,  Hon.  T.  C,  Portsmouth 
Eastern    Question — Resolutions   (Mr.    Glad- 
atone),  871 

Brtten,  Mr.  H.,  Carhw  Co. 
Administration  of  Irish  Affiirs,  Res.  1591 
Assistant  County  Surveyors  (Ireland).  2R.  253 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  1895 
Cattle  Plague  and  Importation  of  Live  Staek, 

Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  IS?*  902 
Irish  Land  Qneation,  Res.  74 
Parliamentary  R^itration  (Ireland),  3R.  tTM 
Poor^Law  Guardians  Eleottons  (IreUnd),  9R. 

1034 
Snpply^Fishery  Board.  Scotland,  1696 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Honaehold  of, 
d(o.  1631 

BuooLETJCH,  Duke  of 

Game  Laws  (Scotland)  Amendment,  9R.  851 ; 
Comm.  1420  :  d.  8, 1421, 1429 ;  el.  4,  1423 ; 
d,  19,  Amendt.  1429, 1430 

Building   Sooieties  Act  (1874)  Ameid- 

ment  Bill     (Mr.  DadrymfiU,  Mr.  WtMy, 

Mr.  Yeamam) 

e.  Ordered :  read  1«  •  June  4  [Bill  188] 

Read2«*/im0l4 


1 


Acts  ConBolidatioa  BOl  (No.  97) 

(The  Lord  Presidenl) 

L  Notice  of  Amendment,  Oboervmtiont,  Earl 
Grantrille;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  OanuuToa 
AprU  30, 100 

Explanation,  The  Duke  of  Riebmond  and 
Gordon  Jfoy  1,140 

Withdrawal  of  Amendment,  The  E«ri  of 
Shaftesbury  May  14,  828 

Mored.  "  That  the  House  do  now  reoolve  itself 
into  Committee  on  the  said  Bill  *'  May  17, 
1040  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to; 
Committee 

Question,  Explanation,  Earl  OranTiUe ;  An- 
swer, The  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordoa 
June  4, 1227 

Report  June  18, 1918  (No.  80) 

Borials  BUI       {Mr.  Osbome  Morgan^   it. 

SKaw  Lefevre,   Mr.   Alderman  MAHkar, 

Mr.  Richard) 
c  Order  for   2R.  dtschanred ;   Bill    wHhdrava 

May  2, 248  [BiU  36] 
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BuBT,  Mr.  T^  liorpith 
Eaplojtn  uid  WorkoMA  Aot  (ExUofioD  to 

S«am0n),  2B.  Bill  witbdr»ini«  6S5 
M •rotuutt  SdMMB,  36ff 


BuBT,  YiMount 
EMtern  QiMtUoii—TripMiito  Traaty  of  15tb 

ApHl  16A6.  883 
Railway  AoeideoU,  Rea.  8 
Railway  CompaniM   SarfanU,  8R.   Amasdt. 
718 


Butt,  Mr.  1,,  Limerick  City 

Borooffh  FranchlM  (IrelandV  Rm.  1908,  1916 
CatUa  Plague  and  Iroportatioo  of  Uto  Stock, 
*  Nomination  of  Saltct  Gonmitta«,  184,  180, 

188, 193,  194;  Amendt.  196, 199  ;  Ameodt. 

302, 203,  305 
Iroland— AdnDinitiratioo  of  Iriah  Aflkirt,  Rot. 

U86, 1591, 1897 
Irish  Uod  Aot,  1870,  lioUoo  for  aStleot  Com- 

mittoo,  176 
Iriih  Und  QoortioD,  Rot.  94 
Irith  Taxation,  Rm.  1885 
Magiitraoy  (Ir«laod)^Mr.  AnokottU,  Caio  of, 

Rm.  884 
National  Edooatioo  (Iroland)— National  School 

of  RahMra,  J 100 
Navy  —  Arctic    Expedition  —  Oonunittoo   on 

Scurvy,  1098 
Parlitmcntary    Rcglctration    (Ireland),    2R. 

1723 
Prisone,  Contid.  1826;  add.  el.  1829,  1881, 

1453,  1454,1476.1477 
Supply- Fishery  Boards,  Scotland,  1626 
WoioMi'i  DisabilitiM  Remofal,  2R.  1410 


Oadooan,  Earl 

Roisia  and  Turkey^Tbe  War— Seat  of  War, 
286 

Oairvs,    Lord    ($e0   Ohakoellob,    The 
Lord) 

Oallan,  Mr.  P.,  Dundalk 

Abolition  of  PorohaM  Aot — Regulations,  ^5 
AssisUnt  County  Sunreyors  (Ireland),  2R.  284 
Cattle  PUfue  and  Imporutioo  of  Life  Stock, 

Nomination    of    Select   Committi*e,    188  ; 

Amendt.  186,  187. 191,  192, 196;  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  204, 808 
Criminal  Law— Manchester  Mairlstratee — CaM 

of  the  Re?.  Father  Jaekton,  616 


Oamxboh,  Dr.  0.,  Glasgow 

Cattle  OiseasM  (Ireland)  Aete— Order  in  Copn- 

cil,  DcMmber  14.  1876,  1297 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  2R.  Amendt.  921 
Navy— AroUo  CommklM,  Report  of  the,  1979 
Prieooe,  Cooeid.  sdd.  cL  1489 
Sale  of  Intoxloatinf  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Iro- 
iMd),  1779 

Oampbsll,  Lord 
Kaatem  Qoeetioii— Roisiao  CiroaUr,  1 


Oajcpbxll,  Sir  O.,  Kirkcaldy,  Sfc. 
Administration  of  Irish  Aflktrs,  Rm.  1887 
Derhy  Corporation  (Extension  of   Boroufh, 

Ac.),  Consid.  987 
EoclMiastical  Endowments  (Oe;lon),  Rm.  160 
India,  Taxation  of,  862 

Local  QoTcmment  (Scotland)— Statistical  Re- 
turns, 1 104 
Metropolis— Richmond  Park,  1939 
Military  and  Naval  Preparations,  1148 
Roads  and  Bridm  (Scotland),  2R.  1877 
Russia  and  Turkey— The  War— Egypt,  104 
Stock  Exchange  Frauds,  1881 
UnifcrsitiM  of  Oxford  and  Camhridge,  Consid. 
H,  4,  Amendt.  1802 


Oaicpbell-Bahhebmak,  Mr.  H.,  Stirling, 

Court  of  Session  (Scotland),  1868 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  2R.  1869 
UnirorsitlM  of  Oxford  and  Camhridge,  Comm. 
pMtponed,  eL  2, 1281 

OAHFBBDOWir,  Earl  of 

Burial  Acts  Consolidation,  Comm.  eL  9, 1062 
Confessional  — '*  The  PriMt   in    Absolution,** 

1748 
Game  Laws    (Scotland)  Amendment,  Comm. 

c/.  4, 1428 

Canada^  Dominion    of  —  BmigraUon    of 
Faupor  Children 
Question,  Mr.   Morgan  Lloyd ;    Answer,  Mr. 
Solater- Booth  June  7, 1441 


Canal  Boats  Bill      (^*  Sdaur-Boeth,  Mr. 

Secretary  Crott,  Mr.  SaU) 

e.  Ordered  :  read  1««  May  10  [BiU  162] 

Read2<'»  JfoySl 

Order  for  Committee  discharged ;  Bill  com« 
mitted  to  a  Select  CommittM,  after  short 
debate ;  List*of  the  Committee  Jiute  12, 1608 

Oanteilbubt,  Archbishop  of 
Burial    Act*    Consolidation,    Comm.    1042  ; 
add.  el.  1062,  1069,  1071,   1077;   Report, 
add.  el.  1920 

Capital  Faniihiiiaxit  AboUtion  Bill 

{Mr.  Peaee,  Mr.  Leemm,  Mr.  MLarm) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •May  9  [BiU 96] 

Oabdwxll,  YiBootmt 

Burial  AoU  Consolidation,  Conun. add.el.  1071  • 

1079  ;  Report,  add.  el.  1923 
South  Africa,  Comm.  el.  67,  481 

Oa&lihofobd,  Lord 
RaUway  AeddeoU,  tee.  91 
South  Africa,  Comm.  el.  67,  460 

Caruble,  Bishop  of 
Borinl  Acts  CoMolidation,  Cooua.  add,  el.  1066 
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OHA 


Oabkabyon,  Earl  of  (Seoretarj  of  State 
for  the  Colonies) 

Burial  Acts  Contolidation,  100 

Colonial  Office— Mr.  W.  W.  Woods,  Motion  for 

Papers,  1704 
Nobilttj  of  MalU,  1155 
Rassia  and  Turkey — Tbo  War — Proolamation 

of  Neutralitjr,  100 
South  Africa,  Comm.  el,  13.  479  ;  d.  51,  480  ; 

cL  67,  ib, ;  Report,  Amendt.  980,  989,  083 
South  Africa— Annexation  of  the  Transfial, 

353 :— Proolamation,  838 

Oartwrioht,  Mr.  W.  0.,  Oxford8Mr$ 

British  Museum— Salaries,  1236 
Women's  Disabilities  RemoTal,  2R.  1369 

Cattle  Plague,  The 

Question,  Mr.  Mark  Stewart;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  April  30,  100 

Cattle  Diseaset  {Ireland)  Act$ — Order  in  Coun- 
cil, December  14,  1876,  Questions,  Dr. 
Cameron ;  Answers,  Sir  Miohael  Uiokt- 
Beaoh  June  5,  1297 

Cattle  Plague  at  Bull,  Question,  Colonel  Kings- 
cote  ;  Answer,  Visoount  Sandon  J/ay  10, 
623 

Cattle  Trtrjficlrelandr—Tranep&rt  to  EmtUnd, 
Question,  Mr.  Stanton ;  Answer,  ^ir  H. 
Selwin-Ibbetson  June  14,  1778  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Peel ;  Answer,  Visoount  Sandon  June  18, 
1945 

CompenwaHon  for  Compuleory  Slaughter^Le' 
aislation.  Question,  Mr.  Paget ;  Answer, 
Visoouni  Sandon  May  3,  259 

Contagiout  Diteoies  (Animale)  Act{lS^9)^The 
Cattle  Plagu4  (MetropoUe),  Question,  Mr. 
Paget;  Answer,  Visoount  Sandon  May  10, 
619 

CaHle  Plague  and  Importation  of  Japo 
Stock 
Nomination  of  Select  Committee ;  sereral  hon. 

Members  nominated  May  1, 183 
Further  Proceeding  resumed  MayS,  304 ;  after 

short  debate,  other  hon.  MAnbtrs  added 
Question,  Mr.  Stanton;   Answer,  Sir  Henrj 
Selwin-Ibbetson  June  14, 1778 

Oaveitdish,    Lord    F.    0.,    Yorbhire, 
W.R.,  K  JDiv. 
Customs,  Inland  Rerenne,  and  SaTings  Banks, 

Comm.  el.  13,  Amendt.  476 
St.  Catherine's  Hospital,  316 
Unif  ersitiet  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 
cl.  16, 130, 301 ;  ck  17,  Amendt.  1004 ;  «/.  10, 
1008 :  cL  21,  Amendt.  1010  ;  cl  85,  1121 ; 
add.  €1,1130 

Ohadwigx,  Mr.  D.,  Maeeleefield 
Parliament — Opposed  Bniinest,  361 
UniTersities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 

add,d,\\^ 

* 

Ohamberlaik,  Mr.  J.,  Birminahem 
Cattle  Plague  and  Importation  of  Lite  Stook, 

Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  180 
Eastern    Question  —  Resolutions   (Mr.   Glad- 
stone), 379,  449 
Liberal  and  ConserratiTo  Associations,  1572 


Ohanoellob,  The  Lobd  (Lord  Gaddtb) 

Bar  Education  and  DiseipUne,  SR.  1431 
Burial  Acts  Consolidation,  Comm.  add,  d,  1071  • 

1078 ;  Report,  1918  ;  add,  eL  1921 
Crown  Office,  2R.  1634 
Eastern  Question— Deepatoh  of  Isi  Majr.  1877, 

492 
Game   Laws  (Scotland)  AmeodnieBt,  Oomn. 

d.  3, 1422  ;  d,  4,  1427;  elt,  1428;  Sebe- 

dule  1, 1431 
Solioitors  Examinatioa,  ho,  2R.  479 

Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchiqusr  (Ba^it 
Hon.  Sir  S.  H.  Nobthootb),  JDmm^ 

Bishopries,  2R.  1293 

Cattle  Plague,  109 

Cattle  Plague  and  Importation  of  li?*  Stpek, 

Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  192,  195, 

197,201,203,204,306 
Currency  Laws,  1539 
Customs,  Inland  ReTonne,  and  Safings  Bnaka, 

Comm.  308;  el  7,  312.476;  add,  d.  477, 

1131;  Consid.  aid  «i.  1177 
Derby  Corporation  (Extension  of  Borongh,  A«.)» 

Consid.  147,986,988 
Eastern  Qneetioo — Prinee  GortebakofTs  Cir- 

cular,  319 
Eastern   Question  —  Resolutions   (Mr.   GlaJ* 

stone),  102,  321,  368,  381,  382,  406,  47t, 

531, 582,  706,  707,  728, 729,  826, 939,  eU, 

966 
Eoclesiastioal  Endowments  (Oejlon),  Bee.  166 
Harbours  on  the  North-East  Coait,  Bee.  1293 
Irish  TaxaUon,  Res.  1347, 1350 
Jesuits,  The,  496 

NaTj  ^  Arctio    Expedition  —  Oommltte«    oa 
Scurry,  1096 
Dockyards— Foreign  "^naiton,  AdmJsriiw  of, 
32 
Naiy  Estimates,  1446 
New  Forest,  Nomination  of  Seleot  Cotnmittt, 

1478 

Parliament — Misoellaneoni  QaeetioM 
Mominff  Sittings,  1239 
Opposed  Business,  861 
Order  of  Business,  1584 
Public  Businsss^Appointmsni  of  n  Sslest 

Committee,  366 
Public  Business,  Arrangtmsoi  oC  994, 995, 

1181 
WhiUnn  Reoess,  500, 1107 
PubUc  Works  Loans,  3R.  1291 

Rassia  and  Turkey— The  War— MisosUaMOM 
Questions 

Efypt,  498, 862 

Neutrality,  ProdamatioQ  of,  107 
Sues  Canal,  259,  1361,  1444,  1446, 1488. 
1779 
Russian  Natal  Foross  in  the  United  States, 

149 
St.  Catherine's  Hospital,  317 
Sale  of  Intozioating  Liquors  on  S«ii4ay  (Ire* 
land),  1764, 1778  ;--Order,  1985  ;  Re  oomi. 
1951 
South  African  Colonies  -Anntxatioo  of  tb* 

Transtaal,  865 
Sopply^Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,   H< 
hold  of,  Ao.  1633 
lOot,  40. 1105»  1167 
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OfiM  of  Lord  PriTj  Sfal— Salarioi  and  Ez- 

pontM,  1100, 1151 
Qoeon't   and    Lord    Troaforer's    Remem- 

branoer   in    Ezeboqnor,   SooUand,  Ao. 

1690 
Soorot  Sorrioes,  1175, 1606 
Woodt,  ForMts,  Ae.  OiBoe,  1173,  1173 
Tarktj—Loan  of  1864— Bondboldert,  365 
Wajt  and   Meant — InbabtUd   Homo  Daty— 

Esomptiont,  1583 
Inland  Refonne— Blending  Spirits  in  Bond, 

1490— Efasionof  ibtCnstom  Dalies,  148 

Channel   Itlandi,    Th$^The   Laws   and 

Jud%cat%Mr$ — Case  of  Colonel  De  Faby 

Obsenratioos,  Mr.    J.    Cowen ;    Reply,    Mr. 

Astheion  Cross  May  4,  338  ;  short  debate 

thereon ;  Question,  Mr.  J.  Cowen ;  Answer, 

Mr.  As^ieton  Cross  June  4, 1335 

OHAPLni,  Mr.  H.y  Lineolnehire,  Mid. 
Eastern  Qnestion— Elesolutions  (Mr.    Glad- 
•tone),  375, 637,  753 

Oha&lit,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Salford 
Bvpplj— Seerel  Serfioes,  1604 

Ohiohistib,  Earl  of 

Burial  Aets  Consolidation,  Comm.  add,  d,  1078 

Ohildsbs,  Bight  Hon.  H.  0.  E.,  Fonte- 

fraet 
Armj  Promotion  and  Retirement,  1106 
Esstem   Question  «•  Resolutions    (Mr.  Glad- 
stone).  Motion  for  Adjoomment,  473,  501, 
503,  515 
NaTj— Nomination  of  Cadets,  Res.  1363 
Prisons,  Consid.  add.  cl  1643,  1654.  1661 
Soldiers,  Sailors,  and  Marines  (Civil  Employ- 
ment), Instruction    to   Select   Committee, 
3013 

China — The  Margary  Expedition 
Question,    Mr.  Holt ;   Answer,  Mr.  Bonrke 
May  17,  U05 

CuuucuiLL,  Lord  B.,  Woodeioek 

Supply — Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Hous^ 

bold  of,  4c.  Amendt.  1636,  1631, 1633 
Uniftrslties  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 

cL  14, 131 

Cit7  of  Londoii  Improrement  ProTifioiud 
Order   Conflrmatioii   (OoUtn  Luia, 

fto.)  BQl  [B-L.]       (The  Lord  Sleward) 
L  Preeented  ;  read  l•^  and  referred  to  the  Bia- 
mlners  May  17  (No.  83) 

Read3**/tifie7 
Committee*!  Report ./iMie  15 
RmmI3»*/imm18 

OuyvoBD,  Mr.  0.  0.,  Newport,  Tele  of 
Wight 

Unifersities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 
e/.  14,131;  W.  17, 1000, 1003 


Olivb,  Mr.  G.,  Hereford 
Prisons,  Consid.  add.  el.  1643 

Coal  Minee 

The  Tynewydd  ( Troedyrhiw)  CdUiery  Jnquett, 
Question,  Mr.  Maodonald ;  Answer,  Sir 
Henry  SelwiD.Ibbetson  April  37,  31  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Maodonald ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  May  4,  313;  Question,  Mr.  Hussey 
Vif ian ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Crou 
June  11, 1584 

The  Tyldeeley  Eaploeion,  Question,  Lord 
Lindsay ;  Answer,  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbei- 
son  April  30,  110;  Question,  Mr.  Mao- 
donald ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
Mty  8,  437 

OooHBAmB,  Mr.  A.   D.  W.  B.  Baillie, 

Isle  of  Wight 
Eastern  Question  —  Resolutions   (Mr.    Glad- 
stone),  540 

Sir  James  Brooke— Explanation,  736 
Nary— Naral  College— The  Site,  368 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  3R.  1877 

OoLX,  Mr.  H.  T.,  Fenryn,  See, 
County  Courts  Jurisdiction    Extension,  3R. 

588 
Prisons,  Consid.  add.  d.  1473 

OoLEBBOOKB,  Sir  T.  E.,  Itanarkihiret  N. 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  3R.  1851 

OoLLors,  Mr.  E.,  Ktmale 

Parliamentary  Rif  istration  (Ireland),  3R.  1737 
Russia  and  Turkey— The  War— Contraband  of 
War,  860 

OoLMAK,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Nortoieh 
Education  Department— School  Board,  AtUe- 

boroogh,  093 
Unifersities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 

Postponed  el.  18,  1383 

ColonlAl  Fortiflcationi  Bill 

(Mr.  Secretary  Hardy,  Lord  Buttaee  Ceeil, 

Mr.  Stanley) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  *  ifey  17  [BiU  174] 

Read3«*lfay31 
Committee  *^ ;  Report  Jane  4 
Considered*  June  6 

Colonial  Office,  The^Mr.  W.  W.  Woods 
Mo? ed  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Mi^ty  for,  Copies  of  or  extracts  from 
all  correspondeooe  between  Mr.  W,  W. 
Woods,  the  Treasury,  and  Secretaries  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  on  the  subject  of  bis 
claims  (7%«  Lord  (/ffagan)  June  14,  1753  ; 
after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 

ComiHUiiiet  Acts  Amrnidminit  Bill 

(Mr.  JSdward  Stanhope,  Sir  CharUe  Adderley) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee :  Resdution  agreed 
to,  and  reported;  BiU  ordered  ;  read  !•* 
Md^  16  [Bill  171] 

Read  3^",  afUr  short  debaU  June  4, 1338 


COM 
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Companies  Acts  Amendment  (Ko*  2)  Bill 

(M*.  Chadwick,  Sir  Henry   ML  Jackmm,  Mr. 

Sampson  Lloyd,  Mr.  Rylands,  Mr,  Sopwood, 

Mr,  B,  WhUuf&rth) 

e.  Referred  to  Select  Gommittee  *  May  8 

[BUI  100] 

CompanteaAeU,  1862-1867 

MoTed,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
*'  to  inquire  into  and  report  on  the  operation 
of  the  Companies  Acts  of  1862  and  1867  " 
{Mr,  Gregory)  May  1, 180  ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Motion  agreed  to ;  List  of  the  Com- 
mittee, 180 

Nomination  of  SeUet  Committee,  Moved,  that 
the  Select  Committee  do  consist  of  Nineteen 
Members  {Mir,  Gregory)  June  5, 1809 

Moved,  *'  To  insert  the  name  of  Mr.  Charles 
Uwis  instead  of  that  of  Mr.  Knowles  "  {Mr. 
Anderson) 

Question  pat,  **  That  Mr.  Knowles  be  one 
other  Member  of  the  Committee ;  "  A.  Ill, 
N.  SI ;  M.  90  (D.  L.  104) 

Confessional  in  the    Church  of  EngUmd 
— "  Th$  Priest  in  AhsohUon'' 
Obserrations,  The  Earl  of  Redesdale;  abort 
debate  thereon  June  14,  1741 

Consolidated  Fond  (JB5,900,000)  Bill 

(Mr.  Raakes,  Mr.  Chaneelhr  of  the  Exchequer, 
Mr.  mUiamBenry  Smith) 

e.  ResolQtion  oonsidered  in  Committee  *  J%  14 

ResolnUon  reported,  and  agreed  to;  Bill 
ordered  ;  read  1«*  May  10 

Read2«*  May  IQ 

Committee*  ;  Report  May  17 

Read3»*3fav31 
I  Read  !••  {The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  June  i 

Read  2»  *  June  0 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  7 

Read  3*  *  June  8 

Royal  Assent  June  1 1  [40  Viet.  o.  IS] 

OoNYWGHAM,  Lord  p.  N.,  Clare 
Irish  Land  Question,  Res.  74 

Coolie  ImmigraUan^Frmteh  Guiana 
Qaestion,    Mr.    Errington ;    Answer,     Lord 
George  Hamilton  June  4,  1233 ;— Que^nt- 
land,  Question,  Mr.  E.  Jenkins;  Answer, 
Mr.  J.  Lowther  June  18, 1936 

OoBBT,  Mr.  J.  p.,  Belfast 
Inland  ReTonue— Blending  Spiritt  in  Bond, 
1490 

Costs  in  Actions  for  Libel  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Sir  Colman  (TLoghlen,  Mr.  MUeheU  Eenry, 

Mr.  Gray) 
c  Ordeitd ;  md  !«•  June  11  [Bill  194] 

OoTTSSLOBi  Lord 

Railway  Accidents,  Res.  Amendt.  19 


OoTTOK,  Mr.  Aldecmaa  W.  J.  B.» 

Metropolis  —  Citj  ImprofaMiiU  — 
Lane  and  Fleet  Street.  S08 


Connty  Conrts  Jnrisdiction  Extension  Bni 

{Sir  Eardley  WUmol,  Mr.  fbrtytk) 
e.  Moved,  "  That   the   BiU  be  now  rmA  S» " 
May  9,  686 

Amendt.  to  leave  oat  ••  now,"  and  add  **  vpoo 
this  day  six  months"  {Mr.  Mergtm  Lhyd)i 
after  short  debaU,  QuesKoa,  **  That  '  now,' 
Ao. ; "  pat,  and  negatived 

Words  added ;  main  Question,  as  aoieoded, 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  SB.  pmt  off  fisr  all 
months  [BIU  110] 

Connly  Training  Schools  and  Ships  BlU 

{Captain  Pirn,  Mr.  Coope) 
e.  Moved,    '*  That   the    BUI    be  now  read  S* " 
May  16,  1016  [BUI  73] 

Amendt.  to  leave  oot  "  now,**  and  add  *•  a»M 
tbis  daj  six  months"  {Mr.  Phipps) :  alter 
short  debate,  Qaestion  pat,  •«Tbas  'ww,' 
Ao. ; "  A.  17,  N.  83  :  M.  66  (D.  L.  1S9) 
Words  added ;  main  Question,  as  ameodMl,  p«t, 
and  agreed  to ;  SR.  pat  off  ibr  six  mooUia 

CouRTinsY,  Mr.  L.  H.,  Liskeard 

CaUle  Plagoe  and  Importation  of  Live  Stook, 
Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  190 

Cnstoms,  Inland  Revenae,  and  Savings  Baaki, 
Comm.  307,  476 

Eastern  Qoestion  —  Resolutions  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone). 378,  624,  630 

India— Indian  Budget,  1S88 

Publio  Works  Tx>ans  (Ireland),  SR.  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  1014 

South  African  Confederation— Transvaal  Re- 
public, 1947 

Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 
cL  13,  119;  eL  16.  127,  139;  iS.  Ameodi. 
268;  Amendt.  296, 303  ;  «Z.  22.  1011 ;  cf.  S3. 
1109;  add.  el.  Motion  for  reporting  Progrees. 
1128,  1274;  Consid.  d.  18,  1804;  eL  S9, 
1810 

Women*!  DisabUities  Removal,  2R.  1414 


OowBN,  Mr.  J.,  Neweastle-^n-Iifns 
Bishoprios,  SR.  ISOS 
Cattle  Plagoe  and  ImporUtioo  of  Live  Sto^, 

Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  10ft 
Channel  Islands— Case,  of  Colonel  De  Faby, 

338,  350  ;— The  Laws  and  Judicature,  1S36 
New  Forest,  Nomination  of  Select  CeoiBittM, 

Motion  for  Adjoomment,  1478 
Prisons,  Consid.  el.  40, 1792 
Supply— Secret  Services,  1605, 1612 

Stationery,  Printing.  Ac  1171 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Coosid. 

el.  S9, 1810 


Obawfobd,  Mr.  J.  B^  Down 

Assistant  County   Sorveyort  (XreUad),  SR. 

358 
Magistracy  (Ireland)— Mr.  Aneketell,  Case  of, 

Res.  335 
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OUE 


OaiMiirAL  liAir 

MnoBLLAirsoui  <^t7BIT10ini 

Case  of  Albert  Jones,  Questions,  Mr.  Morgan 

Lloyd;  Answers,  Mr.  Assbeton  Cross ifay  17, 

1103 
Case  of  S,  Q,  MerreU,  Question,  Mr.  Monk ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Assbeton  Cross  June  0,  1808 
Bandcuft'-Case  of  Thamae  Yarvoood,  Qnet- 

tion,  Mr.  Hopwood ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assbeton 

Cross  May  10,  989 
Bighway  Robberies  on  Blaekheath,  Qosstion, 

Observations,    Lord  Truro  ;    Rtplj,    Earl 

Beauobarop  Jwte  11, 1060 
Ireland— Case  of  Darnel  Foran,  Question.  Tbe 

O'Donofbue;   Answer,  Sir  Miobael  Hioks- 

Beaob  June  7,  1441 
Prison  €md  Beformatory  Labour,  Question, 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright;  Answer,  Mr.  Assbeton 

Cross  Jmii«  U,  1769 
Prison   Labour -^  Prisoners,   Question,    Sir 

George  Jenklnson  ;   Answer,  Mr.  Assbeton 

OroM  June  18.  1946 
Belease  of  PoliHeal  Prisoners,  Question,  Cap. 

tain   Pim;    Answer,  Mr.    Assbeton    Cross 

June  l\,  1076 

The  Magistraey 

Manchester  Magistrates'^Case  of  the  Rev, 
Father  Jackson,  Questions,  Mr.  Callaa,  Mr. 
Jenkins ;  Answers,  Mr.  Assbeton  Cross 
May  10,616 

Poor  Law  Ouardians^Farringdon  Magis- 
trates, Question,  Mr.  Hopwood  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Assbeton  Cross  June  8, 1487 

The  Queen  v,  Castro— Expenses  of  the  Proseeu* 
tion^PeHtion  of  John  De  korgan,  Resoln- 
tion,  Mr.  WbaUe/  June  0,  1360 ;  Obserra* 
tions,  Mr.  Wbalie/;  sbort  debate  thereon 
June  8, 1007       [Set  title  Penalty  of  Death] 

Oeo88,  Eight   Hon.   B.   A.   (Secretary 
of   State   for  the   Home   Depart- 
ment), Lancashire^  8,  W, 
Administration  of  Irish  Aflklrs,  Res.  1089 
Amij^Escapeof  a  Defkulting  OIBoer,  1071 
Bar  of  England  and  of  Ireland,  211.  607 
Bath,  Falfofa  Bridge  at,  1489 
Bisboprios,  LeaTe,  ISO,  182 ;  2R.  1292 
Cattle  Plague  and  ImporUtioo  of  Live  Stock, 

Nomination  of  Select  CommittM.  186 
Channel  Islands— Case  of  Colonel  De  Fabj, 

346 ;— Tbe  Laws  and  Judicature,  1230 
Coal  Mines— Tyldesley  Eiplosion,  497 

Tynewydd  Collier]f,  319,  1084 
Court  of  Sessioa  (Scotland),  1068 
Criminal  Law— Biiscellaneous  Questioiis 
AlbeH  Jones,  Case  of,  1 104 
Handcoflb— Case  of  Thomas  Tarwood,  989 
Manebeeter  Magtstratee— Caee  of  tbe  Re?. 

Father  Jackson,  617 
Merrett.  S.  O.,  Case  of,  1306 
Political  Prisoners,  Release  of,  1076 
Poor  Law  Qnardians,  1487 
Prison  and    Refbrmator/   Labour,    1762, 
1947 

Eastern  Qoeetion  —  TUsolotions  (Mr.  ObuU 

stone),  384,  406,  010,  787.  788 
Fieberies— Drnamite,  Use  of,  1070 
Uctosiog  Act,  1872— Sale  of  Ucensed  Pre- 

Basee,266 

Ifiont, 


OiOM,  Right  Hon.  R.  A.— cottl. 

Local  OoTemment  (Scotland ^Statistical  Re* 

turns,  1100 
Magistracy,  The— Knutsford,  Committals  at. 
1100 
Welshpool  Borough  Justices,  993 
Metropolitan   Street    Improfementi,   Consid. 

Mines  Act,  1872— InfHngement,  1081 
Na^— Mr.  Clare's  Petition,  490 
Training  Shins  for  Boys,  1638 
Parochial  (fharities  (City  of  London),  808 
Poor  Law — Prosecutions— Farringdon  Board  of 

Guardians,  1638 
Prisons,  Consid.  1310,  1320  ;  add,  cl  1328, 

1331,  1448,  1401,  1402,  1404,  1407,  1463, 

1466,  1467.  1470,  1476,  1641,  1640, 1601, 

1602,  1603.  1606,  1607,  1609,  1660,  1662 ; 

Amendt.  1780, 1781  ;  el.  10.  Amendt.  1782 ; 

el.  14,  Amendt.  1783;  el.  10,  1780 ;  el  18, 

Amendt.  1786;  el.  20.  1787;  «/.  39,  1788; 

el.  40, 1789;  cl.  47, 1801 
Quarter  Sessions  (Boroughs),  Comm.  1014 
Queen  ? .  Castro  —Expenses  of  tbe  Proeecntloa 

—Petition  of  John  de  Morgan,  1008 
Roads  and  Bridges  (SooUand),  2E.  1871, 1880 
Stock  Exchange  Frauds,  1082 
Vaccination  Act— Prosecutions— Case  of  Joseph 

Abel,  1071 


Crofied  Cheques  on  Banken  Bill 

{Mr.  Bubbard,    Mr.    Goschen,   Mr,   Jlderman 

Cotton,  Mr.  TweUs) 

c.  Mored,  *'Tbat  tbe  BUI  be  now  read  r**' 
June  13, 1734  [Bill  26] 

Amendt.  to  leaTc  out  *'  now,"  and  add  **  upon 
this  day  three  months "  (ifr.  Backhouse) ; 
after  sbort  debate,  Question  put,  **Tbat 
•  now,'  Ac. ; "  A.  66,  N.  170 ;  M.  100  (D.  L. 
171) 

Words  added  ;  main  Question,  as  amended,  put, 
and  agreed  to ;  2R.  put  off  for  three  months 

Crown  Office  Bill  [h.l.] 

(^The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I.  Presented ;  read  !''•  June  4  (No.  S4) 

Read2*JiifMl2, 1634 
Committee* ;  Report  Jme  14 


Cruelty  to  Animali  Bill 

{Mr.  BoU,  Mr.  BardeastU,  Mr.  Charles  Wilson) 

e.  Mo? ed,  «•  That  tbe  BiU  be  now  read  2* " 
May  2,  200 

Amendt.  to  leaTo  out  *'  now,*'  and  add  **  upon 
this  day  six  BBOoths**  {Dr.  Cameron) ;  after 
debate.  Question  put,  •*  That  •  now,'  Ac. ;  " 
A.  83,  N.  229  ;  U.  139  (D.  L.  109) 

Worda  added;  main  Question,  aa  aaeoded, 
pnt,  and  agreed  to  ;  2R.  put  off  fsr  six 
months  [Bill  7] 


Currenpjf  Zaw$ 
Observations,    Mr.    Delabunty ;    Reply,    The 
Cbanoeiior  of  the  Kzobeqaer  June  8, 1036 
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CoBtoniB  and  Inland  Revenne  (Duties  on 
Qffloes  and  PensionB)  Bill 

( T^e  Lord  Prmdent) 
I  Royal  AsMDt  May  17  [40  Via.  o.  10] 

CnetomB,  Inland  Bevenne,  and  SaYlngs 
Banks  Bill 

( Jfr.  Raikes,  Mr,  ChaneeUor  of  the  Exehe^ueTf 
Mr.  WilUam  Henry  Smith) 

e.  Oommittee — r^.,  after  abort  debate  Maty  8, 
807  [Bill  148] 

Committee — r.p.  May  7,  476 

Committee  ;  Report  May  17, 1130 

CoDiidered  May  31,  1170 

Read3«»*/un€4 
/.  Read  1**  ( The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  June  5 

Read  2*  *  ;  Committee  negatired  June  7 

Read3**/ufi€8 

Royal  AswDt  June  11  [40  Viet,  o.  18] 

Dalkeith,  Lord,  Edinhurghehtre 

Cattle  Plaffue  aod  Importation  of  Live  Stock, 
NominaUon  of  Select  Committee,  SOI 

Dalbymple,  Mr.  0.,  Buteihire 

Higb    Court    of  Jaitioe— Mr.  Jnatioe  Frj'a 

Court.  1763 
UniTeraities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 

el.  14, 133,  306 

Davenport,  Mr.  W.  Bromley-,  Wartoieh* 

shire,  y. 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  3R.  848 

Daties,  Mr.  D.,  Cardigan 
Priaons,  Coniid.  add,  d.  1460 

DELAHxnrrY,  Mr.  J.,  Waterford  Co. 

Currency  Laws,  1536 
Supply— Mint,  Ac.  1166 

De  La  Ware,  Earl 

Industrial  Occupations,  Casualties  in,  Motion 

for  Returns.  1479 
Railway  AccidenU.  Res.  38 
Railway  Companies  Serrants.  3R.  720 
Russia  and  Turkey— The  War— Sues  Canal, 

Neutrality  of,  813 


Derby,  Earl  of  (Seoretaiy  of  State  for 

Foreign  Affairs) 
Eastern  ii^estion— Miscellaneous  Qusstioaa 
Despatch  of  1st  May,  1877.  487.  488 
Layard.  Mr..  Declaration  of,  734 
Russian  Circular,  3,  143 
TriparUte  Treaty  of  16th  April.  1856, 838, 

847 
Mediterranean— Security  of  Commeree.  143 : 

Motion  for  an  Address,  357, 358 
Russia  and  Turkey— The  War— Sdm  Canal, 

Neutrality  of  the,  314 
Russia  (United  Greek  Church).  Addreas  for  a 

Paper,  1833 

Derhy  Corporation  (ExUmion  of  Boro^K 

ifo.)  BiU  (bf  Order) 
e.  Moted,  «'That   the  BiU  be  now  ooosidcred  ** 
May  1,  144 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  now  considered,"  and 
add  "  re-committed  to  the  former  Commitue. 
in  respect  of  Clauses  43  to  46.  inoluaiTe,  and 
CUuse  53 "  {Sir  Henry  Wilmoi)  v. ;  after 
short  debate.    Question   put,    "That    the 
words.  Ac. ; "  A.  137,  N.  161 ;  M.34  (D.  L. 
103) 
Words  added ;  main  Question,  as  amended,  pvt, 

and  agreed  to 
Considered  May  15, 884 

DiLKE,  Sir  0.  W.,  Chelsea,  ife. 

Customs,  Inland  ReTCoue,  and  Sarings  Banks, 
Comm.  add.  el.  Motion  for  reporting  Pro- 
gress, 1131 

Eastern  Question  —  Resolutions  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone). 707 

India — Ameer  of  Afghanistan— Conimnoe  at 
Peshawur.  1581 

Parliament— Morning  Sitdngs,  1338 
Public  Business,  Arrangement  of.  995 

Rnssia  and  Turkey- The  War— Neutral  In- 
terests, 109 

Supply— Woods.  Forests.  Ac.  OflBce.  1171 

Tasmanian  Main  Line  Railway,  3R.  1180 

Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge.  Comm. 
d,  13.  Amendt.  115, 119;  Amendt.  130 ;  eL  16, 
135.  138,  384:  Amendt.  385.  387,  396; 
d.  17.  1003,  1003:  d,  19,  Amendt.  1007. 
1008;  d.  31, 1009;  d,  38.  Amendt.  1115, 
1117 ;  add.  eL  1341,  1342,  1345  ;  Poetponed 
d,  18,  Amendt.  1383 ;  Consid.  eL  14, 1805 ; 
eL  39,  Amendt.  1809 


De  Mauley,  Lord 

Central  Asia— Appointment  of  a  Consul,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Addrass,  1561 

Dbkison,  Mr.   0.  Beckett-,  Yorkshire, 
W.B,,  E.  Bin. 

Central  Asia— Tashkend,  991 
Parliament— Public  Busineia,  Arrangement  of, 
997 

Denmak,  Lord 
Burial  Acts  ConaoUdation,  Comm.  aid.   eL 

1067 
Eastern  Question^Tripartite  Treaty  of  15tb 
April,  1856,  845 


DiLLWYir,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea 

Bishoprics,  3R.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1393 
Eastern   Question  —  Resolutions   (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), Motion  for  A<](}oumment.  388 
Parliament — Pnblio  Bnslnees,  Arrangeoieot 

of,  997 
Post  0(Bce — ^Telegraphic  Communication  with 

Lundy  Island,  Res.  1143 
Prisons,  Consid.  add.  eL  1658 
Supply— Lord  Priry  Seal,  Ofict  oi;  1159 
Patent  OflBce,  1169 

Qneen'i  and    Lord   Trsamrer^i   Remem- 
brancer in  Exchequer,  Scotland,  fte.  1616, 
Amendt.  1619,  1630 
Secret  Senricee,  1604 
SuUonery,  Printing,  &c.  Ainendt.  1170 
Woods,  Forests,  &c.  OAce.  1173 
Works  and  Public  BnUdiogs,  1174 
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DivBTOB,  Lord 

BnrUl  Aotf  ConioUdttioo,  Rtport,  add,  0I, 
19«1 

Dook  Warrants  Bill 

{Sir  John  LMoek,  Sir  Jam4$  Hogg,  Sir  ChmU$ 

MIU,  Mr.  W0tkin  WUUami) 
e.  BiU  witbdnwn  •  May  10  [BUI  94] 

DoDDSy  Mr.  J.,  StoekUm 
Blind  and  Drnf  Mute  Ghlldreo  (EdaoAtioo), 

9R.  Motion  for  Adjoornment,  1994 
Hmrboori  on  the  North  EMt  GoMt,  Ret.  1907 
Poblie  Worlu  Loans,  8R.  1291 

DoDsoir,  Bight  Hon.  J.  G.,  CImUr 

BUhopHoi.aa.  1999 

Gastomt,  Inland  Bofenne,  and  SaTinga  Banks, 
Gomm.  810 

Foreign  OfBoe»  Oommerolal  Reports  of  the, 
1999 

Prisons,  Gonsid.  el,  40, 1790 ;  el,  47,  Amendt 
1800 

Sappl/— Loeal  Gofemment  Board,  1156 
Mint,  &o.  1166 
Works,  Bnildinn,  &o.  1174 

Unifersities  of  Oxford  and  Gambridge,  Gomm. 
el.  14,  191  ;  el.  16,  128,  129,  287 :  el.  17, 
Amendt.  1001,  1002;  Amendt.  1008, 1000  ; 
H.  21,  Amendt.  1009  ;  el.  22,  Amendt.  1010  ; 
Amendt.  1012  ;  el.  28,  Amendt.  1107,  1109, 
nil;  add.  el.  1127  :  Postponed  d.  66,  1289, 
1990;  Gonsid.  el.  29,  1810,  1811 

« 

Doinmro,  Mr.  McCarthy,  Cork  Co. 

Assistant  Gonnt/  Sarrejors  (Ireland),  2R.  969 
Cattle  Plague  and  Importation  of  Live  Stook, 

Nomination  of  Seleot  Committee,  208 
Ireland— Looal  (CoarU  of  Admiralty,  618 
Irish  Land  Question,  Res.  87,  99 
Magistraoj  (Ireland) — Mr.  Ancketell,  C»ase  of. 

Res.  886 
Poor  Law  Guardians  Eleotions  (Ireland),  2R. 

1082 

Duff,  Mr.  M.  E.  Gbant,  Elain^  Src. 

Eoolesiastioal  Endowments  (Ceylon),  Res.  167 
India— Commerolal  Treaty  with  Portugal,  1987 
Parliament — Pnblio  Business,  Arrangement  of, 

997 
UniTorsitif  s  of  Oxford  and  (Cambridge,  Comm. 

el.  14, 124  ;  el.  16, 126;  el.  16,276 

Duff,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Banffihin 
Cattle  Plarue  and  Importation  of  Live  Stock, 
Nomination  of  Seleot  Committee,  201 

DumcoRB,  Earl  of 

Game  Laws  (Scotland)  Amendment,  Gomm.oJ.6, 
1428 

DuifSAVT,  Lord 
Mediterranean— Seourity  of  Gomneret,  Motion 
for  an  Address,  867 

Dm,  Sir  W.   H.   (Secretary   to  the 
Trearary),  ITeni,  Mid 
Cattle  Disease  and  ImporUtion  of  Lite  Stock, 
Nomination  of  Seleot  Committee,  186, 187 


SocUiUuHcdl  DikMndaiiom  AH 
Question,   Mr.  Monk ;   Answer,  Sir   Henry 
Selwin«Ibbetson  AprU  80, 109 


BeoUiiaitioai EndoumonU  {C^yhm) 
Mo?ed,  '*  That,  as  the  members  of  the  Anglican 
and  Presbyterian  Churches  in  Ceylon  consti- 
tute a  small  part  of  the  population  and  the 
great  majority  of  the  inhabitants  are  Bud- 
hists,  Hindoos,  and  Mahomedans,  this  House 
is  of  opinion  that  the  payment  out  of  the 
Rerenues  of  the  Colony  of  annual  subsidies 
to  the  ministers  of  those  Churches  inflicts 
great  injustice  and  occasions  serious  discon- 
tent, and  ought,  therefore,  to  be  disconti- 
nued" {Mr.  Alderman  MArihuA  May  1, 
160;  after  short  debate.  Question  put; 
A.  121,  N.  147 ;  M.  26  (D.  L.  103) 


EDMOirsTOini,   Admiral   Sir  W.,   Siif' 

Ung$h%r$ 
Navy  Estimates— Dockyards,  Ac.  2006 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  2R.  1866 

Edueatum  Dopartmmt 
AUUborough  Sekool  Boards  Question,  Mr.  GoU 

man ;    Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  Mag  16, 

999 
Elementary   Education,  Question,  Mr.  Kay- 

Shuttleworth  ;   Answer,  Mr.  Mills  April  80, 

110 
Elementary   Education    Act,    1870  —  Board 

School,  Swindon,  Question,  Lord  Edmond 

Fitimaurioe :     Answer,    Viscount    Sandon 

May  7,  861 
Jfr«.   Noitau    Senior —  Wbrkhouee    Sehoole, 

Question,  Obser? ations.    Viscount  Enfleld ; 

Reply,  The  Earl  of  Jersey  June  8, 1484 
Teaehina  of  Cookery  in  Board  Sehodi,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  LcTcson  Gower ;  Answer,  Viscount 

Sandon /tifie  11,  1682 

Endowed  Sehoolt^Fairford  Free  School,  Quse- 
tion,  Mr.  U.  B.  Samoelson ;  Answer,  Vis- 
count Sandon  May  14,  867 


EoBBTOK,  Hon.  A.  F.  (Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Admiralty),   Zaneoihire, 
8.E. 
Navy— Miscellaneous  Questions 
Arctic  Expedition,  1284 
Glare,  Mr.  John,  Case  of,  494 
Hobart  Pasha,  107,  1948 
Marine   Gfflcers  —  Report   of  Committee, 

1684 
Mutiny  onboard  H.M.S."  Alexandra,**  1940, 

1808 
Natal  Gollege^The  Site,  967,  268 
Naral  Gfflcers  on  the  Retired  List,  266, 1489 
Royal    Marines^Promotion   and    BMirt- 

ment,  818,  1970 
Torpedo  Instruction,  160 
Navy— Nomination  of  Cadets,  Res.  1960 
Supply— Fishery    Board    in    Scotland,    1694, 

1636 
Unif ersitiee  of  Oxibrd  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 
e/.94«  1112 


EGE  EUF  (INDEX) 

EoxBTON,  Hon.  WUbraliamy   Chnhig^ 
Mid 
UniTertitiM  of  Oxford  and  Oaabtidfo,  Comm. 
01.24,  nil,  IIU 


ENF 


FAW 


JEmt 

Em/ptian  CofvetU,  *•  LalUf!*  Question,  Lord 

Ellington ;   Answer,  Sir  CKarles  Adderley 

/iiimU,1T79 
HMomdal  Position  of  Egypt^  Questions,  Lord 

Robert  Montagu;    Answers,  Mr.   Bonrkt 

June  13, 1689 


Elgho,  Lord,  JECaidingUmihiro 

Eastern    Qnestion^Kesolotioas   (Mr.   Olad- 

stone),  401,  767.  773 
Eastern  Question — The  Despatobes,  Motion  for 

an  Address.  1140,  1143 
MiliUry  and  Naval  Preparations,  1145 
RttssU  and  Turkey— Tbe    War— Mr.    Glad- 

stone's  Resolutions,  358 


Elementarj  Ednoation  Proylsioiiial  Order 
Confirmation  (London)  Bill  [b.l.] 

(The  Lord  Prosidml) 

I  Read  ^^  AprUBO  (No.  4S) 

Committee  * ;  Report  Jfiiy  8 

Read  3>  *  Maj^  11 
0.  Read  1^*  ( Viooomt  Stmdm)  June  1 

Rmm13^* /imdl8  [BiUm] 

Elementarj  Education  Provifional  Orders 
Confirmation  (Cardiff  ftc.)  Bill  [bj..] 

{The  Lofd Preeideni) 

I  lUad  3**  April  30  (No.  50) 

CkHnmittee*;  Report  ifay  8 

Read  d**  3^3^  11 
e.  Read  1^*  (Vticouni Sandan)  June  1 

Read3<'*JiitMia  [BiU  178] 


Elementary  Education  ProfiBional  Orders 
Confirmation  (Febningham,  Ac.)  Bill 

[■x.]         (  The  Lord  Preeideni) 

L  Presented  ;  read  1'  *,  and  reforred  to  the  Em- 
miners  June  7  (No.  06) 
VL^aA  ^^  June  15 

Emly  Cathedral,  ftc  Bill 

{Mr.  Arthur  Moore,  Sir  CoUnm  (yLogkien,  The 

(/Conor  Ihn) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  June  7  [Bill  180] 

EicLTN,  Yiscount,  Camunrthm 

Armj— MilitU  AdjotanU,  108 

Employers  and  Workmen  Act  (Eztenilon 
to  Seamen)  Bill 

(Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen,  Mir.  MumdelU,  Dr. 

Cmneron,  Mr.  Oourle}f) 

c.  Order  for  3R.  disobarted  ;     Bill    withdrawn 
May  0,  585  [BiU  89] 


EiTFiiLD,  Yieoonnt 

Mrs.    Naasan   Senior  <—WorUio«M 

1484 


Epping  Forest  CoMfumton— >7^ 
4«oitioo,  Mr.  J.  Holms  2  Anewer,  Sir  Hewj 
Selwia-Ibbetson  May  8.  384 

EBBmoTON,  Mr.  G.,  Lomgford  Co. 
Coolie  Emirration  lo  Freneb  Guiana,  1888 
Fisberiee— Pynamite,  Use  oi,  1575 
Irish  Land  Question,  Ree.  50 
Polynesian  Labourers— New  Caledonia,  1988 
Russia  and  Turkey— Soei  Canal,  738 

EsLnroTOH,  Lord,  NorikumhorUnd,  8. 

Cattle  Plague  and  Importation  of  Live  S4oek» 

Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  185 
Eastern    Question — Resolutions    (Mr.    Gla4- 

stone),  478,  551 
Egjpt— Tbe  Egyptian  CorretU,  **  LatieC  1779 
Navy  Estimates— Dockyards,  Ao.  3004 
Parlian^eni— Public  Business,  ArrangemeBt  oi, 

097 
Post  Cfflo^— Telegrapbie  OMnmuaieation  with 

Lundy  Island,  Res.  1144 
Universities  of  Oiford  and  Cambridge,  Consid, 

ci.  18, 1808 

BvAN8,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Lerhfshere,  8. 
Derby  Corporation  (Extension  of  Borongb, 

Ac.)»  Consid.  088 
Prisons,  Consid.  add.  el,  1450.  1459,  1479, 

1649 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  (^amlvidge,  CooiM. 

d.  18, 1808 

EwiKO,  Mr.  A.  Orr,  Dumharionshiro 
Customs,  Inland  Revenue,  and  Savings  Banks, 

Comm. «/.  7, 311 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Sootland),  3R.  1888, 1884 

EXOHSQUEB,    OHAJfOELLOB    of     the     (m« 

Chanoellob  of  the  Exghxqusr) 


Exoneration  of  C9iarge8  Bill  [f^^-] 

(Mr.  Attorney  General) 
e.  Read  !••  April  80  [Bin  151] 

Faotors  Act  Bill  (Sir  John  Lubboek,  Sir 
James  M*OareUBoyy,  Sir  Charies  MiOe. 

Mr.  Wotkim  jriOiams) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  amed 
to,  and  reported  ;  BUI  ordered:  read  !•* 
May  14  [BiU  188] 


FAWOiTTy  Mr.  H.y  JXaekney 

Eastern  Question— Resolutions  (BCr.  OUd- 
stooe),  384,  918 

East  India  (Mr.  FoUer  and  Mr.  Leeds)— Inde- 
pendence of  Judges,  1448 

l^ew  Forest,  Nomination  of  a  Select  Committee, 
1478 
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PftrlUmtot— Order  of  BmintM,  1596 
ParoohUl  Cbaritiet  (CIt/  of  Loodoo),  806 
PriMD<  Consid.  add,  el.lttQ 
Uoiftrtitits  of  Oxford  and  CMiibridgo,  Comm. 

el  16,  186,   139;  add.  cL  1128;   Amendt. 

1970, 1378  ;  Cootid.  el  39,  Motion  for  Ad- 

Joamment,  1809  ;  el,  86, 1810 


Fat,  Mr.  0.  J.,  Omtm  Ck. 

Irish  Und  Aot,  1870,  MotlM  lor  »  Stkoi 

Oommittot,  173 
PrUoat^  OoMB.  cl.  \6, 1788 


Fisheries  (Qjiten,  Crabe,  and  Lobiten) 

Bill  [H.L.]     ( The  Urd  BlpkintUme) 
I  PtmmM ;  rMd  1>*  Jnne  U     .   (No.  108) 

Fiihmu — U9$  of  Dynamite 
Qotttion,  Mr.  Errlngton  ;  Anfwer,  Mr.  Anho- 
too  Croat  Jum  U,  1678 

FrrzKAtrKKni,  Lord  B.  G.,  (kilns 
EltmonUif^    EdooAtion    AoC,    1870    Sohool 

Board  of  Swindon,  861 
New  Foreet,  Nomioation  of  Soleel  Oommitiet, 

Pertonal  Rxplanation,  1499 
Tatmaniao  Main  Line  Railway,  3R.  Motion  for 

A4Joamment,  1180 
Uoiferaitiei  of  Oxford  and  Caabridge,  Oomm. 

el.    6,    Amendt.   Ill;   el    16,  180,    189; 

Amendt.  UO,  975,  979 ;  Amendt.  981,  982, 

984  ;  d.  17.  1001  ;  Amendt.  1004;  el.  99, 

1011;  el  98,  1109;   ei.  S6,  1190,  1194; 

el.iS,  Amendt.  1195;  add.  el  1199,  1978; 

Postponed  el  18, 1986 ;  Oonild.  el,  16,  1808 

Food  and   JDrug$   Act,    ISIS  — Ssducod 
Spirits 
Qaeetion,  Mr.  leaao;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth/uneH,  1761 

Forsign   EnUitin$ni  AH — Turhith  Iron* 
clad 
Qaeetion,    Sir   William    Oarooart;    Answer, 
Mr.  Bonrke  Ma^  U,  860 

* 

Foreign  Office,  Commercial  Reporte  of  fKe 
Qoestioo,  Mr.  Dodson ;  Answer,  Ifr.  Boarke 

Jiifie5, 1299 
Th4  DiptomoHc  Service'^  UmiUd  Condition, 
Question,    Mr.    Trefel/an ;    Answer,    Mr. 
Bonrke  May  U,  858 

Foreet  of  Dean 
Obserrations,  Oolonel  Kinfsooto  June  1  1994 ; 
Questions,  Colonel  Klnnoote,  Mr.  R.    B. 
Plonkett  ;    Answen,    Mr.    W.    H.   Smith 
Jufwll,  1569 

FoRsm,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E.,  Braifwti 

Cattle  PUffue  and  Importation  o/ Ute  Stoek, 
Nomination  of  Seleet  Ooamiltee,  189. 198, 
199,  908 

Derb/  Corporation  (Extension  of  Boronth, 
Ae.},  CoMid.  147^  987 


f ossTiBi  BIf hi  Hon.  W«  B^—^oitf. 

Eastern  Qoeslion— Priaeo  OortobakoiTs  Ciiv 

onlar,  819 
Eastern     Question— Resolutions   (Mr.    Qlad* 

stone),  561,  688 
Opening  of  National  Museums  and  Galleries  on 

Sunda/,  Res.  1588 
Prieons,  Consid.  add.  el.  1646 
UniTorsities  of  Oxford  and  Cambrldfi,  Comm. 

el.  16,  187;  Consid.  el  99, 1810 
Vaooination    Act  —  Prosecutions  —  Case    of 

Joseph  Abel,  1570 


FoBSTKB,  Sir  0.,  Waleall 
Dorbj  Corporation   (Exteneios  of  Borough, 
Ac.),  Consid.  147 

FoBSTTH,  Mr.  W.,  Marylehone 

Borough  Franobise  (Ireland),  Res.  1897, 
1898 

County  Courts  Jorisdiotion  Extension,  9R. 
587.  589 

Cruelty  to  Animals,  911.  949 

Eastern  Question—Resolutione  (Bfr.  Glad- 
stone), 679.  675 

Prisons,  Consid.  add.  el  1660 

Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 
el.  16,  180, 184, 975, 999  ;  Postponed  el.  18, 

1987 
Women's  Disabilities  Removal,  9R.  1879 


F0BTE8CUE,  Earl 
Game  Laws  (Scotland)    Amendment,  Comm. 

el  4.  1496 
Russia  (United  Greek  Church),  Address  for  a 
Paper,  1829 

Franchise  Extension  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Bigger^  Mr.  (yShaugknetty,  Mr.  (yOermtm^ 

Mr.  Biehard  Power,  Mr.  Pamell) 
e,  BiU  withdrawn  •  Jme  15  [BiU  19] 


Fraseb,  Sir  W.  a.,  Xiddermineter 
Eastern    Qoeetion— Resoluiioos    (Mr.    Glad- 
stone), 897 
Palace  of  Westminster— Carriage  Shelter,  999 
Prisons.  Consid.  add.  el  1450,  1461,  1465  ; 

el.  89, 1788 
Queen  v.  Castro— Expenses  of  the  Proseontion 

—Petition  of  John  De  Moivan.  1559 
Supply— Lord  Privy  Seal,  Offloe  of,  1158 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 
el.  16, 184, 978 

Frbhoh,  Hon.  0.,  Boecammon 
Irish  Constabulary  Aot,  1874— Conttaoaaoe, 

1689 
Poet  Ofiot  (IreUuid)— Defootive  Amngmneati, 

1557 

Fbbshtixld,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Dover 

Harboore  on  the  North- Bast  Coast,  Rse.  1190 
Russia  and  Turkey— The  War— Seiiure  of  a 
Qrtek  VeMel,  859 


GAM 
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Otma  Lawi  (Soofland)  Amendment  Bill 

( The  Bart  of  ItoiAery) 

L  Rmd  9»,  after  ihort  debate  Kay  14, 649 

(No.  44) 
Committee,  after  short  debate  June  7,  1416 

Oas  and  Water  Orders  Confirmation 
(Abingdon,  ftc.)  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  BlphimUme) 

I.  Preeented ;  read  1'  *,  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners  May  8  (No.  66) 

Read2**3f<iyl4 

Gas  and  Wat^  Orders  Confirmation 
(Brotton,  AcO  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Lord  ElphintUme) 
I  Presented;   read  1'*,   and   referred  to  the 
Examiners  May  S  (No.  60) 

ReadS'^JfayS 
Committee*;  Report /mm  4 
Read  3'*  June  6 
e.  Read  1«*  June  8  [BiU  101] 

Reads''* /mm  18 

General  Police  and  Improvement  (Scot- 
land) Act  (1862)  Amendment  Bill 

{Sir  mndham  Anstruther,  Sir  WiUiam  Cumng- 
home,  Mr,  Bamtay) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«*  May  11  [BiH  164] 

Read  r  •  May  81 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  7 

Read8o*/iiM«ll 
I  Read  1»*  (The  Lord  Gordon  of  Drumeam) 
June  14  (No.  109) 

General  Police  and  Improvement  (Scot- 
land) Provisional  Order  Confirmation 
(Dombarton)  Bill 

{The  Lord  Steward) 

I  Presented ;  read  1'*,  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers May  11  (No.  68) 
Read2**  JttM7 
Committee*;  Report /wie  16 
Read8>*/imel8 

General  Schod  of  Law  Bill  l^-^] 

{The  Lord  Selbome) 
I  Committee  *  ;  Report  June  7  (No.  81) 

GihraUar^Propoeed  Trade  Begulatumi 
Question,  Mr.  Wbitwell ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Low- 
ther  May  4, 818 

QiBSOH,  Eight  Hon.  E.,  (Attorney  (Je- 
neral  for  Ireland),  IhibUn  Uhivenitf 
Bar  of  England  and  of  Mand,  2R.  610,  611 
BoroQgh  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  1004 
Bempsey,  Mr.  James,  Motion  for  Returns,  68i 
Ireland— Local  ConrU  of  Admiralty,  618 
Irish  Land  Question,  Res.  80 
Mi^straoy  (Ireland)— Mr.  Ancketell,  Case  of. 

Res.  885 
ParliamenUry  Registration  (Ireland),  2R.  1781 


OiLk        G08 


Moil  w.  &»  &f^$tn^ 


OLADeron, 
wieh 

Eaiteni   QaestioB^ReMlvtiocii  (Mr.   Olii4- 

■tone).  101, 109, 8t0, 866,  868, 870. 878, 880. 

889,  880,  401,  *  409,  404,  488,  464.  816. 

810,  861,  864 ;— Sir  J.  Brooke,  BxptoM. 

tion.  797.  781,  788, 764,  810,  049, 089, 058. 

988,  066,  078 
Parliament— SaUbrd  Election,  110 
RussU  and  Turkey— The  War— Egypt,  165 
Saleoflntoxioating  Uqnort  oo  Soad^  (lf«- 

land),  1760 
Universities  of  Clzford  and  Cambridge, 

add.  el  1960 


GhiOuossTEB  AHD  Bbistol,  Biihop  of 

Confessional— ''The   Priest   in  Abeolrtica.' 
1748 


k)LDiraET,  Mr.  G.,  Ck^fpenham 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  1000 
Eastern  Questioo— Reeolutiona  (Mr.    Glad- 
stone), 401 
Parliament— Public  Bwsinses    Rulee  of  !)•• 
bate,  880, 881 


OoLDSxn),  Mr.  J.,  Roeheetor 

Prisons,  Coosid.  el.  18,  1788 
Supply— Mint,  dto.  1167 

OflBce  of  Lord  Privy  Seal— Salaries  and  Ex* 
penses,  1180, 1151 

SUtionery,  Printing,  Ac  1170 


OoBDON,  Sir  A.,  Aherdeonehire,  E. 
Army— *' General  Monthly  Return,"  817 
Roads  and  Bridges  (SeotUnd),*9R.  1868 
Supply— Fishery  Board  Scotland,  1699 


Gh)B8T,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Chatham 
County  Training  Schools  and  Ships,  9R.  1098 
Eastern   Question  —  Resolutions  (Mr.   Glad- 
stone), 886 
MercantUe  Marine  Hospital.  9R.  1098 
Navy— Marine  OflBcers,  Report  of  Committee, 

1884 
Navy— Nomination  of  Cadets,  Res.  1980 
Prisons,  Coosid.  add,  el.  1661 
UniTcrsities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge, 
a.  16,  979, 800 


QoBOBSSf  Bight  Hon.  O.  J.,  Limdom 
Eastern  Question  —  Resolutions  (Mr.    Glad* 

stone),  807 
Navy- Arctic  Committee,  RepoH  of,  1081 
Navy- Nominaaon  of  Cadets,  Res.  1060 
Nary  Estimates,  1440 

Dockyards,  Ac.  1088, 1008 
Parliament— Public  Business,  Arrangemeat  «^ 
904 
Whitsuntide  Recess,  1107 
Prisons,  Consid.  el.  40, 1798, 1707 

[eemt. 


OOB 
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(SESSION    1877) 


QBE        HAN 


Cktenv,  RIgbt  Hon.  O.  J.— mmI. 

UnivtrtltiM  of  Oiferd  and  Oambridgo,  Oomm. 
0I.  6, 119;  el  U,  AiMndt.  118.  110 ;  eL  18, 
119  :  el  n,  121,  128  ;  d,  16, 127 :  Amendt. 
a.  128.129;  Amtndt.  180,  181,  182,  184, 
188,  278 :  Amendt.  279,  280,  290,  201 ; 
0^22,1011,  1012;  0/.  28. 1108, 1110  ;  0^.24, 
1112,1114;  01.28,1118:  «{.  88,1121, 1124; 
add,  el.  1127.  1129;  Amondt.  1242,  1249, 
1280  :  Ooiuid.  add.  d.  1802 ;  d.  11,  Amondt. 
1808 ;  eL  18,  Amtndt.  ib.  i  el  18,  1807 ; 
ol.  88,  Amondt.  1811 

OouBunr,  Mr.  E.  T.,  SuiukrUmd 

Ooooty  TniniDf  Sobooli  and  Sbipf,  2R.  1017 
Moroontilo  Morioo  Uotpiul,  2R.  1028 
Natt— Arotio  Oommittoo,  Report  of,  1981 

Torpedo  loetrootion,  180 
RoMUand  Turkey— DeoUmtion  of  Parii — Sues 

Canal,  1299, 1800, 1801 
Rnieia  and  Torkoy— The  War— Mieoellaneooi 
Qoeetioot 

Oootrabaod  of  War,  202 

Danube,  Blookade  in  tho,  499,  800, 820 

Egypt,  882 

Port  of  Odoita,  80 

Snei  Canal,  1448, 1779 

Gowsm,  Hon.  E.  F.  L.,  Bodmin 
laatem  <laeetlon  —  Roeolationa  (Mr.    Olad- 

•tone),  878 
EdueatUm  Department— >T«aehiof  of  Cookorj 
in  Board  SohooU,  1882 

(htAVTHAif,  Mr.  W.,  Surreff,  E. 
Eaatem  Qoeetion— Reeolotionf   (Mr.    Olad- 
itone),799 

O&AjrviLLB,  Earl 

Burial  Aotf  Coniolidatloo,  100 ;  Eiplanatlon, 
141  ;  Comm.  1084,1088;  el.5, 1062  \add.  el 
1070,  1071,  1078;  Explanation,  1227 ;  Re- 
port, add.  eL  1922,  1981 
Eastern  (^ueetioo — MiioelUneoua  Qoettiona 
Deepatoh  of  let  May,  1877,  490,  402 
RuMianCireular,2, 141 
TriparUte  Treaty  of  18th  April,  1886, 848 
RoMia  and  Turkey— The  War— Proolamatioo 
of  NentraUty,  100 

Orat,  Mr.  E.  D.,  Tippirtny 

Administration  of  Irish  AfflOrs,  Rof.  1890 
Borough  Franohise  (Ireland),  Res.  1890 
CoDstabulanr     Canteen,     Dublin  — >  Canteen 

Funds,  1848 
Prisons,  Coosid.  el  40. 1794 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Caae  of  Constable 

Molooef,  1846 
Supply— Seoret  Sort  iees,  1618 

Omim,  Mr.  E.,  Bwy  Bt.  JUmmit 

Burial  Grounds.  Cloeio|  of.  264 

Baetem  Qoeetion  —  Resolutions  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), 874,  678,  826 

Eoeleelastieal  EndowmenU  (Ceylon),  Bet.  168 

Irish  Land  Question,  Res.  78 

Supply— Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Oouse- 
koldof,*e.  1628 
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Oroenook  Improrement  Proriiioiud  Order 
Conflrmation  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Steu/ard) 

L  Presented  ;  read  1'*,  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers May  17  (No.  88) 
Read2**  Jiiii«7 
Committee  * ;  Report  June  18 
Read8**/ufi#18 

(hiBGOBT,  Mr.  G.  B.,  8ui$0x,  E. 

Companies  Acts,  1862-1867.  Motion  for  a  Seleot 

Committee,  180 ;  Nomination  of  Committee, 

1889 
County  Courts   Jurisdiction    Extension,   2R. 

890 
Crested  Cheques  on  Bankers,  2R.  1737 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 

d.  18,  Amendt.  126 ;  el.  16.  Amendt.  129 ; 

Amendt.  276,  279;  el  W,  1190;  Consid. 

el.  16,  Amendt.  1808 

(jhEtnvx,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Oremoek 
Merohant   Shipping    Act,    1876  — Seaworthy 

Shipe— The  -  Clydesdale."  868 
Merohant  Shipping  Acts— Deok  Cargo  Spaoe, 
1768 

Halifax,  Yisoount 
Game  Laws  (Sootland)  Amendment,  Comm. 

0^.8,1428 
India— Tho  Ameer  of  Afghanistan,  1846 

Hamiltov,  Lord  0.  J.,  Lynn  E$g%$ 
Harbours  on  the  North-East  Coast,  Res.  1181 
Magistraoy  (Ireland)— Mr.  Aooketell,  Case  of. 
Res.  888 

HAiOLTOir,  Lord  G.  F.  (Under  Seoretary 

of  State  for  Lidia),  MiddUeex 
Coolie  Emigration  to  French  Guiana,  1288 
India^Mitoellaneotts  Questions 

Ameor  of  Afghanistan^Cooferenoe  at  Pe« 
shawur,  1881 

Commercial  Treaty  with  Portugal,  1987 

Indian  Bud|et.  1288 

Indian  CifiTSenrioe  Examinations,  1878 

Lucknow  Prise  Money,  622 

Taxation  of  India,  868 

Weld,  Mr.,  Case  oC  726 

Haxmohd,  Lord 

Eastern  Question— Tripartite  Treaty  of  I8th 
April,  1886, 887 

Havbxtet,  Mr.  B.  W.,  Tamworth 

Eastern   Question  —  Resolutions   (Mr.   Glad* 

stone).  888 
Unifersitiee  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge.  Cooun. 

el.  16.  Amendt.  188,  189 ;  add.  H.  1288 
Women's  Disabilltiee  Remofal,  2R.  Amendt 

1862, 1872 

HAjmr,  Mr.  T.,  PH^rbanm^h 

Croesed  Cheques  on  Bankers,  2R.  1786 
Inhabited  House  Duty  Exemptions,  1882 
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HABOorar,  Kr  W.  O.  Y.,  Oe^6rd  OHy 

Bar  of  England  aad  of  IrelMid,  9R.  606 
Eastern  Qaeation  —  RetolutioM   (Mr.   GUd- 

•tone).  888,  384,  876 
Foreign  Enliitment  Act— Tnrkith   Iron-clad, 

BW 
Parliamentary  Registration  (IrelandX  SR.  1788 
Penalty  of  Death,  Res.  1713 
Prisons,  Consid.  add,  d,  1607 
Russia  and  Turkey— Deolanhii<m  of  Paris— 

Saes  Oanal,  1801, 1807 
Russia  and  Turkey— The  War— Neutral  Inte- 
rests, 108 
Sues  Canal,  1861, 1448 
Unitersities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 

el  6. 119  ;  el  14, 198 ;  d.  16, 183,  188, 378 

el.   38,  1109;  el   34,  1118;  el   85,  1134 

add,  el.   1137,  1138;  Consid.  el  4,  1808 

el  18, 1804 

HABDOAflTLB,  Mr.  E.,  ZoHCMkire,  8.E. 

Cruelty  to  Animals,  3R.  386 
Prisons,  Consid.  add.  el  1471 

TTABDYy  Bight  Hon.  Gkithome  (Seoretaiy 
of  State  for  War),  Oxford  Un%ver9%ty 
Army — Misoellaneous  Questions 

Abolition  of  Purchase  Aot— The  Regula- 

tions,  85 

Arm?  Surgeons— Royal  Warrant,  1877,  816 

Auxiliary  Forces — Adjutants  of  Engineer 

Volunteers,  1043 ;— Adjutants  of  Militia 

and  Volunteers,  108,  1041 ;— Rifle  Range 

— Milton,  Next  GraTesend,  1046 

Court  Martial  on  Captain  Roberts,  04th 

Regiment,  9^ 
English  Ofioers  at  Turkish  Head-Quarters, 

631 
Escape  of  a  De&ulting  OiBoer,  1671 
'*  General  Monthly  Return,'*  818 
Home  District,  Command  of  the,  407 
India— ShoK  Serrioe,  1040 
Ireland— 88th  Regiment,  1400 
Militia  Recruits,  1106 
Non-Commissioned  OflSeers,  368 
Promotion  and  Retirement,  1106, 1044 
Regimental  Lieutenant-Colonels,  1763 
Royal  MiliUry  Asylum,  1480 
Transport  and  IlosplUl  Strrices,  1443 
Troops  for  Serme  Abroad,  406 
Army  Estimates,  1446 

Eastern    Question— ReeelutioDs    (Mr.    Glad- 
stone), 876,  877,  476 
MiliUry  and  Naral  Preparations,  1140 
Parliament— Public  Business,  Arrangement  of, 

004 
Prisons,  Consid.  1836 
Russia  and  Turkey—  Maps  of  the  Seat  of 

War,  367 
Soldiers,  Sailors,  and  Marines  (Cifil  Employ- 
ment), Instruction  to  Select  Committee, 
3013 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 
d.6,  111,113;  el.S,ih,iel  11, 114  ;  c^.  18, 
118,  110;  d,  14,  138;  d,  16,  136.  136; 
d.  16.  137,  130.  180,  181,  183.  186,  180, 
140 ;  el  16,  368,  360,  380  ;  Amendt.  888, 
384,  300,  801 ;  el  17,  1000,  1001,  1009. 
1008,  1004, 1005  :  d.  10,  1008,  1000 ;  el  31, 
a.,   1010;   d.  33,  a.,  1011,  1013,  1018; 

[Mm. 


Habdt,  Right  H«u  Q.    pmU 

eC  38,  1108, 1110.  lilt  %  d,  34,  lllS,  U14: 
d,  86.1193,  1134:  eJ.  46.  KmmUL  1195: 
d,  63,  AnMUdt.  1196;  eM,  d.  ik.  1197, 
1138,  1130, 1180,  1841,  1966.  19T6.  1978; 
Postponed  d,  9, 1381 ;  si.  66,  hmaM.  1999, 
1900;  Consid.  i^  4.  1800;  d.  18.  1804; 
d,  14,  1806 :  d.  \t,  1807 :  aC  90,  1800 ; 
d.  86, 1810, 1811 


Habmak,  Mr.  K  R,  Kmo*,  SU90 

Penalty  of  Death,  Bee.  1716 


Haerowbt,  Earl  of 

Burial  Acts  Consolidation,  Conm.  add.  eL 
1070. 1088 :  Report,  add.  d.  1098 ;  A»e«dt. 
1038 

Confessional— <' The  PHmI  la  AbMlvtteu** 
1760 


Habtzkotoit,  Bight  Hon.  Harqufiss  of^ 
Hew  Radmor 
Eastern    i^estion- BeadiftiMf   (Mr.    Glad- 
stone),  867,  880,  479,  707,  781,  897,  998, 
083 
Irish  Land  Question,  Bos.  07 
Navy- Nomination  of  Ckdets,  Res.  1087 
Russia  and  Turkey— Neutrality,  Preelii—ifaa 
of,  106 :— Sues  Canal,  1861  ^-TIm  War,  Z5 
Sale  of  latoxicatinf  Llqoors  on  Sunday  (Ira- 
land),  Re-comm.  1068 
Unitenities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge, 
add.  el  1369 


Hathsbuet,  Lord 
Burial    Acts   (Consolidation,  Comm*  odd,  d. 

1078 
SoUoitors  ExaaiaaAiMi,  4o.  9R.  479 


Hayxlook,  Sir  H.  H.,  SmdeHmd 

Army— MisoelUineous  Questions 

Auxiliary  Forces  —  Adjutants   cf  MiUtia 

an<l^  Volunteers,  1041 
English  OfBoers  at  Turkish  Bead4^nrte^, 

691 
India— Short  Serrioe,  1089 
Transport  and  Hospital  Serrices,  1441 
Mercantile  Marine  Hospital,  9R.  1097 
Post  Offlce— Telemphic  ConuDunioation  with 
Lundy  Island,  Res.  1146 


Hat,  Admiral  Bighi  Hon.  Sir  J.  0.  D., 
SiMm/ord 
Navy- Royal    Marinee— ProaMtioa  aad    Ra- 

tirement,  1079 
Navy  EstimaUs— Dockyards,  Ac  1008,  9008 
Pern— Aotioa  with  tha  **  HuMoar/'  1041 

Hattxe,  Mr.  A.  D.,  B§ih 
Amy— Tn«ps  for  Serriae  Abroad,  406 
UniTcrsities  of  Oxford  aad  Cambridf*,  Ccmm, 
el  8,  Aaeadt,  113 ;  #1  17,  Amendt.  1009, 
1008 
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Hbtlit,  Bigbt  Hon.  J.  W.,  Oafariihki 

Prlfont,  OoDtid.  tM.  W.  1781 

Sonmanr  JiuMlotlon   AuMBdrntat,   Oomm. 

1881 
Uaifw^tiM  of  Oifbrd  mmI  Oambridfet  Comm. 

«2.  le.  tit 
Woimh^c  Dla«baitlM  RMiOfal,  9R.  1897 

HevxTi  Mr.  ICtoheU,  Oatwaif  Co. 
Arm/  Dorgtont^Rml  Wamnt,  1877*  816 
Orimloal  Lmp^PoUUmI  PriaoiMn,  RaWm  of, 

1878 
BmUhi   QoftUoo— RMolationi   (Mr.    OUui. 

itont),  848 
IrfUod-*A4lmiai«(ratUNi  aljfitb  AAOri,  Rm. 

18M 
IrUh  Und  Q^Mtioo,  Rh.  88 
irith  TMuOioo,  Rm.  188a,  1880, 1888 
Kaff  —  Ar«tio   £i|Mdition  —  OommUlot  on 

Soonry,  1094, 1098, 1098»  1998 
P»rlUBiMftM7  R«ffUtrAlioD  (IroUod),  9R.17I8 
PriaoM,  Contid.  add,  U,  1488,   1684,  1669, 

1781 ;  el  18, 1788 

HxEBiBT,  Mr.  H.  A.y  Xerr^  Co. 

Aatistaiit  County  8arTe7on(Ir«ljuid),  9R.  384 

Hsftxovy  Mr.  S.,  FtnUn 

Ooifcoms,  loUnd  Rofentte,  nnd  SaTlngi  Banks, 

Co«im.4(.7,811 
JCaaUm    QoMiion^Roioliitlonf    (Mr.   GUd- 

•Uno),  806 
Prttton  Oonot/  Conri,  1987 
Trado  Marka  RifiMration  Aoi,  1491 

HXB80HXLL,  Mr.  F.,  Durham 

Coftomi,  Inland  Ravtnoa,  and  SaTlngi  Banks, 

Comm.  add,  eh  477 
RIfb  Conri  of  Jnsiloo— Dospateb  of  Bnsinsss, 

1844 
Qaartor  SosoioM  (BortfhsK  Comm.  1014 
UnifarsUioi  of  Oiford  and  Canbridfo,  Conm* 

€l  14, 134  ;  Consid.  d.  14, 1808 

HxBVBT,  LcMrd  F.,  JBurp  8L  Edmunds 
Opening  of  National  Muteams  and  Galleries 

on  Sondays,  Res.  1810 
UnlTershies  of  Osford  and  Cambridp,  Comm. 

d.  18,  130:  el  18,  Amendt.  134:  el  16, 

880  ;  Amendt.  808  ;  el.  17,  lOUl ;  Amendt. 

1008,  1004  ;  el  19, 1008 

Hbtoatb,  Mr.  W.  IT.,  Zeiceitenhire,  8. 
Derby   Corporation  (Bitension   of  Borongb, 
Ae.),  Consid.  988 

HiBBUT,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Oldham 
Conoty  Coarts  Jorisdietlon  Eitenslon,3R.  891 
Customs,  Inland  Hevenne,  and  Sat  logs  Banks, 

Comm.  el  7.  Amendt.  810,  813 
Derbf   Corporation   (Eitenslon  of  Borough, 

*e.).  Consid.  148,988.988 
PeoaltjofDeatb,  Kee.  1718 
Poor   Law  Ooardians—Abasae  at  Elections, 

366 
Poor  Law  Goardlani  Eleotlons  (Ifoland),  8R. 

1088 
Prisons,  Oonsid.  add.  ef.  liiB,  1480»  1478, 

1648;  W.  18,1788:  01.40,1794 
Unitersities  of  Oxford  and  CambHdp,  Oomm. 

W.  34, 1113 


High  Conrt  of  Jnitstee  (Ooiti)  Bill 

{TJis  Lard  StUom^ 
I  3R.  Disebarged  Ma^  18  (No.  86) 

Hnx,  Mr.  A.  Btavelej,  Staffordshire,  W. 
Unirersities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge.  Comm. 
el,  18,  119:  el  14,  138;  d.  16,  378,  398  ; 
el  17,  1008  ;  Amendt.  1006,  1007;  el.  33, 
101 1, 1013 ;  el  28, 1 109 ;  Preamble,  Amendt. 
1390 

Hill,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Wormior 

Prisons,  Consid.  add.  el  1848 

Hooo,  Lt.-Colonel  Sir  J.  M.,  Druro 
Metropolitan  Street    Improvements,    Consid. 
1787. 1788 

HoLXEB,  Sir  J.  {%$$  Attoenxt  QsnebaLi 
The) 

HoLMB,  Mr.  J.f  Eaohuy 

Armj  Estimates,  1446 

Eastern  Qoestion— Reeolatlons  (Mr,  Glad- 
stone), 473, 478 

Epping  Forest  Commission— -Tbe  Eridenoe, 
364 

Stationerj  Offloe — Appointment  of  Controller, 
1948,  1944  • 

Holt,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Zaneathiro,  N.E. 

China— Margary  Expedition,  1108 
Cmeltjr  to  Animals.  3R.  308, 347 
Registration  of  Births,  Deaths,  dto.— Fees,  1388 

■tmiiiio  Law  Amonimont  Bill 

{Sir  EardUy  WUmU,  Mr.  JFMweU) 

e.  Order   for   3R.  discharged  ;    Bill  withdrawn 
Ma^  9,  899  [BiU  104] 

Hopx,  Mr.  A.  J.  B.  Bereaford,  Camhridgo 
University 

Afrioa  (West  Coast)— Tbe  Gambia— Chief  Ma* 
gistraU  at  Bathurst,  618 

Bishoprics,  Leare,  181 

Derb/  Corporation  (Extension  of  Borough, 
Ac.),  Consid.  988 

Parliament— Whitson  Recess,  800 

Unirersities  of  Osford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 
«f.  11.  114  :  el.  14.  133.  134  ;  cl  16.  Amendt. 
137,  183.  186,  189.  370,  379,  383.  384,  387, 
800  ;  el  17,  1000.  1001  ;  cl  19,  1008;  W.  38, 
1109;  <r/.  34,  1113;  el  38,  Amendt.  1114; 
el  38,  1116  ;  el  S6,  \\3l  ;  add.  d.  1128, 
1383,  1374.  1380  ;  Consid.  el  16.  1808 

Women's  Disabilities  Removal.  3R.  1898 

HoFWooD,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Stockport 

Afrioe  ( WeH  Coast)— Tbe  Gambia— Chief  Ma* 

gistrate,  Appointment  of,  1 489 
Oiimlnal  Law— llandcnft,  Case  of  Thomas 
Tarwood,  969 
Poor  Law  Guardians,  1487 
Msgistraej^  Kautiford,  Committals  at,  1100 
Poor  Law— Proteoutioos — Fsrringdon   Board 
of  Guardians,  1688 
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HopwooD,  Mr.  0.  B.^eont,  InbiA 

Prisons,  Consld.  add,  cl»  1881, 1486, 1474 
UniTenitlet  of  Oxford  And  Cambridge,  Coinm. 
cl  16.  299  ;  add.  cl  1129  ;  MoUon  for  Ad- 
joarnment,  1 130 
Women's  DisabUitiet  Remoral,  SR.  1880 


HouoHTOK,  Lord 

Eastern  Question— Tripartite  Treaty  of  16th 

April,  1856.  884 
Railway  Acoidents,  Res.  25 
Russia  and  Turkey— The  War— Sues  Canal, 

Neutrality  of  the,  814 
Russia  (United  Greek  Churoh),  Addretifbr  a 

Paper,  1818 


HowABDi  Mr.  0,,  Cumberland f  S, 
Russia  and  Turkey— The  War,  86 


HuBBABD,  Eight  Hon.  J.  O.,  London 
Crossed  Cheques  on  Bankera,  2R.  1784, 1789 
Customs,  Inland  RoTonue,  and  Saringt  Banks, 

Comm.  add,  el,  477 
Eastern  Question  —  Resolutions  (Mr.  Glad- 

stone),  655 
Turkey— Loan  of  1854,  864  ;— Bondholders, 

365 


HxTBBABD,  Mr.  E.,  Buckingham 

Russia  and  Turkey— The  War— Blookade  in 
the  Blaok  Sea,  498 


Hunt,  Eight  Hon.  O.  W.  (First  Lord 
of  the   Admiralty),   Northampton- 

$hir0,  N. 
Kary— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Arotio  Expedition — Committee  on  Scurry, 

1094,1097;  Report,  1988 
H.M.S. "  Newcastle."  1098 
H.M.S."  Thetis,"  1945 
Royal  Murines  —  Promotion  and   Retire- 
ment, 1978 
Navy- Nomination  of  Cadets,  Res.  1966, 1967 
Navy  Estimates— Dockyards,  Ac.  1987,  1990, 
1991.3007,2010 
Steam  Machinery,  Ac.  8011 
Peru— AcUon  with  the  •♦  Huasoar,"  1941 


HtmTLT,  Marquess  of 

Game  Laws  (Scotland)  Amendment,  Comm. 
1490 ;  d,  4, 1434 

Imbecile,  Lunatic,  and  other  AflUcted 
Classes  (Ireland)  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Lord  (JtHagam) 
Presented  :  read  1>  *  June  15        (No.  110) 

Importation  of  American  Meat 

Question,  CapUin  Nolan ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
Adderley  May  4,  316 


MxtoiLLAivioui  QoBsnom 
Ameer  ef  AfghanieUm^The   Cemfermee  eA 

Peehawm,  Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  DUfce  ; 

Answer,  Lord  (leorge  Hamilton  Jwme  II. 

1581 ;  Question,  Observations,  The  Doke  of 

Argyll :  Reply,  The  Marquess  oT  Saliabory : 

debaU  thereon  June  15,  1839 
Caee  of  Mr.  Weld,  Madrae  Civil  Service,  Qoee- 

tion,  Mr.  Percy  Wyndham ;  Anawer,  Lord 

George  Hamilton,  Jftiy  11.  736 
CotnfMreial  Treatv  with  Portugal,  QoMtSoB, 

Mr.   Grant  Duff;    Answer,    Lord   George 

Hamilton  June  18, 1987 
Baet  India  {Mr.  Fuller  and  Mr.  Leedey^lnde^ 

pindenee  of  Judgee,  Question,  Mr.  Fawoett ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Lowe  June  7, 1448 
Indian  Civil  Service  Ewaminatione,  Qnestkn, 

Mr.  Lyon  Playfalr  ;  Answer,  Lord  Oeorg* 

HamUton/uMl1,1575 
Lucknow   Priee   Money,   Question,    Colooel 

Beresford ;  Answer,  Lord  (}eorge  Hamiltim 

May  10,  699 
Taaoaeion  of  India,  Question,  Sir  George  Caa»- 

bell ;  Answer,  Lord  (}eorge  Hamilton  Maiyl, 

368 
The  Indian  Budget,  Question,  Mr.  Courtaey : 
Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton  June  4. 1888 

Industrial  Oecupatione,  Caeualtiee  in 
Moved,  '*  That  there  be  laid  before  thb  H< 
Return  of  persons  (specifying  adulU 
children)  killed  or  iigured  in  industrial  < 
pations  in  the  years  1878, 1874,  1875. 
1876,  under  the  following  heads,  Ac"  (  Tie 
Earl  De  La  Warr)  June S,m9i  aftersbort 
debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Inns  of  Conrt  BiU  [b-in  J 

{The  Lord  Sdbome) 
I.  Order  for  Committee  read,  and  disobarfod : 
BiU  withdrawn  June  7  (No.  80) 


Intemperance  {Sweden)  —  Mr. 

Beport 

Question,  Sir  Robert  Anstrother :  Anewer,  Sir 
Henry  Selwin-Ihbetson  May  10, 618 

iBBLAin) 

MliCBLLAVBOUi   QUBfTIOm 

Cattle  Oiseaeee{Ireland)AeU^0rderinCeun^ 
€il  December  14,  1876,  Questions,  Dr.  Came- 
ron;   Answers,  Sir    Michael    Hicka-BeaA 

/u#i#5, 1297  „    .     , 

Cattle  Trmfc{IreUndy-T\rmeperi  toSn^md, 

Question.  Mr.  Sunton :  Answer,  Sir  Henry 

Selwin-lbbetson /mm  14,  1778 
Conetahulary  Canteen,  DubUn-^Canteen  Funde, 

Question,  Mr.  Gray  ;  Answer.  Sir  Miohaal 

Hicks-Beach  June  15,  1848 
Criminal  Law^Caee  of  Daniel  Foran,  Qaefc. 

tion.  The  O'Donoghue  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michad 

Hicks-Beach  June  7. 1441 
Inland  Navigation^BaUinamere  Canal,  Qoee- 

tion,  CapUin  O'Beime :  Answer,  Sir  Micbeal 

Hicks-Beach  June  15, 1848 
hi$h    ConetaMary  Act,   1874— CoMlmtMMf, 

Question,  Mr.  French  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael 

Hickt-BMoh  June  12, 1689 

[0MI. 
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ISA 


Ibblavb— tfOtll. 


Local   Ccwii  of  AdmiraUy,   QoMtioD,  Mr. 

M'Oarth/ Downing ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 

General  for  Ireland  May  10,  618 
Londonderry  Lunatic  Aiylum,  Qaeetion,  Mr. 

Hiebard  Smyth ;  Anawer,  Sir  Michael  Iliokt- 

Beaoh  April  30,  108 
NalionalEducalion{Ireland)^NaUonal  School 

of  Rakeora,  Qaeation,  Mr.  Bait;  Answer, 

Sir  Miehael  Uioks-Beaoh  May  17,  1100 
National  Schools^-Monaghan,   Question,    Sir 

John  Leslie;   Answer,  Sir  Michael  Uicks- 

Beaoh  May  17, 1101 
Ownort  of  Land  in  Ireland^Appcndiw  to  Re» 

twmt  Qoeetion,  The  Earl  of  Belmore ;  An- 
swer, The  Dttke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon 

/ufMS,  1485 
Pott  Ofice  ( Telegraph  Department)^  Telegraph 

O/Ue  in  Brwree,  Qoestion,  Mr.  O'SuUifan  ; 

Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  April  30,  100 
QMen't  Univertity  (Ireland),  Question,  Mr. 

Oowper-Tempio;    Answer,     Sir    Michael 

Hlcks-Btach  May  17,  1009 
RaUwayt,  Qaestion,  Captain  Nolan ;  Answer, 

Lord  John  Manners  May  11,  723 
Reoietry    of   Deedt,    Question,    Sir    Joseph 

M'Kenna ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  ifay  3, 

263 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  ^Competitive  EtO' 

mtfioKofi,  Observations,  Sir  Colman  O'Logh- 

len :  Replj,  Sir  Michael  Uioks-Beach  June  1 1, 

1597 1'^Case  of  Constable  Moloney,  Question, 

Mr.   Graj;    Answer,   Sir  Michael    Hiokt* 

Beach  June  13. 1846 


Ireland — Administraium  of  Irish  Affaire 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  11,  To 
leave  out  Arom  **  That,''  and  add  '*  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  it  would  conduce  to 
the  better  administration  of  Irish  aflkirs  if  a 
department,  such  as  the  Local  Government 
Board  and  the  Commissioners  of  Public 
Works,  were  presided  over,  as  is  the  case  of 
corresponding  departments  in  England,  by  a 
responsible  Minister  not  incapable  of  sitting 
in  ParlUment"  (Mr,  BuU)v.,  1683;  Qnes- 
tion,  "That  the  words,  Ao.,"  pat,  and 
agreed  to 

Ireland — Borough  FVanehUe 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  13,  To 
leave  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add  '*  the  re- 
strioted  natort  of  the  Borough  Franchise  of 
Ireland,  as  compared  with  that  eiisting  in 
England  and  Scotland,  is  a  subject  deserving 
the  immediate  attention  of  Parliament,  with 
a  view  of  eeublLshing  a  fair  and  just  equality 
of  the  Franehise  in  the  three  Countries" 
(Mr,  Meldon)  v.,  1882  ;  Question  propoeed, 
'*That  the  words,  Sto.;**  after  long  debate, 
QueeUonput;  A.939,N.163;  M«  74  (D.L. 
181) 

ireiUmd^The  Irieh  Zand  Quesium 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  27, 
To  leave  out  from  '*  That,*'  and  add  **  in  the 
oninion  of  this  Uouse,  in  order  to  ensure  to 
the  Irish  tenantry  the  benefits  intended  to  be 
conferred  on  them  by  the  Land  Act  of  1870, 
it  is  esseptiai  that  itepa  should  be  taken  to 


heland^The  Irish  Land  Qii#«(u>ti— oont. 

prerent  the  eiaction  of  rents  which  virtually 
confiscate  the  improvements  declared  by  that 
Act  to  be  the  property  of  the  tenant,  and 
also  that  stepe  should  be  taken  to  prevent  the 
eviction  of  tenants  for  refusing  to  submit  to 
such  rents  "  ( The  0'Donoghue)v,,  36 ;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  **  That  the  words,  die. ; "  after 
long  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  189,  N.  63  ; 
M.  124  (D.  L.  06) 

IrOand^-Irish  Land  Act,  1870 
Moved,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed, 
"  to  inquire  Into  the  working  and  results  of 
the  forty-fourth,  forty-fifth,  and  forty-seventh 
Clauses  of 'The  Irish  Land  Act,  1870,'  and 
to  report  whether  any  further  facilities  should 
be  given  for  promoting  the  purchase  of  land 
by  occupying  tenants  *  (Mr,  Shaw  Le/evre) 
May  1,  168;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
agreed  to ;  List  of  the  Committee,  170 

Ireland — Irish  Taxation 
Moved,  **  That  the  burden  of  Imperial  Taiation 
imposed  on  Ireland  is  excessive,  and  out  of 
proportion  to  her  financial  ability  to  bear  it 
as  compared  with  England"  (Mr,  Mitchell 
Henry)  June  3, 1322 ;  after  debate,  Question 
put:  A. 34,  N.  132;  M.  118 (D.  L.  133) 

Ireland — 27te  Magietraey — Case  of  Mr. 

AneketeU,  J,F. 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  4,  To 
leave  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add  *'  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  retention  of  Mr. 
Ancketell's  name  on  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace  for  the  county  of  Monaghan  is  not 
calculated  to  inspire  the  humbler  classes  of 
the  people  with  respect  for  the  administration 
of  the  Law,  or  with  confidence  In  the  impar- 
tiality of  its  application  to  rich  and  poor  in 
that  locality  '^  (Mr,  Sullivan)  v„  321  ;  after 
short  debate,  Qoestion,  **That  the  words, 
Ac.,"  put,  and  agreed  to 

Ireland — Mr.  James  Dempsey 

Moved,  **  That  there  be  Uld  before  this  House, 
Returns  of  the  decisions  of  the  Justices  at 
Quarter  Sessions  for  the  county  of  Antrim, 
and  the  grounda  of  same : 

"Of  the  decisions  of  the  Reoorder  of  the  bo- 
rough of  Belfast,  and  the  grounds  of  same,  In 
the  matter  of  the  several  applications  for  Cer- 
tificate to  enable  Mr.  James  Demneey  to 
obtain  transfer  of,  and  removal  of,  spirit 
licence  to  premises  situate  on  Shore  Road, 
Belfast : 

"  And,  of  the  decision  in  Queen's  Bench  in  re* 
latlon  to  refusal  of  said  transfer,  and  the 
affidavits  relating  thereto,  between  the  first 
application  at  October  Quarter  Seeslons  in 
1874  and  present  time  "  (Mr.  Biggar)  May  8, 
383;  after  short  debate,  Question  pot; 
A.  17.  N.  140;  M.  123  (D.  L.  117) 

Isaac,  Mr.  S.,  Nottingham 
Food  and  Drugs  Act,  U73— Reduced  Spirits, 

1761 
Post  Office  (IreUnd)— DefectiTO  PoeUl  Ar- 
rangementiy  1336 


JAC 


JOH 
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JOH 


Jackson,  Sir  H.  M.,  CovetUry 

U\gh  Court  of  Justioe — DetpAtch  of  Butioaai, 

1504 
Pa  tents  for  InTootiont,  1387 
Penaltj  of  Death,  Rm.  1689 

Jahes,  Sir  H.,  Taunton 

Bar  of  Ensland  and  of  Ireland,  3R.  601 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  1001 
High  Court  of  Justioe— Despatch  of  Busioets, 

1M9 
Parliamentary  Registration  (Ireland),  3R.  1710 
'  Prisons,  Gonsid.  add,  d,  1650 
Unifersitiet  of  Oxford  and  Oambridfe,  Oomm. 
el  14,  133,  380 

James,  Mr.  W.  H.,  OaU^head 

MeroanUle  Marine  Hospital,  3R.  1<>30 
UnlTersitiee  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  ONnm. 

cL  16,  138  :  Amendt«  183,  185,  380 ;  d.  33, 

1011  ;   add,  eL   Motion  for    Adjournment, 

1130;  Amendt.1840 
Vaccination  Act— Proseootions — Cattof  Joetph 

Abel,  1669 

* 

Jenkins,  Mr.  D.  J.,  P^ttyfi,  Sfe, 

Criminal  Law — Manchester  Magistmiet    -Case 

of  the  Rev.  Father  Jackson,  617 
Harbours  on  the  North-East  Coast,  Res.  1316 
Post  Office — Telegraphic  Communication  with 

Lundy  Island,  Res.  1143 
Russia  and  Turkey^Tho  War— Black    Sea, 

618,  1588 

Jenkins,  Mr.  E.,  Ihmdee 

Coolie  Immigration  to  Qoeensland,  1086 
Eastern  Question— NegoUationa,  1103 
Eastern   Question  —  Kasolutioiis    (Mr.    Glad- 
stone), 880,  474, 738,  910 
Prisons,  Gonsid.  add,  d.  1644, 1655, 1657 
Rossia  and  Turkey^  Dectaratiott  of  Paris— 
Soei  Canal,  Motion  for  A^joummeBi^  1801, 
1803, 1307 
Russia  and   Turke/— The   War— The   Sues 
Canal,  1446 

Jbnkinson,  Sir  O.  S.,  WUUhire,  If. 
Criminal  Law  —  Prison   Labour  —  PrifMien, 

1946 
Orueltj  to  Animals,  3R.  346 
Lioensing   Act,   1873 — Sale  of  Uoented  Pre- 
mises, 366 

Jersey,  Earl  of 
Workhouse  SchooU— Mn.  Naitaa  Senior^  1485 


Jesuits,  Tks^Ths  10  G$o.  IV. 

Question,  Mr.  Whallejr ;   Answer,  The  Cfaan- 
ooUor  of  the  Exchequer  Maiy  8,  495 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Bslfast 

Assistant  Count/    Surf^yors   (Ireland),   3R. 

349,  354 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  1894 
Cattle  Plague  and  Importation  of  Live  Stock, 

Nomination  of  Select  Coouniltee,  187 


JOHKSTOH,  Mr.  W. 

Irish  Land  Act,  1870*   Motioa  for  a 

Committee,  178 
Magistracy  (Ireland)— Mr.  AoekaMI, 

Res.  885 
Registrar  of  Birthi  and  Deatba,  718 


Ca»  oi; 


Johnstone,  Sir  H.,  8carh&r9Uf\ 

Cattle  PUgue  and  ImporUtion  of  Ute  Steely 

Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  199 
MeroanUle  Marine  Hospital,  3R.  1039 
Rossia  and  Turkoj- Eastern  QoeiUoa — Mr* 

Oladstone's  Resolutions,  819 


J9mi    Stock    ComjHmi$s — XmiMmm  — 

'<  2\ffy  cross  y.  Orant " — 1%$  Bumkcr 

Iromcorks  Companjf 

Qnestions,  Sir  Edward  Watkin,  Sir  Rabert 

Peel ;    Aaswera,    The    AttorMj    Geawl 

/mM  7,  1485 

Judicial  Proeeedlngi  (Sattng)  BQl 

{The  Lord  St4ward) 

lKs^if^^Apnl$0  (No.  t7) 

Committee* :  Report  Mom  1 
Read8««JKiy9 
Rojal  AMsnt  ir«y  17  [40  FSolo.  11] 

Eayanaor,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Carlow  Co. 
Armj— Regimental  LJeatenant  Oolooels,  1763 


Eat-Shtjttlbwoeth,  Mr.  U.  J., 

Elementary  Eduoatleo,  110 


Eenealt,  Dr.  E.  Y.,  Stolc-upon-lVmU 

CasUm    Question  —  Resolations  (Mr.  Glad- 

stone),  818 
Prisons,  Gonsid.  add.  d.  1838,  1839,   1447, 

1449, 1457, 1468, 1648 

EncBEELBT,  Earl  of 
Burial  AcU  Consolidation,  OomnL  mdd.  sL  1077 
Colonial  OfBce— Mr.  W.  W.  Wood%  Motion  fcr 

Papers,  1755 
South  AfHoa— Anneiation  of  the  Tranttaal, 

858 
Soath  Aftioa,  Oona.  d.  67,  461 ;  Repofi,  989 

EzNOsooTE,    lieot-Oolonel,  B^  N.  F., 
Olouccstcrshirc,  W. 
Oontafioos  Dkeaeee  (AniaaW)  Aet»  1688^ 

CatUa  Plagoeat  UnU,  638 
FoMi  of  Dean,  1334, 1336, 1569 

Kingitown  Borougli  (Irdaiid)  Bin 

(5i>  Cdman  (yLogkkn,  Mr.  Mddoti) 
c.  BiU  withdrawn  •  /mm  18  [BOl  69] 

Keniujsd,  Hon.  A.  F.,  Portk 
PriMws,  Con8id.adtf.et.  1657 

KiBX,  Mr.  G.  H.,  LouA 
Iriih  Land  Qaettiooi  Rw,  89 


KNA        LAW 
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LAW         LIO 


KvimHBfTtL-Hnalssiv,  Big^t  Hon.  B. 
H.y  Btmdwieh 
Cattle  PUgut  and  ImportaiioD  of  LUe  Stock, 

Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  187, 198 
Eccletiaetioal  Endowment!  (Ce/lon)|  Rec.  160 
Parliameot^Order,  1289 

Pablic  Boaineee,  ArrangeoMOt  of,  1180 
Prieoni,  Consid.  add,  el.  1464 
Boadeand  Bridget  (Scotland),  2R.  1878 
Sooth   African  Coloaiee— Anneiaiioa  of  tiM 

Trana?  aal,  865 
Taemanian  Main  Line  Railwa/,  2R.  1180 
tJnifertitiei  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 
d.  2, 118  ;  d/.  14,  122 ;  tl,  10,  126  ;  e/.  16, 
184,272,  289:  C/.28.  1108,  11 10;  tl.  28, 
1110,  1116;  el  80,  Ameodt.  1118,  1128; 
aid.  el  1242;  Ameodt.  1279 

KinftHTLBT,  Sir  B.,  Nini1mmpUmMr$,  8. 
Eaatero   Queetlon » Reeolationi  (Mr.  Glad- 
itooeX  400 

Laxno,  Mr.  8.|  Orkney,  S^e. 

Kaetem   i^ettion  —  Reeoiotioof  (Mr.  Olad- 
flone),  607 


Law,  Bight  Hon.  H.,  JAmdfmdmrp  Ch. 

\irwof  (Ire 
I.  888,  886 


Magittrae/  (Ireland)— Mr.  AnokettU,  Caee  of, 


Law  Aim  Justiob 

MiaOILLAllBOUt   QoMTIOVi 

MtQh  Court  of  Juitie^'-Iktpaieh  of  Butima, 
Obterrationt,  Sir  Eardie/  Wilmot ;  Beplj, 
The  Attornej  General ;  tbori  debate  thereoa 
June  8,  1042;— ifr.  Ju9tio$  Fry's  Court, 
Qnettion,  Mr.  Dalrymple  ;  Antwer,  Mr. 
Gerard  Noel /iMM  14,  1768 

jMjfol  BuHnea  cf  the  Govermnont^IUport  of 
the  Deportmsntal  Committee^  Quettion,  Mr. 
Seijeant  Spinlu ;  Anewer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 
June  14,  1709 

Freetcn  County  Court,  Qoeetion,  Mr.  Hermon ; 
Anewer,  Mr.  Gerard  Noel  June  18,  1987 

Magieiraey,  The 

CommitiaU  at  Knutt/ord,  Qaeetion,  Mr.  Hop- 
wood  ;  Aoewer,  Mr.  Attbeton  Croee  May  17, 
1100 

Forringdon  Magiitretee—  Poor  Law  Ouardiani, 
Qaeetion,  Mr.  Qopwood  ;  Anewer,  Mr. 
AMbeton  Croee  June  8, 1487 

Manchester  Magietrates  —  Cau  of  Rev. 
Father  Jaekeon^  Qaeetiona,  Mr.  Oallan,  Mr. 
Jenkins  ;  Anewert,  Mr.  AHhetoK  CroM 
May  10,  616 

Welshpool  Borough  JusHoee,  Qaeetion,  Mr. 
Morgan  Uof  d ;  Answer,  1C#.  Assbeton  Oroes 
JHoy  10,  998 

Law  ol  BridMioe  LtmUmnX  Bill 

(,Mr.  Morgan  Lloyd,  Mr.  Mersohell) 

0.  Committee  • ;  RepoK  JCm  9         [Bill  112] 

Reads**  MayS 
L  fieU  l^^  {Lord  CoUrldg^  Mmy  i   (No.  68) 

Read  2*  *  June  7 

Committee*;  Report /im# 8 

R«mI  8*  • /MMe  11 


Lawbxvob,  Lord 
India— Tbe  Ameer  of  A%hanistaii,  1886 

LAW80iry  Sir  W.,  CarlieU 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqaors  on  Sandaj  (Ire* 
land),  1776.  1777 ;  Re-oomm.  1900  ;  MoUon 
for  Adjoumment,  1901 

Lkathax,  Mr.  E.  A.,  HuddereAeli 

Eastern  Question  —  Resolutions  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone),  6^ 

liacEMXBM,  Sir  E.,  WoreeeUrehire,  W. 
Meteorological    Oflloe   (Board   of  Trade)  — 
Weather  Charts,  809 

LiFSVBB,  Mr.  O.  J.  Shaw,  Readina 
Eastern  Question  —  Resolutions  (Mr.   Glad- 
stone), 786 
Irish  Land  Act,  1870,  Motion  for  a  Seleet  Com- 
mittee, 168, 179 
Irish  Land  Question,  Res.  62, 64 
Nafj— Nomiaatioo  of  Cadets,  Res.  1904 
Parliament— Public  Business,  ArrangsBMnt  of, 

997 
Supply^Fishery  Board  in  Scotland,  1628, 1624, 

16i0 
Torfcej— Bosnia,  1106 

Logal  Praetitioneri  Bill 

{Mr.  Wimm  Gordon,  Mr.  Chstrle/) 

0.  ResA^^JunelB  [Bm48] 

Committee*— B.F.  June  18 

Lbsus,  Sir  J.,  JifoHogkim 

Maglttrac/  ( Ireland) — Mr.  AnoketeU,  Case  of, 

Rss.  828,  882,  384 
National  Schools  (Ireland)— Mooaghan,  1101 

lanriMf  Mr.  0.  E.»  Zondondorry 
Sale  of  lotoiicating  Liqaors  on  Sunday  (Ire* 

land),  1770 
Supply— Secret  Serrlcee,  1610 
Tasmanian  Main  Line  Rallwaj,  2R.  1180 

Lewis,  Mr.  H.  0.,  Carloto 

Eastern  Qaeetion  —  Reeolntions  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), 826 

Irish  Land  Act,  1870,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 174 

NaTf— Dockyards— Foreign  Visitors,  Admis- 
sion of,  82 

ParUamentary  Registration  (Ireland),  2  R.  1729 

Lihoral  and  ConeerteMoo  AuookUkne — 

89  Ooo.  III.,  c.  79 
Qoestione,  Sir  George  Bowyer,  Mr.  Cbaober- 
hUn  \    Answers,    The    AMomey    General 
June  11, 1071 

Licetmng  Aet,  1S73 
Sale  ^  Uoensed  Prmnieee,  Qoeatlon,  Sir 
George  Jenkinson  |  Answer,  Mr.  Assbeton 
Cross  May  8,  206 
Transfer  of  Licences — The  FoUeOt  Question, 
Capuin  Pim :  Answer,  Sfar  Uenry  Selwia- 
Ibbctson  4pn/  80, 106 
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Lichfield,  Bishop  of 
Boriml  AcU  ConiolidatioD,   Raporl,   add.  d, 
1933 

LiNCX>LN,  Bishop  of 

Burial  Acts  CoiuoUdatioD,  Comm.  add,  eL 
108a 

LiKDSAY,  Oolonel  E.  J.  Loyd,  Berhhire 

Coal  Mines— Tyldeslej  OoUiery,  110 
Eastern  Qaestion  —  Resolutions   (Mr.    Glad- 
stone), 879,  70S 

Lloyd,  Mr.  M.,  JBeaumaris 

Cattle  Plague  and  Importation  of  Lire  Stock, 

Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  807 
Companies  Acts  Amendment,  3R.  1394 
Count/    Courts   Jurisdiction  Extension,  3R. 

Amendt.  587 
Criminal  Law— Albert  Jones,  Case  of,  1108, 

1104 
Dominion  of  Canada — Emigration  of  Paaper 

Children,  1441 
High  Court  of  Jnstice^Despatch  of  BosittMS, 

1048 
Magistracy,  The— Welshpool  Borough  Jnstioes, 

998 
Suppl/— Woods,  Forests,  Ac.  OiBce,  1173 
Unifersities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 

cL  17. 1007 

Llotd,  Mr.  8.  S.,  PUfmouih 

Bankruptcy  Act  (1869)  Amendment,  LeaT*, 
1917 

Eastern  Question  —  Resolutions  (Mr.  Qlad- 
itone).  Motion  for  Adjournment,  401 

Navy— Royal  Marines— Promotion  and  Retire- 
ment, 818, 1973 

Unirersities  of  Oxford  and  CJambridge,  Consid. 
d.  16, 1807 

Local  Gov&mmmi  Act — JBridhngton  IHi' 
triot 
Question,  Mr.  Sykes;   Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth  JwM  8, 1491 

Local  Government  Board's  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (Artisans  and 
Labourers  Dwellings)  Bill  [u.l.] 

{The  Earl  of  Jenty) 

I,  Presented ;  read  1'*,  and  reforred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers June  0  (No.  91) 
Read  3**  Jum  14 

Local  Oovemment  Board's  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (Atherton,  ftc.) 

Bill  [H.L.]    (  The  Earl  of  Jortty) 

L  Presented;  read  1'*,  and  referred  to  tho 
Examiners  June  4  (No.  86) 

Rmu13>*/mm  15 

Local  Oovemment  Board's  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (Belper  Union, 

fto.)  Bill  [R.L.]    {The  Earl  of  Jertey) 
L  Presentod;   read  1**,    and  referred    to   the 
Examiners  /wm  4  (No.  87) 

Read  3*  • /MfM  18 


Local  Oovemment  Boards  PtovisloMd 
Orders  Confirmation  (Bishop  Anck* 
land,  Ac)  BiU  [-.l.] 

{TheEarlofJenep) 

I  Presented ;  read  1>  *,  and  referred  to  the  En- 
miners  June  5  (No.  93) 

Local  Oovemment  Board's  ProviaiMud 
Orders  Confirmation  (Caistor  UnioB, 

fto.)  Bill  [hj-]    {The  Earl ofJeney) 
I,  Presented  ;  read  1%*  and  referred  to  the  Emm- 
miners  June  5  (No.  94) 

Read3*«/iMMl5 

Local  Oovemment  Board's  Proviiiaial 
Orders  Confirmation  (Joint  Boards) 

Bin  [H.L.]    {The  EaH of  Jeroey) 
l.  Presented  :  read  !>*,  and  referred  to  the  Emm- 
miners  /iiii#  5  (No.  93) 

Bead3«*/imdl4 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Order 
(Sewage)  Bill 

{Mr.  William  Homy  Smith,  Sir  Michael  Eieko- 

Beach) 
e.  OrdMwd;  rMMll**Mvl7  [BiU  175] 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders 
(Bridlington,  ftc.)  Bill 

(Mr.  Salt,  Mr.  Sdater-Bcoth) 

0.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Mayl^  [BiU  170] 
Read  9^^  June  4 

Committee* ;  Report  June  IS 
Readd«*/iMW  18 

1,  Read  l^^  {Earl  ofJer$ey)June  14  (No.  107) 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders 
Confirmation  (Altrinchsm,  ftoO  Bill 

{Mr.  Salt,  Mr,  Sclater-Booth) 

0.  Ordered;  Nad  l««JKiy  3  [BUI  157] 

Roadi•^  May  II 

Committee  * :  Report  May  81 

Readd**  June  i 
lBMad\^^{EarlofJor90y)June5  (No.  89) 

Read  3«* /mm  13 

Committee*;  Report  Jnim  14 

Kcmd9^^  June  li 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders 
(Oas)  Confirmation  (Penrith,  AcJ  Bill 

Jfterwarde— 

Local  Oovemment  (Oas)  Provisional 
Orders  (Penrith,  Ac)  Bill 

{Mr.  Sou,  Mr.  Sclater.Bceth) 

e.  Ordered;  read  r^ifay  3  [BUI  156] 

Read  3«  •  Ifoy  10 

Committee*;  Report ifay 81 

Read8**/«ii#4 
L  Read  1> •  (The EaH tfJorHy)Jmmb  (No. 90) 

Read3**>MMl3 

Committee  * :  Report  Jume  14 

Bead  8»* /mm  15 


LOO         LUS 


(SESSION    1877) 


LUS        MAO 


Loeal  Oorenunent  Froriiionftl  Ordari 
(Eorlmry,  fto.)  Bill 

(,Th$  Earl  of  J^rte^) 

L  RmuI  !••  Ajml  97  (No.  U) 

IUMlS**lfay8 
OommittM  * ;  Report  May  1 1 
RmuI  d**  ifoy  14 

LooxB,  Mr.  J.,  Southwark 
Opmiiof  of  NatioDAl  MoMomt  and  OaUtrioion 
Saadky,  Em.  1580,  1581 

LoFBS,  Sir  M.,  D0vonthir$,  8. 
Na?7^Rojal  MAiinoi— Promotion  and  RtUrt- 
mont,  1972 

LoTAT, '  Lord 
Gamo  Lawi  (SooUand)  Amondmtnt,  Oomm. 
€L  6,  Amondt.  1438 

LowB,  Bight  Hon.  B.,  London  Univor- 

Battem  QoMtion » RMolutions  (Mr.   Qlad- 

•Um«),  Md 
Eaat  India  (Mr.  Folltr  and  Mr.  LMdt)*Indo. 

pondtnoo  of  Jad|M,  1448 
UoiftraltiM  of  Oilbrd  and  (^ambridft,  Comm. 

cl.  18, 119  ;  W.  16, 184, 187 :  Amondt.  H9, 

274 

LowTHSB,  Mr.  J.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Oolonies),  York  City 
Afriea     (Wtst    OoattHTho    Gambia— Obiof 

Mtf  iitraU  at  Batbnrtt,  ei5»  1440 
Cootie  Imroimtion  to  Queensland,  1280 
Eeeledastieal  EodowroenU  (Oejlon),  Ret.  161 
Gibraltar— Proposed  Trade  Regolations,  818 
Malta— Taiation  on  Grain,  dM.  1287 
Poet  OtBee— Sootb  Afrioa,  Telegrapbio  C?om- 

mnnieation  witb,  1421 
Soath  Africa— DelJkgoa  Baj,  1288 

NaUl,  1248 
Sootb  Afrioan  Confederation — ^Anneiation  of 
the  Transraal,  864, 1247 

LuBBOOX,  Sir  J.,  Maidiiono 

Eastern  Question  —  Resolotiont  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), 868,  828,  400,  727 

Rnseia  and  Turkey— Eastern  Qaestioa— Mr. 
Gladstone's  Resolutions,  109,  820 

Unirerslties  of  Oiford  and  C^bridft,  Comm. 
W.  29, 1011 

LtT8H,  Dr.  J.  A.,  Baliihwry 

Cruelty  to  Animals,  9R.  944 

Nafj- Aretio  Committee,  Report  of,  1288, 
1264  r-        .  . 

Snpplf— Queen's  and  Lord  Treasurer's  Romem- 
braaeer  ia  BzebeQuer.  8ootlaad.i 


1612 
SeorM  Strfioee,  1614 

Luax,  Sir  A.,  Fimhury 
Bisbopdos,  9R.  1929 
MmoIi  OoaiM.fl*  14, 1761 


1617i 


a^VW^# 


Lvix,  Sir  A.— Mwl. 

Sopplj— Looal  Gofemment  Board,  1168 

Mint,4o.  1168,1166 

Patent  Office,  1168 

Publio  Works  and  Buildings,  1174 

Queen's  and  Lord  Treasurer's  Remem- 
brancer in  Ezobequer,  Scotland,  dn).  1618, 
1612 

Stationery,  Printing,  ^.  1170 

MoAbthub,  Mr.  A.,  LeicoBior 
Opening  of  National  Museums  and  Galleries  on 
Sundays,  Res.  1814 

MoAbthxtb,  Mr.  Alderman  W.,  Lambeth 
Ecclesiastical  Endowments  (Ceylon),  Res.  180, 

182,  167 
Sontb  AfHoa— Delagoa  Bay,  1288 

MAOARTifET,  Mr.  J.  W.  E.,  Tyrone 
Assistant  County  Surnjors  (Ireland),  9R.  981 

Magdokald,  Mr.  A.,  Stafford 

Coal  Mines— Tyldesley  Eiplosion,  427 
Tynewrdd  Colliery  Inquest,  81,  812 
Eastern   Question  —  Resolutions  (Mr.   Glad« 

stone),  401,826 
Mines  Act,  1879— Infringement,  1880 
Prisons,  Consid.  add,  el.  1484,  1468,  1648 ; 

el.  18, 1788  ;  el.  40, 1722 
Supply— Secret  Serrices,  1608 

Maodutv,  Visconnt,  Elgin  tmd  Nairn 
Fisberies  (SootUnd)— Appointment  of  a  Royal 

Commission,  220 
Supply- Kisbery  Board  in  Scotland,  AoMndt. 

1691, 1624 

MAOxnrTosH,  Mr.  0.  F.,  InvemesSf  ^c. 
Prisons,  Consid.  add, «{.  1661 
Sasine  Ofllce,  Edinburgb— Reduction  of  Fees. 
142 

Mao  Iyib,  Mr.  D.,  Birkenhead 
Harbours  on  tbe  Nortb-East  Coast,  Res.  1908 
Mercbant  Sblpping  Act,  1876 —  **  Labrador," 

Tbe  Freoob  Steamer,  ZZ 
Russia  and  Turkey— Deolaration  of  Paris— 
Suet  Canal,  1806 

MoKnnrA,  Sir  J.  N.,  Toughal 

Assistant  County  Surreyors  (Ireland),  9R.  988 

Borougb  Prancbise  (Ireland),  Res.  1200 

Crossed  Cbeques  on  Bankers,  9R.  1740 

Customs,  Inland  Rotenue,  and  Savings  Banks, 
Comm.  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  477  ; 
add,  el  1181 

Irlsb  land  Act,  1870,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Commlttoe,  178 

Irisb  Taxation,  Res.  1888 

Navy  —  Arctic  Expedition  —  Committeo  on 
Scurry,  1027 

RMistry  of  Deeds  (Ireland),  968 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), 1777 

Soutb  AfHca^NaUl,  1248 

Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  619 

Woaori  DiMMUtiM  B«Bonl,  9R.  1828 


MAO 


MAS 


(INDEX) 


MAB 


MTCT^ 


MoLaqak,  Mr.  P.,  Linlith^mi>$kir$ 
Roadt  aad  Bridges  (SeollMd),  2R.  1S79 

MoIiABSNy  Mr.  D.,  Edinburgh 

Cruelty  to  Animals,  2R.  238 

Grooera'  Lioenset  ( Scotland)— Appointment  of 

a  Commisiion,  990 
Prisons,  Consid.  add.  cU  1461, 1640 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  2R.  1861 
Sopplj— Fisherj  Board  in  Scotland,  1628 
Vtueen'i  and  Lord    Treasorer'i    Remem- 
braneer  in  Exchequer,  SeoHaad,  iio.  1917, 
1618,  1620 
Secret  Serrices,  1600,  1606 
Women's  Disabilities  Remofal,  2R.  1891 

Malta 

TasoaJtUm  on  Grain  and  Food  AriicU$,  Quae- 

tion,  Mr.  T.  B.   Potter;   Answer,  Mr.  J. 

Lowther  June  4, 1237 
Th$  NoMity  of,  Qnestien,  Viaooool  Sidmooth; 

Answer,  The  Earl  of  Oamarvoo  Jmm  14, 

1763 

MaivnerS)  Bight  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.   B. 
(Postmaster    General),     Zeieettor' 
shire,  N. 
Eastern  Qioestion -^  Resolationi   (Mr.    Glad- 
stone), 871,  428.  373 
Ireland—Postal  Arrangements,  861, 1336 
Post  Office    (Telegraph    Department)  — 
Bmree,  Telegraph  OiBoe  in,  106 
Post  OfBoe^MisoeUaneons  Qaestions 

Australian  Ooloniee    Pi^ymeat  id  Lol> 

ters,  1284 
Post  OlBoe,  Bedford,  618 
Post  Offioe  Telegraphs— Chargen,  1099 
Seiiure  of  Books,  dM.  1 102 
Post  OflBce— Telegraphic  Communication  with 

Lnndj  Island,  Res.  1148 
Railways  (Ireland),  723 

Mabliko,  Mr.  S.  S.,  Stroud 

Thames  and  Severn  Narigation,  1442 
Unifersities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  ConsM. 
oL  16, 1807 

Marriages  LegaUsatiiSy  Saint  Peter's, 
Afanondslrary,  Bill  [h.l.] 

(  Th$  Lord  Bishop  of  OUmeester  and  Bristol) 

I  Presented ;  read  1»*  June  4  (No.  83) 

Read  2*  *  June  7 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  8 

Read8»*  June  11 
c.  Read  !••  June  18  [Bin  197] 

Read2«*/icii«18 

Marriages  Preliminaries  (Scotland)  Bill 

(Dr.  Cameron,  Mr,  Bawter,  Mr,  JitLaren,  Mr. 

Ernest  Noel,  Mr,  Edward  Jenkins) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !••  May  9  [BiU  161] 

Married  Women's  Propertj  Act  (1870) 
Amendment  Bill  [r.i^] 

{The  Lord  Coleridge) 
U  Preasntod ;  read  1*  •  May  13  (No.  74) 


Married  Woueft'e  Preyertj  ( 

Bill   {Mr.Anderemi,8irRokeH 
Mr.  McLaren,  Mr.  Orr  Ew^b^g) 
e.  Committee  • ;  Report  Metg  1$    [Bile  U-ieq 


Marten,  Mr.  A.  G.»  Camhridge 

Crossed  Cheques  on  Bankers,  2R.  1786 
Unifersities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 
cl,  U,  124;  cL  16, 128,  288 ;  eLtS,  Uie 

MARTiNy  Mr.  p.  W.,  Rochester 

Cattle  Plague  and  Importation  of  Live  Stook, 

Nomination  of  Seleei  (3emmlttee»  189,  lie 
Irish  Land  (^nertion,  Rea.  79 

Maxwell,  Sir  W.  Stiblino-,  PmrtkMr§ 

Unifersities  of  Oiford  and  Cambridge, 
add.oLl3n^ 


Medieal  Act  (1858)  Amendment  Bill 

{Dr.  Lush,  Sir  Trevor  Lemrence,  Ler4 

FiUmauriee,  Mr.  Oramtham) 

0,  Otdered ;  read  !••  ifay  2  [Bffl  188] 

BiU  withdrawn  •  June  I 

Medical  Ast  (X8»)  Amendment  (Se.  8) 
Bill 

{Mr,  Errington,  Mr.  DiUwgn,  Mr.  John  MbcUlamd) 

0.  Ordered ;  read  !••  ifoy  16  [BiU  172] 

BUI  withdrawn  •  Jmim  18 

Medical  Act  (1858)  Amendment  (Eo.  3) 

Bill  (Dr.  Lush,  Sir  Trevor  Lawremee,  Lord 
Edmond  FiiMmaurioe,  Mr.  Oramtham) 
e.  Bead  !••  June 4  [Bm  186] 


Mediterranean^    The^^Seeurii^  of  Cow^ 

merce 

Question,  Lord  Wafenoj;  Answer,  Thm  Earl 
of  Derby  ifey  1,142 

Mofed,  **  That  an  humble  Addraetbe  pteewitsd 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  Uer  Mi^y 
wiU  be  graioioiisly  pleased  to  iarite  the  co- 
operation of  the  GoTemments  of  the  Mari- 
time States,  her  aUies,  in  maiatalning  the 
security  of  oommeroe  in  the  Mediterranean 
and  in  the  aeawais  leading  thereto"  (Tke 
Ijofd  Waveney)  May  17,  868;  altar  ahari 
debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Mbldok,  Mr.  0.  H.,  JS^Udaro 

Bar  of  England  and  of  Ireland,  2R.  608 
Borough  mnohise  (Ireland),  Ras.  1882 
Parliamentary    Registration    (Ireland)^    2R. 

1717 
Prisons,  Conaid.  oL  40, 1704 

Mxllob,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Ashiou-uuder-Lgne 
County  Courta  Jurisdietion  Eitensioo,    2R. 

607 
Supply — Local  Ooremmeal  Board,  1187 
Woriu  and  PubUa  BoUdbp,  AamAL  im 


MEB       MET 


(SESSION    1877 ) 


MET        MON 


Ibreuitib  Xidna  HoqpiUl  Bin 

{Ca^n  Pirn,  Mr,  WTiulhtmu) 

c.Uowd,  "That  tiM  BUi  be  now  raad  9«" 
i£iy  10, 1024 

Amend t.  to  leeve  out  "now,"  an4  add  ''npon 
tbU  dftr  six  montbe"  (If^.  Whitwelt) ;  afUr 
•bort  debate,  Qoettion  pat,  ^'Tbat  *now/ 
4o.;"  A.  11,  N.  219;  M.901  (D.  L.  180) 

Words  added;  main  Qoeation,  as  amended, 
pot,  and  agreed  to;  2R.  pot  off  for  six 
montbs  [BRl  79] 

MifcanUU  Marine — N^rtK  Sea  Earbour 
and  Canal  of  Holland 
Qoeetlon,  General  Sir  George  Balfoor;   An- 
swer, Sir  Obarles  Adderlej  May  4, 817 

Merchant  8$am$nU  BilU^Legiilatum 
Qnescion,  Mr.    Burt :   Anawer,  Sir    Cbarles 
Adderlej  May  8,  200 

MireKatU  Shipping  Act$ 

M|S0»IA4WB00S  (^oxsnovfl 

Dtdt  Caroo  8paoe,  QoesUoo,  Mr.  Gcie?e ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Cbarlee  Adderlej  /imm  14,  1708 

Detention  of  Ve$Hle,  Qoestion,  Mr.  T.  E. 
Smitb  ;  Answer,  Sir  Cbarles  Adderlej 
June  15, 1860 

Semifortkp  Shdnt^The  "  Clydeedale,"  ^oee- 
tloo,  Mr.  Grriere  ;  Answer,  Sir  Obarlee 
Adderlej  Miiw  7,  808 

The  French  Steamer  » Labrador,'*  Obeerva- 
tions,  Qoestion,  Mr.  Blae  l?er ;  Answer^  Sir 
Cbarlee  Adderiej  A^nl  27,  88 
[See  title  Navy^Heehomre  en  the  North- 
£eetCoaei] 

MxaKWBTHXB,   Mr.  0.  O.,  Northampton 
Derbj    Corporation   (Extension  of   Boroogb, 
4o.)^  Consid.  Anendt.  084 ;  Anendt.  088 

Meteorolofical  OJke  (Board  </  Trad$y^ 
Weather  Charte 
Qosetien,  Sir  Bdmond  Leobmero  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Cbarlee  Adderlej  May  14,  800 

Mbtbopous 

MiscnLii4imoo»  Qeiflfioiis 

City  Jmyrovemente"  Ckamcery  Ltem  emd  Fleet 
tflTML  QoeetloB,  Mr.  Aldemaa  Cotton ;  An- 
ewer,  Mr.  Gerard  Noel  May  8,  208 

Byde  Park,  Question,  Sir  U.  Dmmmood 
Wolff;  Answer,  Mr.  Gerard  Noel  Jmim  18, 
1040 

BUhmemd  Fork,  Qoeetlon,  Sir  George  Camp- 
bell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gerard  Noel  Ihm  18, 
1989 

XttropoUi    Imtnremamkf    PrtfiaiBiud 
Ortei  CoBflrmatiMi  HU  [u-] 

(The  Lord  ateward) 

I.  Preaented  ;  read  !••, and  relnted  la  tbe  Kza- 

miners  Jfdy  14  (No.  72) 

Read  2*  • /utitf  7 
Commiitee  * ;  Report  June  10 
Read  8*  • /mm  18 


XotropoUi  lo^roTBiidiit  ProfisioBAl 
Ordtn  OonflmiAtiM  Sreat  Wild 
Stroet,  *e.)  Bin  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  Steward) 

I,  Preeented ;  read  1«  *,  and  referred  to  tbe 
Examiners  May  17  (No.  81) 

Read  2** /mm  7 


Metropolis  ToU  Bridgii  BiU 

\(The  Lord  Winmarleiyh) 
I.  Read2>«4pri{80 


(No.  40) 


Metropolitan  Gknnmons  Prorisioiud  Order 

(Sir  Benry  Selwin^Ibbeteon,  Mr.  Secretary  Croet) 

e.  Committee  *  (on  re-oomm,) ;  Report  June  1 1 
Read8«*/tM«12  [BUI  1801 

I.  Read  I**(JLorvi  Steward)  June  18  (No.  Ill) 


Metropolitan  Street  Improvemente  Bill  {by 

Order) 
«.  Moved,  **  Tbat  tbe  Bill  be  now  eoasidered  " 
iSir  Chartee  Fonter)  June  14, 1707 
Amend t.  to  leafe  out  *'  now,**  and  add  '*  upon 
Tnesdaj  next"  (Sir  Sydney    Watertow) ; 
Question  proposed,  **  Tbat '  now,'  dM. ; "  after 
abort  debate,  Amendtt  witbdrawn 
Main  (^oeetion  pul^  and  agreed  to  ;  BHl  oen- 
sidered 

Mn>LBTOK,  Yigcoiint 
Burial  Acta   Consolidation,  Comm.  add,  el. 
1008 


MiLL8|  Mr.  A.»  Eteeter 
Eastern    QmenJem    Reedotiona   (Bfr.   Glad- 
stone), 888 
Blementarj  Rdooation,  110 
Pffsona,  Consid.  add.  oL  1408.  1681 
PnUio  Healtb  Aot,  1870— Noieaoeee^  820 
Snle  of  Intoaieating  Lleoore  on  Sundaj  (Ire- 
land), 1774 
Supplj— Seoret  Serrioes,  1007 
Uniferaitiee  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comm, 
eL  10,  278  ;  el.  28, 1110 

Mhm  Act,  1872— ^%#i  I^flringement 
<)oeetioa,    Mr.    Maodooald  ;    Answer,   Mr. 

Asebeton  Cross  June  11, 1080 


MlRTOy  Eoil  of 
(;bureb  of  Seotland  (Tbe  Paroebial  Bteetorate), 

1820 
(2ame  Um%  (Seotland)  Ameodment»  Qeeem* 

1420 ;  e^  12, 1480 ;  Sobednle  1«  t0. 


Kmqr  Irwi  (Zrdaad)  AmtBdmint  Bill 

(Mr.  Dekkmety,  Mr.  Siehard  Fbwer) 

e.  Conaidersd  in  Oemmitiee ;  Reeolotioa  agreed 
to,  and  reported;  Bill  ordered;  read  1«« 
Jmw  18  [Bitt  196] 


HON 


MOW 


(INDEX) 
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MXTL 


NAV 


Monk,  Mr.  0.  J.,  OkuessUr  City 

Oompaniea  Aoti  Amendment,  2R.  1398 

Criminal  Law— Case  of  S.  G.  Merrett,  1308 

Cnitoms,  Inland  Reyenue»  and  Safingi  Banks, 
Copim.  add,  d,  1130 

Eastern  Question — Resolations  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), 475 

Ecolesiastioftl  Dilapidations  Act,  109 

Supply — Mint,  ^.1165 
Secret  Serfices,  1612 

Unif  ersitiet  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 
el  8, 112 

MoNTAaxT,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  B.,  JFeit- 
meath 
Egypt*  Financial  Position  of,  1639, 1640  < 
Russia  and  Turkej— The  War— Saei  Canal, 
1445, 1488 

MoNTOOMEBY,  Sir  G.  Q.,  Peeblesshire 
Costoms,  Inland  Refenue,  and  Sa? ings  Banks, 

Consid.  add.  el,  1 177 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  2R.  1870 
Supply— Fishery  Board  in  Scotland,  1623 
Queen's   and    Lord  Treasurer's    Remem- 
brancer in  Eichequer,  Scotland,  ^.  1620 
Unifersities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Consid. 
el.  16, 1807 

MooRB,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Chmmel 
Irish  Land  Question,  Res.  99 
Prisons,  Conaid.  add,  el,  1652 

MooBE,  Mr.  S.y  I^^pperary 
Poor  Law  Guardians  Elections  (Ireland),  2R. 
Amendt.  1032 

MoBOAN,  Mr.  G.  Osborne,  Denbighshire 

Burials,  2R.  Bill  withdrawn,  248 

Eastern  Question — Resolutions  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), 384 

Unifersities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge^  Comm. 
el,  11,  114;  W.  14.  Amendt.  120, 124;  et  16, 
130,132.184,  136,  271,  278,  288;  el  17, 
1002, 1005  ;  el,  24,  1111, 1112 ;  eL  Z6, 1121, 
1122 ;  add,  el,  1250  ;  Consid.  el,  14,  Amendt 
1804  ;  el,  16, 1806 

MoBLET,  Mr.  S.,  Bristol 

Crossed  Chequea  on  Bankers,  2  R.  1737 
Passenger  Act,  1863 — Steamship  ^'Arragon,** 

1236 
Prisons,  Consid.  add,  el,  1460  ;  el,  10, 1782 

MoBBis,  Mr.  G.,  Galwajf 
Supply— Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  House- 
hold of,  4o.  1631 

MowBBAY,  Bight  Hon.   J.  "R.,   Oxford 

University 
Unirersities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 
eL  11. 115;  el,  14,  121 ;  el,  16,  128,  188, 
185, 278, 276.  287,  803  ;  el.  17,  1003, 1005  ; 
^.19,1008;  eL  28.  1110;  el.  24,  Amendt. 
nil,  1112;  el  S5,  Amendt.  1124;  eL  57, 
Amendt.  1126;  add,  eL  1248.  1249,  1280; 
Consid.  el  H,  1805  ;  el.  29, 1810 


MuLHOLLAim,  Mr.  J.,  Downp^i4riek 
Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt.  612 

MuNDBLLA,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Sheffitld 

Costoms,  Inland  Refenue,  and  Safings  Banks. 

Comm.  310 
Eastern    Question— Resolutions    (Kr.     Obi- 

stone),  Motion  for  Ad|joumment,  582 
NaTy— Hobart  Pasha,  1948, 1949 
Unifersities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Coma. 

el  16,  282,  801 

Mttktz,  Mr.  P.  H.,  Birmingham 
Crossed  Cheques  on  BankenLjR.  1788 
Russia  and  Tvrkey^The  War— Snei  Caaal« 
259 

MxTBB,  Oolonel  W.,  Rtnfrew 

Roads  and  Bridgee  (Sooilaad),2R.  1656, 1864. 
1876 

MuBFHT,  Mr.  N.  D.,  Corh  City 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquori  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
Und),  1777 

NAGHTEir,  Oolonel  A.  B.,   Winehostsr 
Qnarter  Sessions  (Boroughs),  Comm.  Aaendt. 
1018,  1014 


Navy 

MiaoBLLAirxoui  Qoxanova 
Admiral   Bobart  Pasha,    Question,   Captain 
Pim ;  Answer.  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton  April  80, 
107  ;  Question.  Mr.  MundelU ;  Answer,  Mr. 
A.  F.  Egerton  June  18.  1948 

Arelie  Expeditioti,  The 
Committee  on  Scurvy,  Question,  Mr.  Kitehetl 
Henry ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt ;  short  debate 
thereon  May  17, 1094  ;  Question,  Mr.  Lyon 
Playfidr ;  Answer,  ICr.  A.  F.  Egerloa  Jmme  4, 
1234 
R^fort  of  the  Arctic  Committee,  ObeerialioBS, 
Mr.  Lyon  Play&ir  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Hunt ;  short 
debate  thereon  June  18,  1974 

Case  of  Mr.  John  Clare,  Queetion,  Mr.  Bimr  ; 

Answer.  Sir  Henry  Selwin>Ibbeteon  4j"^80, 

103 :  Questions,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answers,  Mr. 

A.  F.  Egerton,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  May  8. 

494 ;   Obserfations,    Mr.  Biggar  June  18, 

1973 
Doekyards -»  Admission  of  Foreign    Visiters, 

Question,  Mr.  Owen  Lewis;  Answer,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  April  27.  82 
HJf,S,  **  AUmMdra*'^ Reported  MMny  on 

Board,  Questions,  Mr.  Pease ;  Answers,  Mr. 

A.  F.  Egerton  June  4, 1289  ;  June  5,  1808 
HJIS,  "  Neweastle,"  QuesUon.  Mr.  Efdya 

Ashley  ;  Anawer,  Mr.  HunI  May  17,  1096 
S.M,S.  **  Thetis,"  Question,  Captain  Pin ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Hunt /mm  18, 1945 
Marine  Ofieers^Report  of  Comtnittee,  Qeee- 

tion,  Mr.  Gorst ;  Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton 

June  11, 1584 
Naval  CoUege^The  Bite,  Queeiioo,  Mr.  A.  F. 

Egerton ;    Answer,   Mr.   BallUe    Cochraae 

ifoy  8,  267 


NAT        NOE         (SESSION    1877}        NOS        OBE 


*34- 


Katt"— tfwili 


Captam  PIm ;  Aniwert,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton 

May  S,  365  ;  June  8, 1489 
Bovaf  Marinei^  Promotion  and  RoUrement, 

QoMtion,  Mr.  Saroptoa  Uoyd ;  Answer,  Mr. 

A.  P.  Egtrton  May  4,  818  ;  ObMrratioos, 

Admiral    Egerton ;    ibort   dabato   tbtraon 

Juno  18.  IVTO 
Torpfdo  IntirueHon,  Qnastloo,  Mr.  Ooarlay; 

Anawar,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egarton  May  I,  150 
Training  Shipo  for  Boy$,  Qoaation,  Captain 

Plm  ;  Aiiawar,  Mr.  Aaabaton  Croaa  Juno  19, 

1687 


ITaojf — SdrbouTi  on  tho  North  JBoii  Coaot 
Amandt.  od  Oommittaa  of  Supply  Juno  1,  To 
laaia  out  from  **Tbat,"  and  add  "in  tha 
opinion  of  ihia  Honaa  tha  nnprotaoiad  oon- 
dUion  of  the  North  Eaat  Coaat,  aa  ragarda 
Harboar  Aooomroodatioo,  danianda  the  sa- 
riotts  oonsidaration  of  Her  MajeatT'a  Govern- 
ment" (Lord  Claud  SawnUon)  v.,  1181  ; 
afUr  long  debate,  Qneatlon  pat.  **  That  the 
worda,  4o. ;"  A.  99,  N.  38 ;  M.  71  (D.  L. 
U6) 

Navy^^NominaUon  of  Cadoto 

Ameodt.  on  Committee  of  Sopplj  Jwto  18,  To 
leafo  oat  from  *'That,"  and  add  *Mn  the 
opinion  of  this  Uonae,  the  abolition  of  limited 
oompetltion  for  the  appolotmenta  of  Cadeta 
to  toe  Nafj  haa  been  injarloaa  to  the  in- 
tereaU  of  the  Pnblio  Serrloe  "  (Mr.  Shaw 
Ltfooro)  v.,  19  54 :  (^oeation  propoaed,  **  That 
the  worda,  4o.  "  after  abort  debate,  Qoea- 
tlon  pat ;  A.  171,  N.  180 ;  M.  41  (D,  L. 
183) 

Nbl80k,  Earl 

Barlal  Aota  Consolidation,  Comm.  1008 ;  odd. 
el,  1069  ;  lUpon,  add.  el.  1981 

NiWDiOATB,  Mr.  0.  N.,  Warwiokshiro,  N. 
Eaatem    Qoeation^Reaolutiona  (Mr.    Qlad- 

atone),  889.  779 
Navy  Eatiroatea— Steam  Maohinerj,  dM.  3011 
Parliament — PobUo  Boalneaa    Appointment  of 
a  Select  Committee,  866 
Rnlea  of  DebaU,  S69 
PriaooB,  Conaid.  add.  el.  1468 
Unlferaitlea  of  Oiford  and  Cambridge,  Conm. 
el.  18,  110  ;  0<.  16, 139, 186, 808 

Hew  Foreit  Bill  (Mr.  WiUiam  Henry  Smith. 

Mr.  ChanetUor  of  iho  Emehoquor.  Mr.  Noel) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  AprU  80  [BUI  150] 

Read  3*,  and  committed  to  n  Select  Comm.* 

ifoy  17 
Nomination  of  Select  Comm.  June  7, 1477 
Peraooal    Eiplanntlon,  Lord    Edmond   Fita- 

maoriot  Juno  8, 1493 

Noil,  Bight  Hon.  G.  J.  (Firft  Oommis- 
sionar  of  Works),  RuiUmd 
High   Conrt   of  Joatice^Mr.   Jaatioe   Fry'a 
Ooart,  1764 


Noit,  Right  HoB«  0.  J.^conl. 

Matropolia  —  City  Impro?ementa  —  Chaaoarf 
Lane  and  Fleet  Street,  368 

Hyde  Park,  1940 

Richmond  Park,  1939 
Praaton  Coontj  Coort,  1988 
Sapplj^Works  and  Poblio  Baildinga,  1174 

NoBL,  Mr.  E.,  Dumfrtet,  f^o. 
Cattle  Plagoe  and  ImporUtion  of  Live  Stock, 

Nomination  of  Select  Commlttoe,  806 
Dnmfriea  Poblio  Park,  866 
Palace  of  Weatminater— Carriage  Shelter,  993 
Roads  and  Bridgea  (Scotland),  3R.  1871 

NoLAir,  Oaptain  J.  P.,  Gahoay  Co. 
American  Meat,  Importation  of,  816 
Cattle  Plague  and  Importation  of  Lire  Stock, 
Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  Ameodt. 
188,  186, 187,  194,  196 
Companies  Acts,   1863-1867~Nomination    of 

Committee,  1369 
Eaatem    Qaestion— Resolutions   (Mr.    Glad- 
stone), 474,  683,  704 
Ireland— Miscellaneous  Questions 
Army— The  88th  Regiment,  1490 
Post  OfBce  —  Postal  Arrangements,  860, 

1656, 1A66 
Railwajs,  735 

Royal  Irish  ConsUbnlary,  1600 
Ireland— Borough  Franchiae,  Rea.  1896. 1897 
Ireland — Dempaej,  Mr.  Jamea,  Motion  for  Ra- 

tnms,  584 
Ireland— Irish  Land  Act,  1870,  Motion  for  n 

Select  Committee,  178 
Ireland— Iriah  Taiatioo,  Res.  1857 
Parliamentarjr     Reglatratlon    (Ireland),    3R. 

1781 
Poor  Law  Ouardia^s  Electiona  (Ireland),  3R. 

1084 
Priaons,  Conaid.  add.  el.  1458 ;  eL  40, 1798 
Sopplj— Fiiherj  Board  in  Scotland,  1636 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Uoaaehold  of, 

ho.  1639 
Qneen'a   and   Lord   Treasurer's   Remem- 
branoer  in  Ezcheqner,  Scotland,  dM.  1630 

Vorfblk  and  Suffolk  Fisheries  Bill 

(Mr.  James  Duf,  Lord  Rendleeham,  Mr.  Cotman) 

e.  Referred  to  Select  Comm.*  April  37  [Bill  117] 
Committee  nominated  *  May  1 
Committee*  (on  ro-^omm.)  ;  Report  May  10 
Read  8*  •  Ifoy  14  [Bill  158] 

/.  Read  \^^  (E.of  KiwborUy)  Juno  11  (No.  104) 

NoKTHBBooK,  Earl  of 

India— The  Ameer  of  Afghaniatan,  1841 

NoBTHOOTS,   Biffht   Hon.    Sir    S.    H. 
{eoo  ChanoeUor  of  the  Exchequer) 

NoawooD,  Mr.  0.  M.,   Eingiion-upon' 
Hull 
Coontj  Couria  Juriadiotion  Extension,  3R.  590 

(yBKBim,  Oaptain  F.,  Zoitrim 

Armj^Non-Commissioned  Officers,  358 
Inland    Navigation    (IraUnd)  —  Ballinamora 

Canal,  184S 
Poet  Office  (Ireland) -Defeotire    Postal    Ar« 

rangtmanta,  1555 


OBB 


OLO 


riKDEX) 
a54. 


OLO 


OZF 


O'Brizn,  Sir  P.,  Sma^t  Oo. 

▲telalilnitiM  of  Irith  AiUri,  Rn.  15t5 
Cattle  PlAgM  and  ImportatioB  of  Lire  Stock, 

Nomination  of  Select  Ooniirittee,  SOI 
Irish  Land  Qaettioo,  Rae.  77 
Supply — Lord  Lkutenant  of  Irdand,  Ho«m- 
boM  of,  4o.  1683 
SUtionery,  Printing,  Ac  1171 

O'Olset,  Mr.  K.,  JFex/ord  C$. 
Eastern   QuesUoo  ~  iUM>bitioet  (Mr.  6kMi- 

stone),  908 
Prisons,  CioBsid.  eL  40, 1797, 1706 
Rassia  and  Turkey— The  War— Mr.  Qladstone's 
BasoltttioQs,  S57 

0*OoiTOB  Don,  The,  Boseomimm  Co. 

Assistant  Countj  Snrrejors  (Ireland),  9R..  961 

Catttle  Plague  and  Importation  of  Live  Stock, 
Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  197 

Irish  Land  Act,  1870,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 172 

Irish  Land  Question,  Res.  85 

O'DoHooHUB,  The,  IViOss 

Criminal  Law  (Ireland}— DmScI  Foran,  Case 

of,  1441 
Eastern  Qoestion— Tbo  Deepatobes,  Motion  for 

an  Address,  1141 
Irish  Land  Question,  Res.  80,  58 
Parliament  —  Order  —  Sale    of  Intoxieating 

Liquors  on  Sundaj  (Ireland),  1984, 19U 
Women's  Disahilities  Reaofal,  2R.  1876 

O'GoBicAK,  Major  P.,   WaUrford 

ArmjF— Court  Martial  on    Captain  Roberts, 

94th  Regiment,  89 
Arm/    PromotioB   and    ReUtwnent  —  Rcfal 

Warrant,  1944 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Ret.  1908 
Cattle  Plague  and  Importation  of  Life  Stock, 
Nominalion  of  Select  Committee,  188,  190, 
209 
Criminal  Law — Political  Prisoners,  Release  of, 

1580 
Eastern  Question  —  Resolutions  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), 972 
Magistracy  (Ireland)— Mr.  Ancketell,  Case  of. 

Res.  880 
Kav7  Estimatee-^team  Machinery,  4c.  2011 
Supply— Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  House- 
hold of,  4c.  1081 

O'Haoak,  Lord 

Colonial  Offioe  —  Mr.  W.  W.  Woods,  Motion 
for  Papers,  1758, 1755 


O'LooHLRN,   Bight   Hon.  Sir  0.    M., 

Clwre  Co. 
Bar  of  England  and  of  Ireland,  2R.  599,  811 
County    Courts  Jnriadlotion  Extension,  2R. 

590 
Eastern  Question  —  Reeolntions  (Mr.   Gbd- 

stone),  474 
Magistracy  (Ireland)— Mr.  Ancketell,  Case  ^U 

Res.  881 
Parliament — Public  Bosioeis,  Arrangement  of, 

994,995 


1014 


OXooBuir,  Right  Hon.  Sir  0.  M.- 

PoorLMT  OoardlaM  SleolloM  (bsUfedl  flR« 

1080 
Post  Ofioe— Anetnlian  OoWoii 

of  Letters,  1288 
Prisons,  Consid.  oM.  d.  1480 
Quarter  Sessions  (Boroughs)^ 
Royal  Irish  ConsUbolary,  1597 
Stationery  OiBce— Appointment  of  Owliellsr, 

1849 
Supply—- Seeret  Services,  1807 
Univordtiee  of  Oxford  and  OaMbridge,  Oomn. 

ei.  22,  Motion  for  ffeporting  Fregress»  1019 

OirsLOW,  Mr.  D.  B.,  QuUdford 
Bascem  Question  —  ReeoluHons  (Mr.   Olaa- 

stone),885 
Quarter  Sessions  (Berooghs),  Ooms.  1014 
UnfvorsHies  of  Oifcrd  and  Oambridfe,  Oouid. 

a.  16, 1800 

Opmdng  of  IfkU&tuU  MummmM  tmd  O^ 

Amendt  on  Committee  of  Supply  /mm  8,  To 
leaTC  out  from  "That,*'  and  add  **in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  it  Is  desirable  to  gi?e 
greater  focilities  for  the  recreation  and  in* 
ftruction  of  the  people  by  opening  for  some 
hours  on  Sundi^  the  National  Museums  and 
Oalleriee"  (Mr.  P.  A.  Ta^)  v.,  1494; 
after  long  debate,  Question  pot,  "  That  the 
words,  4o. :"  A.  229,  N.  87 :  M.  142  (O.  L. 
101} 

Orahmobs  akd  Browns,  Lord 

Confosaional— ««The  Priest  in  Absolution,'* 
1749 

O'SHAuaHNBSST,  Mr.  B.,  Lmtriek 
Cattle  Plagve  and  Impmtiilion  of  livo  Stock, 

Nomination  of  Select  CooNBittoe,  191 
Navy  Estimates — Steam  Machinery,  4c  2011 
Royal  Irish  ConsUbuUry,  1000 
Supply— Queen's   and   Lord  Treaeorer's  Ro> 
membrancer  in  Exchequer,  Scotland,  4o. 
1018 
Secret  Serrices,  1011 

G'Sttlliyan,  Mr.  W.  H.,  LmmriA  Co. 
'  Assistant  County  Surreyers  (Ireland),  9R,  259 
Cattle  Plane  and  Importation  of  Uvo  Stock, 

Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  209 
Inland    Revenue  —  Efaaion   of  the    Custom 

Duties,  148 
Ireland^  Post  Office— Defoctlve  AnsngemenI, 
1550 
Post   Office    (Telegraph    Department)  — 
Broree,  Telegraph  Office  in,  105 
Irish  Land  Question,  Kes.  70 
Prieooe,  Consid.  add.  d.  1404,  1848,  1052 : 

€l.  40, 1790 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Uquers  on  Sunday  (Ir^ 
land),  1772 ;  Re^KMnm.  1958 


OxroBD,  Bishop  of 

Burial  Acta   Coneolidation, 
1078;  Report,  odtf. cf.  1928 


Comau  odtf.  d. 


0TB 


PAB 
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PAS 
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Op/Unt  tad  Xatiel  fUknlm  IMtt  Omi^ 
taMtkm  Bill  [h.l.] 

*  {Tke Lord EJphinttom) 

I  PrtttnUd;  read  1**,  and  refomd  to  tbt  Ei. 
amincirt  May  15  OSo.  78) 

lUad  S*  •  June  5 


Paost,  ICr.  B.  H.,  8<m$r$$Mir$,  IGd 

Batli— Fall  tf  a  Bridgt,  1480 

Oaltla  Plagiia— Oompanaation  Ibr  Caopolaory 

SUttfbtar,  959 
OattU  Plafua  and  Inportatloa  of  Llva  Stock, 

Nonrinatlon  of  Stlaot  Commlttat,  190 
ConUffooa  DliaaMi  (AniroaU)  Act  (1M9)~ 

OattU  Plague  (Mttropotti),  •!• 
Parliamaat— Poblio  Botinaat,  Arrantomtni  of, 

097 


Palmxb,  Mr.  0.  M.,  Ihtrham^  K. 

Army  (Auiiliarj  Foroet)— A<yatantf  of  Bn- 
finoor  Volnntaan,  1019 


Paskse,  Oolonel  W.,  Suffolk,  W. 

Oattla  PUffua  and  Importation  of  Lire  Stock, 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  199 


yarUammt 

LORDS— 
maekBod 

Tke  Dcpotj  Lord  Graai  Chamberlain  aofnaloted 
the  Hoace  '*  That  Her  Majesty  bad  appointed 
General  The  Right  fleaoorable  Sir  WUUam 
Thomas  Knollfs,  K.aB..  to  he  Gentleman 
Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  in  the  room  of  Ad- 
miral Sir  Augostna  William  James  Clifford, 
Baronet,  C.B.,  deceased,  and  that  he  was  at 
the  door  ready  to  receive  their  Lordships 
commands,"  whereupon  the  House  directed 
he  should  he  called  in  ;  accordingly  he  was 
called  In.  and  oflBoiated  in'his  plaee.  Kiy  8 

Th$  WklimmHdi  Bmn,  (^oeetion,  The  Mar- 

Seas  of  Ripen  ;    Answer,    The  Doke  of 
ohmond  and  Gordon  May  11,  709 
House  adjourned  on  Thursday  17th  May  to 
Monday  4th  June 
PrivaU  BiUs^  The  IFhiUuntide  K€m$ 
Ordered,  That  SUnding  Orders  Nos.  99  and  98 
he  suspended  ;  and  that  the  time  for  de- 
positing petitions  praying  to  he  heard  sgainst 
rrivate  and  ProfisionafOrder  Conflrmatlon 
Bills,  which  would  otherwise  cipire  during 
thea^jovmment  of  the  Honee  at  Wbltanntlde, 
he  ostended  to  the  first  day  m  which  the 
Boose  shall  sit  after  the  reoeas 

COMMONS- 
Ofdtr 

U«m»  {Birmdngkam),  Notice  of  Qneetlon,  Sir 
George  Bowyert  jfaeetion,  Mr.  Knatehbnll- 
Hugesoen;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  Jwm  4, 
1939 


PAlLUMBin'— OoMMowa     Oillt 

PMUButhi«i9 

ArrtmfewmU  o/  PuWe  BmUmi,  Qneation. 
Mr.  Knatobhnll-Hugessen ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Eiohequer /tcn^  1,  U80  ; 
Queetion,  Mr.  Wbltbread;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Ezoh^uer  June  11, 1584 

Ofpoeed Bm»in4tM^Th$  19 JO  rji.  Rule,  <;tucs- 
tion,  Mr.  Chadwiok  ;  Anawer,  The  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Ezchequer  May  14, 861 

Buiinen  of  the  Bouee 

Deepat^  of  Publie  ButxnoH—Rvki  of  Debate 
^Affcimwient  ^  a  Seleet  ComimUsef  Oh- 
aenranoos,  Mr.  Cfoldney  May  4,  8d0 

Appointment  of  a  SeUei  Committee  on  Publie 
Butinese,  Queetion,  Mr.  Newdegate;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Ezchequer 
Jl4iy7,866 

Morning  Sittinge,  Qnestion,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke :  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  th  •  Ex- 
chequer June  4,  1938 

The  SaJ/ofd  BUetion,  Explanation,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone J/^r^  80,  HO 

Aeoemion  Day,  Ordered,  That  Committece 
shall  not  sit  To-morrow,  being  Ascension 
Day,  until  Two  of  the  dock,  and  ba?e  leafc 
to  alt  ontU  Six  of  the  dock,  notwithstanding 
the  sUting  of  the  House  {Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  E^eheouer)  May  0 

Bittingi  of  the  Bmee,  Resolved,  That  whenever 
the  House  shall  meet  a4  Two  of  the  clock, 
the  Sitting  of  the  House  shall  be  held  subject 
to  the  Resolutions  of  the  Uouse  of  the  80ih 
day  of  April  1860  (Mr.  Chaneellor  of  the  Ew* 
chequer)  May  16 

The  Whitemtide  Booeee,  Question,  Mr.  Beros- 
ford  Hope ;  Anawer,  The  Chaneellor  of  the 
Eicheqner  May  6, 600 

House  adjourned  on  Thursday  May  17,  to 
Thursday  May  81 

Falmoe  of  Weetminottr  ^  Carriage  Shelter, 
Queetion,  Sir  William  Fraaer;  Anawer,  Mr. 
Gerard  Noel  May  16,  009 

FrioaU  BiUe--The  Whitsuntide  Receee 

Ordered.  "That  Standing  Order  190  be  sus- 
pended, and  that  the  time  for  depoaitlng 
Petitions  agalns*  Private  Billa,  or  against 
any  Blt|  to  eonftrm  any  Provisional  Order,  or 
Prevf  sional  Certificate,  be  extended  to  Thurs- 
day the  dlst  day  of  this  insUnt  May  (The 
Chairwum  of  WaysoMd  Meane)  May  17 


pABUAHnrr — Housb  of  Lobds 
BMiFkH 

May  8— The  Lord  Gormanston,  after  the  death 

of  his  Father 
May  17 — The  Marquees  of  Northampton,  after 

the  death  of  his  Brother 
The  Lord  Sudeley,  alter  the  death  of 

his  Brother 
/mm  4— The  Lord  Gage,  after  the  death  of  hia 

Qrandfiither 
J^me  6 — The  Earl  of  Llndsey,  after  the  death 

of  bis  Brother 


PAB 
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Pahiaiibw— LoBPi    oont. 
Thot  the  Oaih 
June  18— The  Lord  Bishop  of  Saiai  Albuii 

Sepreuntative  Peer  for  Ireland  (Certi/- 

eate) 
May  8— Earl  Annodtj,  v.  Earl  of  Bandon, 
dtoeaied 


PaBLIAMENT— HOUSB  OF  OOMMOKS 

New  Write  leeued 

April  97— ^or  Tipperarj,  v.  the  Honble.  Wilfrid 
Frederick  Ormond  O'Callagfaan,  de- 
ceased 

Af^  ir-For  Montgomery  Boroogb,  v.  the 
Honble.  Charles  Doofflas  Richard 
HaDbury-Teacy,  now  Lord  Sndeley 

JwM  18 — For  Huntingdon  Ootinty,  tf.  Sir 
'  Henry  Carstairs  Pelly,  baronet, 
deceased 

June  18— Jbr  Dongarran  Borough,  v.  John 
0'Kee£fo,  esquire,  deoeased 

New  Members  Sworn 
Moy  17— The  Honble.  Frederick  Stephen  Ar* 

ohibald    Hanbury-Traoy,   Borough 

of  Montoomerif 
June  4— Edmond  Dwjer  Gray,  esquire,  Comiijf 

ofTipperary 

ParliamentSee  title  LreUmd^Banmgh 
.   IVanohUe 

Parliameatarj  Sleetioiis  tad  Corrupt 

PrftCtioes  BiU     (^*  AUomey  General, 
Mr.  Secretary  Crois,  Mr,  SolieUor  General) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»*  ifoy  10  [BiU  168] 

Parliamentary   Begiitration    (Irelaad) 

Bill    (Mr.MUeheaEewy,Mr.Meldon) 
e,  MoTcd,  "  That  the    BiU  be  now  read  8»  " 
June  18, 1716 
Amendt.  to  leafe  out  "  now,*  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  three  months"  (Mr,  David  Phm- 
kei);     Question   proposed,  "That   -now,' 
dw, ; "  after  debate,  Amendt  withdrawn 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  BiU  read  8^ 

[BUI  18] 

Pabhbll,  Mp.  0.  8.,  Meath 

Administration  of  Irish  Affidrs,  Res.  1506 
Assistant  County  Surreyors  (Ireland),  9R.  864 
Bar  of  England  and  of  Ireland,  8R.  606,  608, 

610 
BUboprics,  2R.  1288 
Canal  Boats,  Comm.  1668 
Cattle  Plague  and  Importation  of  Live  Stock, 
NominaUon  of  Select  Committee,  Amendt. 
186, 198, 184;  Amendt.  189;  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 808,  806 
Companies  Acts  Amendment,  8  R.  1288 
Criminal  Uw— PoUtioal  Prisoners,  Release  of, 

1678  ^    ^ 

Customs,  Inland  Re?epve,  and  Safiogs  Banks, 

Comm.  476 


(INDEX)  PAB 

884* 

Pabsbil,  Ifr.  €.  8d    eetU, 
Irish  Land  Aet,  1870,«Motioo  for  a  Seleet 

mittee,  178 
Navy  Estimates,  Steam  Machinery,  *o.  MoUott 

for  reporting  Progress,  2011 
Post  Offlce  (Ireland)— DefoetiTO  Postal  Ar- 
rangements, 1667 
Prisons,  Consid.  1889:   add.  d.  1888,  1451. 
1468,  1468,  1476,  1647,  1661, 1668,  17T8. 
1780  :  eL  40, 1788 
Supply — Local  QoTemmeol  Board,  1164 
Queen's  and    Lord   Treasurer's    ReisiB 
brancer   in    Exchequer,   Scotland,   Ac 
1680 
Secret  Serrices,  1176, 1608, 1614 
UniTcrsities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comsa. 
el.  88, 1012 ;  add.  el  1128  ;  Moiioo  for  re- 
porting Progress,  1180 


ParoehuU  ChariUee  {City  of  London) 
Question,  Mr.  Fawoett ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asshetos 
Cross  1^  14, 868 


aeeenger   Act,   \WZ  —  Th$   Steamehip 

"  Arragon  " 
QoesUon,  Mr.  Moriey ;  Aaiwer,  Sir  GkarlM 
Adderiey  Jyme  4, 1286 


Patents  for  Inpentione  Bill 
Question,  Sir  Henry  Jackson :  Answer,  Tke 
Attorney  General  Jmte  4, 1887 


Pbasb^  Mr.  J.  W.,  Durham,  8. 
Harbours  on  the  North  East  Coast,  Ret.  1188, 

1804 
NaTy— Mutiny  on  Board  H.M.S  «<  Alexaadns" 

1888, 1808 
Penalty  of  Death,  Bee.  Amendt.  1670, 1684 
Supply — Local  Oovemroent  Board,  1166,  I18S 
Lord  PriTy  Seal,  OeSoe  of,  1168 


PXXL,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  B.,  Tamworik 
Joint  Stock  Companiee— "  Twycroes  ?.  Oraat " 
— Humber  Ironworks  Company,  1486 


Pbbl,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Warwick  Bo. 
CatUe  TraflBc  (Ireland).  1846 
EasUm  Question  —  Resolutions  (Mr.  Glai- 
stone),  678,  688 


Peerage  of  Ireland  Bill     (Sit  Ceimam 

(/LogkUn,  Lord  I^raneie  Cetipighmt) 
e.  BUI  withdrawn  •  June  14  [BUI  18] 


PxLL,  Mr.  A.f  Zeiceeterihire,  8. 
Derby  Corporation  (BxUnsion  of  Borevgh,  4o.)^ 

Consid.  Motion  for  Adljourameot,  887 
Eastern  Question  —  ReooluUons  (Mr.  Gbd- 

stone),  886 
Prisoosy  Conaid.  add.el  1648 
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Mored^  Tb*t  wbilt  it  ii  not  pouible  at  ih« 
ytmlk  time  to  rtiiiOT«  the  ptnmltj  of  death 
Alt^elber  from  the  SUtate  Book,  it  if  de- 
■irable  to  oontider  whether  the  Lawi  uDder 
whieh  oflSBoden  are  liable  to  eapital  imnith- 
ment  iboald  not  undergo  reTuioa*'  (Sir 
BardUy  Wilmot)  Jun$  12, 1663 

Ameodt.  to  leere  out  from  '«That "  and  add 
**  it  is  expedient  to  aboliih  the  penaitj  of 
death  and  to  tnbttitate  for  that  peiialt/,  in 
the  oate  of  morder,  penal  lenritode  for  life ; 
m  the  oaae  of  high  treason,  at  the  diacretion 
oftheeourt,  pemU  terrltade  for  life,  or  for 
any  term  not  leae  than  teven  jeari  '*  (Mr, 
Pecm)  V. :  Question  proposed,  "  That  the 
words,  4o. ; "  after  long  debate.  Question 
pot :  A.  155,  N.  50 ;  M.  105  (D.  L.  160) 

Main  Question  put;  A.  61,  N.  130 1  M.  60 
(D.  L.  170) 

FntOTi  Bight  Hon.  Earli  Norikumber* 
Supply— Looal  Oofemment  Board,  1150 

P$ru — Action  wUh  th$  **  Sua$ear  " 
Queetioo,  Sir  John  Hay ;  Anewer,  Mr.  Hunt 
/tnw  18, 1041 

Pbtxrborouoh,  Bishop  of 

Burial  Aots  Consolidation,  Comm.  1045, 1054, 
1055,  1056, 1057 ;  add.  el  1073, 1090 

Pmpps,  Mr.  P.,  NorthatnpUm 
County  Training   Sehools    and    Ships,    9R. 
Ameodt  1016 

Pi«r  and  Earbonr  Orden  Conllnnation 
( Vo.  1)  BiU 

(Mr,  Edward  Skmhcpt,  Sir  CharUi  AdderUp) 

c.  Committee  *  (on  re-eomm.) ;  RepoK  /tme  14 
Considered*  ;  read  r^Junt  15        [BUI  125] 
{.  Read  \*^  {Lard Slphitut0ni)Jtm4U  (Ho.  112) 

Pier  and  Earbonr  Orden  Conllnnation 
(Vo.  8)  BiU 

(Mr.  Edward  Stankopt,  Sir  CkarUa  Addnliy) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee :  Reeolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported;  Bill  ordered;  read  1»* 
Ma^  a  [Bill  154] 

Read3«*  Maf9 
Order  lor  Committee  disohar|ed ;  Bill  rsierred 

to  the  Committee  of  Seleotlon  3£a^  16 
Report  of  Seleot  Comm.  •  Jun§  12    [BiU  106] 
Committee  *  (on  n-eomm,^  Juns  13 
Committee*  (on  re-esmm.);  Report /inw  14 
Considered  * ;  read  8*  Jmm  15 
L  Reed  l^^{UrdElpkinH<m)Jun4lB  (No.  118) 

Pier  and  Earbonr  Orden  Confirmation 
(Vo.  3)  BiU 

{Mr.  Edumrd  SUitkopi,  Sir  ChmrU$  Add^Uy) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Reeolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  !•  * 
May  14  [BiU  166] 

VOL.  GOXXXIV.  [tbibd  inxif.]  loonu 


Piir  and  Sarbcur  Ord$r$  Con/brmoHon  (No,  8) 
J9a^-«ont. 

Read2«*lfoyl6 
Committee  * ;  Report  Jun$  4 
Read  2P  *  June  6 
I.  Read  I**  (Lard  ElpkinaUme)  Juna  7  (No.  100) 
Read2»*/ufi0l5 
Committee  * ;  Report  June  18 


Fdc,  Oaptain  B.,  Ora/veie^^ 

Army  (Auxiliary  Foroes)— Rifle   Range,  MU- 

ton-next-Gravesend,  1945 
County  Training  Schools  and  Ships.  2R.  1021 
Criminal  Law^Kelease  of  Politioal  Prisoners, 

1576 
Harbours  on  the  North  East  Coast,  Res.  1217 
Meroantile  Marine  Uospiul,  2R.  1020 
Nary^MisoelUneous  Questions 
Admiral  Hobart  Pasha,  107 
Arotio  Committee,  Report  of,  1084 
H.M.S.  ^  Thetis,"  1045 
OAoers  on  the  Retired  List.  265, 1480 
Royal  Marines  —  Promotion  and  Retire- 
ment, 1078 
Training  Ships  for  Bofs,  1637 
Poliee  and  the  Transfer  of  Lioeooee,  106 
Russia  and  Turkey — Russian  Naval  Forces  in 
the  United  SUtes,  140 

Flatfaib,  Biffht  Hon.  Mr.  Lvon,  Edin^ 
hwrgh  and  St.  AndrawU  i7hiver$it%e$ 
Indian  Cifil  Serrioe  Examinations,  1575 
Nary  —  Arotio    Expedition  —  Committee  on 

Scurry,  1007, 1234.  1835 ;  Report.  1074 
Parliament — Public  Businees,  Arrangement  of, 

006 
Supply  —  Fishery  Board  in   Scotland,   1622, 
1625 
Patent  Offlce,  1167 
UniTorsities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 
d.  17, 1001  :  d.  24,  1113;  Postponed  d.  2, 
1281 ;  el.  18,  1284  ;  Consid.  el.  16, 1807 

Pluicxzt,    Hon.   D.  B.,    Dublin    Uni' 

vsriity 

Bar  of  Enjland  and  of  Ireland.  2R.  600 

Eastern  Question  —  Resolutions  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone). 503 

Irish  Land  Act  (1870),  Motion  for  a  Seleot 
Committee,  171 

Irish  Land  Question.  Res.  57,  58 

Parliamentary  Registration  (Ireland).  2R« 
Amendt.  1721, 1734 

Poor  Law  I  Guardians  Eleotions  (Ireland),  2R. 
1038 


FLUincxTT,  Hon.  B.  R,  Ohuc^itar,  W. 

Forest  of  Dean,  1560 


Poor  Law 

Onardiam,  Abui$i  alEUctianto/,  Question,  Mr. 

Uibbert ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sciater- Booth  May  9, 

266 
ProtectUiont — Farringdon  Boardof  Onardiant, 

Qoettioo,  Mr.  llopwood :  Answer,  Mr.  A»she» 

ton  Cross /Mid  12, 1638 
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Poor  Law  Guardians  Elections  (Ireland) 

Bill    (Sir  Coiman  0*LogMen,  Mr,  CalUm, 
Mr,  Maurice  Brooks^  Mr,  Dawning) 

e.  Moved,  *'Tbat   the    BiU   be  now  r«ad    2^" 

May  16, 1030 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  dow,"  and  add  **  upon 

this  daj  six  months  "  {Mr.  Stephen  Moore) ; 

after  short  debate,  Question    put,   « That 

'  now,'  4o.  ;*'  A.  109,  N.  174  :  M.  65  (D.  L. 

131) 
Words  added;    main  Question,  as   amended, 

put,  and  agreed  to;  SR.  put  off  for  six 

months  [BiU  46] 

PoETMAN,  Hon.  W.  H.  B.,  Danetthire 
Metropolitan  Street  Improfements,  3R.  1758 

Poet  Office 

Auttralian  Cohntee — Prepavment  of  Lettere, 
Question,  Sir  Coiman  O'Loghlen  ;  Answer, 
Lord  John  Manners  June  4,  1239 

Bedford  Post  Ofiee,  Question,  Mr.  Repton : 
Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  May  10,  617 

Defective  Poeial  ArranoemenU  (fieland),  Ob- 
serrations,  Captain  Nolan  ;  Reply,  Lord 
John  Manners ;  short  debate  tber»on  Jms  8, 
1655 

Portal  Arrangementi,  Ireland,  QoeetioD,  Cap- 
tain Nolan  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 
May  14,  860 

Seiwure  of  Booke,  jre,.  Question,  Mr.  P.  A. 
Taylor ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 
ifoy  17, 1102 

Telegraph  Department 

Charges  for  Continental  Meeeagee,  Queslion, 
Mr.  Jaoob  Bright ;  Answer,  Lord  John 
Manners  May  17, 10i)8 
Telegraphic  Communication  with  South  Africa, 
Question,  Mr.  Whallej  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 
Lowther  June  8, 1490 

Poet    OMce  —  Tehgraphie   DepartmefU — 
Tehgraphie     Communieaium      with 
.  Lundy   Island 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mty  SI,  To 
leaye  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  of  national  im* 
portanoe  that  a  telegraphio  oommnnioation 
should  be  established  between  Lundy  Island 
and  the  mainland  "  {Mr,  DUlwyn)  v„  114S ; 
Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words,  Ao. ; " 
after  short  debate,  Question  pot;  A.  107» 
N.75:  M.Sa(D.  L.  141) 

PoTTSB,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Sockdale 
Malta— Taxation  on  Grain,  Ao.  1SS7 

PowxRy  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mayo 
Criminal  Law— Politioal  Prisoners,  Release  of, 

1577 
Navy  Esttmates^Steam  Maohineiy,  ^.  SOlf 
Post  Oflloe  (Ireland)— DefBOtire  Poftal   Ar- 
rangements, 1556 
Prisons,  Consid.  Amendt.  1300,  1317,  1827 ; 
add,  cL  1330,  1448, 1455, 1469, 1460, 1476, 
1649.  1781  ;  cl  15,  Amendt.  1784 ;  eL  40, 
Amendt.  1788 ;  cl,  47, 1801 
Supply— Seeret  Serfiees,  1619 


PowEB,  Mr.  B.,  Watorf&rd 
Eastern  Question  —  Rasolntioos  (Mr. 

stone),  897 
Irish  Und  Question,  Rea.  83 
Post  OAoe  (Ireland)— DefcoUf  PmM 

rangements,  1557 

PowiB,  Earl  of 
Burial  Aoto  Oonsolidation,  0 


Ar. 
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Pbiok,  Oaptain  G.  B.,  D§9otip$fi 

Navy— Nomination  of  Cadtti,  Ran.  1070 

Prisons  Bill  [Bm  i9i] 

(Mr,  Secretary  Crosi,  SirEemy  SeUrim-Mtteom} 

«.  Moved,  <«  That  tha  Bill  be  now  takaa  IbIo 
OondderatiOD  "  June  6, 1300 

Amendt.  to  lea?e  out  from  "  That,"  sod  add 
<*  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoose,  do  Isgielatiosi 
dealing  with  the  management  and  diseipliae 
of  Prisons  oan  be  satisnotory  whieb  dose  aoC 
extend  to  oonfiot  establiabnMDls  "  {Mr. 
C^ConmoT  Power)  v.;  Question  ptcpoeed, 
"That  the  wofdi,  Ao.;"  after  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bffl  eott- 
sidered;  after  short  debate,  ftprtker  Ploiesd 
ing  a4jo«inied 

Further  Prooeeding  resumed  Jmim  t»  1447: 
Further  Consideration  adyoumed 

Further  Prooeeding  reeomed  Jum  19,  1840; 
Further  Consideration  deftiied 

BiU  ftprther  eonsldered  Jmm  14, 1770 


Proteotion  of  Vavigation  Bill  [■>!>-] 

(The  Lord  B^fkiMrttme) 
{.  BiU  withdrawn •  ifiiy  8  (Ko.iS) 

Provisional  Orders  (Ireland)  Conilma- 
tion  (Artisans  and  Labourers  Dwell* 

ings)  Bill  [B-t^]       (ThsLord  Prmdemt) 
L  Preeented;  read  1* •, and f efccrsd  to  tba  Bi- 
aminers  May  17  (No.  7S) 

Read  9** /mm  5 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Jum  14 
Read  3»*  June  15 
e.  Read  10  • /mm  18  [601901] 

Provisional  Orders  drelaad)  CoBftnna- 
tlon  (BnidSi  *o.)  Bill  [h.u] 

(The  LordPruUtmU) 

I.  Preeented;  read  1**,    and  refuted  t»  tba 
Examiners  May  17  (1*0.  Tt) 

Read  9«* /mm  5 

Committee*;  Report /mm  14 

Read  8** /mm  15 
c.  Read  1<»« /mm  IS  [BmseS] 


I 


Provisional  Orders  Qbdand)  OoBtou* 
tion  (Holjwood,  *oO  Bin 

(The  Lord  PresOttd) 

I  Preeented;  read  !••,  and  idstrid  to  tke 
Examiners  AprU  97  (No,  09) 

Read9*«  MayU 

Committee*;  Report /bM 5 

Read8>*  /mm7 
e.Readlo*/MM8  [BUI  199J 

Read9*«/MM13 
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PnhVe  BeaUh 
BmritU  Orcmdi,  CloHng  of,  QomMou,   Mr. 

Orttflo;  Answer,  8ir  Henirj  Stlwin-IblMt- 

•on  Ma/jf  3, 964 
VotoUmUicn^  Qnastion,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor ;  Ad- 

•war.  Mr.  SoUtar^oolh  Jm$  U,  17^9 

Public  Health  Act  (1876)  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr,  AUxandir  Braum,  Mr,   Lyon  Piayfair, 

Mr.  Ryder,  Mr.  CoiPifi) 
«.  Ordartd;  rMul  1^«  /im#  11  [BUI  198] 

FuUic SMih  Jet,  ISl^^ITuiianeet 
(liiaatloD,  Mr.  A.  MUlf ;  Anawtr,  Mr.  SoUtar- 
Booth  Mof  10, 690 

Pnllic  Health  (XetrcpoUs)  Bill 

(Mr.  SdaUr-Booth,  Mr.  8ak) 

a.  Ordarad ;  rand  !••  June  4  [BUI  187] 

Raad9*«/iMdll 

PaUic  Ubrariee  Act  (Xrelaad)  Amend- 
ment Bill  (Mr.  Mmrphf.  Mr.  Mtutries 
Brooki,  Mr.  Jama  Carry ,  Mr,  i)^8hamglm$$$y) 

#.  Contidarad  •  Awril  97  [BUI  1491 

IUade^*i%7 
/.  Rattd  X^^Tm  Lard  <yEaiKm)May9(lfo.  65) 

IUad9»«J%15 

Committaa*:  Rapori /uM  4 

Band  8** /iMia  14 

PnUic  Ubrariee  Acta  Amendment  (Vo.  8) 
Bill 

(Mr.AnderiOH,  Mr.  MtmdM^  Mr.  (/Shaugkimiy) 
c.  Rand  9«  •  Jun$  IB  [BUI  166] 

PnbUc  Beoord  Oflce  Bill  [H-tO 

(The  Lord  Chaneelhr) 

I.  RatwrtofSalaet  Oommittaa  3fay  8  (Noa.  61-68) 

CommlUaa  *  (on  r$-eomm.)  May  8 

Raport*il(M^ll  (No.  70) 

Rand8**Jtfay  14 
c  Rand  1**  (Mr.  W.  B,  iStnieA)  Jim^  4  [BiU  189] 

Rand  9«,  nftar  abort  dabnta  jwm  11, 1688 

PnbUc  Wcrki  Loana  Bill      (Mr.  Sohtor- 

Booth,  Mr.  BaU,  Mr.  WQUmn  Smry  Smith) 

e.  Rand  9*  •  May  16  [BUI  146] 

Commlllaa:  Raoari  Jfiiy  81, 1178 
Rand  8*,  nftar  abort  dabnU  Jmu  4,  1990 

I.  Rmdl*^iTh4LordPruidoiU)Jvns6(Ho.e») 

PnbUo  Worke.Loana  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr,  Baihii,  Sir  Miehad  Sioks-Boaeh,  Mr. 
Attomoy  Qotmal  /ar  Jrokmd) 

«.Mo?ad,  ••Tbnt   tba   BUI  bo   now  rand  9*" 

Ma^  16, 1014 
Mofod,*'TbnttbodabnU  ba  now  n^Joerood" 

(Mr.  Comtmty);  QaaoHon  pntt  A.  7,  N.  60 : 

If.  6$  (D.  h.  198) 
Orlgtnnl  QoaaCloe  rat,  nod    amad  to;  BUI 

Md9*  [BUI  189] 


PuLBSToir,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Dovonport 

Raiain  .and  Torkay^DaolnmtioD  of  Pnrit— 
'     Boas  Oniinl,  1808 

ftnarter  Seeiione  Boronghs  Bill 

(Mr,  Torr,  Mr.  Wh4ilhou$e,  Mr,  ChambiHain, 

Mr.BirUy) 

0.  Rand  9*  •  ifov  8  [BUI  144] 

Oommittaa :  tlaport  May  16, 1018 

Contidarad  *  Jun$  4 

Rand8**/un0  6 
k  Rand  1**  (TAa Lord  WinmarUigh)  June 7 

Band  9*  June  19, 1686  (No.  99) 

Baixbs,  Mr.  H.  0.  (Ohairman  of  Oom- 

mittees    of   Waye    and    Means), 
Cheeter 
Darby    Oorpomtion  (EitaniioD  of  Boroogb, 

dH).).Conaid.  146,  987 
NnT]r  Eatlmntaa— Dookynrda,  ke.  9004 
Tnamnninn  Mnio  Una  RnUwn7,9R.  1179, 1180, 

1466 
Univartitiaa  of  Ozibrd  nnd  Onmbridga,  Comm. 

el,  16,  974,  984;   add.  d.  1180;  Oonaid. 

el.  16, 1807 

Sailtffay  Aeeidenie 

Morad  to  raaoWa,  "  Thnt  diraot  lagislntiTa  in- 
tarfaranea  witb  tba  detnlls  of  mUwnj  mn- 
nngamant  tanda  mtbar  to  inorenaa  than 
diminisb  tba  dnnfor  of  nooidant  bj  dividing 
raapondbilitjr ;  tbnt  Parlinment  in  danlinff 
witn  ragulntiooa  for  tba  praTootioo  of  mil- 
wnjr  nooTdenta  bna  bitbarto  nlwnjs  raoogoiiad 
tbia  prinoipla ;  nnd  tbnt  in  nny  lagialntion 
wbiob  may  from  tima  to  tima  baooma  naoaa- 
anrj  on  tba  aobieot,  tba  naoaaaitj  of  ronin- 
tniniof  tba  undmdad  raaponaibiUij  of  Rnil- 
wnj  Ooropnnlaa  for  tba  anfa  condoot  of  tbair 
tmflBo  oufbt  to  ba  k«pt  atandiiy  in  ?i«w" 
( Viiceunt  Bury)  April  97,  8 

Aroaodt.  movad,  to  iotart  nhar  (**  tba  datnUs  of 
mUwny  mnongamant")  tba  worda  C  axoapt 
ao  far  na  it  ralataa  to  tba  BTttamatio  otar- 
work  of  milwnj  aerrnnU  "  ( The  Duke  of  St. 
AUane) ;  nftar  dabnta,  Amandt.  witbdmwo 

Tban  nn  Amandt.  motad,  to  lanva  oat  nil  tba 
worda  nftar  (**  dl? idiog  raaponaibility,")  nnd 
ioaart  (*'  witbont,  bowa?ar,  impairing  tba  ra- 
aponaibiUtj  of  mUwny  aompnoiea  for  tba 
anfotf  of  tbair  tmfflo,  it  ia  axpadiant  Ihnt 
furtbar  praonotiona  aboold  ba  tnkan  for  tba 
orafantion  of  nooldanta  on  mUwaja  by  an* 
Ibreing  on  mUwnj  oompnniaa  by  lagialntita 
annotmant  tba  adoption  of  tboaa  maobnoionl 
oontrifnnoaa  nnd  raoogniaad  improfamanti, 
tba  Tnloa  of  wbiob  bna  baan  tboroogbl/  na- 
oartnioad.  Tbnt  tba  raoommandntiona  oon- 
tninad  in  tba  Raport  of  tba  Rojnl  Commia* 
aion  on  Aooidanta  on  RnUwaja  nra  daaar? ing 
of  tba  ftiUaat  nnd  moat  &?oimbla  oooaida* 
ration ;  nnd  if  tbay  ba  ndoptad  ny  Pnrlinmant, 
aul^aot  to  aoob  modi6ontiona  nod  nmandmanta 
na  on  fturtbar  Inqairy  it  mnr  ba  propar  to 
anggaat,  mnny  onnaaa  of  nooidant  wiU  oa  ra* 
motad,  nnd  ndditionnl  aaoority  wiU  ba  nf« 
fordad  to  nil  paraooa  wbo  bnTo  ooonaion  to 
tmTal  by  mUwny,  nnd  to  tba  aarmnta  of  tbe 
mUway  oompnniaa  ")  (  The  Lotd  CotteeUe)  i 
nftar  n  abort  dabata,  Amandt.  witbdniwn  s 
Original  Motion  witbdmwa 
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Bailway  Companies  Servants  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The Duke  of  SL  AlhoHi)  , 

L  Mofed,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*" 
May  11,109 
Amende,  to  leave  oat  ("now/*)  and  insert 
ruhiB  day  six  months")  (The  Viieount 
iurv) ;  after  short  debate.  Amend t.,  original 
Motion,  and  Bill  withdrawn  (No.  46) 


Railwayn — Brake  Power 

Observations,  The  Duke  of  Somerset ;  Repl/, 
The  Duke  of  Riohmond  and  Gordon  June  8, 
1483 


RailwayB  —  Joint    Stations  —  Standing 

Order 
Moved  to  resoWe,  That  in  the  opinion  of  the 
House  there  should  be  a  Standing  Order 
that  in  future  anj  Railway  Bill  proposinff  to 
authorise  the  intrusion  of  a  new  railway  mto 
an  existing  station  of  another  railway  shall 
be  referred  to  the  Board  of  Trade  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  a  report  from  that  de* 
partment  (similar  to  those  which  are  now 
made  in  the  ease  of  Bills  which  authorise 
level  crossings  upon  railways),  whether  the 
accommodation  upon  the  line  afleoted  by  the 
intrusion  be  suiBoient  for  the  increased  traffic 
proposed  to  be  brought  upon  it ;  and,  if  not, 
that  it  is  further  the  opinion  of  the  House 
that  provision  should  be  niade  in  any  such  Bill, 
before  it  leaves  Committee,  for  the  due  ex- 
tension of  the  works  and  premises ;  also  for 
definitely  fixing  the  responsibility  of  main- 
taining such  premises,  and  of  making  future 
extensions  should  such  become  necessary ; 
and  that  power  should  be  given  by  the  Act  to 
any  Company  under  such  responsibility  to 
compel  any  other  company  using  its  line  to 
contribute  to  the  expense  of  the  necessary 
works,  or  to  submit  to  arbitration  in  the 
matter"  (The  Earl  of  Belmore)  June  4, 
1938;  after  short  debate.  Motion  with- 
drawn 


Ramsay,  Mr.  J.,  Falkirk,  Sfo, 

Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  3R.  1879 
Supply — Civil  ^rvioe  Commission,  1104 
Local  Government  Board,  Ac.,  1157. 1 1^9 
Queen's    and    Lord    Treasurer's   Remem« 
brancer  in  Exchequer,  Scotland,  dM.  1618 
Secret  Services,  1600 


Bathbone,  Mr.  W.,  Liverpool 

High  Court  of  Justice^Despatch  of  Bnaineti, 

1547       • 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Oomm. 

el,  16,  277,  300 ;  Oonsid.  d.  16, 1806 


Bbad,  Mr.  Glare  S.,  Norfolk,  S. 

Cattle  Plague  and  Importation  of  Live  Stock, 

Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  305 
Prisons,  Consid.  d.  25,  Amendt.  1786 
Supply— Local  Government  Board,  1163 


I 


Redbsdals,  Earl  (Ohairman  of  Oom- 

mittees) 
Burial  Acta  ConsoHdalion,  Oomm.  1040 
Confessional— *' The    Prieet    in    Abtotetta,"* 

1741 
Criminal  Law— Highway  RobberiM  ra  Bbak 

heath,  1667 
RaUways,  Joint  Stations  at,  Res.  1231 

Seed,  Mr.  E.  J.,  Pembroke 
Navy  Estimatee— Dockyards,  4o.  19M,  19M, 
2009,  2010 
Steam  Machinery,  Ac  2012 

BemoTal  of  Wrecks  Bill  [b^] 

(The  Lord  £lpkins$one) 

I,  PreeentMi ;  read  I**  Mav  8  (No.  69) 

Read  2*  •  if<nf  8 

Committee*  .fey  11 

Report*  if<^  14 

Read3>*ifay  15 
0.  Read  l***  (Sir  Chadee  Adderiey)  Jume  4 

Read  2<' •/•me  7  [BiU  181] 

Committee*;  Report /ime  11 

Considered  */«me  It 

RMMl8«*/yiMl8 


Beptok,  Mr.  O.  W.  J.,  Wanciek 
Post  OfBoe— Post  OtBoe,  Bedford,  617 

Besenroirs  Bill 

(Mr,  IFhaUey,  Mr,  Mergm  Uoyd) 

e.  Committee  *  ;  RepoH  May  8  [BiU  132] 

Considered  *  May  17 

Read  3®*  June  7 
I  Vi^ed  l^^ (The Sari  Jereey)  Junes  (So.  \(a) 

BiOHMOND  AiTD  GoBDOK^  Duko  of  (Lord 
President  of  the  Ooonoil) 

Burial  AcU  Contolidation,  Eiplaoatloo,  140, 

141  ;    Comm.  1061;   eL  0,  1062;  oM,  eL 

1060,  1071. 1076, 1087. 1088.  1228 ;  RMori. 

add,  cL  1010, 1020, 1027, 1030, 1034 
Church  of  8eoUand(The  Paroohial  Eleo(oimt«), 

1828 
Eastern  Quettion— Detpat«h  of  let  Bfay,  I877t 

480 
Game  Laws  (SooUand)  AmendoMBt,  2R.  854  ; 

Comm.  1420 ;  d,  3, 1421 ;  eL  4, 1424, 1427 : 

el,  12, 1430 
Ireland,  Land  in,  1486 
Parliament— Whitsuntide  Reeev,  TOO 
Railway  Companies  Senrantt,  2R.  711.  728 
Railways— Brake  Power,  1484 
Joint  Stationt  al,  1230 

BmLET,  Mr.  M.  W.,  ITorihumhertemi,  N. 
Bariali»  2R.  BiU  withdrawn,  2a 

BiPOKy  Marquess  of 

Oaoae  Laws  (Seotland)  AmendmMi.  2R.  853 
Parliament— Whitsuntide  Rsose^  700 
Russia  (United  Greek  Chorob),  Addreas  ten  a 
Paper,  1820 
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BrrcHiE,  Mr.  0.  T.,  2\noer  HtmUU 

EasUrn    Qaeition  —  Retolatioos   (Mr.  GUd- 

itone),  668 
Pruons,  CooBid.otfJ.  el,  1654 
Supply— Sutionery,  Printing,  Ao.  1170, 1171 

Boad  LoeomotiveB-'Bepwrt  of  Committee, 
1 873 — Legielatum 
QnMtioD,  Mr.  WhitbrwMi ;  Anawor,  Mr.  Solater- 
Booth  May  10,  616 

Boadg  and  Bridges  (Scotland)  Bill 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Secretary  Croee) 
e,  RMd  2«,  after  debate  Jtme  15, 1851  [Bill  65] 

EoDWBLL,  Mr.  B.  B.  H.,    Camhrid^e- 
ihire 
Priaons,  Consid.  add,  el  1463 
UniferaitieB  of  Oxford  and  Cambridffe,  Comm. 
ei  16,  280 

EoBBXJOK,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Sheffield 

Eaatem  Question  —  Retolations   (Mr.   Glad- 
stone), 878, 555, 558,  982 

BosEBBBY,  Earl  of 

Eastern  Question— Tripartite  Treat?  of  15th 

April,  1856,  829, 888 
Game  Laws  (Scotland)  Amendment,  2R.  849  ; 

855  ;  Oomm.  1420  ;  el  8, 1421,  1422  ;  cL  4. 

t5.  1426, 1427,  1428 ;  el  7,  Amendt.  1429; 

el  12,  1480 ;  Schedule  1,  t5. 


Boyal  Lriflh  Constabulary  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Sir  Mehael  Eicke-Beaeh,  Mr.  Attorney  General 

/or  Jrekuid) 

e.  Considered  in  Oommlttee  *  June  12 
B«solotion    reported,    and   agreed   to;     Bill 
ordered  *  June  18 

Buiiia  and  Twrkey-^The  Eaet&m  Question 
—The  War,  ^<^.— see  title  Turkey 

Suesia^  United  Greek  Church 
Mofed  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  for  the  omitted  despatch  of  the 
Earl  Granville  in  reply  to  Lieut.- Colonel 
Mansfield's  despatches  of  29th  Jamiary  and 
18ih  February,  1874  "  ( The  Lord  SUuUey  of 
Alderley)  June  15, 1812 ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  withdrawn 

EuTLAin),  Duke  of 

Eastern  Question— Despatch  of  1st  May,  1877. 
481,485,487,488 


Etlatos,  Mr.  p.,  Burnley 
Canal  Boats,  Comm.  1668 
Eastern  Question — Eloumania,  862 
Eastern   Question  —  Resolutions  (Mr.   Glad- 
stone), 474 
Navy  Estimates — Dockyards,  dM.  2005 
Pariiamentr— Public  Business,  Arrangement  of, 

leont. 


Rtlaitds,  Mr.  P.— conl. 

Prisons,  Consid.  add,  el  1649, 1661 

South  African   Confederation — Annexation  of 

the  Transvaal,  864 
Supply— Civil  Service  Commission,  1154 

Local  Government  Board,  Ao,  1158 

Mint,  Ac.  1166 

OfiSce  of  Lord  Privy  Seal— Salaries  and  Ex- 
penses,  1151 

Secret  Services,  1607.  1611 

Stationery,  Printing,  Ao,  1169 

Woods,  Forests.  Ac,  OflSce.  1178 
Turkey— Mr.  Layard,  1941,  1942 

St.  Albaks,  Duke  of 

Railway  Accidents,  Res.  Amendt.  10 
RaUway  Companies  Servants,  2R.  709 

St,  Catherine's  Hospital— -Office  of  Master 
Question,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  4, 
816 

Saint  Stephen's  Green  (Dublin)  Bill 

(^>  Michael  Eicke-Beaeh,  Mr.  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland) 

€.  Ordered ;  read  !<»•  May  14  [Bill  167] 

Read  2^,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee 
June  8, 1560  ;  List  of  the  Committee 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 

(Ireland)  Bill  {Mr.  Richard  Smyth,  The 
(/Conor  Don,  Mr,  Charles  Lewis,  Mr,  James 
Corry,  Mr,  WiUiam  Johnston,  Mr,  Dease, 
Mr,  Dickson,  Mr,  Redmond) 

e.  Report  of  Select  Comm.*  May  9 

Questions,  Mr.  Richard  Smyth,  Mr.  M.  Brooks; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
June  14, 1764 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
{Mr,  Richard  Smyth) ;  after  debate,  Motion 
withdrawn 

Question,  Observations,  The  O'Donoghue; 
Reply,  Mr.  Speaker;  Question,  Mr.  R. 
Smyth  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer June  18, 1984 

Moved,  «*  That  the  Order  for  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireknd)  (r«-com«ittted) 
Bill,  upon  Wednesday  next,  be  read,  and  dia- 

ehATged"  {Sir  Michael  Sieks-Bcaeh)  June  18, 
1949  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  re-committed  to  the 
former  Committee,  in  respect  of  Clauses  4 
and  5  of  the  said  Bill,  as  amended  in  Com- 
mittee 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn " 
{Sir  Wilfrid  Lawton) ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  withdrawn  * 


SalisbubY;   Marquess  of  (Secretary  of 
State  for  India) 
Burial   Acts  Consolidation,   Comm.    add,  el. 

1072,  1077 
Central  Asia — Appointment  of  a  Consul,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1564 
India— The  Ameer  of  Afghanistan,  1888, 1846 
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Salibbttby,  Bishop  of  Sootlaitd 

BurUl  Aoto  GoMoliMioa,  Comm.  add,  cl.  1060 
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Samttda,  Mr.  J.  D*A.,  Taw^r  EamUU 
NaT/  EsUnuttei^Dookjards,  4o.  9003,  2003 


Samublson,  Mr.  H,  B.,  Frmne 

Endowed  Schools— Fairfbrd  Free  School,  857 
Pari  iameni— Public  Boainen,  Arrancement  of, 
097 


Sandfobd,  Mr.  G.  M.  W.,  Maldm 

Eastern   Qnettion— The    Deipatchea,    Motion 
for  an  Addren,  1132 


Sandon,  Eight  Hon.  Viscount  (Vice 
President  of  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education),  Liim-pool 

Cattle  Plague — Compeniation  for  Compulsory 
Slaughter,  250 

Cattle  Plague  and  Importation  of  LiTe  Stock, 
Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  183, 184 ; 
Amendt.  180  ;  Amendt.  304,  306 

Cattle  TraflSc  (Ireland),  1946 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act  (I860)— 
Cattle  Plague  (Metropolis),  610  ;— Hull,  628 

Derbj  Corporation  (Extension  of  Borough,  dM.), 
Consid.  146 

Eastern  Question  —  Resolutions  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), 313,  630 

Education  Department — Cookery,  Teaching  of, 
in  Board  Schools,  1383 
School  Board,  Attleborough,  002 

Elementary  Education  Act,  1870— School 
Board  of  Swindon,  363 

Endowed  Schools— Fairford  Free  School,  807 


SoLATER-BooTH,  Bight  Hon.  O.  (Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Gk>yemment 
Board),  Mampshire,  y. 

Blind  and  Deaf  Mute  ChUdrea    (Edncaiion), 

2R.  1204, 1203 
Canal  BoaU,  Comm.  1663 
Derby  Corporation  (Extension  of  Borough,  4c.), 

Consid.  087 
Dominion  of  Canada — Emigration  of  Pauper 

ChUdren,  1441 
Food  and  Drugs  Act,  1873— Reduoed  Spirits, 

1761 
Local  GoTtmment  Act— Bridlington  District, 

1401 
Poor  Law    Guardiana^Abuscs  at  Elections, 

267 
Public  Health— Vaccination,  1730 
Public  Health  Act,  1873— Nuisances,  620 
Registrar  of  Births  and  Deaths,  723 
Road    Locomotivea— Report   of    Commltcee, 

1873,  616 
Supply— Local  GoTtrament  Board,  1153, 1130, 

1164 
Thameeand  Sefem  Navigation,  1443 
Vaccination  Act — Prosecutions— Case  of  Joseph 

Abel.  1570 


KisoBLLAviovs  Qoitnon 

Church  of  Seotiand  (The  Paroekicd  El49i9ra$0U 

Obsenrations,  The  Earl  of  Minto ;  Reply, 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon  Jwn  15, 

1826 
Comi  of  SttrioH,  Qnaatioa,   Mr.    CampbelV. 

Bannerman;    Answer,  Mr.  Aasbetoa  Cro« 

Jwie  11, 1568 
Dwnfne$  Publie  Park,  ()ueftlon,  Mr.  Ernest 

Noel ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  May  14, 

856 
FUhenu^App^Uttrntm  §f  a  Moftd  Cnmmi 

«»<m.  Question,  Visoooni  Maodnff;  Anawer, 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson  May  15,  000 
Oroeert*  Lioeneet^ Appointment  of  a  Cam- 

muiUMf  Question,  Mr.  M'Larea;   Answer, 

The  Lord  AdTocaU  May  15,  000 
Local  Oovemment — Staiimeal  Metumg,  Qnea- 

tion.  Sir  George  Campbell;   Answer,  Mr. 

Assheton  Cross  May  17,  1104 
Satine  Office,  Edinlmrph^Sednetion  o/Feei, 

Question,  Mr.  Mackintosh  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W. 

H.  Smith  ifey  1,140 


SooTTy  Lord  H.  J.  M.  D.,  Hampehirey  8. 
New  Forest,  Nomination   of  Select  Oonunit- 
tee,  1477 


Seslt,  Mr.  O.f  LincoU  City 
Nary  Estimatea— Dockyards,  dm.  8003, 2010 


SsLBOBKBy  Lord 
Bar  Education  and  Discipline,  2R.  1433 
Burial  Acts    Consolidation,   Comm.   add.  cL 

1072,  1076,  1089,  1000;  Report,  cuitf.  cL 

1024 

Selkirk,  Earl  of 

Game  Laws  (Scotland)  Amendment,  Comm. 
cL  7,  Amendt.  1428 


SsLwnr-lBBSTSOK,  Sir  H.  J.  (Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment), JSlMdP,  W. 

Burial  Grounds,  Closing  of,  264 

Cattle  Plague  and  Importalion  of  Lit*  Stock, 

Coal  Minet—Tyldesley  CoUiety,  110 

Tynewydd  Colliery  Inquest,  31 
County  Training  Schools  and  Ships,  2R.  10S3 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  2R.  246 
Ecclesiastical  Dilapidations  Act,  100 
Epping   Forest   (Commission— The   ETideBoe, 

264 
Fisheries  (Scotland)— Appointment  of  a  Royal 

Commission,  000 
Intemperance  (Sweden)— Mr«  Erskine's  Re- 
port, 614 
Kavy— Mr.  John  Clare,  Case  of,  104 
Police  and  the  Transfer  of  Liceneee,  106 
Prisons,  CoDsid.  add,  eL  1462, 1654 
Supply — Fishery  Board   in    Scotland.   1695« 
1626 
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stttM  irtatN  am 

(  Th$  Lord  WinmarUigh) 

I.  "RmA  9*  Ma^  I,  la  (No.  iO) 

CommlttM  *  May  16 
R«pori*  June  4 
RMd  8*  * /tMU  14 

ShaftsibubT)  Barl  ef 

BorUl    Lawi    ContoUdAllon— Witbdniwil    of 
Amtiidl.  838 

Shaw,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  Co. 

Bar  of  Eof  lAod  aod  oi  IrtUnd^  9  a.  808 
SKXBXDJLir,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Duiloy 

PriMfii,  Oontid.  add,  d,  1458,  1648,  1888; 
d.  88,  Amtndt.  1787 

Shxbloox,  Mr.  Serjeant  D.,  King^M  Co, 

ParUamtntarjr  RegUtratioD  (Ireland),  2R.  1738 
Sapplj— Qumd's  and  Lord  Traaaurer's    Ra- 

mtmbraooer  in  Eiobaqoar,   8ooUand,  ^. 

1817 

SlDVOTTTH,   YlBCOimt 
NobUi^  of  Malta,  1788 

SmoK,  Mr.  Serjeant  J.,  Dowihury 

Priaons,  Oootld.  add,  a,  1829,  1447,  1448 
1488, 1469,  1888,  1880 :  el  18,  1788  ;  cl.  40 
1790 ;  eL  47,  Amtndt.  1800 

SiHOLAiBi  Sir  J.  O.  T.,  C<Uihn$%i-ih%r$ 
Eaattm     (^ettioo— Raaolutiona  (Mr.    Qlad- 
atoo«),888 

8lao$  Trade — Coolie  Emigration,  Drench 
Ouiana 
Qoaation,  Mr.  Errlngton  ;  Answtr,  Lord  Oeorge 

Hamilton  Jutie  4,  1288 
iiueenihnd,  Qoettion,  Mr.   E.  Jenkins ;  An- 
awtr,  Mr.  J.  LowtberJuiM  18,  1908 

Sligo  Borough  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Sit  Cdmtm  (TLogkien,  Mt.   MkekeU  Bewry, 

Captain  NoUm) 
c  BiU  withdrawn  •  June  18  [BiU  88] 

Smith,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Tynetnouth,  Sfe, 

Mareaotilt  Marine  Hoapital,  2R.  1080 
Mtrelmnt  Shipping  Aot,  1878— Detention  of 

Veaaeli,  1880 
Rnaaia  and  Turlcej— Declaration  of  Paria— 
Soei  Oanal,  1808 
Engllab  Shipping  on  the  Dnnabe,  991 


Smtth,  Mr.  W.  H.  (Secretary  to  the 
Treasury),  Weitmtmier 

Biahoprioa,  2R.  1292 

Brltiah  Mnaeom— Salariee,  1287 

Oatile  Piagoe  and  Imporution  of  Livo  Stock, 

NottinaUon  of  Select  Committee,  187 
Cnaloma,  Inland  ReYonoa,  and  Saringa  Banks, 

Oomai.  810 
Domlries  PobUo  Park,  888 

l«ont. 


Smiti,  Mr.  W.  H.— cent 

ForectofDean,  1889 

Legal  BatinesB  of  the  OoTernment— RepoK  of 

the  Departmental  Committee,  1780 
Na?7  Estimates,  1882 
Opening  of  National  Maseoms  and  Oalleriea 

on  Sunday,  Res.  1881 
Public  Record  Office,  2R.  1688 
Public  Works  Loans,  Comm.  add,  d/.  1178 
Public  Works  Loans  (Ireland),  2R.  1014 
Queen  t.  Castro — Eipenses  of  the  Prosecution 

—Petition  of  John  de  Morgan,  1889, 1860 
Regiatry  of  Dei'ds  (Ireland),  264 
Saalne  Office,  Edinburgh — Reduction  of  Fees, 

150 
Stationery  Office— Appointment  of  Oontroller, 

1849, 1944 
Supply— Oifil  Serf  ice  Commission,  1184 
Patent  Office,  1168 

Public  Works  Loan  Commission,  ^.  1 180 
Secret  Serticea,  1604 
SUtionery,  Printing,  ^.  1170,  1171 
Works  and  Public  Buildings,  1174 


SmrTH,  Mr.  B.,  Londonderry  Co. 

Eastern  Question— Resolutions  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), 401 

Londonderry  Lunatic  Asylum,  108 

Parliament  —  Order  —  Sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland),  1938,  1936 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire* 
land),  1764,  1768  ;  Motion  for  Aiyoumroent, 
1787,1778;  Re-comm.  1983 


Soldferif  Sailore,  and Marinee  {Civil Em* 
ployment) — The  Select  Committee 

Mofed,  «*  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  Soldiers,  Sailors,  and  Marines 
(Cifil  Employment),  That  they  hate  power 
to  enquire  into  the  expediency  of  employing 
Naval  and  MiliUry  Officers  in  Citil  Depart- 
menu"  {Mr.  Childen)  June  18,  2012 ;  after 
short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived 


SouorroB   OxmsBAL  The,  (Sir   H.    S. 

Oi&rd),  Launeeeton 
Penalty  of  Death,  Res.  1709,  1712 
Prisons,  Consid.  add,  ek  1688 


Solioitor8  Examination,  Ae.  Bill  [■•!-] 

( The  Lord  Aberdare) 

I.  Read  2*,  after  short  debate ifay  8, 478  (No. 82) 

Committee  •  May  18  (No.  78) 

Report*  ifay  17 

Read  3*  ^  June  5 
e.  Read  1»*  (Mr.  Gregory)  June  7     [BiU  190] 

Read2«*  Jhim  U 

Committee  *— a.p.  June  18 


SoHSKsxT,  Duke  of 

Railway  Companies  Servants,  2R.  717 
Railwaya— Braka  Power,  1488 


sou 


STA 
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South  Afrioa  BiU  [h.l.] 

( The  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 

I  Committee  May  8,  470  (No.  40) 

Report  May  15,  970  (No.  67) 

Read  8»  •  Jtfoy  17  (No.  77) 

e.  Read  1«  •  {Mr.  J.  Lowther)  June  12  [BiU  \96] 


Southern  Pacific  —  Polynman  Zabouren 
— I^ew  Caledonia 
(^eition,  Mr.  Errington  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Boarke 
June  18»  1088 

Spkaxbb,  The  (Bight  Hon.  H.  B.  W. 
Brand),  Cambridgeehire 

Bar  of  England  and  of  Ireland,  2R.  610 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  1016 
Cattle  Plagne  and  Importation  of  Life  Stook, 

Nomination    of    Select    Committee,    191, 

104, 106,  197. 198,300.  203 
Eastern    Qnestion — Resolutions    (Mr.    Glad- 
stone), 373,  377,  386,  886,  388,  889,  503, 

688,  675 
Eastern  Question — The  Despatches,  Motion  for 

an  Address,  1142 
•    Irish  Land  Question,  Res.  64 

Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1876— **  Labrador," 

The  French  Steamer,  83 
Navj  —  Arctic    Expedition  —  Committee  on 

Scurry,  1005 
New  Forest,  Nomination  of  Select  Committee, 

Personal  Explanation,  1402 
Prisons,  Consid.  1825;   add,   d,  1828,  1380, 

1458,  1463,  1466,  1467,  1460,  1654;  el  40, 

1704 
Queen  t.  Castro^Expenses  of  the  Prosecution 

^Petition  of  John  De  Morgan,  1558, 1550, 

1560 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  2R.  1856 
Russia  and  Turkey— Declaration  of  Paris — 

Suez  Canal,  1300,  1301,  1303 
Russia  and  Turkey— The  War— Contraband  of 
War,  262 
Egypt,  408 
Sues  Canal,  1480 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 

Und)-Order,  1230,  1767, 1772,  1773, 1774, 

1775, 1777  :  Re^>omm.  1035,  1051 

Spikks,  Mr.  Serieant  F.  L.,  Oldham 
Legal  Business  of  the  GoTcmment — Report  of 
the  Departmental  Committee,  1750 

Staopoolb,  Captain  W.,  Ennie 

Army— Command  of  the  Home  District,  407 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  1805 
Irish  land  Question,  Res.  74 
Turkey— Military  Contributions  of  Egypt,  268 

Stanhopb,  Earl 

Burial   Acts    Consolidation,  Comm.  aid,  cL 
1067 

Stakhofb,  Hon.  E.,  Zineohuhire,  Mid 
Companies  Acts,  1862-1867,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  180 
Companies  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  1203 


Stanhopb,  Mr.  W.  T.  W.  8.,  Terhkire, 

Unirersities  of  Oxford  aDd  Cambridge, 
cl,  18, 110 


Stanley  of  Aldbblst,  Lord 

Burial  AcU  Consolidation,  Comm.  add,  eL  107IL 

1086 
Eastern  Question— Deelarmtioo  of  Mr.  Layard, 
723 
Tripartite  Treaty  of  15th  April,  1866,  837 
Mediterranean — Security  for  (Joinmeroe,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  35^ 
Russia  (United  Greek  Choreb),  AddrtMfor  a 
Paper,  1812,  1825 


Staitton,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Stroud 
Cattle  Plague  and  Importation  of  Lite  Stoek, 
1778 


Stationery  Office,  II,M, — Appointment  of 

Controller 
Question,  Sir  Colman  CLogblea ;  Answer,  Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith  Jme  15.  1840 ;  Questioo,  Mr. 
J.    Holms;    Answer,    Mr.    W.   H.   Smith 
June  18, 1048 


Stevenson,  Mr.  J.  0.,  South  Shielde 

Harbours  on  the  North-East  Coast,  Res.  120t 
Post  OfBoe— Telegraphic  Communioatioa  with 

Lundy  Island,  Res.  1148 
Prisons,  Consid.  el  47,  1802 
Public  Works  Loons,  3R.  1201 


Stewart,  Mr.  M.  J.,   Wilton  Bo. 

Cattle  Plague,  100 

Cattle  Plague  and  Importation  of  Lire  Stook, 
Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  185,  201, 
805 

County  Training  Schools  and  Ships,  2R.  1020 

Eastern  Question— KeeoluUons  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), 400 

Parliament — Public  Bosinees,  Arrangement  of, 
005 

Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  2R.  1877 

Supply — Qneen^  and  Lord  Treasurer's  Eemem* 
brancer  in  Exchequer,  Scotland,  Ac.  1618, 
1610 


Stock  Exchange  IVaude — Legiehtum 

Question,  Sir  Geerae  Campbell ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  /ime  11,  1581 


Storeb,  Mr.  O.,  Nottinghamthire,  8. 
Cattle  Plague  and  Importation  of  Lire  Stodt, 

Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  184 
Irish  Land  Question,  Res.  68 

Sugar  Convention,  The 
Questions,  Mr.  Wait;   Answers,  Mr.   Bowie 
.^iira  27i  29 ;  i£iy  10, 62t 
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SuLLiYAir,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Zauth  Co. 

CatU«  PUfM  and  ImporUtion  of  Uw  Stook, 

Nomination  of  Solect  ContmitUo,  197, 801 ; 

Motion  for  A^joornmoot,  209 
Oriminnl  Uw— Politionl  PriMnon,  RoloMa  of, 

1679 
EMtorn    Qnottion— Rotolntioni   (Mr.    01n4- 

itOQo),880 
Mafistraojr  (IrtUodHMr.  Anckttoll,  Omo  of, 

Rof.  891,  S96,  887 
PriMM.  Ooosid.  add.  $1. 1471 :  el  40,  1796 
Royal  Irish  ConataboUry,  1608 
Boatia  and  Turkoj^Tba  War— Egypt,  497, 

498 
Sale  of  lotoileatinff  Liqnort  on  Sunday  (Irt- 

land),  1778 


Snnmuury  Jnriidiotioii  Amendment  BiU 

( JUr.  Secriaty  Croa,  Mr,  Solioitar  OtMral.  Sir 

Henry  SeMthlbbetam) 
e.  Read  8*  •  April  80  [BUI  187] 

CommltUo^ ;  Roport  May  17       [Bill  178] 
Order   for    Committeo   {on  re-eamm.)   road ; 
Mofod,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leafo 
the  Obair"/tin«  18,1881 
Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
{Mr,  Bipamr) ;  Qaeition  pot ;  A.  1 1,  N.  807 ; 
M.  196  (D.  L.  180) 
Original  Qoeetion  a^ain  proposed ;  after  short 
debate,  Debate  a<i|joonied 


Summary  Jurisdiction  (Ireland)  BiU 

{Mr,  CaUan,  Mr.  Downing,  Mr,  Patrick  Martin, 

Mr,  (yShauffhnesiy) 
«.  Read  8« •Jprtf  87  [BIU  187] 

Snmmiry  Jurisdiction  (Irelind)  (No*  3) 

Bill  (^uc  Cohum  OtLoghUn,  Mr,  ErringUm) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1« •  May  8  [BiU  1891 

.    Read  8**  May  14 

Committee  •  ;  RepoH  /mw  4  [BUI  188] 

Sundays —  Opening  Muieumt,    OaUiri$$, 

ie, — See  titie  Opening  of  Naiumal 

8UPPLT 

MisonxAvaous  Qraanoiis 

The  Army  EtUmaUe,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Holms  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Ckthome  Hardy  June  7,  1446 
The  Navy  EttimaUe,  Question,  Mr.  Qoeehen  ; 

Answer,  The  ChanoeUor  of  the  Eioheqoer 

June  7,  1446 

SUPPLY 

Considered  in  Committee  May  81, 1180— €ifiL 
SnnoB  EamiArBs— Class  If.— Salabibs  Aim 
ExpiasBS  ov  PoBuo  DarAMiciMTS  —  Re- 
solutions reported  Jwm  4 

Considered  in  Committee /mm  U,  1608— Cnm. 
SnuTioa  EamcATaa  —  Class  II.— Salabim 
Avn  ExFBvoas  of  Pubuo  DiPABniaiiT*— 
Resolutions  reported  /mm  18 

Considered  in  Committee  /mm  18, 1987— Natt 
EsTiiufBa— Rseolntloafl  reported  /mm  19 


Supreme  Court  of  Jndleatore  (Xrdaad) 

Bill       {Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
Sir  Michael  BiekimBeaeh) 
e.  Committee  • ;  Report  /mm  4  [Bills  66-184] 

SwAifSToir,  Mr.  A.,  Bandon 
Supply— Mint,  Ao.  1168 

Sweden  —  Intemperance  —  Mr.  ErehineU 
Report 
Question,  Sir  Robert  Anstruther ;  Answer,  Sir 
Henry  Selwin-lbbetson  May  10, 618 

8tkb8,  Mr.  0.,  York,  E,R. 
Looal  OoTemment  Aot— Bridlington  Distrloty 
1491 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  O.,  Kent,  W. 
Derby    Corporation  (Extension   of  Borough^ 

Ao.),  Consid.  987 
Eoolesiastioal  Endowments  (Ceylon),  Res.  188 
Unifersities  of  Oiford  and  Cambridge,  Comm. 

el,  11,  114;  0/.  14.  138;  el,  16,  189,  878, 

879 ;  add,  el.  1 187 :  Postponed  el,  18, 1888; 

Consid.  el.  16, 1809 


now   read   8*' 


Taemanian    Main    Line    Railway    Bill 

riordi']  (by  Order) 

<».  Mofod,  «'Tbat  the  BiU   be 

June  1, 1179 

After  short  debaU,  MoTsd,  "  That  the  Debate 

be  now  adjourned"  {Lord  Edmond  File* 

mmtriee) ;   Question  pot,    and  agreed  to ; 

Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  June  8, 1486 ;  Question  pot, 

and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  8« 
MoTod.  "  That  the  Biil  be  oommitted  to  a  Com- 
mittee  of  SoTen  Members  to  be  nominated 
by  the  House,  and  Three  by  the  Committee 
of  Seleotion  "  {Mr,  Raikee) ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Tatlob,  Mr.  D.,  Coleraine 

Assistant  County  Surteyors  (Ireland),  8R.  884 
Irish  Land  Aet,  1870,  Motion  fi>r   a  Seleot 
Committee,  178 

Tatlob,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Leicester  Bo. 
Cattle  Plague  and  ImporUtion  of  Ufo  Stook, 

Nomination  of  Seleot  Committee,  800 
Opening  of  National  Museums  and  Galleries  on 

Sundays,  Res.  1494 
Parliament — Publio  Business,  Arrangement  of, 

997 
Post  Ottee    Seiiure  of  Books,  Ao.  1109 
Prisons,  Consid.  add.  d,  1880,  1474,  1641, 

1646 
Publio  Health— Vaoeinatioo,  1789 

Tbmplb,  Bight  Hon.  W.  F.  Oowfbb-| 
Eante,  S. 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  8R.  848 
Queen^s  Unitersity  (Ireland),  1099 

Tetitbaic,  Lord 
Burial  Aota  Coneolidation,  Coam.  1061 
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QpMtion,  Mr.  MarUnf ;  Anivw.  Mr.  SaUtor- 
Booth  /iMM  7, 1449 


To&B,  Mr.  J.,  Liverpool 

Qoartar  Sottions  (Boroogbt),  Conun.  1018 


ToBETOS,  Mr.  W.  T.  M.,  Finthwiy 
Borough  Francbiae  (IreUnd),  Res.  1898 


Trade  Karks  Bill  [h.l.] 

(I%e  Lord  ChaneeUor) 
L  ProMnted  ;  read  !••  Jme  14        (Now  108) 

7\rade  Marh  RegiHraHm  AH 
Question,  Mr.  nermon  ;  Answer,  The  Attorn^ 
General  June  8, 1491 


Tramwayi  (Meohinical  Powar)  Bill 

{Sir  CharUi  Adderley,  Mr.  Bilumrd  Simihope) 
e.  Ordered;  read  1«*  May  11  [Bill  188] 


Tramways  Orders  Conibrmatlon  (Barton, 

ftcO  Bill  [H.L.]      {The  Lord  ElphintUms) 

L  Presented ;  read  U  *,  and  referred  to  the  Eia- 
Qiners  Majf  3  (No.  81) 

Read  3**  JfoyS 
Gommittee*  AiMlS 


TaBYELTAif,  Mr.  O.  0.,  Smoick,  4v. 
Diplomatio  Servioe— Limited  Competition,  888 
Eastern    Question  —  Resolutions  (Mr.   <}lad» 

stone).  868,  880,  707 
UniTersitles  of  Ok  ford  and  (kmbridge,  Oomm. 

a.  18,  128  :  nL  18,  993 ;  cl.   17,  Amendt. 

998;  a<U.ell858 


Tbubo,  Lord 
Oiminal  Law— Highway  Robberiea  on  BlMk- 
heath,  1888 


TUBXST 
Ths  Eatiem  Q;m^ion 

Tke  BriHtk  Aw^htMoim^Alk^UDodaaroHcmi 
of  Mr,  Laiford,  Queetion,  Obeerrations,  Lord 
Sunley  of  Alderlej  ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of 
Derby  Ifey  II,  788  :  Questions,  Mr. 
Rylands  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Bourke  June  18, 
1941 

Roumania,  Question,  Mr.  Bylaads;  Answer, 
Mr.  Bourke  May  14,  863 

Tke  LaU  NegoHaHom^  Question,  Mr.  E.  Jen- 
kins ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourko  Ma^  17, 1103 

The  TripartOe  Treaty  of  \5ih  April,  1886, 
Question,  Obserrations,  The  Earl  of  Roee- 
bery  ;  Reply.  The  Earl  of  Derby ;  short  de- 
bate thereon  May  14,  839 

[eoNt 


Tke  Papere  emd  Deepoielie 

FHmoe  OoHekakefe  Cmtrnhn^  Lm4  Derkfe 
Deepatek  «f  1st  May,  187T,  Qneelio— ,  Ob- 
serrations,  Lord  Oampben,  Karl  GrawilW ; 
Reply,  The  Eari  of  Derby  iljwTU  37, 1  :  <^m*- 
iion,  Eari  GraatiUe ;  Anewer^  The  Eari  of 
Derby  May  1,  141  ;  Question,  Mr.  W.  B. 
Forster;  Answer,  The  Chaooellor  ai  tke 
Exchequer  May  4,819;  Obsei  latioas,  The 
Duke  of  Rutland;  R^y,  The  Eari  eC 
Derby ;  short  debate  thereon  May  8,  481 ; 
Qnesfcioo,  Sir  Ohariee  W.  Dilke :  Aaewer. 
Mr.  Bourke  May  14,  889 :  Queetioa,  Mr. 
Whalley;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Jwme  8, 
1298 

7^  JTar 

Bloekaie  ef  He  Simek  Sea,  Qneetlooe»  Mr.  K. 
Hubbard,  Mr.  Wilsoa ;  Answers.  Mr.  BmHe* 
May  8,  498;  Qnestioo,  Mr.  D.  Jenkine; 
Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Afoy  10,  818  ;  Qoee 
tion,  Mr.  Wait ;  Answer.  Mr.  Bourke  Miy  17, 
1108;  Question,  Mr.  D.  Jenkins;  Answer. 
Mr.  Bourke  June  11,  1888  ;— iferdUnC 
Skipi  in  the  Sea  qf  A  so/,  Qneetion,  Mr. 
Batee;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  May  14.888; 
—ReyulationereepeeHna  the  Fort  of  Odteea^ 
Question,  Mr.  Gourfey  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Bourke  April  37,  80  ;  Seiimre  of  a  Oreek 
Veetel,  Question,  Mr.  FreehSeM;  Aaewer, 
Mr.  Bourke  May  14. 889 

Blockade  of  the  Dambe,  Questions,  Mr.  Gour^ 
ley  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Bourke  May  8,  499 ; 
May  10,  t%^\—EnqHMk  Shipping  on  tke 
Danube,  Question,  Mr.  T.  E.  Smith  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Bourke  May  18, 991 

[Security  of  the  Mediterranean-^Sm  litlo 
Mediterranean^  The] 

Coniraband  of  War,  Questions,  Mr.  CoDIa^ 
Mr.  Gooriey ;  Answers,  Mr.  Bourke  May  S» 
380 

Egypt,  Questions,  Sir  Greorge  OampbdL  Mr. 
Gladstone  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Bourke  AprU  80, 
104 ;  Question.  Mr.  SuUiran  ;  Answer,  The 
Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mcnt  8.  497 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Gouriey ;  Answer,  xhe  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  May  14,  883;— 


tion,  Mr.  Munti ;  Answer,  The  Chanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  JUsv  8,  389  r  Qaescion* 
Obseriations,  Earl  De  La  Warr,  Lotd 
Houghton ;  Reply,  The  Eari  of  Derby  MayU 
818;  Question,  Mr.  Errington;  Answer* 
Mr.  Bourke  May  11,  726;  Question,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartiogton  ;  Anewer,  Tha 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  Notice,  Sir 
WUIiam  Harcourt  June  8.  1881  ;  Queedoos, 
Sir  WiUiam  Harcourt,  Mr.  Whalley.  Sir  H. 
Drummoad  Wolff;  Lord  Robert  Moolafu; 
Answers.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exohequer. 
Mr.  Bourke,  Mr.  Gouriey  Juna  7.  1448  ; 
Question,  Lord  Robert  Montagu;  Answer, 
The  ChanceUor  of  the  Bxohequer  Jwme  8» 
1488  ;  Queetion,  Mr.  Gouriey  ;  Anewer,  Th^ 
C^Mncellor  of  the  Exohequer  JuMte  14, 1779 ; 
—  rA#  Declaration  of  Pmrie^TU  Sues 
Cemal,  Question.  Obeervatioos,  Mr.  Goor* 
ley;  Reply,  Mr.  Booribo /mm  8, 1399 
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OmMTlIU  I  Ainw,  Tb*  bri'aT  CMMrron 
Jfra  BO,  100  1  t)MMkn,  TIm  Um^mm  of 
Hirtlngtcn  :  Apiwot,  TIm  Obanaallor  <f  thi 
Eieti*qMrJ^M,10«»— XMtfnil/HMnHtf, 
QhmIIoui,  81f  Wlllkn  lUrwMrl.  Sir  ChariM 
W.  DUiai  Aniwan,  Ur.  Bouka  ^p^  " 


MiMttuasooa  Qminaai 
BMnia—RtptrU  of   Vie*  CmmI    Frttmm, 

^••atioii,  Vr.  Shaw  Lafctra:  Aniwar,  Ur. 

Bonrka  K^  IT,  110« 
Mm  if  (Aa  Stvi  af  War,  ObMrntloai,  Sari 

CadSfan    JUoy  S,   3S6 ;    ObtarratlMa,  Ur. 

Oathoraa  Bardf  JCity  8,  207 
Jta«riM  JWmtJ  Atm*  in  U«  I7iitol  AoIh, 

(iaaMioa,  Captala  Plm  ;  Aaawar,  Tha  CtuD- 

•allorof  tba  Eubaqaar  May  1,  140 
nu  Lam  itf  lesi.  Qgaatlon,  Mr.  J.  O.  Hab- 

bard  ;  Aniwar.  Mr.  Boarka  Mof  1,  >M  ;— 

Tk4  BondAMtrt,  QnaUlun.  Mr.  J.  0.  Hab- 

bard  :  Aniwar,  Tba  Cbanaallor  ol  tba  Eiaba- 

qoar  Mat  1>  Ht 


TW-iv  —  Th    BatUm   QutttiM  — 
GladtUmii  RtteitOiont 

fliuriaaad  TWlay,  Noti««i,  Tba  Uarqoa 
BarilDflon.  Mr.  0.  Howard  AprUll.M 

Natloat,  Mr.  Gladilona,  Sir  Jobo  Labb^  _ 
Obnrratloni,  Mr.  OladHoD* ;  Haplf,  Tha 
CbanaaHor  or  tba  Exoba^wr  Afil  30, 101 

NM<«*«.  Mr.  O'Clarj,  Lord  Elebo  J/ay  S,  95T 

Qoaatiaa,  Sir  HaroMrt  JohnaloDa  :  Amww, 
Sir  [I.  DnuDinend  Wolff  i  ibort  dabata 
tbaraon  Ma^  t,  119 

PoHpttmmu  tf  Ordtn  ^  tU  Daf,  Qoaatloa, 
Mr.  TraTaJjaa  )  Aaiwar,  Mr.  aiaditona ; 
•bort  dabata  tbareon  Jfoy  T,  Stfl 

Mo*wl,  "  That  Iha  OnUra  of  tha  Dif  bo  po«t< 
pODOd  BnUl  aftar  tha  Nolioa  of  UoUon 
ralattof  to  tha  Eaatam  QnaatloD"  {Mr. 
ChttiuMer  af  Ot  Hmekmm-),  370 :  aftar 
dabata,  Hovad.  "  That  tba  Dabata  ba  dow 
~  mad  "(Jfr.  DUl 
t,  Motion  wltbdm 

Qoaation  ftfalo  propoiad  ;  Morad  "T^t  tbla 
DoDia  da  now  adjoara"  (Jfr.  8mtpi«H 
Utyd):  aftar  abort  dabata.  HoUob  wltb- 
drawn ;  original  ftnaiUM  pot,  and  agraad  to 


lU 


«  of  dla- 


"  1.   That  thJi  Ronia  And*  Jnit 

ntMiatloo  and  oomplalnt  In  tba  omiDuat  oi 
tba  OitoDiH  Peru  with  ragard  to  the  Da- 
apaloh  wriit«i  bj  tba  Earl  of  Darbj  on  iba 
Slat  dajr  of  Sapiaaibor  lS7fl,  and  rataUng 
to  tba  aaaaaaraa  \a  Bolguia." 

"  9.  That,  uUl  nab  aandaot  ahall  hara  baan 
•ManUallj  ahugad,  and  goaraataoi  on  ba> 
bair  of  Iba  labjaei  papnUtloM  otbar  tban 
Iha  pomlMo  or  oaUaalbla  maaaaraa  af  tba 
Porta  ahall  baro  baan  prorldad,  Ibal  HvitrU' 
Baat  will  ba  dmaad  bjr  thI*  Hoaia  to  haia 
laat  all  alalm  lo  raaaiia  alther  tha  natarUl 
or  tha  nenJ  fnypert  of  (ht  BrltMt  Orawn." 


SftMlOM    oont. 


■■  S.  That,  la  tba  nldat  of  Iba  oomplloatlona 
wbloh  aiiit  aod  tha  war  abloh  ha«  aelnall; 
baguo,  ihli  Doom  aamaatlj  dtalrai  the  lufln- 
anoa  of  tho  Britlih  Orowo  in  tha  C 


diaturbad  Proriooai  of  Turkar,  \tj  patting 
an  and  lo  tba  oppraulon  wblob  thaj  now 
inflbr,  withont  tbo  impoaillon  apao  tbun  of 
inj  othar  Foreign  Dominion." 

"  i.  That,  baarlDg  in  miad  tba  wiaa  and  bon- 
oarabla  polio;  of  tbla  Countrj  la  tba  Protooot 
of  April  IBaO,  and  the  Traatr  of  Jolj  1B3T, 
*Ub  roipaat  to  Qraiaa,  thia  Heuaa  fortbor- 
nMrn  aanaatlr  daalra*  that  Um  InBoanoa  of 
tha  Brltlib  Crown  maj  ba  iddraawd'Io  pro- 
mollog  tb*  aonoert  of  the  EarapaiD  Powin 
In  auotlng  from  tba  Oltonan  Porta,  bjtbalp 
tinltad  authoritj,  luoh  ehingrt  In  tha  Goram- 
il  ofTurka;  ai  tba;  maj  da«m  t  ' 
larjr  for  Iba  porwaaa  of  bu 
lea,  for  afbotual  delanea  igaji 
and  Ibr  tha  paaoa  of  tba  world." 

■•  S.  That  an  hombla  AddrcM,  aalllng  fbrtb  the 
prajer  of  thla  Honaa  aooording  lo  the  laoonr 
of  Iho  tsragolng  RaMlallona.^pnparadaod 
praaanied  to  Her  Mijaatf  "  (Mr.  aloMmu) 


Morad,  "That  IbU  Honai  find)  jniteaaaaof 
dlMalUfaolion  and  oomplalol  Id  tba  oondnat 
of  tha  Ottoman  Porta  with  ragard  l«  tba  Da- 
ipatob  wrltliD  bf  tb«  Earl  of  Darbj  on  Iba 
Slit  da;  of  Saptambar  1870,  and  relating  lo 
tha  naaaama  la  Balgarla"  (Mr.  Oladtbmi 
40a 

Amandl  lo  laoTa  oat  tma  "  Hooia,"  and  add 
"  daellnei  to  anlartaln  anj  Raaotntlonl  wbloh 
BujambartM*  HarUajaatr'aOoTemmaBllB 
the  malntaoaooa  of  peaoa  aod  In  the  protaoilon 
of  Briliib  Inlareiii,  wliboni  iodloallDg  ao* 
altaniatlie  llMoTpoUef  "(SirJfmTr  Wolff) 
V.  i  Qnaallon  propoaad,  "  That  tba  wofdi, 
*«. i"  aftar  di^u,  MoTad,  "That  ibe  Da- 
bale  ba  now  adjourned "  {Mr.  CUkUri); 
•  after  abort  dabala,  (tneatloa  put,  and  ajiaid 
to:  Dabata  adjourned 

Qaaitloo  agala  propoaad ;  Dabala  reaamad 
Maf  8,  ftSl  i  altar  long  dabMa,  Dabata  ad- 
jo  y  mad 

Qaeitlon  again  propoiad ;  Dabala  reennwd 
Man  1".  SM ;  "ftw  ^"g  debate,  "-»-'-  -' 

Ar  Jamn  Brook*.  Qoeillon,  Mr.  1 

raoa  ;  Aniwar,  Mr.  Gladetona  Ji 
Qunllon    again    propoaad ;    Drba 

Map  1 1.  733 :  aftar  long  debate, 

tber  adjourned 
Mr.  Bo»rkt  and  Ur.  Coidm,  Eipli 

Bonrki  May  14,  SS3 
Qaaitlon    again    propowd ;    Daba 

Jfay   14,  BB4  ;  aftar   long  debal 

pot;  A.  92S.  N.  SSt:  M.  131 
DItUIoo  Lilt.  A  and  N.  STi 
Wordi  added  ;   mala    Quaalioa,  ■ 

pat,  and  agraad  to 


TOT 


(IHDBXJ 


WAD 


tfct  Ttrif  of 

'{Mr.  CUmaOUr^At 

14,  lan  [Bii  iss] 

IS 


Mr. 


Mr. 


TvrJMtiw  law 


Mr. 

Mr.  Sdatcr-BMCk. 
lUlMt 


(Ptoaltietf  Bin 


) 


$1 


[Boin] 


TnriAV,  Mr.  H.  Hnasey,  Glmmmymmtkir^ 
CmA  MiBW    Ty— wydd    CoUiMj    KrpltMO«, 

tXatirtoi      ffmolnrlom    (Mr.    Gb<i- 
a  fiW.  5».  63S 
BarkovB  m  tb»  R«rtb-Eaat  OoMfc»  Rm.  1 
Pit  Ofci    Ttkff iphic  CoounuuealioA 

Lo^jr  Itkad,  Bm.  1444 
Pablie  WorU  Loaa^  3&.  1301 

Toiert  (Irdiad)  Bin 

( Jlr.  B«C^  ifr.  Jteriee  .^Mb,  ilr.  ShOwmi) 
e.Mo««4,  -"rbftt  Um  BUI    b«  BOW   reftd   f*" 

Ai— firtt  to  loftYO  ooi  "  now,**  and  add  *«  vpoo 
this  d«7  lis  aonthi  "  ( Jft^.  Jftrffco/Zowrf) : 
after  short  dobaU,  QnoiAioB  pat.  **  That 
•DOW,'  40.  ;"  A.  99,  N.  1S5;  M«  96 
(D.  L.  118) 

Words  addod  ;  main  QoottioD.  at  aaendsd, 
MU,  aad  afreod  to  ;  SK.  put  off  for  six 
Boatbt  [BUI  82] 


<L14,m:  eC  17.199T;ctl2 
ins.  \\\%',mU,€L  \Vn  :  P4 


\  TM,  891 


1911  ;r| 

.-J 


(Xr.  Gl 


«L  16,974 


Wasd,  Dr.  IL  F., 

rii oiiin.  itti 

1T99 


1919 


,  Sir  S.  £Ly 
Street   la 
1797. 1758 


C« 


Watkiv,  Sr  £.  W.,  Hfik^ 

JoiatStoeli  (>wpeaiee    ■Twyctwff.fa 
^Bmber  Ireaworks  C^mfmmsj^  1U6. 
1488 

Watxsby,  liord 

Eaotera  Qaeetion    Poipatrfi  of  lat  May. 

499 
Mediterrmaeaa^Soearity  of  Oomaaaroe^ 

MocioB  for  aa  Addreee,  356.  356,  3«1 
Raesa  (Cnitad  Qreek  Chnreh), 

P^er.1891 

WATS  AND  MEANS 

MiacsLLAnoua  Qinanoaa 

HkMUid  H<m§e  IkOf 
Mr.  Tboouon  Uaokej :  Ai 
oallor  of  tbe  Exobeqaor  Jmm  1 1.  lAfiS 

Qaaetioa,   Mr.  J.  P.  Corrj  ;    AM«arj 

Cbaacollor  of  tbe  Exobeqaor  Jmm  8,  I 
^  Apofum  of  tkt  (\ut»tHS  Dmtim,  Qa< 
Mr.  O'SolUTan  ;  Aaewer.  Tba  CImdmJ 
Um  EMheqow  JAf  1>  148 


Qb« 


Ti3 


WAT       WHI        (SESSION    1877)         WHI 


WOM 


«3 


S34« 


T8  AND  MEANS 

Cooild«r«d  Id  CommidM  Map  14,  978 
RMolfed,  That,  towurdi  makiof  good  tbt 
Sappljr  gntotiid  to  Her  Majesty  ror  the  year 
tadiof  on  the  Slit  day  of  Maroh  1878,  tbo 
fam  of  £5,000,000  be  gnmted  oat  of  the 
Ooneolidated  Food  of  the  United  Kingdom 
Reeolatioo  reported  May  16 


^  .    WniLLEYf  Mr.  O.  H.,  Piterborough 

^     Ooantj  Oonrte  Jariedlotion  Estention,  2R.  500 
'Xll  <^ot7  Training  Sohooli  and  Sbipe,  2R.  1017 

^^^  ^      Eaetem  Qoeetlon^Prinoe  OortehakoiTa  Oir- 
■"  *  *  enlar^Lord  Derby's  Antwer,  1 W8 

Eastern   Question  —  Resolations  (Mr.    Glad- 
stone), 557,  820 
rt:  Si  t    Ireland--Defflpeey,  Mr.  Jamei,  Motion  for  Re- 
^-  turns,  564 

Jaenits,  The,  405 

MeraantUe  Marine  Hospital,  OR.  1005 

Parliament— Poblio  Business,  Arrangement  of, 

006 
Post  OiBee— Sooth  Afriea,  Telegrapblo  Com* 

raunieation  with,  1400 
Prisons,  Ooosid.  1804,  1825 ;  add.  el  1820, 
1457, 1458, 1480, 1487  :  0^.40, 1704  ;  el  47, 
1801 
Rossia  and  Tarkey— Deolaration  of  Paria— 
Soei  Oanal,  1805 
Tbe  War-.8aei  Oanal,  1444, 1445,  1488 
Tichbome  Proseeotion— The  De  Morgan  Peti- 
lion.  Res.  1880, 1557, 1558, 1550, 1580 


m  f 


*  - 


I 


x^  «  Whsxlhousi,  Mr.  W.  St.  James,  Zeedi 

Bar  of  England  and  of  Ireland,  2R.  807 
Blind  and  Deaf  Mate  Children  (Edaeation), 

2R.1204 
Conoty  Courts  Jorlsdiotion  Extension,  2R.  502 
County  Training  Sohools  and  Ships,  2R.  1017 
Crossed  Cheques  on  Bankers,  2R.  1780 
High  Court  of  Jasiioe— Despatch  of  Business, 

1548 
MeroanlUe  Marine  Hoepital,  2R.  1028 


Whitbrbad,  Mr.  S.,  Bedford 

Channel  Islands— The  Laws  and  Judloaturt— 

Case  of  Colonel  De  Faby,  840 
Parliament— Order  of  Businees,  1584 
Road    Looomotifes  —  Report   of  Committee, 

1878,  818 
Russia  and  Turkey— Deolaration  of  Paris— 

Suet  Canal,  1808 


WHxnriLL,  Mr.  J.,  XnUM 

Customs,  Inland  Rerenue,  and  Sarinp  Banks, 

Comm.  el,  7,  812 
Olbraliar— Proposed  Trade  Regulations,  818 
Meroaatile    Marine    Hoepital,   2R.    Ameodt 

1024 
Poei  Ofloe— Telegraphie  Communioatloa  with 

Lundy  Island,  Res.  1148 
Supply— Cif  11  Serrioe  Commission,  1154 
Loeal  QoTemmtnt  Board,  Ao.  1 150 
Patent  Office,  1188 
Woods,  Forests,  *e.  Ofloe,  1178 


*• 


Xi> 


K 

^ 


:,S^ 


1  f 


i»!^» 

»:!> 


WmTWOBTH,  Mr.  B.,  KHJum/g 

Nary — Royal  Biarines — Promotion  and  Retire- 
ment, 1078 


WnJcoT,  Sir  H.,  Derlffehire,  8. 
Derby  Corporation  (Extension  of  Borough, 
fte.),  Consld.  Amendt.  144 


WiLMOT,  Sir  J.  E.,  WarwickeMref  8. 

County  Courts  Jurisdiction  Extension,  2R. 

588,  508 
County  Trainluff  Schools  and  Ships,  2R.  1022 
Derby  Corporation  ( Extension  of  Borough,  Ac.), 

Consld.  Amendt.  144 
High  Court  of  Justice— Despatch  of  Business, 

1542 
Homicide  Law  Amendment,  2R.  Bill  withdrawn, 

500 
Mercantile  Marine  HosplUl,  2  R.  1028 
Penalty  of  Death,  Res.  1888, 1718 


WiL80ir,  Mr.  W.,  Donegal 
Russia  and  Turkey— Blockade  In  the  Black 
Sea,  400 


Wine  asid  Beerhoiue  Act  (1869)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

{Mr.  atmteUy  BiU,  1^.  MundelU) 

e.  Considered  In  Committee  ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1** 
May  81  [BUI  177] 


WnncARLBioH,  Lord 

Quarter  Sessions  (Boroughs),  2R.  1888 
Settled  Estates,  2R.  142 


Winter  Aoeisei  (Ireland)  BiU 

{Sir  Colman  CtLoghlen,  Mr.  SUepooU) 
e.BM^dr^May2  [BiU  78] 


Wolff,  Sir  H.  D.,  OhrUUImreh 
Eastern  Question  —  Resolutions  (Mr.   Glad- 
stone), 820,  885,  428 ;  Amendt,  480, 055 
MetropoUs— Hyde  Park,  1040 
Russia  and  Turkey- Declaration  of  Paris — 
Suet  Canal,  1805 
Tbe  War-Suet  Canal,  1445 


Women'i  DiiaUlitlei  Benunral  BiU 

{Mr.  JoMh  Bright,  Sir  RebeH  AnHnOker,  Mr. 

MtmeeU  Gwney,  Mr,  SUmefeUt) 

0.Mofed,  ''That  the  BUI  be   now  read  r" 
Jmne  8, 1882  [BiU  17] 

Amendt  to  leate  out  '*  now,^  and  add  "  upon 
this  day   three  months"  {Mr.  BatAmry); 
Qoeetion  proposed,   **That   *now,'    Ac 
after  long  debate,  Debate  adjourned 


*f 


WTN 


TEA 


Wykdhajc,  Hon.  P.  8.,  CumherUmd,  W. 

Eaitera  Question  —  RetolvtioDS  (Mr.   Glad- 
stone), S77,  53d 
India— Weld,  Mr.,  Case  of,  736 


(INDEX)  YOR  TOB 

YoBK,  Arohbiflhop  of 

Borial  Acts  Coosolidatioo,  Gomm.  1054«  ItW 
1006, 1057  :  add.  d,  1076. 1075, 1079; 
port,  add.  ek  1910, 1984 


Teaman,  Mr.  J.,  Dundss 

Prisons,  Oonsid.  add.  el.  1657 

Roads  and  Bridges  (Sootland),  8R.  1879 

Supply— FIsberj  Board  in  Sootland,  1693 

Qaeen's  and    Lord    Treasorer's    Rernem*       EMtem    Qnestkm  —  RMolatioDt  (Mr.  Glatf. 

branoer  in    Ezcliaqaer.    Sootland.   Ac.  Hom),  T99 

1619 


ToBKS,  Mr.  J.  B.,  OUmceiUnkir^,  B. 


ERRATUM. 
Page  1530,  line  14  from  bottooi» /or  *'  Satorday  aftemooDs  "  rtcd  '<  Snndaya.** 


END  OP  VOLUME  OOXXXIV.,  AND  THTRD  VOLXJME  OP 

SESSION  1877. 


LonDOK :  ooBncuvs  BUOXi  23,  PAXiBiroaiJUt  bow,  x.a 


